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to employ and fix the compensation of such other employés as it may tind nec- | 
essary to the proper performance of its duties. Until otherwise provided by | 
law, the commission may hire suitable offices for its use, and shall have au- | 
thority to procure all necessary office supplies. Witnesses summoned before | 
the commission sh > paid the same fees and mi leage that are paid witnesses 
in the courts of the Un ted States 





by 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amen 
vestigation,’’ to insert 
the word 
terior;’’ 


iment was, in section 6, line 23, after the word ‘‘in- 
‘upon official business;’’ and in line 26, after 
**commission,’’ to strike out ‘‘and the Secretary of the In- 
so as to read: 

All of the expenses of the commission, including all necessary expenses for | 
transportation incurred by the commissioners, or by theiremployés under their 
orders, in making any investigation, or upon official business in any other places 
than in the city of Washington, shall be allowed and paid on the presentation 
of itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman of the commission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator explain why it 
is taken away from the Interior Department. 

Mr. CULLOM. Theonly reason is because the Secretary of the In- 
terior as well as the commission agree that it is only an incumbrance 
to the Secretary of the Interior to be imposing such duties on him. 
It is impossible for him to know very much about the matter, and it 
is a duty that is troublesome to the commission to procure what seems 
to be an unnecessary indorsement; and finally, it is only superfluous 
work on the part of the Secretary of the Interior, and they both desire 
that this change should be made in the law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 7, line 4, after the word ‘‘ report,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior;”’ so as to read: 

. 7. That section 21 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 


“Sec. 21. Tha commission shall, on or before the lst day of December in 
each year, make a report.” 


SEc 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 5, after the word ‘‘ be,”’ 
to strike out ‘* by him;’’ so as to read: 

Which shall be transmitted to Congress. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire to whom the report is made? | 

Mr. CULLOM. If theSenator will look a line or two below he will | 
find it is to be submitted to Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to be the purpose of this bill to make this 
commission an independent Department of the Government. It does 
not seem to me that that is a good idea. It appears to me that they 
should be under the general supervision of some particular Department 
of the Government. We ought not to multiply these quasi Depart- 
ments in this way. Ido not think the objection that supervision is 
an annoyance to the Secretary of the Interior or anything of that kind 
is sufficient. Ido not think a body of this kind should make its re- 
port to Congress. I think the report should be made to some Depart- | 
ment of the Government, and by it be transmitted to Congress. Lut 
I shall not make any particular objection on that ground. I willonly | 
say in a general way that to be multiplying the small Departments or 
bodies which are not Departments, and have no real standing as such, 
is a great mistake, in my judgment. We have a number of such 
things now, but that is no reason why we should have more of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. This isa matter of no very great consequence, so far 
as I know, but I do know that this commission is probably about as 
responsible, and about as likely to be honest and square in its dealings 
as any Department of the Government; and as the Senator from Con- | 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me, we have some organizations now | 
existing that are independent of any Department. | 

It is true that it is necessary that the commission, as the law now | 
stands, should deal with the Secretary of the Interior, who knows 








nothing about the business of the commission, and who can not know 
very much about it in any event without giving his close attention to 
it; and to require that is simply an embarrassmitnt which it seems to 
me might as well be avoided. The Secretary of the Interior, as well 
as the commission, felt the same way, anq for that reason we embodied 
this provision in the bill asitstands. Certainly this commission, made 
up as it is and as it always will be, I trust, of able and honest men, is | 
just as likely to do right, and we are more likely to get the reports from 
the commission promptly than we chould beif they went through other | 
hands. 
Mr. TELLER. It is no criticism on this commission to require its | 
report to be submitted to the head of a Department. It is no answer | 
for the Senator from Connecticut or anybody else to say that the Com- 
missioner of Patents reports to Congress or the Comptroller of the Cur- | 
rency. Those were things that grew up originally. The Commis- 
sioner of Patents reported to Congress before tnere was a Secretary of 
the Interior, and before he was ever in that Department. It is one of 
those things which have never been put in harmony with the general | 
character of the Executive Departments of the Government. There is | 
no reason why a subordinate body like a commission for this purpose 
should be reporting to Congress. The Secretary of the Interior does 
not report to Congress. He reports to the President. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, it is true, reportsto Congress. That isan old practice 
which began early; but in regard to all bodies lately created their re- 
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| ployed and the compensation they deem proper to allow. 


| ment reported by the Committee on Interstate Commerce in sect 


OOO! 


ports have been required to be made to some established head of 
partment. 
I do not think it is of very much consequence one way or the other 


but it is certainly no reflection upon the commission to say that they 


ought to report to some head of a Department. Of course it is in th 

power of Congress to make a Department out of this body, and I sup- 
pose to make all these commissioners members of the Cabinet if it wants 
them there, but it is a comparatively insignificant body. Without 


| reflection upon its members, I will say that their conduct h 
|} has not been such, 


in my judgment, as entitles them to any extraor 
dinary claim upon the American people. I do not think that ther 
a general feeling in the country that they have shown themselves ab 


| solutely above question. Ido not think they have shown that they 
have mastered the diffic alties presented to them in — law of last year 
in such a way as to always acquit them of criticism, and I suppose no- 


body presumed they would when they were app har d, 
supposed that the appointees would when the offices were 
Mr. CULLOM. As far as the commission a 


aud nobody 
created 


I suppo 


re concerned, 


that everybody knows that any body of men taking charge of the great 
work that was intrusted to the commission by this law would be crit- 
icised by somebody, and probably very severely, for any a ou t a nm 
in the premises. My own judgment is that the commission has done 
as well if not better than the people of this country expected. My 
own judgment is that they have done eminently well. But whether 
that be true or not, so far as these amendments are concerned which 


are now under consideration they are made simply for the — se of 
securing prompt transaction of business and not suggested « 

part of the commission with any disposition to arrogate to themselves 
any special power, but simply that they may be able, with the consent 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to goon with their work without being 


am 


delayed, as they occasionally have been, in procuring what was necessary 

| to carry on the business of the commission. I hope that the members 
of the Senate will allow the bill to stand as it is in these respects 

Mr. GORMAN. I agree generally with the chairman of the com- 


mittee, but I think there are some features of the bill that require ex- 
amination. The provision is that the commission shall report dit 

to Congress. As they have discretion in the use of the appropri 
made, I think they should report to Congress the names of persons em- 


etly 


ation 


I would sug- 
gest to add at the end of line 13 of section 7 the further proviso 
they shall report to Congress the names and compensation of the pe 
sons employed by said commission.”’ 

We have a Fish Commission for which a lump sum is voted every 
year; and we authorize them to employ such persons as they t! 
proper, and at such compensation as they choose. It is impossible at 
this time and at this early stage to determine with accuracy the num- 
ber of persons that ought to. be employed by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and their compensation; and I therefore trust the chai: 
man of the committee will permit an amendment at the end of line 13, 
which shall require a report of the names and compensation of the per- 
sons employed by the commission. 


\ink 


Mr. CULLOM. I have no earthly objection to that: I think it 
well enough that it should be done 

Mr. GORMAN. I send up the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
proposed to insert: 
And the names and compensation of persons employed by said com 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


In section 7, on page 15, after line 13, it is 


The question now is on the amend- 


line 5, after the word ‘‘be,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by him. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 7, line 7, after the word ‘‘reports,’’ to strike out isstied 
from the Interior Department”’ and insert ‘‘ transmitted to Congress; 
so as to read: 


Sec. 7. That section 21 of said actis hereby amended so as to read as follows 

“Sec, 21. That the commission shall, on or before the Ist day of December 
in each year, make a report, which shal! be transmitted to Congress, and copies 
of which shall be distributed as are the other reports transmitted to Congress 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in section 8, line 3, ¢ 
to strike out ‘‘apply to’’ and insert 
word ‘‘thereat,’’ to insert: 


Or the free carriage of destitute and homeless persons transported by char 
itable societies, and the necessary agents employed 


shall,”’ 


- atter 


ifter the word ‘ 


“* prevent;’’ in line 


In such trar 
And after the word “ religion,’’ 

to municipal governments for the 

so as to make the section read: 
Src. 8 


at the end of line 12 


, to Insert “‘or 
transportation of indigent person 


That section 22 of said act is her¢ 





by amended so as to read as follows 

“Sec, 22. That nothing in this act shall prevent or * 
handling of property free or at reduced rates for the Unit ! ‘ 
nicipal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from irs and ex 
sitions for exhibition thereat, or the free carriage of destitute and homeless pe 
sons transported by charitable societies, and the necessary agents employed 
such transportation, or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation pas 
senger tickets; nothing in this act shall be « onstrued to prohil bit any mon 
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carricr from giving reduced rates to ministers of religion, or to municipal gov- 
ernments for the transportation of indigent persons; nothing in this act shall 
be construed to prevent railroads from giving free carriage to their own officers 
and employés, or to prevent the principal officers of any railroad company or 
com panies from exchanging passes or tickets with other railroad companies for 
their officers and employés; and nothing in this act contained shallinany way 
abridge or alter the remedies now existing at common law or by statute, but the 
provisions of this act are in addition to such remedies: Provided, Thatno pend- 
ing litigation shall in any way be affected by this act.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave an amendment which I shall present as a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs. On page 16, section 8, 
line 24, after the word ‘‘persons,’’ I move to insert: 


Nor to prevent any railroad company from making any arrangement it shall 
deem proper with the Board of Managers of the National Homes for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, for the transportation of soldiers and other persons travel- 
ing to and from such homes. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the last portion of that amend- 
ment read once more, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ° It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr, PLATT. Why should ‘‘ other persons’’ be included in the ben- 
efit of that provision ? 

Mr. REAGAN, I hope the Senator will strike out the words ‘‘and 
other persons.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; let them be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Theamendment will be so modified. 
The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The committee, after reporting the amendments 
which have been passed upon by the Senate, instruct me to offer the 
following additional amendment, to come in after the close of the section 
just disposed of. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment comes in as section 5 of the bill. 

The CHleF CLERK. It is proposed to insert the following as section 5, 


Sec, 5, That section 16 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sco, 16, That whenever any common carrier, as defined in and subject tothe 
provisions of this act, shall violate, or refuse or neglect to obey or perform, dny 
lawful order or requirement of the commission created by this act, not founded 
upon a controversy requiring atrial by jury, as provided by the seventh amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, it shall be lawful for the commis- 
sion or for any company or person interested in such order or requirement, to 
apply ina summary way, by petition, to the circuit court of the United States 
silting in equity in the judicial district in which the common carrier complained 
of has its principal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
or requirementshall happen, alleging such violation or disobedience, as the case 
may be; and the said court shall have power to hear and determine the matter, 
on such short notice to the common carrier complained of asthe court shall deem 
reasonable; and such notice may be served on such common carrier, his or its 
officers, agents, or servants in such manner as the court shall direct; and said 
court shall proceed to hear and determine the matter speedily as a court of 
equity, and without the formal pleadings and proceedings applicable to ordin- 
ary suits in equity, but in such manner as to do justice in the premises; and to 
this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to direct and prosecute in 
such mode and by such persons as it may appoint, all such inquiries as the court 
may think needful to enable it to form a just judgmentin the matter of such 
petition; and on such hearing the findings of fact in the report of said commis- 
sion shall be prima facie evidence of the matters therein stated; and if it be 
made to appear to such court, on such hearing or on report of any such person 
or persons, that the lawful order or requirement of said commission drawn in 
question has been violated or disobeyed, it shall be lawful for such court 
to issue a writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or other- 
wise, to restrain such common carrier from Skee continuing such violation 
or disobedience of such order or requirement of said commission, and enjoin- 
ing obedience to the same; and in case of any disobedience of any such writ 
of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, it shall be law- 
ful for such court to issue writs of attachment, or any other process of said 
court incident or applicable to writs of injunction or other proper process, 
mandatory or otherwise, against such common carrier, and if a corporation, 
against one or more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, or against 
any owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey such writ of 
injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise; and said court 
may, if it shall think fit, make an order directing such common carrier or other 
person so disobeying such writ of injunction or other proper process, manda- 
tory or otherwise, to pay such sum of money, not exceeding for each carrier or 
person in default the sum of $500 for every day, after a day to be named in the 
order, that such carrier or other person shall fail to obey such injunction or 
other proper process, mandatory or otherwise; and such moneys shall be pay- 
able asthe court shali direct, either to the party complaining or into court, to 
abide the ultimate decision of the court,or into the Treasury; and payment 
thereof may, without prejudice to any other mode of recovering the same, be 
enforced by attachment or order in the nature of a writ of execution,in like 
manner as if the same had been recovered by a final decree in personam in such 
court, When the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 or more, 
either party to such proceeding before said court may appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, under the same regulations now provided by law 
in respect of security for such appeal; but such appeal shall not operate to stay 
or supersede the order of the court or the execution of any writ or process 
thereon; and such court may,in every such matter, order the payment of such 
costs and counsel fees as shall be deemed reasonable. Whenever any such pe- 
tition shall be filed or presented by the commission it shall be the duty of the 
district attorney, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, to prosecute the same; andthe costs and expenses of such be paid out 
of the appropriation for the expenses of the courts of the United States. If 
the matters involved in any such order or requirement of said commission are 
founded upon a controversy requiring a trial by jury, as provided by the sev- 
enth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and any such com- 
mon carrier shall violate or refuse or neglect to obey or perform the same, after 
notice given by said commission as provided in the fifteenth section of this act, 
it shall be lawful for any company or person interested in such order or require- 
ment to apply in a summary way by petition to the circuit court of the United 
States sitting as a court of law in the judicial district in which the carrier com- 
plained of has its principal office, or > which the violation or disobedience of 


such order or requirement shall happen, alleging such violation or disobedience 





as the case may be; and said court shall by its order then fix a time and place 
for the trial of said cause, which shall not be less than twenty nor more than 
forty days from the time said order is made, and it shall be the duty of the mar- 
shal of the district in which said proceeding is pending to forthwith serve a copy 
of said petition, and of said order, upon each of the defendants, and it shall be 
the duty of the defendants to file their answers to said petition within ten days 
after the service of the same upon them as aforesaid. At the trial the findings 
of fact of said commissioners as set forth in its report shall be prima facie evi- 
dence of the matters therein stated, and if either party shall demand a jury or 
shall omit to waive a jury the court shall, by its order, direct the marshal forth- 
with to summon a jury to try the cause; but ifall the parties shall waive a jury 
in writing, then the court shall try the issues in said cause and render its judg- 
ment thereon. If the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 or more, 
either party may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States under the 
same regulations now provided by law in respect to security for such appeal ; 
but such appeal must be taken within twenty days from the day of the rendi- 
tion of the judgment of said circuit court. If the judgment of the circuit court 
shall be in favor of the party complaining, he or they shall be entitled to re- 
cover a reasonable counsel or attorney’s fee, to be fixed by the court, which shall 
be collected as part of the costsin the case. For the purposes of this act, except- 
ing its penal provisions, the circuit courts of the United States shall be deemed 
to be always in session.” 
OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask that the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) 
declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888, 
be considered. The authorities at the other end of the Avenue think 
it necessary to modify the language of the amendment proposed by my 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed will be reconsidered, as also the 
vote by which it was ordered toa third reading. The Senator from 
Ohio proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In lieu of the amendment offered by my colleague 
I move to insert that which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution, in 
lieu of the amendment heretofore adopted, the following: 

Nor shall anything in said act be so construed as to prevent the purchase of 
suitable materials, and the employmentof proper persons to complete or modify 
series of objects and classes of specimens when in the judgment of the head of 
any Departmentsuch purchase or employment, or both, is necessary in the proper 
preparation and conduct of an exhibit, nor to authorize the removal from their 
places of deposit in Washington of any original paper or document or laws or 
ordinances whatever. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 4th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 1919) granting a pen- 
sion to John Fox. 

The message also announced that the following bills were presented 
to the President June 25, 1888, and not having been returned by him 
to the House of Congress in which they originated within the ten days 
prescribed by the Constitution, have become laws without his approval: 

An act (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 

An act (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 

An act (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson; and 

An act (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll. 


THE INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. STEWART. Since I offered an amendment a moment ago, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs has come into the Sen- 
ate and has furnished me with the amendment which was agreed upon 
in the Military Committee, and I would ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my amendment and substitute in lieu of it the amendment 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On®page 16, line 14, after the word ‘‘ persons,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or to inmates of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers under 
arrangements with the board of managers of said homes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The language just read will be sub- 
stituted in place of that which was announced as agreed to on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. StewART] heretofore, if there 
be no objection. The question recurs on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] as section 5, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. That concludes all the amendments of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee to the provisions of the amendment in reference 
to soldiers’ homes. It seems to me that the language employed will 
not include both national homes and State homes. If there is any 
doubt about that, it should be made definite. Therefore I would sug- 
gest that it would be well to have it read “‘inmates of national or State 
homes.’’ 
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y ; 
} Mr. CULLOM. As far as the Committee on Interstate Commerce is | to me that the Senator does not care to go to that « 
concerned, that committee has been disposed o allow liberal language | the matter to the con t court as to t 
; to be used with reference to the application of the law to accommoda- | freight shall be carried 
tions to soldiers, whether in homes or otherwise; but I am perfectly | The proviso in the amendment, of course, i 
willing, so far as I am concerned, to have the amendment extend to | no objection to that, although I did make o 
inmates, not only of national homes, but of State homes as well. mittee. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest tothe Senator from Iowathatitishardly | Pp led, I , 
necessary to extend it to o ceupants of State homes, because we do not | ‘ 101 the s t s rais 
ig interfere with arrangements a railroad company may make within a ee ae 
Sta e co ( 





te 
Mr. PADDOCK. That is ee y done. : f 
Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly the Mili tary Committee did not think it | It seems to me t ! iment w i 





necessary. The Senator can waita fi w moments until we look further | would care ive i } 

into the matter | which, for augh p 
Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to the insertion of the words | ont the judg ofas eit : 

‘for State’’ between the words ‘‘national’’ and ‘*homes.’’ } | 


e Mr. HAWLEY. It refers to the Board of Managers of the National Mr. REAGAN. In order to guard against any 

7 T ror Disabled Vol er Soldiers ha taf 4 s , ; 
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. the first part o : ‘ 

' Mr. CULLOM. We have a home for « 











lisab] «d sol liers in our St » | VisO Was y 
owned and controlled by the State, witha board of managers appointed | York 
by the governor. Phat if any tior fact 
Mr. HAWLEY. But the national board 1 not arrange for th 
You want to adjust the language for that. : 
Mr. CULLOM. I think the words ‘‘or State’’ will rer tl 16 cou ‘ 
if inserted between the words ‘‘ national’’ and ‘‘ homes. tion of t 
The PRESIDEN l pro te pore. The amendment will be stated. The « ct L stated t ‘ 
: The CHteEF CLERK. The amendment now reads: manda compe \ tat { 
to inmates of the National Homes v rs all shi 3. so as not to « 
arrangements of the board of mans agers of said homes. ‘ } = A nal ht o ; . | 0 2 O eted 1 














{ 
0. . 
ry 7 7 . At 
The amendment will stand as last | viola 
The Chair hears none W 
4 >t , ’ T ¥, n « AY y »+ 1) ? ] 
Mr. REAGAN, I offer an amendment, to iInasan ade ai ° 
i}? LU 
¢ias bee iil cam © I 
section to tI ill as section 9. a 
it may { é at é 
1 ; 17 l i 
fhe amendment was read, as follow “$i : 
4 i , 
That the ‘ t and district court the United s 4] 
+1 “e} . —— fir —' , Ait 
ithe reiation of any person 3, fit ‘Or ’ ieging su : 
violation by a common carrier of any of the provisions of the act to wh this | the coul t c 
sa suppl 1 x ry thereof, as prevents t lat i cise facts of é i a ase, | ) 
having inte t iff ved Lco 10n carrier at the sa ‘ ‘ ‘ } 
‘ : ‘ 1 i } 
charged, or upon terms or conditions as favorable as those . 
mon carrier f like traffic under similar condit ) y other sh r,to } Unaer Th t ‘ 
iss rits of ym Carrier numanding app! hen 
such common arrier nove ¢ , orto furn 1 { 4} 5 
. { e( 
other facilities for transportation for ng for the writ, uy rsuch } ““~S* P 
7 orn + oy 
terms and in such manner yper to the court rder | against wise ll a f J 
to} vent any undue discrin ral r rorany Vv tion | freight o rive eurity ‘ 
: sions of to whi “upp e Dye de — ee < 
proy on ol th iu tto whl mn wided, That if ai the money. } ti snortat n ‘7 
ion of fact as to the proper compensa to the common carrier r the se > . A iio J 
o} d by the writ is raised by the pleadings, the writ ) | by the order of the court requiring th 
: I B38, ; ’. i 









mand may issue, notwithstanding such question of fact is ned, | rity or the deposit of mone 

upon such t eens ere nt of money into the court, hie : I wo uld be glad if the $ t v 

as the court may thir proper, pending the determination of the question of 4} es : . 

fact by a jury: Provided, That the remedy hereby given by writ of mandan through in the form in which it is. it Wiil 
shall be cumulative, and shall not be held to exclude or interfere with er | ble of all the processes for obtain ’ st 


“nedies provided | this act or the act which it a supplement. : . 
ere ee ae A by this act or the act to Se a te discriminations, and preve 


Mr. HISCOCK. I would sugges t to theS nator from Texas whether *r such discriminations as may injure: pper, 














it is desirable the at lines | 16, and 17 of his am nent, to th tries which m or >I Iu L ti i 
word ‘‘ Provided, t imei tadasiostod? Would not the amendment be | suit sh t ‘ to delay it 
more perfect with these lines left out? me : ary isi 
\ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair I ympathize with t pu ) 
the Senator from Texas accept the amendment proposed by the Senator | and am disposed to vote for it as it stands, alt 
from New York? with the words on page 2 stricken out 
Mr. REAGAN. One moment. Tam afraid the amendment would | from New York. It ms to me that the purpos t 
not be apt for the purpose in view with these lines omitted Che ob- | is to prevent’ undue favoritism on the part of the rail I nie 
ject of the amendment is where parties offer goods to be shipped to Mr. REAGAN. In order to meet the ex 
require the corporations to forward their merchandise in its proper | sent to the striking out of the words suggs ry t 


turn and at reasonable rates of freight and on the same conditions New ¥ . 
freight is forwarded for other persons. Mr. TELLER Then I thing t 
As the law now stands, a transportation company may discriminate 
against persons or firms, delay their freight to the great injury of the | go out. 
shipper, subject only to a civil suit, and may continue the delay pend- The PRESIDING OFFICER W t mod n 
ing the civil suit. ‘The object of this amendment is to have the goods | amendment? 
go forward, and issue a mandamus, where the facts warrant it, to com- Mr. oe CK. To strike out lines 14. 1 
pel the moving of the freight. word ‘Prov ided, in line 17. 








Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I will tate Mr. RI E tAN. I accept that modificat 
to him the objection to that provision. The PR ES SIDING OFFICER. TheSenator fr vo 


- Thisamendment provides for the issuingof a peremptory writof man- | an amendm¢ nt to the amendment of the 1 Te 
damus, not the ordinary writ, but the final writ, ‘‘upon such termsand | will be 7 ad 
in such manner as shall seem just and proper to the court, in order to Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from 
' prevent any undue discrimination against the relator or apy violation | tion. 
of the provisions of the act to which this is a supplement.”’ | The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read to t 
It seems to me that practically those lines place the whole matterin| TheSrcreraAry. After the word “ writ,’’ at the end « 
the hands of the court to fix the terms on which the transportation | the amendment, it is proposed to strike out 
\ shall be had, and without any remedy to the party who is aggrieved. | ; i att ane t 





ae Upon such terms and in such manner as 
c 2rms and in such manner as shall seem just anc roper to | court, in order to prevent any a1 idue discrin 
Upon such terms and in such man hall just and proper t i I jue di 


. the court,’’ is the language; and the terms upon which the freight shall | violation of the provisions of the act to which U ia 
be carried are to be determined by the judgment of the court. ‘It seems | The PRESIDING OFF ICER. The Senator from Ti ccepts the 
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modification, and the amendment will be so modified. The question 
is on the amendment as modified. 
Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator to strikeout the words ‘‘ by 
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tained in the bill. I only want to say a word or two on the general 
subiect. 
I regret that the committee did not make some change in section 4 


a jury,’’in line 24. The questions of fact may be determined by the | of the law, especially as to the proviso which provides: 


court by agreement very likely, but if it is not done by agreement, of 
course it will be by a jury. 

Mr. REAGAN. Any controversy about an amount over $20 would 
have to be settled by a jury. 

Mr. TELLER. Unless by agreement. 

Mr. REAGAN, Say ‘‘determination of the question of fact bya jury 
unless a jury be waived.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Say ‘‘ by the courtor ajury.’’ Iwould not confine 
it to a jury, and say that under all circumstances a jury must pass upon 
these questions. I think if the word ‘‘jury ’’ is out, it is left then un- 
der the general law that it must be determined by a jury unless the 
parties waive a jury, which they can do. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection to the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado offers an 
amend ment,in line 24, after the word “‘ fact,’’ tostrike out ‘* by ajury.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. My suggestion to the Senator is that if we leave it 
simply to be a determination of the question of fact, it will be deter- 
mined by a jury unless the parties agree otherwise. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘Then suppose the amendment read ‘‘ unless the 
parties agree to waive it.”’ 

Mr, TELLER. That is not necessary if you strike out ‘* by a jury. 
The general practice would require it to be decided first by a jury un- 
Jess the parties agreed that the court might decide. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. " 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas accepts the 
amendment proposed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, I consent tostrike outthe words ‘‘ by ajury,’’ 
in line 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas as amended. 

‘he amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had intended to present an amendment, and gave 
notice that I would do it, extending the provisions of the law to this 
effect: 


” 


The provisions of this act shall apply to all persons, corporations, or compa- 
nies engaged in the express business, in so faras they are engaged in such trans- 
poitations of freight as is herein defined and regulated; and it shall also apply 
to the relations of the carriers hereinbefore mentioned with sleeping-car com- 
panies, drawing-room-car companies, palace-car companies, stock-car compa- 
nies, tank-car companies, and any companies, associations, or persons furnish- 
ing for use upon railroads, cars or other instrumentalities for the transport: t on 
of persons or property. 

I believe this is necessary. The committee did not agree to it, and 
as I deem the provisions already consented to by the Senate as valua- 
ble and important, and that they will not be contested, while to add 
other provisions might delay the passage of the bill, I will not for the 
present press this amendment, though the purpose of it was recom- 
mended by the commission. Afterwards, I think, however, they quali- 
fied their recommendation on that subject. I believe the subject is 
one that ought to be acted on. I simply refrain from offering it in 
order to facilitate the passage of the bill through the Senate in time 
to secure action in the other House. 

1 will also say that I had intended to offer an amendment to—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend until the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. The hour of 2 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is the bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other 
seacoast defenses. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks that 
the unfinished business be laid aside informally. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. The interstate-commerce bill continues before 
the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had intended to introduce an amendment to the 
fourth section of the act of February of last year, but it was a subject 
very much controverted in both the House and Senate at that time, and 
the decision of the Senate was in favorof the present form of the fourth 
section. The construction which the proviso has received at the hands 
of the commission, it seems to me, was a strained construction and an 
unjust construction. It has seemed to me that the effect of the decis- 
ion of the commission was to make the proviso the law and to com- 
pletely ignore the existence of the body of the section, the main pur- 
pose of the act. Whether I am wrong or they are wrong on that sub- 
ject it is not necessary to investigate now. 

I simply desire to say that I intended introducing an amendment to 
that section, but asit would lead certainly to controversy and with not 
a very good prospect of success, I do not intend to embarrass the chance 
the bill now has of being passed, and I shall waive it until another 
session of Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. I regard the amendments contained in this bill as of 
considerable value for the purpose of carrying out the original intention 
of the law of last year, and I have no desire to antagonize anything con- 


That upon application to the commission appointed under the provisions of 
this act, snch common carrier may, in special cases, after investigation by the 
commission, be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances 
for the transportation of passengers or property; and the commission may 
from time to time prescribe the extent to which such designated common car- 
rier may be relieved from the operation of this section of this act. 

I am not one of those who contend that a railroad company should 
regulate its freight by the exact distance it is carried—that is, I do not 
pretend if a road is 200 miles long tnat it should carry freight to the 
center of the line for exactly one-half what it charges to carry it to the 
end of the road—but I do say under this provision of the law many 
abuses which had grown up before the passage of the act, and of which 
the people justly and rightly complained, have been continued, and, 
in my judgment, they will always be continued under this proviso 
until it is repealed or amended or modified in some manner. 

It is very easy for the railroad companies to declare that the circam- 
stances are 80 different that they can not comply with the first part of 
the section, and I think the Interstate Commerce Commission, endeav- 
oring undoubtedly to do what they have believed to be proper, with an 
ardent desire, I have no doubt, to carry out the purpose and intention 
of the law, have been led into making, as was suggested a moment ago 
by the Senator from Texas, this the principal part of the law. They 
have given an importance to this proviso to the fourth section that never 
could have been intended by the framers of the bill, and certainly was 
not intended by Congress when the bill became a law. 

As I said, the abuses that had grown up before have been continued, 
and, I may add, I think without exaggeration, that in many cases they 
have become exceedingly increased. There has been an aggravation of 
the former abuses. I can only say, by way of illustration, that under 
this act until very recently goods have been carried from the Pacific 
coast to Kansas City for considerably less than one-half what they had 
been carried to the interior of the continent over about one-half of the 
distance. Goods were carried from Pacific coast points to Kansas City, 
in the Missouri Valley, for $1.05 a hundred, and the same goods under 
like circumstances entirely were charged to the city of Denver, 600 
miles nearer the Pacific coast, $2.65 a hundred. It was possible for a 
dealerin Kansas City to buy his goods from the Pacific coast and trans- 
fer them through the city of Denver to Kansas City and reship them 
to a point 100 miles west of the city of Denver, and deliver them to 
dealers there, having paid less freight for the shipment to Kansas City 
and the shipment back than a citizen of Denver had paid for the ship- 
ment to that city. Cities 300 miles west of Denver paid more for goods 
from the Pacific coast under this provision for a long time than cities 
in the valley of the Missouri 00 miles east of those points. 

Recently the commission have decided that these were extortionate 
rates, and that there must be some modification; but what will be the 
modification? How much will they allow them to carry for $2 to Den- 
ver when they carry for $1.05 to Kansas City? Will the commission 
say that is fair? The dealers, as it is now, are left largely at the mercy 
of the commission. It can not be contended by anybody that they 
ought to be allowed to carry goods to Kansas City, 600 miles east of 
Denver, for less money than they carry the same goods to Denver. At 
least the people of Denver have a right to have their goods as cheap 
from the Pacific coast as Kansas City or any other city in the Missouri 
Valley. Ido not say that the commission will not insist that that 
shall be done, for I do not know what the commission has determined 
to do in that particular; but I do say that a law isa defective law that 
leaves it for any body of men to say that sucha proceeding may take 
place; and it is in the interest of the railroad companics and everybody 
connected with commerce aud trade that this should cease. 

It was enough when we said that common carriers might charge as 
much for the short distance as they did for the long, without giving 
permission under certain circumstances that they might charge less for a 
long distance, and in my judgment there ought to be no proviso of this 
kind in the bill. 

I should insist upon amending this bill so as to strike out the pro- 
viso to section 4 if I did not fear that the very desirable things in these 
amendments might thereby be defeated. I propose therefore not to 
make the motion, but to allow these amendments to become a part and 
parcel of the law, and to give notice to the railroad companies and to 
everybody connected with this subject that when that is done I will 
join with a number of others who I know are of the same mind to de- 
clare either that the railroads voluntarily must discontinue these out- 
rageous proceedings or the strong hand of the law shall compel them 
under fear of their officials going within the doors of the penitentiary, 
where they ought to be if they continue them. 

For the reason I have suggested, that this might create an antagonism 
that would prevent these beneficial amendments from becoming a law, 
I do not propose now to move the amendment, although I regret that 
the committee have not seen fit to put it in and meet this issue squarely 
so that the question might have been determined in this country whether 
the railroad companies are or are not greater than the people, whether 
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there is or whether there is not power in Congress to compel the inter- | take to provide that a man shall not furnish his own ear, or that t 
state commerce of this country to be conducted upon principles of justice | railroad company shall furnish all the cars, because in some instar 
and equity and fair dealing. That question will be presented to Con- | they could not do it without great embarrassment to themsel ve 


























gress, and we might as well have met it now as at any other time; but | But there is nothing in the bill that permits in any way any adv: 
| propose when it is met if possible to have the approval, the sanction, | tage to be taken by the party owning the car over other persons who do 
and the support of a committee of this body. } not own cars. In other words, it is within the purview of the law and 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I agree in large measure with what | within the power of the commission to see to it that every question in 
: the Senator from Colorado has said with reference especially to the en- | volved in the ownership and the transportation of the car where it i 
a forcement of the law, and I desire to say for his information that many | owned by the shipper shall be considered, and the party owning the 
hundreds of the railroad companies of the country since the interstate- | car, taking # 1 the facts into consideration, shall have no undue advan 
commerce act was passed have complied literally with the fourth section | tage over the person who does not own a car. 
of the act, according to the reports by them and by the Interstate Com- I think that is probably a sufficient answer to the question of tl] 
merce Commission. | Senator from Mississippi. 
I desire to say further that the Committee on Interstate Commerce Mr. REAGAN. The amendment which I intended off g 
had the subject under consideration for a good while, and discussed the | not offer meets the question suggested by the Senator from Mis 
very point which the Senator has been speaking of; and the judgment | The act of February 4, 1887, which we now propose to amend 
z of the committee was that as this law, whichis a new one, onlya little | in section | 
; overa year old, and the commission under it has hardly had time to test That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier 
{ it and enforce submission to it by the corporations of the country, it | engaged in the transportation of passengers or property wholly by 3 
: would be better to pass over the question of amending the fourth sec- | Pro Th accment, er arrangement, for a continue aie om. 
3 tion of the act until the following session, so that the commission may | from one State or Territory of the United St t ist of ( 
\ \ have further time to investigate and report to the Congress of the United | any other State or Territory of the Unite or the D t of ( 
3 States before Congress takes any action upon it. The second paragraph of that section reads as follows 
5 [ think that was a reasonable course on the part of the committee. a ae a aN erat Mien AR alae ad ems — 7 
; The members of the committee understand fully that there are viola- | jcod ov snerated ta connection with anv railroad and also all the read tees 
tions of that section of the law, and I think the commission understand | by any corporation operating a railroad, whether owned or operat 
: that, and the commission are at work with a view to enforce the fourth | contract, agreement, or lease; and the term “ transportation "’ shall 
section of the law everywhere in this country. But the Senator must | “Seuss Soa Sane 
j know, as everybody knows, that it takes time to put in operation and | When we had enumerated everything that was necessary in ¢ 
i enforce a law like this, which is new upon our statute-book, and I | Original clause we inserted ‘‘shall include all instrumentalities 
¥ if think it is the part of wisdom that Congress should go no faster than | shipment or — . it seems that the commission concluded 
% the experience under the statute as it stands clearly justifies in the in- | 4 company other than a railroad company owning its own cars and 
: terest of fair dealing and the best interests of the commerce of the transporting its own property is not technically a common carri cl 
4 eountry. | therefore not within the provisions of the law defining common ca 
! I shall not take up the time of the Senate in discussing the matter riers. | [t was not the object of the law to define common ca 
i at this time, as nobody feels that it is best to amend the fourth section | he object of the law was to regulate commerce hetween the States 
4 at this session. We want the commission to have more time, also in | and the transportation of that commerce, and we included a fu 
% view of the importance of the amendments which the Senate has al nition of the railroad and its means of transportation as generally k 
; ready agreed to becoming a law before this session shall close. We do | and then to cover every possible mode of conveyance of property on a 
> not desire as a committee to incorporate in the bill doubtful amend- | railroad we added: 


ments which may defeat any legislation on the subject. 

After these remarks I desire to call the attention of the Secretary to 
the numbering of the sections. The amendment to section 16 should 
come in before the amendment to section 17 of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has already been done. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to some amendments which have been recom- 
mended by various citizens of the United States. I have in my hand | actment; and I can best illustrate by propounding this questior 
one of the petitions sent here, asking for an amendment in these words: | Senator from Texas: Is he not aware that under the interstate co 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the pro- | merce law men of large capital doing a large business, able toown t 
vistors bee Fae vag act, - ones - transport ee aes ee om . | own cars and ship their manufactures or their own produ oe da 
car oT venicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by euch shipper: thatit | by the mere owning of their cars secure an advantage in tran 
vey the property of such shipper in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such | W hich is driving out from business all small men ? 
shipper. Mr. REAGAN. Ido understand the affirmative of the proposition 

I desire to ask the Senator whether in the bill which his committee | the Senator from Mississippi presents. I dounderstand that th 
has reported there is any provision to remedy the evil pointed out in | ard Oil Company, for instance, owningits own cars and tanks and 
the petition which I have read? I understand that large corporations | ping its own oil, is held not to be a common carrier and is not bi t 
evade the force and effect of the interstate-commerce act, or that part | within the provisions of this law, and they drive other ma 
of it which secures equality of rights and privileges and equality of | of oil out of the market. That ought to have been met. It i 
rates, by owning their own cars, by owning oil-cans, or something of | defect in the law, in my opinion. The law is not defective, but t! 
that kind, which enables them to evade the stringent provisions of the | construction of the law ought to be met at this time by an amend 
interstate-commerce law, attempting to secure equality of rates and of ment that would have told the commission, ‘‘ We do not mean that the 
rights to all the people of this country. I say that I understand cer- | purposes of this law shall be avoided in that way.”’ 
tain of these largé&corporations have evaded the law in the way which Mr. GEORGE. If the commission that operates that law constra 
is pointed out in this amendment. If I can get the attention of the | itso as to give these men an advantage, is it not the plain duty of the 


And the term “transportation” shall include all instrumentalities of ship- 
ment or carriage 





It seems to me that if the commission had been very anxio 
tect the people they would have concluded that a car which d 
belong to the railroad company was nevertheless their means of tr 
portation under that law. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let mestate what I understand to be the operatiot 
of the interstate-commerce law and the intention of Congress t 








j 
; 


3 Senator from Illinois, I should like to ask him what provision has been | Senate and of Congress to make the law so plain that they can not evade 
7 made to cure that evil, or whether the committee regard it as incura- | it or misconstrue it? 
ble, or as something that ought not to be cured? Mr. REAGAN. I sympathize with that view myself. 
Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator asks me the question whether the Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that the Senator from Mississippi 
committee has done anything to interfere with persons owning their | mistaken as to the construction put upon the law by the comn 
own cars, I answer that it has not, and my judgment is that it can not | My recollection is that the commission have decided a case in f 
afford to do so. For instance, take the dressed-beef shippers that we the question between # man by the name of Rice and the Standard ¢ 
all know something about. When that business began to grow, and up | Company, in which they have decided that the Standard Oil Company 
to this time in fact, the railroad companies of the country failed to pro- | should not do what they were attempting to do on account of their 
_ vide, did not and perhaps could not provide, the necessary cars for the 
transportation of dressed beef in such manner as it ought to be trans- 
ported from one section of the country to another. Sosome of the par- 
ties engaged in the dressed-heef transportation business provided their 
own cars, and they are being used to-day, very many of them; but the 
railroads are beginning to furnish cars as rapidly as they feel able to do 
so. Buta portion of the cars in which that article is transported are 
owned by the parties engaged in the business themselves, aud some ar- 
rangement between the shipper and therailroad company isagreed upon | do not think there is any defect in the statute tha 
by which the transportation is paid for. | poration or party that is able to build its r it wi ‘ 
I do not see myself that the Congress of the United States can under- | of transportation being discriminated in favor of as ta u 


having their tanks and Mr. Rice not being able to own them, but the 
oil should be carried at the same rate by the transportation compa? 
in tanks as it was carried in barrels, which was the only thing tha 
individual, Mr. Rice, was able to provide. So I think there is a m 
understanding of the construction of the statute by the cor 

but I am free to say that I donot believe that the commission ] 

as vigorous in enforcing the law as between parties not able t 

cars and those who do own them as they ought to have bee 
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who is not able to provide his own cars or his own means of transpor- 
tation. 

Mr. GEORGE. What does the Senator say ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I say that I do not think the law justifies any such 
position as that indicated by the Senator from Texas, that because a 
person or a corporation owns a car, it, therefore, is not subject to being 
controlled just the same as though the car belonged to the railroad 
company itself. I think the Senator will find upon reading the most 
recent deci sof the commission that they are holding the parties 
who own tlecir means of transportation to account just as though they 
did not own them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not give that as my construction, but I gave 
it as what ] understeod to be the construction of the commission and 
as against the terms of the law. 


Mr. CULLOM. ‘That is exactly where I differ with the Senator from 
Texas. I think if the Senator will read the most recent decisions of 
the sion he will find that the commission are holding to account 
a corporation or company that owns its cars just exactly as they do the 
party who does not own them. 

Mr. REAGAN, Iam glad to hear that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to ask a question, because I want to get at 
the facts if can. Does the Senator from Illinois mean to say that the 
commission in its recent decisions as to companies engaged in inter- 
state commerce and carrying products and merchandise on cars owned 
by the shipper, has forced that shipper to pay the same price for goods 
consigned in cars owned by him as the railroad charges other people? 

Mr. CULLOM. ThisiswhatIsay. A recent case has been decided 
betw« ul by the name of Rice and the Standard Oil Company. 
The Standard Oil Company owns its tanks; whether it owns the trucks 
on which the tanks ure placed Iam unable to say; but it owns its tanks 
in which it puts the oil and in which it carries vast quantities of it, 
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section of the law and the clause of the first section which I have read, 
the railroads at once would have conformed to their requirements, the 


| country would have been quieted, and the commission would have been 
| saved a vast amount of labor that has been imposed on them by what 


seems to me their vacillating course. 
It is right that the representatives of the States and the people 


| should speak and let them know that a plain law should be plainly 


while Mr. Rice is not able to own a car or anything above the size of | 


a barrel. Mr. Rice made a case against the Standard Oil Company or 
against the railroad company which involved the question, and, as I 


not justified in charging the amount that it did, differing largely from 
the freight that it charged Mr. Rice, who had his oil in barrels, and 
the commission held the railroad to account, and ordered that a change 
of charge should be made by the railroad company. 

Mr. GEORGE. Did the commission hold that the railroad company 
should charge Mr. Rice only the same price per gallon 

Mr. CULLOM. Per 100 pounds. 

Mr. GEORGE. Or per 100 pounds when shipped in barrels that it 
charged the Standard Oil Company when shipped in tanks ? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is exactly what I understand the commission 
has decided, that they should be allowed to charge per hundred pounds 
for carrying the oil, whether in tanks or barrels. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to hear it. Does the commission re- 
quire the railroad companies to charge men shipping in their own cars 
the same amount per pound or per 100 pounds or any other unit, as it 
charges people who do not own cars? 

Mr. CULLOM, Iam not able to answer that question, because I 
do not recall any case which has come before the commission involv- 
ing the question on just that point. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam glad the construction of the statute is such 
as the Senator from Illinois has stated, but in the earlier decisions, es- 
pecially the one I had reference to when I spoke, it was held that they 
could not deal with persons who shipped in their own cars, because they 
were not common carriers; they carried only for themselves; and it 
seems that the commission took them out of the operation of the Jaw 
because they were not technically common carriers in the face of the 
provision which made all instrumentalities of commerce subject to the 
law. 

The courts held, and I understand the commission followed them, as, 
of course, they would be likely to follow them, that the sleeping-car 
companies are not common carriers, that they are not part of the rail- 
road system, that they are not part of the railroad transportation, and 
they manage somehow or other that there is no power over them. A 
gentleman from Baltimore made an ingenious statement. in which he 
said that such a company was not a person, was not a corporation, and 
he went on to define that it was not anything that the law could touch, 
and yet it was engaged in transportation. To the plain mind, to the 
unsophisticated mind, tothe mind unbiased by interest, it looks pretty 
hard to make a distinction to reach the point that express companies 
and sleeping-car companies are not subject to be controlled by such a 
law as this, a law which embraces all instrumentalities of transporta- 
tion. It does not say they shall belong to a railroad company, to any 
railroad corporation, to any company or any individual, but it em- 
braces all instrumentalities of shipping. 

My judgment is—and I speak it with respect, because I think the 
commission is composed of honest and able men—that it is simply an 
excess of conservatism that prevents them from being just, or a lack of 
that courage which is necessary to meet a great question like this. If 
they had been willing to execute the law in its spirit with reference to 
the evils the country was suffering under, and had enforced the fourth 





enforced when it affects great interests like those affected by this law, 
and when they go off to say that because these people are not com- 
mon carriers, as they did in the earlier decisions—that is, the express 
companies and the sleeping-car companies—when they do that in the 
face of this first section I have read, including every instrumentality 
of transportation, I think their attention ought to be called to it in the 
strongest possible way. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, one word further. 

I have no controversy with the Senator in calling the attention of 
the commission to their duties. I want to say that when the original 
act was prepared I supposed that I had in the bill sleeping-car com- 
panies, express-car companies, and every other kind of cars or means 
of transportation that anybody used upon railroads. I am perfectly 
willing that Senators shall express their views and condemnation, if 
they choose, of the judgment or action of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in not giving the law as we passed it a more liberal con- 
struction as to its meaning. I am inclined to think that they have 
not given the law as broad a construction as they were justified in 
doing by the language, but I must say in that the act has been in 
force but a little over a year, and it is certainly but fair that those gen- 
tlemen shali have time enough to do what they can under it; and it 
will be wise on our part that we should goa little slowly in making 
amendments until they, the commission, have had ample opportunity 
of enforcing the law as it exists already. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the bill now before the Sen- 
ate contains many provisions which, in my opinion, will effect a reform 
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| in the existing law regulating commerce, and therefore I have no dis- 
understand, the commission has decided that the railroad company was | 
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position to obstruct the speedy passage of the bill. There are some 
amendments which, I think, should be made to the law that are not 
embraced within the provisions of the present measure. 

On the 12th day of December last I introduced a bill to amend the 
second and fourth sections of the act toregulate commerce. The amend- 
ment to the second section was to strike out of the existing law the 
qualifying terms ‘‘under substantially similar circumstances and con- 
ditions.’? The amendment to the fourth section was to strike out the 
same words, and also to repeal the proviso under which so much mis- 
chief has been practiced. That bill was considered by the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce and was reported adversely tothe Senate. At 
my request it was placed upon the Calendar, and it is there now. 

I wish to say in advance, in order that the railroad companies and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission may all understand it, that unless 
there are corrections made by both the commission and the railroad 
companies in respect of the abuses which have grown up under those 
provisions of the present law, I shall certainly do all that may be in 
my power to induce the Senate to pass that bill at the next session. 

I do not now wish to interfere with the progress of this bill, but ail 
over this country instances have sprung up like unto those the Senator 
from Colorado has referred to, and all manner of abuses in the admin- 
istration of our transportation system have been practiced and hidden 
behind those words in the second section, ‘‘under substantially simi- 
lar circumstances and conditions.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. That clause is a Trojan horse. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am quite content to believe that the Com- 
mission has been doing the best it could, and feeling its way toward 
better results; but it must travel faster than it has yet gone, and it 
must present fruits of action between this and the next session of Con- 
gress, or I shall endeavor to have the amendments made that are in- 
corporated in the bill which I introduced; and I believe that as these 
developments go on, and the people come to understand them, unless 
the commission puts an end to them, Congress will do it. 

I only wish to say this, sir, in the way of justifying myself in not 
now urging those amendments: it is an independent bill on the Cal- 
endar. I am willing to let the commission have a little longer trial; 
but if they will not do better then we must compel them by law, by 
taking away the clauses under which they have manufactured, perhaps 
not intentionally, subterfuges which bave gone largely to the protec- 
tion of the railroad companies in the practice of abuses in the matter 
of transportation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very much gratified to hear 
what has fallen from the lips of the Senator from Iowa. I thought 
when we undertook by Congressional action to manage the railroad cor- 
porations of the United States so as to have fair, just, and equal service 
by those companies to all the people of the United States we were un- 
dertaking a rather big job. I find, sir, thatit was a bigjob. Iam not 
disheartened, however. 

I think when we recognize what I regard to be the fandamental idea 
upon which this legislation is based, and without which there is no 
justification or excuse for interfering at all, when we recognize that 
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when we come to deal with a publie question confessed 
jurisdiction it behooves us, s r, it is demanded of us by the 
consideration, not only of patriotism, but of philanthropy, 
our fellow-man, that we shall do nothing, and that we shall om 
nothing, which shall have a tendency to prevent the full rat 
this economic law. 
yyou may have your interstate-commerce laws, you may } 
the operation of those laws any discrimination between two mil 
aires shipping equa you stop 
you have only protected put Ur | 
tion. If you do not go: s Ls 
the man of small enterpri pro 1 
per barrel, per hundred po at t the 
establishments get it, you have failed to do your duty 
So, Mr. President, I shall offer to this bill the amendment to 
called the : the Senator from Illinois a few 1 é 
[t willnot go toits full extent, know. Wehad a proposit ‘ 
fore the Senate on that subject, introduced by my friend 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE], advocated by him in an able speech 
ported by me in a much less able one, and that proposit 
American Senate, rep nting democratic America, representing 
ably fifty-five millions of poor men to four or five lions of 1 
received the enormous vote of four in the Senat I had i 
confidence as I had in the justice of Almighty God that a discrin 
tion so unjust against the laboring and toiling men and wo! 1of At 


ica could not live long. 

Ido not go to that extent this morning; but I shall of 
ment which I find in a petition sent to me from Mississippi, and 
see if we have made any progress in the last year in fav t 
smal! men and small enterprises in America against the over 
advantages which larger capital and larger enterpr 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to hear the amendment 1 
not know the Senator had offered one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed | 
Senator from Mississippi will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toadd at the end of 
original act the following proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier sul t 
visions of this act to carry or transport any commodity for an 
or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such ship} i 
said common carrier shall charge for the transportation of said goods, wa 
merchandise so carried the same price exactly as would have been 
the same had been shipped in cars belong osaid carrier: And 
ther, That it shall be unlawful for any sl tor j 
carrier toconvey the pr rty of such shipper in 
trolled by such shipper. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Mississippi makes a very v 
ous speech in favor of the rights of the people. Innothing that h 


said does he differ from the law as it exists now. In other word 
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act which Congress passed a year ago or more provides against « 


tion, against unjust discrimination in every form; and I assert th 


there is no principle the Senator has enunciated that is not alread 
corporated in the interstate-commerce act, which the Senator v 
for. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it enforced that way? 

Mr. CULLOM. Whether it is enforcedI am not prepared to 
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Mr. GEORGE. I did not know the Senator was on the floor. 

Mr, CULLOM, It is very easy to talk about the railroads of the 
country violating law, and about the abuses upon the people, and all 
that sort of thing, but I desire to remind Senators that since the inter- 

tate-commerce act has been in force, in thousands of instances abuses 
which theretotore existed have been cured. Idesiretoremind Senators, 
taking the fourth section of the act, that I think three hundred, and 
Tam not sure but five hundred railroads report an absolute compliance 
with the fourth section of the act. 

Scuators may stand upon this floor and undertake to make the coun- 
try believe that they especially are the people’s defenders. I have no 
objection so far as 1 am concerned; my whole purpose and object and 


labor have been to protect the people of this country from abuses on 
the part of the railroad corporations of the councry. If the Senator 
himself can say that he has done as much, then I am willing for him 
to criticise the action of Congress, or of those who are more especially 
responsible for the legislation upon this subject. 


! am ready to amend the bill wherever it is necessary to do so in the 
interest of protecting the people's rights against the corporations of the 
country, having due regard to the rights of railroads as well; but let 
me say to Senators that there was a great step taken within the last 
year or two when we passed the act regulating the commerce of this 
country, placing the railroad corporations of the country subordinate 
to law and subordinate to the control of the Government of the United 
States. 

fam ready, as I said, to vote for and advocate any reasonable meas- 
ure in the interest of protecting the rights of the people where it seems 
to be necessary; but here is a law upon the statute-book which pre- 
vents unjust discrimination, which prevents extortion in all cases, 
whether the man is rich or whether he is poor, and it is our duty to 
consider well any amendment we make to it. 

I.et me say to Senators that many times within the last year have I 
been assailed by communications because the law as it is now upon the 
statute-book would not allow the great corporations or moneyed man- 
ufacturing concerns to get an advantage over the little one that hap- 
pened to be poor; and Lanswered them that the very object of the stat- 
ute was to protect every individual, whether he was rich or whether he 
was poor, whether he did a small business or whether he did a large 
one, 

That was the object of the statute, and it has accomplished great 
work in bringing about the results which it had in view, in protecting 
the small manufacturer and dealer as against the power of the men of 
large means in getting advantages in transportation. Before this law 
was enacted a man or set of men carrying on a large business would 
trample out competitors by secret rebates, by drawbacks, and by every 
other subterfuge which could be used to their advantage against the 
stnall operator who did not have the opportunities that they had. The 
law came into force, and it rectified and cured those evils in a large 
degree, 

| do not say that they are all cured, and I submit in all candor 
whether it is to be expected by reasonable men that all the evils con- 
nected with transportation should be cured within the period of a year 
or fourteen months. I say the law has been operating well. We have 
introduced, and the Senate has passed in Committee of the Whole, 
amendments curing some of the evils, putting up some of the gaps 
where we saw that the law ought to bestrengthened a little. We pro- 
vide in these amendments that the agent of the corporation who, with 
his eyes open, violates the plain letter of the law shall not only be 
subject to a fine of $5,000, but that he shall be subject, in the discre- 
tion of the court, to be sent to the penitentiary as well. We provide 
against the subterfuge of underbilling that was adopted by collusion 
between railroads and the large shippers of grain and other articles. 
We make it a penitentiary offense to violate the law in that respect 
and in every other, except on the pure naked question whether it was 
right tg charge this amount or that involving the question of reason- 
ableness, about which honest men may differ. 

I am anxious that these amendments shall be passed by the Senate 
without delay. I know that there are other things, perhaps, that 
ought to be taken into consideration, and doubtless they will be by 
the time another session of Congress comes around; but let me remind 
Senators that the English Government has been legislating upon this 
subject for years and years, and has passed hundreds and handreds of 
acts trying to perfect their system of regulation in the British Govern- 
ment. We have justtaken hold of the subject, and I am proud to say 
that the American nation is abreast of the English Government in leg- 
islation upon this subject, if we are not in advance of her. 

Let us not andertake todo everything at once. Let us not be so 
rash in declaring that we in the interest of the great body of the people 
will do something, and then do that which will injure the great body 
of the people. I want to go just as fast as certainty and wisdom will 
justify us in the interest of the people, but Iam not willing to rush 
headlong into legislation that will cripple the commerce of the country, 
that will close up the markets against the commerce which comes from 
the far West or from the South; but let us go step by step, taking only 
those steps which we are sare we are right in taking, and give a little 
time to perfect legislation upon the subject. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shall not enter into competition or 
rivalry with the Senator from Illinois 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask 
him a question before he proceeds ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator know, and is he able to state here 
in the Senate, that any railroad company charges less to persons who 
furnish their own cars than it does when the shipments are made in the 
cars of the company? I ask because we ought not to act without 
knowledge. 

Mr. GEORGE. I tried to get that information from the Senator from 
Illinois. I do not know exactly how he answered it. 

Mr. PLATT. Then why should we act in a matter of this sort with- 
out any knowledge whatever. There is no necessity for it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not get a very satisfactory answer from the 
Senator from Illinois. 

As I was going on to remark, I shall not enter into any competition 
or rivalry with the Senator from Illinois as to the love of the dear peo- 
ple of this country. Iam willing to acknowledge that so far as I am 
concerned he is wholly devoted, waking and sleeping, eating and 
drinking, night and day, in cold and in heat, in storm and in sunshine, 
to the dear interests of the great people of this country. I can not 
dispute that; and if it is any consolation to him to have me acknowl- 
edge it on the floor of the Senate, I do acknowledge it most thor- 
oughly. 

But, Mr. President, this is not a matter to be disposed of by exhorta- 
tion. It is not a matter to be disposed of by impassioned appeals to 
one’s own rectitude or his love for his fellow-men, or anything of that 
sort. It isa pure business proposition, whether a man who ships 10 
barrels of flour upon a railroad train shall be charged $1 a barrel for 
that flour on 10 barrels, $10 for the lot, and a man who ships a car- 
load of 80 barrels shall get his car-load for 60 or 80 cents a barrel. 
That is the proposition, and I aver here, notwithstanding the state- 
ments made upon this floor, that under the operation of the interstate- 
commerce law as it now is, the habitual practice is to charge more per 
barrel or per package on a small shipment than when the shipment is 
made by the car-load; and I defy any Senator here to deny it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a sin- 
gle question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator pretend to say or to argue 
that in the case of a railroad company receiving a car-load of flour from 
Mississippi and delivering it, say, at the port of New York, by reason 
of a contract entered into at a given rate, it would be fair to exact of 
that same company the transportation of 10 barrels of flour over the 
same route at the same price as a car-load, requiring the railroad com- 
pany to send a car throughout the length of the entire line, gathering 
up pieces of freight at different stations along the road? Does he pre- 
tend to tell the Senate that the 10 barrels of flour shipped from the 
same point should be brought to New York at precisely the same rate 
per barrel at which the car-load should be brought? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is precisely what I mean to say, but I will 
put it a little different from the way the Senator does. He seems to 
understand very well the operation of the railroad companies. Let 
me put it to him in a different way. A car-load of flour I understand 
is eighty barrels. A man at St. Louis buys eighty barrels of flour 
and puts it in asacar-load. It is delivered at a railroad station in 
Mississippi, say, at a dollar a barrel. Eight men buy ten barrels 
apiece in the city of St. Louis, and for those eighty barrels, belonging 
to those ten men and put in a car, when it is transported into Missis- 
sippi they are charged a dollar and a half, or some greater sum than 
$1. That is precisely what I mean to put down, if Ican. I mean to 
say that on public instrumentalities men doing service for the public 
under public law shall not dare to charge one man for a pound or for any 
other measure of traffic more than a man who ships more is charged. 

There seems to be a little difference between the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CuLLoM] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu]. The 
Senator from Alabama gets up in some excitement and with some em- 
phasis declares that the law as it now stands is fully, completely, im- 
partially administered. I have not assailed that. The Senator from 
Illinois, when pressed as to the wrongs done now, complains that the 
fault is in the administration of the law and not in the law itself. I 
leave these two learned doctors on the subject to settle that difference 
between themselves, and to ascertain whether the Senator from Ala- 
bama is right in saying that the law has been fully and fairly and 
strictly enforced, or whether the Senator from Illinois is right in say- 
ing that the law is perfect and the administration is wrong. That isa 
question I do not propose to settle. 

But it is a fair object of legislation to remove a doubt in the con- 
struction of a statute. It is one of the most beneficent ends of legisla- 
tion. The Senator from Ilinois knows, as every Senator on this floor 
knows who has paid any attention to the business, that small shippers 
do pay more per package than the men who are able to ship by the car- 
load. 
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desire to make a remark or two as to the amendment which I have Ir. Me 2RS I should like to say to t é rom 
1 t k k ort to tl 1 t h I \ McPHERSON I 

offered. 1 could not exactly understand the answer of the Senator | Texas— 

from Illinois as to what was done when a man ora firm or a corpora Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish to give way at this t 











tion used his own cars in shipping his own goods as compared with the | an amend: t tot imendment offered by t Sena M 
man who did not own cars. I desire to know, and I ask the Senator | sippi, which I will esk the Secretary to read inits prop 
again, if in the shipment of beef the railroad company charges the man the PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment 
who ships beef in his own cars the exact price per pound or per hu Senator from Texas to the amendment of the Senator from M 
' dred pounds that it charges a man who ships in cars belonging to the | will be read 
railroad company ? Che SECRETARY [t is proposed to 1 to iendn 
Mr. CULLOM. I stated to the Senator that I did not know the After making reasona ledu s 
exact facts in that case; but taking a dressed-beef car, for instance, mad Mr. REAGAN. I desire to makeastater 
for the purpose of transporting dressed beef, my impression is that such | has been said. The commission has he 
a car costs from $20,000 to $25,000. I am not sure Iam right in that irge shipper should not be charged less than a small ship; 
but it costs a pretty large sum. The Senator must know, I think, or! stance, that a man having ten car-loads of freight sha t ! 
must admit, that ifa man engaged in shipping dressed beet furnishes | less per car than one having a s ca Phe 
a car costing such a price and asks the railroad to haul it, the shipper | that d rightly held it, and it is in conformity 
must get a less rate per pound as freight on the beef in that car than | Mr. Fink and some of the best railroad managers of 
he would get if the railroad furnished the car and transported its own Chere is a difference between shipping by the ca 
car with the beef in it. packages that we can not we »verlook in conside ot 
Mr. GEORGE. Exactly; and when you allow them to mak« lif- | y by the « oad may be, and generally ought to he 
ference who can prevent such difference as to destroy the small shippe cheaper than shipping In small packages 3 than a¢ 
the man who has not got his car? I ask the Senator, who does not any argument would ignore that distinction | t < it ‘ 
know that the shipment of dressed beef to-day is in the hands of a fey fhe amendment which [ propose is that when pe 
large firnys, everybody else being excluded ? of their own they s} pay the same rate of tra 


Mr. CULLOM. Let me make one further remark. shipped in the cars of the railroad company, dedu ver the 
Mr. GEORGE. Who does not know the sad fa | h ] 
brings less to the raiser, the producer, to-day than ever before, it is a There has grown up in the country the practice of shipy 
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high if not higher than ever before to the consumer, so that somew! their own cars. Some transporting companies own their own 
between the man who raises the beef and the man who consumes th d hardly be just, since that has been allowed to be the 
beef there are arrangements, there are charges, which equally rob the | that a law shall be passed which would compel them to 


' producer and the consumer ? { r cars, or to sell them at less than their valu But w 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word ? that injustice by sayin l 
Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. hall pay as much as others do, less the value of the use of their 
Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say, in the first place, that there is an es That makes it equitable, it makes it right: and withthat mo eat 
tablished arrangement, I understand, between railroads as to the tran I will vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from 

















portation by one railroad of the cars of another; they charge so much he question was ed with some degree of conti ice of the Se 
foracar, Of course all the time almost every road, in every train it | from Mississippi whether he could point to any case 
runs from one side of the country to the other, is carrying cars belons shippers were charged less than others. I separate the questio 
ing to other roads. Here is an individual or a firm that is shipping | transportation of ordinary freights from the question of transp 
beef from Chicago to New York or Boston or to Louisiana, and they | in the cars of individuals. Whether it is true or not, the « 
ehip some of it in their own cars. They are charged exactly the same | inits report to the Secretary of the Interior recommended that le itio 
rate that the railroad charges other people or other railroads for haul- | was necessary in order to enable them to control that ry kind 
ing their cars, taking into account weight and all the facts cases; so that they thought it necessary. I suppose if th 
Again, the dressed-beef firm has not cars enough and it asks the rail- | been known to the Senator from Mississippi it would have heen an a 
road company to furnish them. As a matter of fact, so far as the firm | ple answer to the interrogatory so confidently propound 
that I know about is concerned, they are asking daily almost that the | ‘The commission believed it was nee« ssary, but from s 
railroads shall furnish the cars and relieve them from the necessity of | have not so far incorporated the necessary legislation 
doing it. The railroads are not inclined to do it as fast as the firms or While the amendment offered by the Senator from Miss 
; the shippers want them to do it; and where they do not do it there is a | but toa single branch of the subject, and does not reach slee 
3 regularly established arrangement for the transportation of the car or | and some rs that I mentioned awhile ago, it does ment 
a given number of pounds init. Where they do do it they charge just | in which one of the greatest abuses exists; that is, the cases in 
the same to one shipper as they do to another, under the same cireum- | dividuals use their own cars to ship their own products 
stances, doing a like or the same business. an advantage over those who are unable to own cars l 
Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask either the Senator from Illinois | products themselves 
or the Senator from Mississippi, who have undertaken this debate, if he able arg ent of the Senator from Mississipp yy } 
they will state to the country whether there is anything in the law « ger of such legislation as will enable the large corp 
j anything in the rulings of the commission or anything in the practice | t sorb and destroy the smaller ones, can be me 
; by which a distinction is made between the dressed-beef cars of one ce to anybody, by saying, as [ propose by my amend to 
$ owner and those of another owner ? that they shall pay the same price for the transportation 
. Mr. CULLOM. The law does not allow any such thing, and I have | ucts as people who ship in the cars of the railroa 
no information that any such thing is practiced. lue of the use of the cars that carry their 
i Mr. MCPHERSON. Ican give theSenator the informa lin asingle Mir. MCPHERSON Mir. President, I wish to say a e word 
moment. specting the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis i{M 
Mr. DAWES. If there is no distinction between the dressed Hee! ty RG ‘There 1s not a sin } ne of rairoad 1 the 
cars of one owner and the dressed-beef cars of another owner, what ad- | to-day y prominence or any importance that does not 
vantage can there possibly be to a large owner over a small owner? on of railroads which have a 1 rule with respect to? 


Mr. McPHERSON. There can not be any. fea m one line of railroad to anothe : eca 
Mr. REAGAN, I willsay that I do net know what the facts now | owned u pre ne of road and running ( I ) vith and 
’ are, but it has not been long since the Cattle Eveners’ Association had | forming a cor i line, say from the extreme W to the ward 


4 an advantage of $20 on a car by a drawback of that amount in th low the li: vad that owns the car a certain amoun leag 
2 favor. per mile when it reaches the junction road or the ui which t tl 
Mr. DAWES. That must be a gross violation of the statute. connecting link I rule is three-q Lee ! 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly it was a gross violation. of a cat 
Mr. DAWES. Iam quite with the Senator, if he will make good If any individual wished to build cars and t them é 
such a complaint as that, to see to it whether it lies at the door of the | railroad or upon any of these roads, under the gene i ient 





4 mmission or at the door of Congress. which have been made by the ruilro intl 
a Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Texas piease repeat the dual would be entitled to three-quarters of a cent per 
: statement he made? I failed to hear it. use of his cat 
Mr. REAGAN. I made the statement that I did not know wh he There are certain railroad lines in this count t arce 
facts are now, but that it had not been a great while since the ¢ e | single car. I can le you on me of the great t: c line road 


Eveners’ Association got a drawback of $20 per car upon cattle trai ‘ h transports perhaps as much freight fro West 
ported to the East from Chicago. as anv single line, does not o o-d a ‘ é 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I thought the Senator said they got $20 for the | upon its line It does pay the owner ¢ ‘ } er elongs t 
use of the ear. a rolling-stock company—I mean by that, « t ! es tha 
Mr. REAGAN. They got a drawback, an advantage of $20. | build cars to lease to railroads—or whether it b ys to an idual 
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who has built a certain peculiar kind of car for his own peculiar busi- | all nonsense and perfectly absurd to talk about what took place ten or 


ness, like the dressed-beef business, to which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts referred, which requires a peculiar sort of car, a peculiarly 


fifteen years ago as an argument at the present time. 
Now, the Senator from Mississippi proposes by an amendment he 


constructed car, capable of being refrigerated; and, as a matter of | offers to the bill that every line of railroad shall own the cars, whether 


course, all the cars are not capable of refrigeration. 

lience, as I say, there is a regular rule, there is a law which governs 
ail railroads and which as between railroad companies is just as rigid 
as the interstate-commerce Jaw itself. There is also a rule governing 
what shall be the amount of loss that the owner of the car or the rail- 
road company running the car shall stand in case of a wreck or a collis- 
ion. It has been worked down to a nicety, until there is a regular 
master mechanic’s law governing the question of repairs. There is an 
absolute inflexible rule governing the amount of compensation. 

Now, we will get down to the dressed-beef car of which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] speaks. There are four or five com- 
panies transporting dressed beef from the extreme West to the seaboard. 
J understand they go West as far as Kansas City. Certainly in Chicago 
there are great slanughterers of live-stock who own these cars themselves, 
and if they did not own the cars they would not be transporting any 
dressed beef eastward, for the railroad companies would not build the 
cars for them. Railroad companies never make experiments in cars, 
and just so long as itis an experiment the public must do it, but they 
never refuse to run experiment cars at regular rates. 

‘The railroad companies receive those cars on their line with a car- 
load of freight just exactly as they would receive their own cars or if 
the freight were placed within their own cars. They transport the car 
to New York over their line for a certain fixed sum, which is an ad- 
vertised rate, as the interstate-commerce law requires, but they do not 
own the car. 

Now, what do they do? They tarn around and pay to the owner of 
the car filled with his own freight three-fourths of a cent per ton per 
mile for the use of it, and no more. So it practically makes not one 
particle of difference whether the railroad company owns the car or the 
individual owns it, for there isa fixed rule between the railroads gov- 
erning that matter, and it isa just one. Some railroads think they 
can not afford to own the cars, and they hire all their rolling-stock. 

We will suppose that the Senator from Mississippi desires to trans- 
port dressed beef, as he has made that the subject of his debate, from 
the city of Chicago to New York. He goes to the different railroad 
companies, seven or eight of them, leading out of Chicago, and he de- 
sires them to furnish appliances to transport his dressed beef. ‘‘ Oh, 
no,’’ they say; ‘‘ we have cattle-cars, an abundance of them, for trans- 
porting live cattle from Chicagoto New York, and why should we build 
you a peculiar kind of car, that is unfit for any other purpose on earth, to 
enable you to try an experiment, to know whether you can get dressed 
beef between Chicago and New York or not without spoiling? We will 
make no experiment; we have the appliances under which you can 
reach the city of New York with your car-load of cattle, and you may 
ship them in our cars or you may provide your own; and if you will pro- 
vide your own car I will pay you the same mileage on your car exactly 
that I pay the owner of the live-stock car. We hire all our cars. We 
hire the live-stock car that transports the car-load of live cattle. We 
hire the dressed-beef car from the owner of that car, and we pay exactly 
the same mileage upon the dressed-beef car that we pay upon the live- 
stock car.’’ 

Now, what injury isdone? Who is hurt by it? The railroad com- 
pany prefer to do that to building their own cars, and every line of rail- 
road in this country from the Gulf of Mexico to the St. Lawrence River 
or Lake Ontario is governed by the same rule as to mileage. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator dispute the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], as a matter of fact, that by some trick 
or some mystery, not known tothe ordinary mind, there comes out a 
result that some particular corporation or ownership gets an advantage 
in some*mysterious way, which amounts to what he says? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will answer the Senator, because I think that 
that matter was very well ventilated before the Senate at the time the 
original act was passed. There was a period or time from 1875 to 1880 
when the railroad companies—— 

Mr. DAWES. I do not speak of anything beyond the interstate- 
commerce law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, that was long before the interstate-com- 
merce law; I have never heard of anything of that kind since. Of 
course the railroad companies were anxious to get business. 

They did establish, as I have heard stated here upon the floor of the 
Senate, a pool, by which they agreed to pool their earnings, and they 
agreed to give, as the Senator from Texas said, a certain compensation 
to a certain set of men called eveners, who would see to it that every 
line of railroad got its full portion of business at a given maintained 
rate. 

Mr. DAWES. 
now? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not atall. Under the interstate-commerce law 
that would be subject to high fine and to imprisonment. Therefore it is 


The important question is, whether that is possible 





| they wish to do it or not, or whether it would be profitable or not. 


In other words, if you want to establish the biggest monopoly in the 
world adopt the amendment the Senator from Mississippi proposes, for 
no line of railroad except one worth enough to own its railroad and its 
cars and to try all kinds of experiments could enter into it—indiscrim- 
inate car building—and then as a matter of course if successful they 
would get a monopoly of the business. 

In respect to the statement made by the Senator from Mississippi 
before he took his seat, I wish to ask him a simple question. Does 
the Senator from Mississippi himself believe the statement that he 
made at that particular time as to its result? He stated that there 
were dressed-beef operators in Chicago who are controlling the market; 
that while beef to-day was worth less to the producer than ever before, 
there was no reduction in the price to the consumer. 

Let us follow that out to its natural and logical conclusion and see 
where the Senator lands. Formerly in any State of the Union, any- 
where within reach of a line of railroad a man could take a single car- 
load of beef, drive them to a station, load them upon a car belonging 
to the railroad company itself, or one that they will hire, and trans- 
port it to the consumer in any market in the United States, and that 
can be done at the same rate under the interstate-commerte law that 
a@ man can have who transports a thousand cars. 

Now, what perfect nonsense it is to say that that producer of the sin- 
gle car-load of beef, when the consumer is paying just as much as he 
ever was, would be compelled to submit to such a reduction as that. 
Supply and demand regulate the market everywhere. When a man 
is enabled to reach a market with the product of his own farm and 
reaches the consumer with his product, what a perfect absurdity it is to 
say that beef is lower in the country to the producer than it ever was. 
And yet he says higher to the consumer. Why, I ask, shall beef be 
low in the hands of the producer and very high to the consumer, with 
all the avenues of transportation open to the farmer, with cheap rates, 
as cheap to the farmer as to anybody? If the fact which the Senator 
states as a fact did exist, it would not be creditable to the farmers’ in- 
teliigence, but the fact does not exist. Beef is alike cheap to the pro- 
ducer and consumer. 

Mr. President, as I was saying before, to add to the bill the amend- 
ment which the Senator from Mississippi proposes would simply be to 
defeat this proposed act. It would help to build upa monopoly in the 
hands of a single rich railroad, while the poorer lines of railroad would 
not get the business because they could not build the cars necessary to 
do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I propose to modify that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
accept the modification made by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi, with the modification offered by 
the Senator from Texas. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the end of section 3 of the 
act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject tothe pro- 
visions of this act to carry or transport any commodity for any shipper in a car 
or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by such shipper: And pro- 
vided further, That it shall be unlawful for any shipper to make any contract 
with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper in cars or vehicles 
owned orcontrolled by such shipper, or to charge persons shipping in their own 


ears less than is charged for like service in the cars of the railroad company after 
deducting a reasonable compensation for the use of the cars of such shipper. 


Mr. REAGAN. I thought the amendment I offered would obviate 
the difficulty in the language there. I did not understand it. I see 
it does not. According to the amendment there would still be a pro- 
hibition against shipments in a car other than the company’s car. I 
think that should be modified. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I see from the reading of the amendment that 
the first paragraph of the amendment makes it unlawful and a misde- 
meanor for any line of railroad to contract to receive or to take the cars 
of any shipper, or any company, or any person, or any manufacturer 
who has cars to furnish, or who leases cars. Then it ends there and 
a new paragraph begins, and it is provided that the shipper himself 
shall not contract with the railroad company except upon certain other 
conditions. 

Mr. DAWES. It results in this, that every car has got to change 
ownership as it passes from one road to another or else the freight has 


got to be reshipped. 
Mr. McPHERSON. They would have to break bulk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as it now stands is 


the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 
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and unless these words are placed in the law they would be at liberty 
to give you a less rate; but they are not permitted to do so under this 
bill until the change of rate is advertised, so as to give every one a chance 
to know it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Under the interstate-commerce law, if they gave 
a less rate to Mr. A, they would be obliged to give a similar rate to 
Mr. B, and they would be obliged to do it at once. The result is 
that every shipper over that line of road will be entitled to the reduc- 
tion of rates. In other words, this is altogether in the interest of the 
shipper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask him if, the rate being established 
and published, he goes to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company at Jersey 
City and says: ‘I wish to ship twenty-five car-loads of flour to Wash- 
ington; your published rate is 10 cents a barrel, I will give you 5,’’ and 
they say, ‘‘done,’’ and it is done—I ask whether they have violated 
the law in doing that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not at all, if they give the rate of 5 cents to 
every man who ships on that given day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have they violated the law in doing that thing? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose I go to them in the afternoon, my friend 
having gone in the morning, and say: ‘‘I wish to ship ten car-loads ot 
flour to Washington; your published rate is 10 cents a barrel; I want 
to give you 5’’ and they say, ‘No, you must pay our published 
rate,’’? and I pay it. Under the present law, what would they violate? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They would be subject to fine and imprison- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. By that discrimination. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have not made any discrimination in this 
to the public. They gave youa favor. They do not choose to favor 
me. ‘They have held out only the published rate. I stand by the 
published rate. They may carry for you for nothing if they choose 
under the present law. The provision in this amendment now pro- 
posed is to meet that kind of favoritism, which in some way or other 
is practiced by some of the corporations. I refer to that particular one 
only for illustration, knowing nothing about it. Unless they are held 
up as well as down to their published rates to all persons while those 
rates are in force, there will be a continued favoritism that plunders one 
man for the benefit of another. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I remember hearing this statement or one 
something like it on the floor of the Senate when the original inter- 
state-commerce law was , that if public men were trying to 
devise some method by which railroads could be benefited more than 
another, a better way could not be devised than the interstate-com- 
merce law. It has been in operation for over a year, and during that 
time the railroad companies have received about 16 per cent. more for 
the transportation of freight and merchandise than they did under the 
old policy, and the difference the people have paid. 

Mr. REAGAN. By making high charges for the purpose of making 
the law odious. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The cost of transportation in this country for 
the amount of freight carried has been 15 or 16 per cent. more under 
the interstate-commerce Jaw than it was for two or three years pre- 
ceding its passage. What benefit have the public got? They have 
this benefit, they have this satisfaction, and only this, that we have 
the railroads now under Congressional control. In other words, we 
have the railroad system of this country in a condition where the rail- 
roads have recognized Congressional power and the right of Congress 
to legislate in respect to them, but the public are paying for it all the 
time. Since the passage of the interstate-commerce law the railroads 
have increased their receipts, and some which were unable to pay ex- 
penses prior to its passage have been able to pay dividends out of the 
same patronage they had before. 

Mr. TELLER. What does the Senator think of the bill to compel 
the railroads to deal more equitably, having destroyed all favoritism 
that existed by which they gave one shipper a low rate and another 
shipper a high rate? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I think to-day there is as much discrimination 
in rates as there ever was before. 

Mr. CULLOM. The records do not show it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Jersey is correct, the rail- 
roads are violating the provisions of the law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not make answer as to that; but I think 
there is really as much discrimination as ever. 

Mr. TELLER. That is in violation of the statute. 

Mr. McPHERSON. You are now legislating, you are amending the 
existing interstate-commerce Jaw in such a way that it seems to me to 
be perfectly absurd to leave that clause in the interstate-commerce law 
which prohibits pooling. Here you make an arbitrary rule that the 
railroad companies shall fix a rate, and where they have fixed the rate 
and it is advertised they can not charge a lower rate even if all the con- 
ditions were sach as to justify themin doing it. As it is to-day, a rail- 
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road company may lower its rates, may reduce them 50 per cent. on a 
given day, but that reduction, in order to conform to the law, must be 
tor all shippers over its line on that given day, or until some new ad- 
vertisement is made and a new schedule of rates is published. For in- 
stance, grain, provisions, or anything of that kind might be sent from 
Chicago, not at the advertised rate, but at a lower rate, if a foreign 
market could be found for it; but if the railroad company wished to 
accommodate that shipper by reducing the rate 50 per cent. from the 
advertised rate and was not willing to make the same rate to every 
shipper of the same kind of goods under exactly the same condition, 
that could not be done. I claim there would be no violation of the 
law in it now. 

Mr. CULLOM. TheCommittee on Interstate Commerce investigated 
pretty thoroughly the question of giving notice before reducing rates, 
and we had information before us from very many shippers in different 
parts of the country, some of them desiring five days’ notice, some of 
them ten, some ef them even as high as thirty, but others were a little 
in doubt whether any notice at all was best, and the committee thought 
that, in view of the uncertainty and doubt as to the exact time, we 
should fix it at three days’ notice before a reduction should be made, 
and ascertain by experience after that what the operation of it would 
be, and whether it world be beneficial or not, or whether a longer time 
should be required than the three days. But we thought it unsafe to 
make it longer than three days as a beginning and as, I may say, an 
experiment on the question of time of notice given of a reduction. 

1 can not see that any possible wrong can come from giving that brief 
notice before a reduction shall be made, and certainly some notice ought 
to be required or an announcement be required when a reduction is 
made so that everybody can get the benefit of it alike, and we thought 
it was best in the interest of the shippers—not the railroads, but in 
the interest of the shippers, some of them asking as high as thirty 
days—that a brief time should be given before a reduction shoul. be 
mace. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator pretend to say that under this 
provision as to the days, rates can be advanced on the same notice? 

Mr. CULLOM. Before an advance can be made there must be ten 
days’ notice. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that, but if the other matter of 
reduction is left where the interstate-commerce law left it, so thata 
railroad company to-day may give to the public the benefit of a reduc- 
tion at once without asking of anybody the privilege of doing it, and 
be compelled to give the reduction it proposed to give to all shippers 
at the same time, then your bill is a grave censure of the law. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I have to say is that the great majority of those 
who were heard on the subject, business men and shippers, favored a 
notice before a reduction of rates. 

Mr. GORMAN. I concur very much with what the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] said. I admit that so far as concerns the 
operations of the railroads, from the day the interstate-commerce law 
went into effect, owing to the course of the Interstate-Commerce Com- 
mission, there has been less charged upon through rates than was ever 
charged in five years preceding except in the cases where they were 
warring with each other; and notwithstanding that, the aggregate re- 
ceipts, by reason of the large increase of the volume of business known 
as through business, have exceeded the receipts dur :; \..e years prior 
to the passage of the act. 

I desire to make the further statement that there is not a commer- 
cial community along the seaboard or in the interior where it has not 
been demonstrated and recognized by everybody to be the fact that 
there is no longer a hundredth part of the discrimination between firms 
and individuals that there was prior to the passage of this law. 

Mr. DAWES. What has been the effect on local trade? 

Mr. GORMAN. In the matter of local trade there has been greater 
uniformity than formerly. 

Mr. CULLOM. And great reductions in rates. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; reductions have been made. There has 
been a readjustment of rates which has produced contentment with the 
present condition of affairs in comparison to what it was prior to the pas- 
sage of the law, and I venture theassertion, though I have not the sta- 
tistics before me, that there are 50 per cent. fewer suits against railroad 
companies because of discrimination since the passage of the interstate- 
commerce act than there were prior to it. 

Mr. DAWES. What has been the effect on the aggregate carnings 
of the companies? 

Mr. GORMAN. While the receipts of the railroad companies have 
been increased very largely, it is not because of increased rates, but 
because of the increased volume of business. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I understand the Senator from Maryiand to 
say that while the through rates as a whole have been in the aggregate 
less, and while the local rates have produced greater content and sat- 
isfaction, still, on the whole, the earnings of railroads have not suffered 
under this law. 

Mr. GORMAN. The business is increasing every year as the popu- 
lation increases and manufactures and products increase. Those things 
swell the gross receipts of railroads. 
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In regard to the interstate-commerce law, the same effect has been 
had in the United States at large that was had in the State of New 
York when the State law was passed there. The railroads have not 
been crippled; they have carried on their business with greater satis- 
faction; the public have been content, and overcharges which formerly 
existed have not been made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know that the Senator from Maryland is qual- 
ified to testify in this matter. I have stated that the public have paid 


15 cents more per ton for the average transportation from the West to | 


the East—I speak now of the great trunk lines and the great receiving 
points—than they had paid in the two years preceding the passage of 
the law. 
charged less than now, except in times when they were fighting each 
other. Inother words, the earnings have not been more than they were 
in olden times, except when the roads were in battle. 
time before the passage of the interstate-commerce bill, I fail to recall 
the year, in which the roads were not in battle. They were in a fight 
always; they were in competition always, the most active competition 
for business, and the rates were made lower by reason of it. But | 


I understand the Senator to say that the railroads never | 


I never saw the | 


stated that the public have paid more for transportation under the | 


interstate-commerce law than they did before the passage of the law. 
That was my statement. 

I move to strike out the words I have referred to on the fifth page 
and wherever else they appear. I have not had time to find all the 
places where they occur in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed to be stricken out? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The words 
bill reads: 

It shall be unlawful forany common carrier, party to any joint tariff, tocharg« 
demand, collect from any person or persons a greater or le 


Will the Senator indicate the words 


‘or less’’ in line 116, where the 


or receive fr 
sation for the transportation of persons or property, or for any services in con- 
nection therewith 


I move to strike out the words “‘ or less. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

‘The Ciitter CLERK. Insection 1, on page 6, line 116, after the word 
‘‘preater,’’ it is proposed to strike out 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thisamendment having been adopted 
in Committee of the Whole is not subject to amendment at this stage 
of the bill. The Senator can move toamend it inthe Senate. If there 
be no further amendments the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. Ifthe amendment I moved is in order now I 
move it. 

-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first put the question 
on concurring in the other amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the reserved 
amendment indicated by the Senator from New Jersey; which will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. Insection 1, on page 6, line 116, after the word 

‘ greater,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘or less.’’ 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on this amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS 

A message from the House of 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge 
and Kailroad Company, of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge ove 
the Mississippi River, at or near Natchez, Miss.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 96) authorizing the District commissioners to 
designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin. 

SALE OF FORT OMAHA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 671) to provide for the 
sale of the site at Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the im- 


s compe 


** or less.’’ 


SIGNED. 








referred the bill (S. 


of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1430 


GO13 


to forfeit 


cerTtalt 


lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 


of railroads, and for other pt 
the enacting clause and inset 
I move thi 
ment of the House and ask for a: 


Mr. PLUMB. 


which was to strike out all after 
t a substitute. 


irposes, 


+ +) 


it the Senate non-concur in the an 


nierence thereon 


The motion was agreed to. 


, 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUM, Mr. 
Do_pu, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed 

LANDS IN DENVER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the vr 
resolution from the House of Representatives 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to prepare a | eng 
the bill (H. R. 3300) to amend an act to enal t] t 1 
certain land for cemetery purposes, and de the s etot s 
quest that body to furnish the House with a duplicate copy of the amendme 
of the Senate tosaid bill, and indorse on the du; ate en seed lamen 
ments the action had in the Senate there« uid return € sau the Hlous 
th riginal bill and amendments hav ! 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; It will » ordered, if ther no 
objection. 

REPO! OF COMMIT 
Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, t 
1818) to grant to the town of Mos laho 


Territory, certain lands for cemetery purposes, reported it with amend 


ments. 








Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 5219) to increase the pension Keyes BP. ¢ re 
ported it with an 1dmen d submitted port there 

ET ) PEN N BIL! 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on I r to whom ferred 

the motion of the Senator from Nebr k Ir. MA I 3 to print 
| 5,000 additional copies of Senate Report No bein report of 
the majority of the Committee on Pensions on vetoed pension bills, 
have directed me to report in favor of printing the same, including th 
views of the minority, and ended, they re i i its adoptic 
The cost will be $60 only 

The PRESIDENT re The motion } le t nt 
ing of the report of the n ‘ of e (% iittee on Pensic en the 
veto messages 

Mr. COCKRELL Let the resolution be printed and lie ove 

The PRESIDENT ; tempore It wi so ordered 

Mr. HAWLEY. The motion as referred to the " tt st 
barest informal memorandum I can put it inthe form ofa resolut 
It is simply that 5,000 copies of Re] rt No. 1667 printe the us 
of the Senate The amendment meludes the iority report 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoi Does the Senator fre M uri d 
sire to have the report | over ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

BILI I , ’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a | S to amend : 1 563 
of the Revised Statutes of the | ted State I rice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee ( é 

AMENDMEN rO BILLS 

Mr. COLQUITT submitted an amen ent intended to be osed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allow e of certain ela for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the Un { States Ari as re 
ported by the Court of Claims, under t | ons of t act ot 


provements thereof, and for a new site and the construction of suitable | 


buildings thereon; which was on page 2, line 1, after the word ‘‘ At- 
torney-General,’’ to insert: 

And provided further, That not more than one-third of said sum shal! be ex- 
pended in the purchase of a site; and the whole expenditure for site and im- 
provement shall not exceed the sum of $200,000. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 





March 


3, 1883, known as 


tee on Claims. 


the Bowman act 


: | -_ anc ith the eon Dal ne naners ferre 
Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | PT!“ G, and, with the aceompanyi 4 a 








Mr. MCPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
s 

posed by him to the hich was referred to 
the Committee on Appr «1 to be printed 

Mr. MITCHELL s ntended to be propose 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

Wi DRAWAL OF A RS 

On motion of Mr. CO 4 it 

Ordered, That Samuel W. Ravene i me of n [ 
have permission to withdraw from the files of é prese 
the Senate March 9, 1586 pray the e ¢ pr ( € 
immigration, under the ruies of the Sena 

ACCOUNTS UNDER TH El {J AV 
Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the considera- 


tion of Order of Business 1729. 


Mr. BLAIR. 
morning I shall ask the 


Before that 


penate to proce ed to the considerat 


is taken up, | give notice that to-morrow 


mor tne 


bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 


SE 


Mr. STEWART. 


ACOAST »EFI 


I must insist on 


8 } 
VSES 


the regular order. It has been 


laid over from time to time. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the bill (S. 62) 
to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT CUMMINGS’ LANDING. 


Mr. BERRY. I appeal to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrewarT] 
to let the regular order be informally laid aside that I may call up the 
bill I have mentioned. It is important it should be passed at once. 
It will cause no debate whatever. 

Mr. DOLPH. I want consideration of the regular order. I do not 
propose to discuss it, but I want to get a vote on it. If it is up I will 
yield to the Senator informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is before the Sen- 
ate. The bill referred to by the Senator from Arkansas will be stated 
by title, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. Itis Order of Business 1729. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 1729, being the bill (S. 3215) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at 
or near Cummings’ Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘not to be less than 160 feet in the clear’’ and insert 
‘*be of such width as the Secretary of War shall prescribe;’’ in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ spans,’’ to strike out ‘‘ be not less than 10 feet above’’ 
and insert ‘‘shall be of such height above;’’ and in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘as may be directed by the Secretary of War 
in the interests of navigation;’’ so as to read: 





Sec. 3. That the said bridge shall be constructed with a draw or pivot-span, 
which shall be overthe main channel of the river at an accessible navigable 
point, and the openings on each side of the pivot-pier shall be of such width as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and, as nearly as practicable, both of said 
openings shall be accessible at all stages of water; that the spans shall be of 
such height above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point of loca- 
tion, to the lowest pon of the superstructure of said bridge as may be directed 
by the Secretary of War in the interests of navigation; that:the piers and draw- 
rests of said bridge shall be built parallel with the current at that stage of the 
river which is most important for navigation, and the bridge itself at right 
angics thereto; and that no riprap or other outside protection for imperfect 
foundations be permitted to approach nearer than 4 feet to the surface of the 
water at its extreme low stage, or otherwise to encroach upon the channel-ways 
provided for in this act. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the words 
‘‘whenever the,’’ to strike out ‘‘Congress’’ and insert ‘‘Secretary of 
War;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shal! decide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
utive business. 

Mr. VEST. 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwithdraw the motion for my colleague. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River between Clay County and Jack- 
son County, Missouri, at a point to be selected consistent with the in- 
terests of river navigation between Kansas City, Mo., and a point 
within 5 miles below said city, to report it without amendment; and 
T ask that it be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IJENS OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Iask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask for the consideration of Calendar No. 
1180, being House bill 8180. It will take but a minute. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8180) to regulate the liens 
of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The bill has heretofore been read at 
length and the amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary have 
been agreed to. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. 


I move to proceed to the consideration of exec- 


Task my colleague to withdraw the motion for a mo- 


I desire to submit two amendments, I 
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move to insert, in line 12, after the word ‘‘county,’’ the words “or 
parish in the State of Louisiana; so as to read: 


Provided, ‘That whenever the laws of any State require a judgment or decree 
of a State court to be registered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or any other 
thing to be done, in a particular manner, or in a certain office or county or 
parish in the State of Louisiana, before a lien shall attach, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I also, by instruction of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, offer the following amendment as an additional section 
to the bill: 


Sec. 3. Nothing herein contained shall be construed to require the docketing 
of the judgment or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a transcript 
thereof, in any State office within the same county or parish in the State of Lou- 
isiana in which the judgment or decree is entered, in order that such judgment 
or decree may be a lien on any property within such county. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Iowa to explain that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The province of that amendment is to pro- 
vide against the necessity of having these transcripts of judgments and 
decrees rendered in the United States courts, filed in the local offices 
of the State within the-same county where the judgment or decree has 
been rendered. There can be no propriety in requiring that to be done, 
because it would be merely going to the expense of having two places 
instead of one in such county; that is to say, for instance, in the city 
and county of New York, if this amendment shall be adopted, it will 
not be necessary to take transcripts of judgments and decrees in the 
United States courts in that city and county and file them in the 
county office in order to constitute a lien; but in all other counties, 
where the United States courts are not located, and the States have 
made provision for the filing of those transcripts, then this bill will 
have effect. 

Mr. CALL. What is the meaning of the provision asto Louisiana? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is merely for the purpose of desig- 
nating parishes there in addition to counties in other States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move thatthe Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and ask a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pra tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. WILSON of 
Iowa, Mr. EvArts, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 10, 1883, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 


UNITED STATES JUDGE. 


John H. Keatley, of lowa, to be United States judge for the district 

of Alaska, vice Lafayette Dawson, resigned. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 

Roderick Rose, of Dakota Territory, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Dakota, vice W. H. Francis, whose term 
has expired. 

Hugh W. Weir, of Pennsylvania, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Idaho, vice J. B. Hays, deceased. 

Charles H, Berry, of Minnesota, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Idaho, vice Case Broderick, whose term has 
expired. 

Elliott Sandford, of New York, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
courtof the Territory of Utah, vice C. S. Zane, whose term has expired. 

John W. Judd, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Utah, as provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 25, 1888. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry M. Barlow, of Delaware, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Delaware, in the State of Delaware, to succeed Henry F. Pickels, 
whose term of service has expired. 

James E. Otis, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey, to succeed George 
W. Mathis, whose term of service will expire by limitation on July 6, 
1888. 

REVENUE SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Washington C. Coulson, of Indiana, to be a captain in 
the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Capt. James 
M. Selden, deceased, 
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’ 
Second Lieut. James B. Butt, of Pennsylvania, to be a first lieuten- | said office having, by law 
ant ] enue service of the United States, in the place of First 1 1, 1888 
; j neton C. Coulson, to be promoted. lartin ( me to 1 postmaster ; | 
i Andrew J. Henderson, of the District of Columbia, to be a third » and State of I I 
5 lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of lavi by law, I I \ 
i Third Lieut. Edward F. Kimball, resigned. 1, 188s 
4 lfrey L. Carden, of Illinois, to be a third lieutenant tl ‘ { ) ] t } is 
nu vice of the United States, in the place of Third Lieut. Ho 1} Phi St of K 
2 if M. Lroadb promoted, ig, by law, be 
y William V. E. Jacobs, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the | July 1, 1888. 
§ rev e@ sel » of the United States, in the place of Third Lieut. Will- | Ira Steinberger, to be postmaster at | 
i Reynolds, promoted. ind State of Kansas, tl Lp} 
M. Landrey, of Indiana, t >a third lieutenant in the rev- | having, by law, | me Vv 1 in 
f the United St in the place of Third Lieut. William | 1888 
I Hall, resigned. | Casp Hor, holst, to t ( 
Frank L. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant in the | of Ellis and State of Kansas, in the } 
revenue service of the United States, in the place of Third Lieut. Cl 3} William D. Kelly, to be } 
* A. Barnes, resigned ind State of Kansas, thea me I 
Preston H. Uberroth, of utenant in | h l V 
- the revenue service of the I 1] t SS 
; Daniel P. Foley, promot I M 
4 I ‘ne V il] 10. ir.. to be t ‘ l Wal 
a ry of th ted tI uid office hay law 
Ira WwW. W r? res uly 1, 188 
Frank F.& to be ] 
POSTMASTEI h m and State I : \ 
: William A. Hall, to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the county of Mar- | said o 
§ icopa and Territory of Arizona, in the place of George E. Mowry, whose | July 1, 1888. 
4 commission expired June 16, 1888, Miss Lucy Hocker, to post ter at I] 
Hugh A. Clark, to be postmaster atSan Jacinto, in the county of San | Henry and State of Kentucky, the appo 
’ Diego and State of California, the appointment of a post r for t said ‘ ' ated 
said office having, by law, become vested in the Pr lenton and after | July 1, 1882. 
July 1, 1888. | samuel J. Robinson, to be postmaste 
John Field, to be postmaster ai Cloverdale, in the county of Sonoma | Baltimore and Sta Maryland 
i and State of California, the appointment of a postmast wr the L | l eX} 1 le 2E 
5 office having, by law, become vested in the President o1 lafterJuly | John Duane, to’ be postma 
1, 1888. | Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, thea 
Margaret A. Finn, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in the county | for the said office having, } 
of Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a posti é lL aft Ay 
‘ for the said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President « Charles H. Loud, to 


‘ i Ad ‘ ‘ i 
; and after July 1, 1888. f Norfolk and State of Massa 


























Josiah B. Moores, ster at Ontario, in the « ity o 1 | for t rid i | 
3 sernardino and State of Ca , the appointment of a postmaster for | and after July 1 . 
i the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on Cornelius Cronin, to be postmaster at Kalkask 1 the « 
after July 1, 1888. kaska and State of Michigan, the appointment 
Robert J. Pauli, to be] ter atSonoma, in the county of § iid office having, bye i 1 
and State of California appointment of a postmaste: t uid | July 1, 1888 
office having, by law, become vested in the President onand after J gene R. Savage, to be postmast Mancelo 1 th 
1, 1888. Antrim and State of M an, the ay nt! t bpostina 
William L. Smith, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of F: 1s hay 
and state of Califorma, the appointment of a postma t 35 
oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on Kohler, to ) i 
1, 1888. M nd State of Min t 
Charles I ery, to be postmaster at Akron, in thecounty of the ce hav ‘ 
ington and State of Colorado, the appoin nt of a postmaster for t] r July 1, 1885 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and afte Charles W. Main, to be p 
July 1, 1888. and State of Minnesota, in 
Joseph M. Graham, to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the count mission expired July 2, 1888. 








of Chatffeeand State of Colorado, in the place of Carlos B. W 1, whos« Horace Picket, to be postmaster at Fergus | 
commission expired July 1, 1838. Otter Tail and State of Minnesota, in thy 
Alonzo C. Allen, to be postmaster at Suflield, in the county of Hart- | whose commission expired May 29, 18338. 





ford and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmaster for th \lexander Elson, to be postmaste 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President onand afte Putnam and State of Missouri, the appoint 
July 1, 1888. uid office havi 


Frank P. Smith, to be postmaster at Faulkton, in the county of | July 1, 1888 











Faulk and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster fo: Frank W. Sprague, to be } 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and heridan and 
after July 1, 1888. the said office having la 
William Marshall, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county | after July 1, 1588. 
of Fulton and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmast: rthe| David H. Applegate, to be post 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after | Monmouth and State of } 
July a 1888, } rate, whose com MISSLON expired June lf 1> 


Drake H. Vancil, to be postmaster at Cobden, in the county of Union Catherine W. Baker, to be postmaster at Millingto 
and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office | Morris and State of New Jersey, in th 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after July 1, | commission expired April 8, 185 
1888. | William B. Carpenter, to be postmaste: | t 

William Swint, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of War- | Queens and State of New York, in tl indrew W 
rick and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the said | signed. 
office having, by law, become vested in the Presidenton and after July J 
1, 1888. 

James R. Williams, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of | whose commission expired July 5, 1883 
Hendricks and State of Indiana, in the place of Archibald P. Pounds, Walter E. Northrup, to be postmaster at Oneida, in t 
deceased. Madison and State of New York, in the pla Wat 

Patrick H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Worthington, in the county | deceased. 
of Greene and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the | Martin Walrath, jr., to be postmaster at St. John 
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Westchester and State of New York, in t! } { 
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county of Montgomery and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1888. , 

Theodore W. Miller, to be postmaster at London, in the county ot 
Madison and State of Ohio, in the place of Katharine W. Hanson, 
whose commission expired June 28, 1888. 

William W. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Port Clinton, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1888, 

Wesley A. Savage, to be postmaster at Paulding, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
= a having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
July 1, Less, 

_ James Stratton, to be postmaster at Auburndale, in the county of 

Lucas and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 

“a having, by law, become vested in the President on and after July 
, 1888, 

Francis G. Andrews, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
one and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Samuel H. Smith, re- 
moved, 

Isaac I’. Bomberger, to be postmaster at Lititz, in the county of Lan- 
caster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mrs. Sarah A. Christ, 
whose commission expired July 4, 1888. 

Robert I. Fleming, to be postmaster at Lock Haven, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William W. Ran- 
kin, deceased. . 

William B. Jack, to be postmaster at Leechburgh, in the county ot 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1888. 

Peter A. Rattigan, to be postmaster at Barnhart’s Mills, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1888. 

James G. Peck, to be postmaster at East Providence, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- | 
dent on and after July 1, 1888. 
Charles R. Haynie, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of | 

1 
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sastrop and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the | 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after | 
July 1, 1888. 

Henry Mertz, to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of Uvalde ' 
and State of Texas, in the place of Nathan L. Stratton, whose commis- | 
sion expired June 12, 1888. = i 

Levin Perry, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of Marion 
and State of 'exas, in the place of Ernestine Sterne, whose commission 
expired June 26, 1888. 

James Hf. Rodeffer, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of | 
Shenandoah and State of Virginia, in the place of Daniel Lichliter, 
whose commission expired May 21, 1888. 

William C. Weaver, to be postmaster at Front Royal, in the county | 
of Warren and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for | 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1888. | 

tenjamin S. Thompson, to be postmaster at Hinton, in the county | 
of Summers and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1888, 

Charles F. Kalk, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county of | 
Barron and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a ter for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1888. 

John Rk. Mathews, to be postmaster at Menomonee, in the county of 
Dunn and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Edward L. Everts, whose 
commission expired July 4, 1888. 

Fredrick Swain, to be postmaster at Washburn, in the county of 
Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
July 1, 1888. 

Leopold L. Daus, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the county of 
Sweetwater and Territory of Wyoming, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1888. 

Edwin S. Hallock, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Uinta and Territory of Wyoming, in the place of Alanza A. ey, 
whose commission expired July 5, 1888, 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 

Albert Montgomery Dupuy McCormick, a resident of Virginia, to be 

an assistant surgeon in the Navy, to fill an existing vacancy. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Col. Thomas L. Casey, to be Chief of Engineers with the rank of brig- 
adier-general, July 6, 1888, vice Duane, retired from active service. 
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ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Orin B. Mitcham, to be captain, June 17, 1888. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Charles F. Mason, of Virginia (late assistant surgeon), to be assistant 
surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, July 2, 1888, vice Anderson, 
resigned. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 


a First Regiment of Cavalry. 
20. Cadet John D. L. Hartman, vice Foltz, promoted. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet John 8S, Winn, vice Rucker, promoted. 

Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet Charles A. Hedekin, vice Isham, resigned. 

Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet Clough Overton, vice Benson, promoted. 

rifth Regiment of Cavalry. 

. Cadet Solomon P. Vestal, vice Hunter, transferred to the Fourth 


Artillery. 
Cadet Claiborne L. Foster, vice Waite, promoted. 


Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet Francis J. Koester, vice Trippe, promoted. 
First Regiment of Artillery. 
Cadet George W. Burr, vice Bailey, promoted. 
Cadet John L. Hayden. 
Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
. Cadet Charles D, Palmer, vice Townsley, promoted, 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Cadet Charles C. Gallup, vice Carbaugh, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Edward R. Chrisman, vice Mallory, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Charles W. Fenton, vice Wassell, resigned. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William H. Wilhelm, vice Stottler, promoted. 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Charles P. Russ, vice Clayton, resigned. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Cadet John S. Grisard, vice Buck, promoted. 
Cadet Peter C. Harris, vice Dade, transferred to the Tenth Cav- 


17. 


16. 
31. 


Fifteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
30. Cadet Edward Anderson, vice May, promoted. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William T. Wilder, vice French, promoted. 
Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet William H. Hart, vice Waters, resigned. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet James W. McAndrew, vice Brook, promoted. 


32. Cadet Munroe McFarland, to fill a vacancy to be created by the 
appointment of a regimental adjutant. 


Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. — 
. Cadet Charles V. Donalson, vice Hovey, promoted. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
37. Cadet George E. Stockle, vice Webb, promoted. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Attached to the Corps of Engineers. 
Cadet Henry Jervey. 


Cadet Charles H. McKinstry. 
3. Cadet William V. Judson. 


Attached to the Cavalry Arm. 


or 


22. Cadet William J. D. Horne, to the Ninth Cavalry. 
23. Cadet Robert L. Howze, to the Fifth Cavalry. 
25. Cadet Guy H. Preston, to the First Cavalry. 
26. Cadet Edwin M. Suplee to the Second Cavalry. 
27. Cadet Andrew G. C. Quay to the Eighth Cavalry. 
28. Cadet John P. Ryan to the Third Cavalry. 
Attached to the Artillery Arm. 

8. Cadet William S. Pierce to the First Artillery. 
10. Cadet Peyton C. March to the Third Artillery. 
11, Cadet Eugene T. Wilson to the Fifth Artillery. 
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ae Attached to the Infantry Arm. 
29. Cadet William R. Sample to the Fourteenth Infantry, 
38. Cadet William R. Dashiell to the Eighth Infantry. 
39. Cadet Eli A. Helmick to the Eleventh Infantry. 
40. Cadet Alexander W. Perry to the First Infantry. 
41. Cadet William T. Littebrant to the Nineteenth Infantry. 
42. Cadet Charles G. French to the Twentieth Infantry. 
43. Cadet Capers D. Vance to the Twenty-first Infantry. 
44. Cadet Matthew C. Butler, jr., to the Fourteenth Infantry. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MonDAY, July 9, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Crisp, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. ROWLAND, for one day, on account of sickness. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge a 
Fort Smith, Ark. ; , 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating to the pages of the House of 
Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) directing the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to amend the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 9397) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


OF 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’ } 
The regular order is demanded. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 


of States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions. 


Mr. CONGER. 
tee of the Whole 
The SPEAKER. 





CONTRACT LABOR. 


Mr. FORD. I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that the present immigration to the United States is ex- 
cessive, artificial, and injurious, and is encouraged to satisfy private greed: 

Whereas it is charged by prominent journals that the law prohibiting the im- 
portation of contract labor is being extensively evaded, owing to a lack of ma- 
chinery to enforce the provisions of said law ; 

Whereas it is claimed that the present indiscriminate immigration is not vol- 
untary or natural, but is promoted and stimulated by transportation companies, 
and by so-called bankers and padroni in America, and that such immigration 
is having the effect of decreasing the wages of the workingmen in the United 
States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Speaker shall appointaselect committee of five, which 
committee is hereby authorized and directed to investigate the subject-matter 
herein referred to, and report their conclusions thereon to the House at the 
earliest practicable moment, by bill or otherwise. Such investigation shall be 
conducted at such times and places as the said committee may deem proper, 
and may be continued after the adjournment of the present session of Congress 
if necessary. Said committee is hereby authorized to send for and examine per- 
sons, books,and papers, and administer oaths to witnesses, and to employ a 
messenger and stenographer, and the expenses of said investigation shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. FORD. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire how it becomes perti- 
nent to that committee. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 47. 

So the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Military 
Affairs was agreed to. 

SUGAR AND OIL TRUSTS. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offer a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
and desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on January 25, 1888, a resolution was adopted by the House reciting 
that certain individuals and oe had combined to increase the price of 
some of the necessaries of life, thereby injuriously affecting commerce between 
the States and impairing the revenues of the United States derived from its 
duties on imports, and requiring the Committee on Manufactures to investigate 
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the matter and report the result of such investigation to the House wit ich 
r mmendations as the said committee might agree upon; and 
Whereas the purpose of said resolution was, among other things, to obtain 








information in regard to the so-called sugar trust and enable the lious« ‘ 
gently to consider a revision of the tariff duties on sugar and also to obta 
formation in regard t« the so-called Standard Oil tr and enable t it 
to consider whether legislation in regard thereto ought to be had d m 
present session of Congress; and 

Whereas the broad scope of the resolutior tl Llou re sit 





s adopted by the 


impracticable for the ¢ nittee on M ures to make during t 
session a final report with recommendat Ss covering all the subject ilters 
embraced within the terms of said resolution: Therefore 

Res 1, That the Compr ittee on Ma res be 1 to re} 
diately to the House, wit) or without re rendat e € le el 
tofore taken by said com aittee relating to the so-called s trus and tha 
said committee be also directed immediately to make a separats 
House,with or without recommendation, of all the evidence eret t en 
by said committee relating to the so-called Standard Oil trust 


Mr. ADAMS. oes to the C 


I do not care whether the resolution ¢ 


mittee on Rules or to the Committee on Manufactures, to whi 
lates. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Co 
on Rules, 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ¢ IDEN. N. J. 
Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 10754) to amend an act e: led 
‘*An act for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.; yhicn 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD, VICKSBURG. 

Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 10755) to provide for ti 
repair of the road built by the Government from Vicksburg, Miss., to 
the national cemetery adjacent thereto; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
dered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, I ONTARIO, 

Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 10756) to establish a life- 

saving station on the coast of Lake Ontario, in the county of Oswego; 


amwT 
AIK 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
BLAIR EDUCATIONAL BILL. 
Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Whereas the people of the United States have largely petitioned Congress for 


the passage of a bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 
mon schools; and 

Whereas many of the States, through their legislative assemblies, hav« ged 
the necessity of such aid, notably that of the State of Virginia, in a joint res 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved (the House of Delegates concurring), That the Senators from Virginia be 
instructed, and the members of the House of Representatives from Virginia 
requested, to vote for . ecteral aid topublic free schools, and to support the meas 
ure commonly known as the Blair bill, or some other better measure; and 

Whereas the Senate, during the early part of the present session of Co 
passed Senate bill 371, being a bill to aid in the establishment and t por 
support of common schools; and 





Whereas said bill has been before the Committee on Education for 
months; and 

Whereas the majority of said committee have failed to report said I l 
have the same placed on the Calendar of the House for its action; an 

Whereas the majority of the committee have refused to meet to consider said 
billand have on various occasions left the committee-room for the purpose of 
breaking a quorum, so as to prevent the consideration of said bill; and 

Whereas the Republicans in caucus have asked unanimously that said be 
reported and placed on the Calendar of the House; and 

Whereas it is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution and subversi: f free 
government to suppress the will of the people: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education are hereby relieved from the fur- 
ther consideration of said bill, and that Tuesday, the 17th day of July, be set 
apart for the consideration of said bill, that it shall have precedence of a 
business until disposed of, and that no dilatory motions shall be enterta l 
during the consideration of said bill 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a personal explanation. 
I notice in the Recorp of July 7, that my colleague [ Mr. GRosVENO} 
speaking of his pair upon the land-forfeiture bill, used the followi 


language: 

Iam announced as being paired with my colleague 
derstand that if he were present he would vote ‘‘no; 
pair and would have voted in the affirmative. 


I do not know whence the gentleman received his understanding. 
If he were present this morning I should have inquired of him, | 
he is not present. I should have voted ‘‘ yea’’ upon all occasions on 
that bill. I have supported the bill as earnestly as I possibly could, 
and, as it was distinctively a Democratic measure, I can not conceive 
how the gentleman should have supposed that I would have voted 
“no.” 


Mr. OUTH WAIT iu 
I therefore uphold t 


if 
ut 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill. 
Mr. Speaker—— 
For what purpose does the gentleman from Llli- 


Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. LAWLER. 

The SPEAKER. 
nois rise ? 

Mr. LAWLER. At theend of the roll-call I wish to ask unanimous 
consent to have a petition printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by several 
gentlemen, and the Chair is executing the reguiar order. The gentle 





GOL — 








man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is recognized to introdace a bill 
uuder the cal]. 
STANDALD OF LENGTH, ETC. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 10757) to establish public 
standards of length and standard directions for ascertaining the varia- 
tions of the compass; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CAPITOL, NORTH O AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BREWER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10758) toamend 
the charter of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Rail- 
way Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF SURVIVORS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 10759) 
to increase the pensions of the survivors of the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF POSTAL APPROPRIATION ACT. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 10760) to amend section 245, 
chapter 456, of ‘‘An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, and for 
other purposes;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MILLS. I eall for the regular order. 
COL, JOHN GEORGE RYAN. 
Mr. LAWLER. I hold in my hand a petition making a claim 


against the Government for damages for the false imprisonment of Col. 
John George Ryan, who was claimed to be John Surratt, concerned in 
the conspiracy against the life of Abraham Lincoln. This is a very 
important matter, damages being claimed to the amount of $100,000. 
I do not ask that the petition with theaccompanying aflidavits be read, 
but I desire that it be published in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order has been demanded, and unless 
that demand be withdrawn the Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s 
request. Does the gentleman from Texas withdraw his demand ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] asks 
to have this petition printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without the names? 

Mr. LAWLER. There is only one name. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEELE. What is the petition ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois states that it is a pe- 
tition of a certain gentleman who claims that he was falsely arrested 
and imprisoned by the Government upon the allegation that he was 
John Surratt, and who asks damages to the amount of $100,000. 

Mr. STEELE. I think the petition had better go to the proper 
committee. I object. 

Mr. LAWLER. What objection can the gentleman have to printing 
the petition in the Recorp? 

Mr. STEELE. It is not necessary to lumber up the Recorp with 
matters which are not pertinent. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This day, being the second Monday of the month, 
is set apart for the consideration of business of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, if claimed by that committee. If not, the ordi- 
nary business of the House will proceed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of taking up House bill No. 8272. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (I. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. Bates as military in- 
structor at the Washington High School, of Columbia. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 15, noes 63. 

Mr. MILLS. I now rise for the purpose of moving that the House 
go into Committee of the Whole, but I will yield a moment to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Brags]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hemp- 
HIL1] desires to call up another bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I think it fair to the House to state that we are 
prepared to go on with District business, if the House will sustain us, 
and are anxious to do so. But it is not necessary to consume time in 
making repeated motions. I will therefore submit only one other 
motion, with the view of testing the sense of the House a3 to whether 
we shall be permitted to goon with District business to-day. I there- 
fore move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of taking up the bill (H. R. 9581) to incorporate the 
Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railway Company. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. HEMPHILL was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 7, noes 76, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. In consideration of the action just taken by the 
House, indicating its desire to consider the bill which the gentleman 
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from Texas has designated, I will not further urge at this time the busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia Committee, as there is an evident ma- 
jority against its consideration to-day. But I would like to say that 
when we get through with the tariff bill I will, throwing myself upon 
the merey and kindness of the House, appeal to it to give us additional! 
time for the consideration of our District measures. 
Mr. ~ I yield a moment to the gentleman trom California 
Mr. Biaas]. 

Mr BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill which 
I send to the desk, and that it be put on its passage. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. After our experience of the last two days, I call 
for the regular order. 
Mr. BIGGS. I hope the gentleman will not object; it is a bill that 


he has agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
one-sided. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commiit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consider- 
ation of the tariff bill. Before that question is put, I ask consent 
that we close debate on the pending paragraph of the bill at 1 o'clock 
to-day. 

Mr. RYAN. And all amendments? 

Mr. MILLS. And all amendments. 
much as you please, 

Mr. CANNON. So far as concerns the amendment I have offered, 
and so far as concerns myself in connection with it, I will say, speak- 
ing for myself, that I am ready to consent that the debate be closed at 
any time. But so far as concerns closing debate on amendments which 
are to follow, several of which, of great importance I understand, are 
to be offered in good faith, Ican not, for one, assent to closing debate 
in any time short of two days. Perhaps the subject may not take us 
so long as that, but a number of gentlemen want to offer amendments 
in good faith and want an opportunity to discuss them. 

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me we ought to come to some agreement 
to limit debate and finish this whole paragraph to-day. 

Mr. REED. I do not believe there will be any discussion beyond 
what is necessary, and I think the gentleman had better let it ran on 
for a while. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. Then I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, ard let the debate drift. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

THE TARIFF. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the tariff bill. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Lllinois to strike out and insert what has 
been read. 

[Mr. WILKINSON withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. } 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I believe I owe the House no apology 
for occupying a few moments this morning, this being the first time I 
have intruded myself into the discussion of this question. 1 learned 
very early in the course of this debate that discussion on this question 
was of very little use to us here. I gn rp long since the 
star chamber proceedings of the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
learned that no discussion, no appeals, no from this side of the 
House would avail to change one paragraph, sentence, line, or word of 
this bill. The unalterable fiat had gone forth that their dark-lantern 
bill must pass just as it came from the committee, with possibly a few 

exceptions agreed to in caucus, where a Pot of glue or a wooden screw 
might serve to mend the broken fences of some Democratic Congress- 
man in a very close district. [Laughter. ] 

I do not intend now to enter into a discussion of its merits. Over 
three hundred hours of continuous debate here have failed to convert 
one single member of this House. What, then, is the use of talking? 
Iam not especially charmed with the sound of my own voice. Nor is 
it necessary to inform my constituents how I stand on this question; 
I have frequently declared: to them my tion. They understand that 
I am an American; that I am a protectionist ome hn cenpel my head 
to the soles of my feet, and that py wee! I am a Republican, and 
that I stand upon latform of the Republican party. 

Gentlemen on the han side of this House who were so terribly elated 
by our friendly aoa here last Saturday need not worry themselves 
about our family I desire to we them that we are not afraid 
to discuss this question among ourselves. We may differ as to the ways 
and means which should ome in correcting the irregularities and in- 

ualities of the tariff while the ive principle, yet, 

. Chairman, as to the ple and its we areone. The ven- 
erable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] may not travel in 
the exact line with his more conservative gentleman from 
Illinois [ Mr. Canyon], and my friend from California Mr. McK exn 4 } 
and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] may slightly with 
Ping maa, ag Iowa and myself. And some of us may even be 
in faver of free lumber, free salt, free rice, and free sugar, and be op- 


I will object until these things are made less 


After that you can vote as 


See APPEN- 
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i 
| 





posed to bou 
} 


nties, yet we may L stand solidly t 
tional Republican p 


latform, and we all do stand uncompromisingly in 


avor of the prosperity and growth of all our country, and of the ele- | 


le 
lé 


vation, the advancement, the peace, and happiness of all our people. 

Oh, gentlen r side, you need not trouble yourselves ab 

the Kepublican platform. We will take care of that. And right her 
. i 


i - : 
I desire to have the Clerk read, for yourinformation, an epitome of that 


' ’ 
en on the othe 























platform, so that you may be more fully conversant with it than y 
seem to be now. 

he Clerk read as follow 

Condensed into the for of a short cr m3 R 
thing like this ; 3 . 

We believe in a free ballot and in having every vote counted 

We he ‘ n protection for protection’s sake, a are t 

We believe in ab 1ing internal taxes create purpose 

We believe in the direct protection of Am 1inst 
labo 

We I il co ret 

We ead t f < 

We I iar 

We t l bvi tl 

We La mer ae id in Am an ship-y 

é ] iag il navy, e 1 coast d se3, and good w 1 

r ‘ 

\ ! ve in x ot! res ir rights and pay f l V 

Wi eve in protecting Am n cit t 
only at home, butin any part of the world; 

We ret LI than ‘ 

V zg 1 { s s 
£ é Vew t 

Mr. CONGER. Those are the principles on which the R 
party stands Those a ples which the manufacturers of t 

: 1 } ! . uw } 4 ye - + 

country indorse; thos neipies which the iarmers oi this 
country ind th ciples which the miners of th 
country ind t ire the principles which the wage-earners every- 
whe le nd which will receive on the 6th of Novembe 
s0 u sal an iat they willthenceforward be recogni 
not only asthe | it rty but the creed of tl 
[ Applause ou the Republican side. 

Mr. Wuire, of Indiana, addressed the Chair 

Mr. MILLS. I nowask ananimous consent that a e be take 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. CANNON W 


ean then go on and talk upon some other proposition. [Cries of ‘* Vot« 
Vi i 
M 
I I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman wants only five minute 
I 
{ 


Mr. MILLS. Then I will withdraw my motion. 
Mr. FULLER, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read the following 
amendment, to be presented at the proper time: 
Strike out lis 329 down to and including the word “ gallon, ’ 
the following: ‘‘All sugars and molasses shall, « and after Janua 





admitted free of duty.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, in the levying of impost duties I believe they should 
be so adjusted as to develop our industries. This has become the s 
tled policy of this country and I do not believe any considerable por- 
tion of our people desire to change it. But when it has been demon 
strated by means of a high protective tariff after years of trial that the 
industry is not susceptible of development in this country so as to meet 
the wants of the people, then I believe we should place the article on 
the free-list. Hence I have offered the amendment which has just beeu 
read. 

Sugar, one of the great necessities of life, as made from sugar-cane 
proper, can only be produced in a limited area of the United States. It 
matters not to what extent we foster this industry by a tariff, we can 
not extend or materially develop it. The amount of the annual pro 
duction is less than $20,000,000. A fraction over one-tenth of the 
amount consumed is produced in this country. Our people pay a 
yearly tax of over $56,000,000 on this one article alone. We do not 
produce to-day near as much sugar as we did before the war. In 
1861-’62 we produced 539,830,500 pounds of sugar; in 1885~’86 the 
production was 302,754,486 pounds. While our home consumption is 
increasing at the rate of 10 per cent., our home product is decreasing. 

During the past ten years we have paid out over $455,000,000 in duties 
on sugar. It is estimated that the ordinary-sized family pays not less 
than $5 in duties on the amount of sugar consumed in ayear. Eighty- 
two per cent. ad valorem is the protection given sugar under the pres- 
ent law. This protection has not increased production, but has en- 
hanced the price. Now, after yearsof a high protective tariff of 2 cents 
a pound on sugar and the production decreasing and equal to-day to 
only one-tenth of our consumption, is it the part of wisdom, I ask, or 
of statesmanship to longer continue the duty? Our Democratic friends 
need not longer talk about consistency, for it is not found in a bill con- 
taining such a hardship on the people. While this bill may have some 
merit, yet it will not meet with favor by the people of this country 
when it contains such a manifest injustice. 

But Louisiana must be kept in the Democratic column, even if it 


compels our Democratic friends to support a measure which is neither | plause. ] 
2 


| 
| 
| 
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stead of 20 pounds he would get 32 pounds Now 
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to explain to your people that you have looked after their interest 
you defraud every workingman out of twelve pounds of su 
dollar’s worth? If adopted, your constituents will get twel 
more for a dollar than they now get, and if it is n lo 


get only 20 pounds instead of 52 pounds. 
Now, our people do not complain that sayar 
ng of any 


All they complain of is that at times they are out of employm 


is too high j 


not complai1 commodity in this country as being too 


it other times when they are employed they do not get s i 

From whom, then, does the complaint come? It « 

the rich people. It comes from those who brought about t ‘ 
peo} 


of the income tax. They are always complaining. 
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ved: but those are the men who are always com] ng hy 
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Mr. MILLS. I hope now we will have a vote on this question. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I am concerned, I am ready for a vote on 
my amendment, but I would like first to be permitted to occupy five 
minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well, with that understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis understood that at the expiration of the 
five minutes to be occupied by the gentleman from Illinois the vote 
will be taken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the agreement. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say in that five minutes, in reply to the 
gentlemen—first in reply to the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. WILK- 
INSON]. I holdin my hands astatement taken from the oflicial report 
made to and adopted by an international convention between Great 
Britain, France, and Germany in 1879 touching sugar, from which it 
appears that in many thousands of actual practical experiments in 
France in refining raw sugars there was practically no loss of saccha- 
rine matter. In the high grades of sugar the loss was less than 1 per 
cent., and since that time the business of refining sugar has been im- 

roved. 
r A word in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BrecKkIn- 
RIDGE], who made that wonderful statement. 

Mr. WILKINSON, I would like to have the opportunity of stating 
to the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield. 

Mr. WILKINSON, I yielded to the gentleman’s interruptions sev- 
eral times in the course of my remarks, and hope he will allow me to 
make a single statement. 


molasses there shall be paid a bounty to the producers thereof in the United 
States, when made trom beets, sorghum, impher, or other sugar-cane raised in 
the United States, as follows: 

“On sugar, 2 cents for each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein, as 
ascertained by the polariscope. On molasses testing above fifty-six degrees by 
the polariscope, 6 cents per gallon; testing not above fifty-six degrees by the 

olariscope, 4 cents per gallon; and the bounties provided for in this act shall 
id out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe,” 

Tellers were demanded and ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will appoint the gentleman from I1li- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] as 
tellers. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry; whether this amendment is not susceptible of division ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a motion to strike out and insert, and is 
not susceptible of division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 108. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent that we may have a 
yea-and-nay vote on this amendment in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not make an arrangement of 
that kind that the House will recognize. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


suc 


Amend in lines 336 and 337 by striking out ‘1.15 cents” and inserting “ sev- 
enty one-hundredths of acent.”’ 
In line 339 strike out “ thirty-two one-thousandths”’ and insert instead “two 


Mr. CANNON. I hope this interruption is not to be taken out of | °"¢-bundredths.” 


my time. I would cheerfully yield to the gentleman if I had ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

A word; I say in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, who always, 
when he talks in his sincerity and magnificence and smoothness, makes 
me feel like I wanted to say, ‘‘nowletus pray, brethren’’ [laughter]—in 
reply to him and his statement wherein he stated that the labor in the 
refinery must be protected, and that we can not cut down any lower 
and have anything left for decrease upon other articles than sugar, and 
for that reason did not cut but 20 per cent, why, my friend, you can 
let raw sugar come in just as provided in the Mills bill—and none other 
is or will be imported—and then if you go to the higher grades above 
No. 13, all of which pass through the refineries and none of which are 
imported, and decrease the amount of the duty upon those higher grades 
one-half, you will just cut off $14,000,000 from the profits of the re- 
finers and leave them $14,000,000 still, and I say again, you will not 
affect the revenues of the Government one cent. The gentleman knows 
that. I believe he is on the Committee on Manufactures. I think the 
Committee on Ways and Means know it. I think they knew it when 
they first drew their bill, and first called the attention of the country 
and the House to it and boasted of this reform they were going to make. 
ut, Mr. Chairman, when the bill was reported and the retiners pro- 
tested, the refiners and the trusts were left in the Mills bill, and they 
struck out the reform they put in when it was first drawn up and re- 
ported to the committee. Why did you doit? I asked that question 
before and IT ask it now, and nobody has so far answered it. Again I 
repeat the inquiry, why did you do it? 

Now aword in regard to myown amendment. I think that amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. I suppose it will not be. I apprehend 
that you are not going to sacrifice the St. Louis platform in this par- 
ticular by adopting my amendment. True you have been making 
some little inroads upon the platform by adopting some amendments, 
four or five small changes, perhaps unimportant ones, the wood-screws 
of Connecticut, for instance, to satisfy some people on the other side; 
but I suppose you will not do it here, first, because it would not suit 
Louisiana men, and second, it would not suit the sugar trust. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iinois [Mr. CANNoN], which will again he read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 361, inclusive, of section 2, and insert as follows: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, and all molasses testing not above fifty-six d by the polari- 
scope not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in this act shall be 
exempt from duty: Provided, That if an export duty shall he r be laid upon 
sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be Seapeeted, 
such sugar or molasses so impo shall be subject to duty at the rates pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act. 

—- sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, three-tenths of 1 cent per 

und. ; 
< Molasses testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 1} cents per gal- 

on. 

‘Maple sugar, 2 cents per pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the polariscope. 

‘*Maple sirup or molasses, 4 cents per gallon. 

‘Glucose or grape sugar, J] cent per pound. 

“Sugar candy, not colored, 5 cents pee, All other confectionery not 
specially enumerated or provided for, ie wholly or in part of sugar, and on 
sugars after being refined when tinctured, colored, or in Oeeeidel, adul- 


terated, and on all chocolate confectionery, 10 cents per 

ifan — duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molasses by any country 
from whenee the same may be Sepetes. such 5 or molasses so 

shall be subject to duty as provided by law at the date of the passage of act: 
Provided further, That for the encouragement of the production of sugar and 


ir. DINGLEY. I desire to occupy a little more than five minutes, 
and in order that I may not be interrupted I ask unanimous consent to 
speak fifteen minutes if I need the time. I probably shall not require 
so much time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have of- 
fered proposes to reduce the duty on sugar from the present enormous 
rate of 82 per cent. to 41 per cent. or one-half; in other words, to re- 
duce the present specific rate of 1.40 cents per pound for raw sugar 
polarizing 75 degrees, to seventy one-hundredth cents per pound, and 
the present rate of four one-hundredth cents per pound for each addi- 
tional degree to two one-hundredth cents per pound. 

The amendment which I propose is in harmony with the protective 
lists of the present tariff, and treats sugar, from the protective stand- 
point, as an article which may be produced in this country to the ex- 
tent of our wants, notwithstanding the fact that we now produce less 
sugar in the United States than we did before the war raises a serious 
doubt as to our ability toovercome climatic disadvantages. I am will- 
ing, however, for the present to continue a policy based on the belief 
that we can develop the production of sugar to the extent of our 
wants, 

We are frequently told by gentlemen upon the other side that the ay- 
erage duty imposed on imports on the dutiable lists of the present tariff 
is 47 per cent., and that the Mills bill proposes to reduce that average 
only 7 per cent., leaving still an average of 40 per cent. 

Every gentleman who stops to consider the subject appreciates the 
fact that a comparison of two tariffs by their dutiable lists alone with- 
out regard to their free-lists, for the purpose of showing the average 
imposed by each, is misleading and worthless. No comparison that is 
just or instructive can be made except by taking b oth the free and du- 
tiable lists and estimating the average duties of the two united, for it 
is only by doing this that any tariff obtains proper allowance for trans- 
fers from the dutiable to the free list. 

Estimated on this proper basis the average duty on all imports un- 
der the tariff of 1824 was 47 per cent. ; under the tariff of 1846, 26 per 
cent., and under the tariff of 1883, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1834, it was 28} per cent., and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
in consequence of the reduction in the invoiced value of goods on which 
specific duties were imposed—which reduction increased the ad valo- 
rem equivalent—it was 32 per cent. 

Under the tariff of 1824 the average duty on dutiable goods was 51 
per cent.; under the tariff of 1846 it was 27 percent. ; under the tariff 
of 1872 it was 434 per cent.; and under the first year of the tariff of 
1883 it was 414 per cent. 

What is it that has increased the average duty on imported articles on 
the free-list of the tariff of 1883 from 414 per cent. for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, to 47 per cent. for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
without any change in the law? It is the decline of value of imported 
articles on which a specific duty is fixed; and the articlewhich has had 
the most influence in increasing the average duty is sugar, which, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, paid a duty of only 50 per cent., 
but for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, paid a duty of 82 per cent. 

In other words, if sugar in the last fiscal year had borne a duty of 50 
per cent. the average duty of the dutiable lists of the present tariff in 
the last year would ae been only 42 per cent. instead of 47; and if 
sugar had borne a duty of 41 per cent., as proposed by my amendment, 
the average duty of the dutiable lists of present tariff would bave 
been only 40} per cent. instead of 47. 








1888. 





In other words, it is the increase of the ad valorem duty on sugar 
from the 50 per cent. contemplated by the tariff of 1883 to 82 per cent. 
that has raised the average duty of the dutiable lists from 414 per cent. 
in 1884 to 47 per cent. in 1887. And now gentlemen who are animad- 
verting on the average duty of 47 per cent.—made so large by the 


equivalent to an ad valorem duty of 68 per cent. on sugar, against an 
ad valorem of 50 per cent. as contemplated by the tariff of 1883, and 
are claiming that they have largely reduced the duty on sugar, when, 
as a matter of fact, the ad valorem equivalent of the specific duty which 
they propose on sugar—and our friends on the other side always insist 
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list the products of the lumber-manufacturing industry, of the grain- 
bag manufacturing industry, of the brick-making industry, of the 
rough building-stone industry, and in the original bill as indorsed at 


| St. Louis the lime and wood-pulp industries, and such products of the 
| farm as wool, pease, beans, vegetables, cucumbers, tomatoes, milk, 
enormous duty on sugar—are supporting a bill which imposes a duty | 


on comparing ad valorem equivalents—is 18 per cent. more than the | 


ad valorem equivalent for the first year under the tariff of 1383. 


. . . ‘2 | 
Mr. Chairman, as I have already intimated, if my amendment should | 


be adopted, the average ad valorem duty of the protected lists of the 
present tariff would be 40} per cent., and sugar would have 41 per 
cent., and that, too, specific, which is equivalent to 10 per cent. more 
than a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem on most manufactured goods 
where undervaluations are the rule. 

Sugar with that reduction would have more than the average duty 
on the protected manufactured products, notwithstanding it is a cruder 
article than advanced manufactures. The average duty on iron in the 
present tariff is 40} per cent., on cottons 37} per cent., and on woolen 
goods (excluding the compensatory duty for wool) 38 per cent., and an 
ad valorem duty, too, which in fact is not more than 32 per cent. spe- 
cific. Therefore my amendment deals with sugar on the principle of pro- 
tection and gives that industry the average protection given manufact- 
uring industries, notwithstanding it is not yet clear that it can be pro- 
duced in this country to the extent of our wants, ay gives sugar more 
protection than it gives on the average to manufactured products. 

In 1853-’54 Louisiana produced 368,129,000 pounds of sugar, and 
the remaining Southern States, 18,173,000 pounds, total, 536,302,000 
pounds. In 1861-’62 the total product of sugar in these States was 
539,830,000 pounds. But in no year since the war has the total an- 
nual product exceeded 320,000,000 pounds. 

In 1886 this country consumed 1,389,125 tons of sugar, or 53.3 
pounds per inhabitant. And of this consumption 1,235,213 tons, or 
nearly 90 per cent., were imported, and 153,912 tons, or 10 per cent., 
produced in this country. Certainly it would seem from our experi- 
ence thus far as if our climatic disadvantages are such that we can not 
successfully produce sugar here to the extent of our wants. If not, 
then sugar would not properly be an article to come within the policy 
of protection, which applies only to articles whose production can be 
developed to the extent of our wants. But in view of the alleged suc- 
cess during the past year of experiments for the manufacture of sugar 
from beets in California, and from sorghum in Kansas, I am willing to 
treat the sugar industry as one which within a reasonable period can 
be developed to produce sufficient to supply the wants of our country, 
and to give it the same protection as manufacturing industries. 

It should be borne in mind that the tariff of 1846 imposed a duty of 
only 30 per cent. on sugar, and that of 1857 only 24 per cent., both 
only the average of the protection lists. My amendment proposes to 
give sugar 41 per cent. 

If greater protection than this is required to make the sugar industry 
a success, greater than has been required to establish other industries 
of a more advanced character, the States in which such industries are 


to be carried on will undoubtedly hasten to temporarily aid when satis- | 
fied that sugar can be made here to the extent of our wants without | 


climatic disadvantages, 

Mr. Chairman, I can not consent by my vote to retain a duty of 68 
per cent. on so indispensable an article of food as sugar, as is proposed by 
the Mills bill. I trust that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN], who assured the House that the Mills bill was a bill to re- 
duce the cost of the food of the people, will listen. If the duty is so 
fixed as a protective policy, I must object to it as entirely unnecessary 
and indefensible to protect an industry which has existed in this coun- 
try for half a century. 

If it is maintained as a revenue duty, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] intimated a few days ago, I object to it 
as unjust, in that it is a duty on a necessary article of food, consumed 
by the poor man to nearly the same extent as the rich man; an article 
produced to so small an extent in this country that home competition 
can not fix the price (as it does in the case of manufactured goods which 
can be made here to the extent of our wants), but the price is inevitably 
the foreign cost with the duty added. 

In the case of sugar, therefore, we have an article where no one de- 
nies that the duty is a tax which increases the burden of the consumer 
to the extent of the rate, where the commodity is a necessary article of 
food; where after forty years’ trial and with the highest encouragement 
ever given an industry we are unable to supply only one-tenth of our 
wants, an article where every reduction of the duty will certainly re- 
duce the revenue which the majority profess to seek to reduce; and yet 
it is this article which the Democratic majority insist on maintaining 
at the high rate of 68 per cent. 

And while seeking to retain this high rate of duty on so necessary an 
article of food as sugar, the same Democratic majority place on the free- 


} 





meats, and poultry; and seriously reduce the duty on manufactured 
articles, articles such as we can produce in this country to the extent 
of our wants, and on which for that reason the import duty is nota 
tax which increases the burden of our people, but a benefit to all 
classes. 

Gentlemen on the Democratic side protest that their great o 
to reduce our excessive revenue. If so, why do they reduce tl 
on sugar so little, when by making the reduction one-half they 
surely cut off $28,000,000 in revenue on one article, and still leave as 
high a duty as the average of the protected lists, and when every cent 





= 


of reduction of duty will surely reduce the cost of a necessary article of 
food ? Why, instead of doing this, do they select articles heretofore in- 
sufliciently protected, where the reduction of the duty will increase the 
revenue, and injure rather than benefit the people? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman to 


say that his amendment cuts down the present duty on sugar one-half 
and provides for no bounty ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, it cuts down the duty one-half. The 
now is 82 per cent. ad valorem, and I propose to make the duty ; 
citie equivalent of 41 cents, without any bounty. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And still the duty 
average duty on protected articles ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will. If sugar bore an ad valorem duty of only 41 
per cent., the average duty of the dutiable lists under the existing tariff 
would have been only 405 per cent. last year. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That isa dose which even the free-trad 
Democracy ought to jump at. 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
the Mills bill, as I understand, sugar is left at a duty of 68 per « 

Mr. DINGLEY, Sixty-eight per cent. 

Mr. GEAR. And the gentleman proposes to cut the duty in two? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I propose to cut the original 82 per cent. duty in 
two, making the rate 41 per cent., being 27 per cent. lower than the 
rate proposed in the Mills bill. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Willthe gentleman from Maine indicate how 
many votes this bill would receive on the other side if his amendment 
were adonted ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know that that makes any difference. 

Mr. MACDONALD. It makes a difference to me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We arenow considering the question of sugar; and 
if the object is to reduce the revenue and reduce the burdens of the 
people, here is an opportunity fo do so. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I expect to vote for this bill, because I can not 
get anything better; but I do not propose to vote for any amendment of 
the opposition unless it will secure votes for the bill, instead of weaken- 
ing it on our side. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat surprised 
at the character of the debate which has taken place during the last 
few days, and which has been continued this morning. The state- 
ments expressed by the gentlemen on the other side of the House aro 
so strangely opposed to the declarations set forth in their platform of 
principles that they would lead one to believe that those pledges have 
been either forgotten or abandoned; and it adds to our surprise to see 
them, while in such an embarrassing perplexity, venture to charge 
others with lack of consistency and fealty to party promises. The lead- 
ing feature of the Chicago Republican platform, the rule of action 
by which the party proposes to be guided, is expressed in the demand 
for— 


such a revision of the tariff lawsas will tend tocheck imports of 
as are produced by our people,the production of which gives employment to 
our labor. 


Mr. Worcester defines the word 

To stop, to repress, to restrain. 

Mr. Webster— 

To make a stop, to pause. 

Now, if this demand of the Republican platform means anything it 
must be that a product like sugar, coming as it does clearly within the 
class of articles which the Republican party pledged itself to protect 
by revising the tariff so as to check and stop its importation from for- 
eign countries, should be subjected toa high if not prohibitory tariff 
duty. 

Last year we imported sugar to the value of $68,897,102.27, and the 
duties collected on this importation were $56,515,601.67. 

Personally and as a friend of the people I am strongly in favor oi 
reducing the tax on sugar, and the bill we are considering makes a re- 
duction of $11,292,087.94, a larger amount than is remitted upon any 
article except those on the woolen schedule. The tariff tax on sugar 
as fixed by a Republican Congress was 82 per cent., while the bill now 
before us fixes itat 65 per cent. The same Republican gentlemen who 
voted for the bill of March 3, 1883, and fixed the duty on sugar at 32 
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per cent., which is the existing law, now vote for amendments to 
either remove the duty altogether or make it only nominal. I wish 
those gentlemen would explain how they reconcile such a course with 
their party pledges. Sugar is an article— 

such as is produced by our-people, and the production of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor. 

The laborers who are given employment in Louisiana and Florida 
are colored men. The labor employed in Kansas, California, and other 
States are our good white farmers, and I would like to ask how our Re- 
publican friends reconcile their votes for free sugar with the pledges of 
their party to those citizens who labor in the production of that article. 
Sugar is a product of our agricultural industries, and to show how little 
consideration that industry has received from the Republican party I 
beg to call the attention of the House to the depressed condition of our 
farmers as compared with other, and especially with our manufactur- 
ing industries. 

The census of 1880 shows that the value of the farms in the United 
States was $10,197,096,776. There were employed on these farms 
7,670,493 persons, and the total product of the farms and orchards— 
inclading what was consumed by the farmers themselves—amounted 
to $2, 264,278,718. 

We see from this that the gross product in our agricultural industries 
was about 22 per cent. on the capital invested, and the annual value 
of the product per capita was about $300. 

This computation does not take into the account the amountof the cap- 
ital invested in, or the wear and tear of, farming implements, the cost 
of seeds and fertilizers, the amount of capital invested in work-stock, 
nor the costof theirsubsistence. Were these items included the profits 
of farming would probably be reduced one-half of the amount I have 
indicated; but to be liberal, we will say they would reduce my estimate 
one-third—$200 per capita, instead of $300. 

From the same census we learn that the amount of capital invested 
in manufacturing industries was $2,790,223,506; the number of hands 
employed was 2,738,930, and the total value of the product was 
$5,369,667,706. The value of the product in the manufacturing in- 
dustries is thus shown to have been about 200 per cent. on the capital 
invested, nine times greater than the per cent. of gross product realized 
in agriculture. The value of the product was about $2,000 for each 
person engaged in manufacturing, or seven times as much as the product 
per capita realized in farming. 

But I should deduct the value of the materials used in manufactur- 
ing. Let us see what wilt be the result. The value of the materials 
used by these 253,840 manufacturing establishments was $3,394,340, 029, 
leaving an excess of product over the materials used of $1,975,327,677, 
or about 70 per cent. on the capital invested—more than three times 
the per cent. gained in farming—and the annual amount produced per 
capita, less the cost of materials, was about $720, just three and three- 
fifths times the per capita of the product by farming. 

As these statistics are highly instructive and very important, as well 
as interesting, I have prepared a table which will show at a glance the 
marked difference between the condition ofan industry which for twenty- 
five years has borne all the burdens and received none of the benefits 
of legislation as contrasted with industries which have been developed 
by partial laws into powerful monopolies. 





Table showing the comparative resulls of our agricultural and manufactur- 
ing industries. 
FARMING INDUSTRIES, 


Amount of capital invested, exclusive of implements, cost of 
seeds and fertilizers, work-stock, or cost of their subsistence... $10, 197, 096, 776 


Nanaber of pereone Crployed,.....00:0scesedscsccocensis sercqoccoececee enseee snoneiee 7, 670, 493 
Value of gross product, including consumption by farmers......... $2, 264, 278, 718 
Value of product for each person engaged in farming, about...... $300 


Per cent. of product on capital invested.............c0cccecsssresereeeeeseres 22 
Product of each person after deducting cost of seeds, fertilizers, 






feed of Work-Stock, £0. ,.....cccccceseeseessereeees ; $200 

Per cent. of product on capital invested ............cccssccscsseecrsensseseee 14} 
MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. 

Amnctnnd’ OF a, Tei iacictnntne etinistnteinaindailetesinccny Gave $2, 790, 223, 506 
Number of persons employed ........cccsscssssssssesees ee 2, 738, 
Value of gross product..........ccoccrscccssess , 389, 667, 7 
Value of product for each person...........cce.ccseeeee $2, 000 
Per cent. of product on capital invested..................cecseeeees 200 
Wianlee Of SUOPGRNEION scsscsiitk tech eccseaketocichanevonendaaeane $3, 394, 340, 029 
Product after deducting materials used ................scecceesee cecceeeeeee G1, 975, 327, 677 
Product of each person after deducting value of materials used.. $720 
Per cent. of product on capital invested...............ccseccsereeseeenes aes 70 


We therefore see that after deducting the cost of the materials used 
in the manufacturing industries, and deducting the cost of seeds, fer- 
tilizers, feed of work-stock, etc., used in agricultural industries, the 
value of the product of one person in manufacturing industries is three 
and three-fifths times as much as the value of the product of each per- 
son engaged in farming. We also see that for every $100 capital in- 
vested in manufacturing a product is realized of $70, while for every 
$100 capital invested in farming there is realized a product of only $14. 

From this comparison of the relative p ty of our agricultural 
and manufacturing industries it is undeniably evident that, even so far 
back as 1880, the Republican tariff tax had so militated against the in- 
teresis of the farmers that one man engaged in agriculture could pro- 
duce only about one-fourth of the amount in value which one man 
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could produce in manufactures, and that a given amount of capital in- 
vested in farming industries produced only one-fifth as much value of 
product as the same amount produced in manufacturing industries. 

I think I have a right, Mr. Chairman, I think I may say it is my 
solemn duty, to appeal to the Republican party to halt in their mer- 
cilessly destructive legislation against the interests of the farmers of 
the United States. Lamentable as was the picture in 1880, it is more 
deplorable to-day. Palaces and untold wealth concentrated in the 
hands of the highly-favored few, while a leaky roof and a mortgaged 
home is all that is left to the once proud, independent, and happy 
American farmer. 

As evidence of the fact that this statement is no exaggerated picture 
of the pitiable extremity to which Republican legislation has reduced 
the farmers of the country, I beg to remind the House that it has been 
repeatedly asserted on this floor that the farms of the great West are 
almost buried in mortgages, held by the manufacturing capitalists of 
the East. I have no personal knowledge of the accuracy of these as- 
sertions, but I will give as my authority in one instance an article from 
the Missouri Republican, one of the leading papers of the United States. 
It says: 

WHO OWNS THE WEST? 

All the advocates of high protective tariff have one refrain to their songs, 
speeches, magazine essays, and sermons—the vast wealth of the country. ‘‘ We 
are the richest country on the globe,”’ they assert, “and the protective tariff has 
made us so;’’ and then they present us with a bewildering array of figures 
towering up into the billions to show how prosperous the land has been under 
the protective policy of the last twenty-six years. In 1862 we had only 32,000 
miles of railroad ; now we have 15¢,000. In 1860 we had only $200,000,000 depos- 
its in savings-banks; now we have $1,100,000,000. In 1860 we had 2,044,000 farms; 
in 1880 the number had increased to 4,008,000, and at the present time it can not 
be less than 5,000,000. All this they tell us has been brought about by the pro- 
tective policy—as if the industry, enterprise, and patient hard work of the peo- 
pie had nothing to do with the matter. F : 

It may be admitted that the country is rich,and growing more rapidly in 
wealth than any other country on the globe. Lut the people have made it so, 
not the tariff. It has thrived in spite of protection. That policy has drawn 
enormous wealth from the twenty-nine agricultural States and concentrated it 
in the nine favored industrial States; and it is in the latter the affiuence that 
excites the admiration of the high-tariff advocates is most conspicuously illus- 
trated. 

But, they tell us, the agricultural States have grown rich, too. They also 
have prospered under protection. See how farms have multiplied in the West 
and Northwest, and see how railroads have been built in Illinois, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin, and the States and Territories west of the Mississippi,even to 
the Pacific, and how this vast region has been subdued to settlement. 

All true. But who owns these farms and railroads in the Western States? In 
one word, who owns the West? The people of the West,it might be answered. 
But the answer would not be true, as a few indisputable figures will sufficiently 
prove. 4 f 

First, as to farms. In 1880 there were 133,500 farms in Kansas, 256,000 in Hli- 
nois, 194,000 in Indiana, 247,000 in Ohio, 185,300 in Iowa, 154,000 in Michigan, and 
134,300 in Wisconsin—making a total of 1,309,100 in the seven States named. Re- 
cent statistics collected by Granger associations and printed in farm journals 
make the following exhibit of farm mortgages in these same States: 


Indiana. 
Ohio....... 


deen eeeeeeneeenee 





Michigan... 
POF III i, <scccndiccuabnoseviiecssecépntscceduvbessiveve resens toboptasbvoutenpadtensettbesbipsess 


Total oo. ssccsocssovorsscasconesssepeoscversccscssserscescosrccssesoesasseseoessvese eveseusee 4,521, 000, 000 


These figures are so startling in their enormity as to seem incredible. Wedo 
not vouch for theiraceuracy. They present the 1,309,100 farms in seven Western 
States as encumbered with an aggregate of four and a half billion mortgage in- 
debtedness, or an average of over $3,400 for each. The assessed valuation of 
property in these States in 1835 was as follows: 








ee eee $275, 500, 000 
Illinois......... 797, 000, 000 
Indiana..... 793, 000, 000 
TOWRA... <00000. 625, 000, 000 
aR IR oa ccoccse visccesececeies.ccosnceecccsvvneceoveervccscoucssc cosenrvoucsesen vase 850, 000, 000 
IED cteecia ce ivistetanoencanivoenessdanecesnssncesseneniinn veenpemenneattbein «- 496,000, 000 
CIDIDD 5 ol nsuesineandaiiersiiniaiashitrckio-edusnieaneencenounteh: ovdibmaciasaninbiinaiaimies 1, 671, 000, 000 


FOAL ....10shcceeseeecee stesescesseeserees 5, 507,500, 000 


It will be seen that the reported mortgage debts cover about four-fifths the 
assessed value of the farms; and the bulk of these mortgages are held in the 
Eastern industrial States. . 

Next, as to railroads, In tne seven Western States named there were, in 1885, 
37,000 miles of railroad, with a stock and bond account and net earnings as fol- 
lows: 


. Aten eeeeenceeene 








and | Net earn- 
ings. 
eee ee 


$9, 440, 000 
16, 000, 000 
5, 700, 000 
2, 180, 000 


States. 


Stocks 
bo 





These wen miles of railroads, having a nominal value of $2,537,700,000 (over 
two and a half billion dollars) and yielding annual net earnings of$o7 ,000, are 
put down in the statistics of the day as partof the property of the States in which 
they He. But it is anotorions fact that only a very small fraction of their values 
is owned in these States. Tho last report of the Iowa railroad commissicners 
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states that only one out of forty stockholders in Iowa roa ves 5 ! 
ind only one-seventieth of the capital stock is held in In I 
ilar condition of thi sprevaus The official report of the railroad commis- | t y that gives s va i 3 
oners does not state wv t proportion of the aggregate capital stock oi the I r > ae 
nois roadsis held in Illinois, but the location of the capital stock of the leadi 
roads will assist us in forming an estimate. The Llinois Central has $29,000 ) } this 
ipital stoek, only $685,000, or less than 3 per cent., of which is owned in Ilin g 
Of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific, about 5 per cent. of the capital st \ -* 
; wned in Illinois; of hioand Mississippi stock, only or : flper 
{ ft s, Alton and Terre Haute, less than one-half of 1 percent. 
} / sas a guide we may safely estimate that of the | 0 mil | owne 
3 ois, valued in stock and bonds at $74 G00, tI le « ! t 
z ; the other 95 per cent. is owned in the rich indus ls oO 
: A llinois is called the most pr¢ y1 o 
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I 3% ’ y ft 
leg ite e. { e 
ther ‘ ! ; 
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i Republican plat recently prom at 
1 Lc ft party wili— 
ave entire repeal of t t 1 ¢ =a rt { 
i Tour p eclive syst ! t 
[wo years ago all the gentlemen were clamoronus foi } 3 
of the farmers by the oleomargarine bill. This vear t » to ¢ Lu i 
cago and, by their platform, demand a repeal of that law rat 


I i 
any part of their tariff for protection. 

Not satisfied with this attack on the farmer, the gent pit snd tb 
Iowa |Mr. HENDERSON], the ge1 ! : 
BAYNE], the gentleman from LE e gel 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and many other Republican gentlem aie token alle 
insist upon the entire repea ; , i ed i | 
existed since the first tariff tax levied by the Government ider t] we we r bre iff 








Constitution, and even anterior to that, to the tariff exacted during | } y ’ is 
. . . “ on . ) »t t i 
the period of the Confederation. Now, why are the gent el ) ar ‘ . 
hostile to the interests of the farmers? ¥ constitut ‘ s! 


Do they imagine they can elect anybody to any office aga the vot . i Impose Oo a tax ever so 
of our honest farmers? cal 5 one Gama ” 

Do they imagine that this kind of Repub islat : 
any votes to their party ? ount that is to be gained frota this s 












I can not think it is because they are really hostile to « rT t a 

ural interests; but I believe the country is rapidly coming to the « My os 

clusion that the Republican party is dominated and cox ed by the | + %®s a se 

great monopolies of the Northeast, and that the interests of the great mass | 7", >” 

of the people have, with that party, been subordinated and made a ' a a ; 

ondary consideration. ee es , 
It wasnotalwaysthus. Let us recall some of the uttera sof these | 12” 3 : Se , 

distinguished Republicans in the-last Congress. , ces ro - 
I read from volume 79, page 4895, of the CONGRESSIONAL RE« a as 

May 25, 1886, that the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Can? p i , 

ing on the oleomargarine bill, said: Blain oe 





The agriculturists, who eonstitute the great foundation of i: ' , : 
one-half of our whole population—have for nearly a century submitted to : : ; 











ation which tended to give a diversity of industries, and have rarely asked { = 
tazation whieh would te nd to benefit them directly. * * * Itiso { at 
the proposed tax is too high, and that we do not need the : 7 
Mr. Chairman, in reply I call attention that the propose is not s« t 
as that upon the product of corn when it is made into whisky, or u toba - 
or upon many articles imported to this country. * * * If ger : 
we are getting too much revenue, it is perfectly competent to red 
taxation upon other articles, orto remove taxes, in whole or in part, upon some 
of the arlicles we import. ° 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Futter], who ha t str: 
blow at the farmers, two years ago was equally ear I 
Pe. ae . me . ™ ] I I i 
of the oleomargarine Dill, ir i 
On page 4904 of the same volume of the Rrecorp I read that the 


gentieman from Iowa | Mr. HENDERSON] said, replying to t] ent! Ir. B 
man from Pernsylvania | Mr. KELLEY]: 
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Mr. Biarne. Tam not answerable for the singular verbiage incorporated in 
the act of March, which excepted the manufacture of lumber and breadstuffs. 

The difference between manufactured and unmanufactured lumber is known 
to everybody, or ought to be known to everybody who attempts to draw the 
act. Boards, joists, work that comes from the saw-mill (for I use the generic 


phrase), islumber. Where it goes through the planing-mill for finer purposes 
it is not classed as lumber, or if classed at all, as in the reciprocity treaty, it is 
ealled manufactured lumber, not unmannufactured lumber. The planing-millis 


distinet from the saw-imill. 


So we see that, at the threshold of the pending campaign, the Re- 
publican party is divided, not on sugar alone, but its members are at 
variance with the views of its most prominent leader upon the impor- 
tant question of the propriety of a tax on lumber. 

Mr. Chairman, I have done. My sole object in addressing the 
Ilouse to-day was to make one more appeal for the farmer. The fig- 
ures I have given can not be disputed. They show that, weighted as 
he is in the struggle for life and fortune by the calamitous effects of 
Republican legislation, he can not, under existing laws, hope for more 
than one-fifth of the prosperity which rewards the efforts of his more 
fortunate brother who is engaged in avocations which for twenty-seven 
years have enjoyed the fostering care and special favor of the party by 
whose laws the country has been ruled during all that period. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr, GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] be allowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. RYAN. Until he concludes his remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER, I do not ask more than five minutes additional. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I must object to an indefinite extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Alabama for five minutes? 

Mr. BLAND. I object to all extensions; let us have a vote. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask but two minutes more. 

Mr. BLAND. Itis toohot to continue these discussions indefinitely. 

Mr. MILLS. ILask for a vote on the pending proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to make a remark before the vote is taken. 

Mr. GEAR. If I can obtain the floor, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. Hooker addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis- 
sissipi [Mr. HooxeEr] rise? 

Mr. HOOKER. For the purpose of taking the floor and yielding it 
to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to that. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Chair recognizes me, I have a right to yield 
my time to any gentleman I may designate. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent that he may be recognized for five minutes, and may yield his 
time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. BLAND. IT object. Let us wait for cooler weather before in- 
dulging further in this speech-making. I call for a vote. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to aparliamentaryinquiry. I wish to know 
what is the question before the House—whether we are not discussing 
it under the five-minute rule, and whether each member is not enti- 
(led to speak for five minutes if he wishes to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN. Heis not. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows, from clause 5, Rule XXIII: 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it,and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment 
that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an 
amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless 
by the unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we will now have a vote. 
committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 48. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RoGErs having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee ef the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MiLLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration ot 
the tariff bill; and pending that motion I move that all debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to fifteen min- 
utes; that is, to 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nothing will be offered but substantial amend- 
ments, and I hope gentlemen will not limit the debate upon the para- 
graph. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want five minutes, and that is all I want, and then 
I am done with sugar. 

Mr. MILLS. What do gentlemen suggest on the other side? 

Mr. REED. Limit the debate to the pending amendments. There 
are some matters of classification, and it is difficult tosay now to what 
extent the debate should be limited upon them. 


I move that the 


Mr. MILLS. Very well; then I will move that the debate on the 
pending amendments be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendments has been 
limited by order of the House to ten minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I trust the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will be acceptable to every Repub- 
lican on this floor, without exception, and I hope it will be acceptable to 
every Democrat on this floor. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is to reduce the duty on sugar to an equivalent 
to 41 per cent.—a high rate of duty on a necessary of life. The pres- 
ent law places the duty on sugar at 82 per cent. ad valorem. That is 
to say, the specific duty is equivalent to that. The Mills bill proposes 
to retain the specific duty, but to reduce it to 68 per cent. ad valorem, 
putting on this necessary of life a high rate of duty. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine proposes to place the duty on sugar at the 
equivalent of 41 per cent. ad valorem, which isa high rate of duty on 
a necessary of life. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine, on 
the basis of last year’s importation, will reduce the revenue $29, 000,000 
on a necessary of life. 

With unction and with earnestness and with zeal free salt was ad- 
vocated on that side of the House. If the whole duty on salt were 
paid by the consumer it would amount to 1 cent. upon each man, 
woman, and child. If the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
be adopted, it will amount to 50 cents on each man, woman, and child, 
which is a tax to that extent. 

Gentlemen who have declaimed so much in favor of reducing the 
duties on the necessaries of life are confronted now with a proposition. 
They are confronted, to use the language of the President, by a ‘‘ con- 
dition.’’ [Laughter.] They have the opportunity now by voting for 
this amendment to reduce the duty on that necessary of life to 41 per 
cent. ad valorem. Will youdo it? Youmight as well doit, because 
you will be confronted with that condition until you put yourselves on 
record by a yea-and-nay vote for or against that proposition. And if 
you go to the country this fall voting against that proposition to reduce 
the duty to 41 per cent. ad valorem and attempt to keep the duty up 
to 82 per cent. ad valorem, the country will draw the proper inference 
and arrive at the conclusion that the gentlemen who have so strongly 
advocated reduction of taxes—for this is a tax—on the necessaries of 
life did not mean what they said, but that they meant to protect a 
Louisianian industry and sugar refineries, and that they had not the 
courage or the will to strike down the sugar trusts. 

I have heard declamation on that side of the House against trusts. 
I have heard declamation against a high tax on the necessaries of life. 
You are confronted now with the opportunity of striking down trusts 
and confronted with the opportunity to-day of reducing the tax ona 
necessary of life. Will you doit? We shall see when the voters pass 
between the tellers on this proposition. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask leave to have printed in the REcoRD 
an article on ‘‘Our sugar industry—shall it be protected?’’ from a 
pamphlet recently issued by Henry A. Brown, ex-Treasury agent. I 
do not ask to have it read, but that it shall be printed in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and that will be 


done. 

Mr. KELLEY. In the course of the debate on Saturday I said if 
the duties on sugar were extraordinary or inordinate, graduate them; 
but I shall now be found passing through the tellers in favor of spe- 
cific duties equivalent to 41 per cent. and a fraction ad valorem. [Ap- 


ause. | 
The article referred to is as follows: 


OUR SUGAR INDUSTRY—SHALL IT BE PROTECTED? 

With fivefold sources of sugar production in this country—cane, beet, sorghum, 
maple, and corn—and climate suitable to each, it is absurd to pretend that 6-7 

roducing should be left to tropical climes. Germany, France, Belgium, Hol- 

and, Austria, and Russia are not tropical climes, yet their su - ucts flood 
the markets and rule the prices of sugar in London and New York. 

France pays 2 cents per pound bounty on sugar exports, and virtually pro- 
hibits im of sugar. rmany pays bounty on exports of from 32 
cents to about 63 cents per 100 pounds, according to grades, and y pro- 
hibits the importation of sugar. Germany and France alone produce enough 
beet sugar to supply the annual consumption of imported sugars in the United 


States. 

Duties are levied as follows on sugars imported into Euro; beet-sugar 
countries, which, having gained control of the sugar trade in d through 
her short-sighted abolition of sugar duty, now clamor for abolition of sugar du- 


ties in the United States for the same purpose: 
France: Cents. 
On brown sugar, ninety-eight degrees and under.. ............. per pound... 4.38 
On brown, above ninety-eight degrees, and on refined..............++ ee 5.47 
Germany: 
On All FAW GURAIS....00rccrererrccrercorsecrcscecsesenersecsvesscooccosesnessoescseos ceeeee Disa 2.59 
On all refined sugars............cccccccceseee saciamemiantitie daamersicagiibeninamiilien Giwisn 3. 25 
Austria, ete. : 
On all sugar under No. 19 Dutch standard.,............csssseeeseeees ce eee S| 
On No, 19 Dutch standard and over, and on refined.......... ......:000: ae 4.34 
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Italy : 2 - :, : eens ———- | favor a trust. Let us see If. now, we reduce the raw sugirs 20 
Oa all sugars No. 20 Dutch standard or less serene POF POUNL 4 eee as oe nit i 7 aaa me ' 
On all sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard eee 5.81 | nts and the higher graces Or refined’ sugars <V points, wi 
Netherlands leave the margin for the maintenance of the industry at precisely the 
On raw sugar ninety-nine degrees, and on refined do 4.91 | Same figure at which it now stands—that is to say, 1.684 cents pet 
On melada and on grape sugar...... pcsiiluennibeivimiaiteats = 27 | pound. 
selgium : ler N : : lard t, siz hat have we don We h made the margin, not 3 
On class 4, under No.7 Dutch standard....... ae sigineni BO ..-04 45° i ceed a a ee ORI RE PN eae A PES Pe 
On class 3, Nos, 7 to 10 Dutch standard, exclusive. do ) 1.3 bala cent ; wena ve red the margin ; the extent ot >i! 
Of class 2, Nos. 10 to 15 Dutch standard, exclusive coonen,. GO 3. 95 | VUV,O0U of the possidie proiits to the refineries of this country, : 
On class 1, Nos. 15 to 18 Dutch standard, inclusive. ‘ ‘ do...... 4.22 | consider that a very pronounced step towards breaking up the 
On refined over No. 18 Dutch standard and loaves , do 4.49 } n1 > the ¢ ‘| thin] anit Dees er eer es Je of the H 
On refined crystallized...........ccccceceeeeceeees ieee uncial . 4.80 7 es MnK Fenucmen ON whe OlHCr Side Of UHe ft 
Bypaim : Om GUGRE..0...c:seccccreccsvecsecocsscccscscseses sccvecsncceccacecccesce seesesesecssOOveceee 0. 20 | SHOU d draw a distinction between what is ne ssary to stop thea 
Denmark : On all sugar.........c0-scceeseeees sesteouenrigeonsees AP cite }) of the trust, and what may be necessary for the maintenance of t 
Duties are levied on sugars in all other sugar-producing countries (see C.R., | du stry itself. To es ape a general ref 1of t many ab < 
734, 1887), ranging from about 2 cents to 7 cents per pound. | tariff you are now willing toactually kill a selected industry uN 
The average duty on dutiable sugars imported into the United States in 1887 | | ao ’ . R tan 1) erin a See a 
was 2.03 cents per pound, or less than one-half the average duty levied on sugar | TC!VTM, not death. NeLOrm Witt ve ©, JOY, ANG MICTEMSee: 5 
in the countries above named, which was 4.17 cents per pound. to the masses everywhere. Wher e your ! iches now 
Consul L. G, Reed, at Barbadoes, the largest sugar producer of the West In- | now is reckless and desperate ? 
dies (C. R. 86, November, 1887) says: ** Male laborers on sugar estates are paid Sins thie teeimanee do) 
20 cents per diem; females, 15 cents; children, 8 to 10 cents, with the addition [fsere the hammer fe : 
of a little molasses every Saturday.” Mr. MILLS. I ask that we have a vote onthe} ling ame? 
The prices paid for labor in Germany average for men 1.75 mark to 2 marks, 
or 40 to 48 cents per day without board ; for women, 1.1 mark, or 27 cents a day. EN I ) TED 
The price paid for labor in France averages 1.75 francs to 2 francs. or 35 to50 cents sie . ie ; ; . 
a day for men,and 1 france, or 20 cents per day for women; as compared with ihe committee iniormally 1 and yr. Be i ng t n the 
prices of labor in this country these facts tell the labor story, without referring | chair as Speaker pro tem Mr. } Rr. f 1 the Committe. En 
to the still worse paid labor in China, India and other countries, rolled } ills eovinnrbedl Shak thaw had ontemeil wih: Cudteeedl ; ’ 
The above are average examples of wages paid laborers on sugar estates in eo — erethean e~wele~ ere : : —— S awe 
most foreign-producing countries; while countries that pay a trifle more for | & DliL and a joint resoluti t wing t wien t S é 
labor, levy prohibitory duty on sugars, and the sugar industry of this country sien the same. namely 
must compete with those countriesor be wipedout. American sugar industries a hill (SV . At. bs 
are entitled to, and require, national protection quite as much asthe beet-sugar “eo : —s _— = ~ : 
industries of Europe, or our own cotton, iron and wool-manufacturing indus aud hauro. ui Comp ot he ( + br re « 
tries, the Mississippi River near Natel M 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to | Joint resolut S.J he D t ml to 
hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] admit that the | designate a site t sta bepjar 
duty on sugar isatax. Is this the only tax in the tariff? I am very s ; 
glad, also, to hear the gentleman admit that 41 per cent. isa sufficiently j 
protective tax upon this necessary of life, even though its raw material A message from the President > United stat Mr. N, 
: : a ' “his secretaries. a oneed t the lent . ‘ d 
is to be taxed. I would like for the gentleman, however, to reconcile | One of his secretaries, aun ed tl ie Pr Lay id 
that statement with the position held by himself and held by his as- | Sane d bills of the following titles 
. ° > = . 7 . ant > FDO?) erantine y Yr) + Cy I t ‘ 
sociates on that side of the House, that while 41 per cent. on refined | Auact (H.R. 7 granting a pension to Susan L. Wa 
. = . . 1 An act rT RP goa ot . meling . 
sugar is sufficient, even with a high tax on raw sugars, yet the proposed in act (H. R. 6949 nting a pension to Emeline C. You 
. ° . . . 4 ‘ T ld . } 
40 per cent. duty on woolens with raw wool free is an insuflicient tax. } in act (H. R. b 
Here is also a necessary of life and a protected industry. How isit,| An act (H. R. 
further, that 45 per cent. on steel rails is inadequate as alleged forthe | Am act (If. R. 
maintenance of that industry. | Anact H. R. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me—— | Anact (H. R. e 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I really have not the time to| Anact (H. R. é 
yield to the gentleman. | Anact (H. Kf. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I only wanted to say that that is 40 per cent. ad | An act (H. R. sion to Maria A : 
; 7 " on : , Ree Sau = "} \ Iren of M bner ry ; 
valorem, while the 41 per cent. on sugar is specific. Now, if you will | Almira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner M oe t 
give us on woolens 38 per cent. specific there will be no difficulty in tionary Army; : ; —— 
the way. An act (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the acts of th 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will be very glad to have | session, Forty-fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, gra g 
. . <4 2 . i hn angland: 
the gentleman from Maine elaborate the position he occupies at any | to John Langland; 
other time, but in the few minutes allotted to me I must decline to yield | An act (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command 
. e : : . —_— PrP goa sn Dees lief > TTS) - Mf } 4 
to him. I hope he may take an opportunity to reconcile the difference An act (H. R. 8299) for tne reser of Willia u Day tou 
which exists on that side in reference to their attitude upon these two | An act (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jone 
items of this bill. Steel rails, at least, are specific, and the protective An act (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren 
Mee . + 4s | n act f > -"“O\) tor he reliefa i» niclin White 
part of the tariff on woolens has not been and isnot specific nor sohigh | An act (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White ! 
as proposed in this bill. |} An act (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of p on to | ( 
Now, sir, the gentleman has spoken of the sugartrust. The refining | Cheeks; and . 
of sugar, Mr. Chairman, and the production of raw or low-grade sugars An act (H. R. 9547) granting an increase of ion to Wi aH. 
® . ° ° ; 3 
that production which-is engaged in by the sorghum producers of the | I. Buck. 
West, by the beet-growers of the West, and cane-growers of the South— HE TARI 
i i i i 5 sui The refini sno: re ‘ ttt , . 
are two entirely different and distinct pursuits. The refining of sugar [The Committee of the Whole resumed its session 


is done mainly in the East. The chief seats of this industry are found 
in Philadelphia, in New York, and in Boston. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we find—I have figured a little hastily for the 
purpose of getting at the margins which have been considered neces- 
sary heretofore in regard to this industry—that the margin allowed for 
refining previous to the adoption of the present law, taking the aver- 
age of sugars below No. 13, was 1.66 cents a pound as between raw 
sugars and refined sugars. That was then considered necessary by gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the House. We know that the margin 
that you maintain between the raw sugars and the refined sugars is in- 
depentient of the question of revenue and of the original question of 
the tax. Itisone of those business matters that has to be settled in 
a business way whatever may be the tax you agree upon to start with. 

jut, sir, when gentlemen of the other political party revised the tarift 
in 1883 they did not consider that even 1.66 cents a pound was an ade- 
quate margin, so they made it 1.68 cents and a fraction over. 

Now, gentlemen, at that time when, as now, you were not dealing 
with an insufficiency of revenue, when in fact you were confronted by 
a redundancy of revenue, you deliberately established this as a busi- 
ness-like and proper margin between raw and unrefined sugars, your 
members on the Ways and Means Committee, and many of you here 
on the floor, have said that we were destroying this industry. You 
said at Chicago you would not surrender ‘‘any part’’ of these rates. 
You are in trouble. You are trying to unload. You now say we 


Mr. MILLS. I ask a voie on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to tl 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine which has been read 

The question being taken, there were on a division 

Mr. DINGLEY. [ask for tel 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86 
noes 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WEBER. I now offer the amendment notice of whi I gave 
on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 346, inclusive, and insert the followir 

“ All sugars not above No, 16 Dutch standard i: 
polariscopic test as follows, namely 

‘All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, « rs 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, « entrated melada, concrete ¢ co 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shall pay a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or fra 
tion of a degree not above ninety degrees shown by the polariscopic test th 
shall pay thirty-two thousandths of a cent per pound additional. 


i color shall pay duty « 





“All sugars not above-No. 16 Dutch standard color, testing by the polari- 
scope above ninety degrees and not above nety-one degrees, shall pay a duty 
of 1,90 cents per pound, and for every additional! degree or fraction of a degree 
not above ninety-seven degrees shown by the poluriscopic test they shall pay 


five-hundreiths of a cent per pound additior 
I 
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“All sugars testing by the polariscope above ninety-seven degrees shall be 
classified with sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color. 

‘All sugars above No, 16 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely.” 


Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, as this is a subject of considerable im- 
portance, I desire to ask consent that I may proceed without the limit 
required by the rules, 

Mr. KELLEY. I move the gentleman have time to explain his 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WEBER, 


How much time does the gentleman want? 
I think about thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. Ihope weshall getthrough with this schedule to-day. 

Mr. WEBER. If the gentleman will allow me, I believe the abuses 
that have been spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois can be cor- 
rected by a proper classification of the sugar schedule; and I do not be- 
lieve gentlemen on the other side will care to put obstacles in the way 
of preventing the undoubted fradulent importation of sugar. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam willing to give the gentleman fifteen minutes, if 
he will accept that. 

Mr.CANNON. LIhope he will be allowed to proceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I will give him fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. This is an important matter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. WILKINSON ] 
was allowed to proceed almost ad libitum. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of indiana. I renew the objection. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Is the objection insisted upon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana 

“will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis now suggested that the gentleman be al- 
lowed to proceed for twenty-tive minutes. Is there further objection ? 

There was no further objection. 

Mr. WEBER. The amendment proposed by me is in the nature of 
a reclassification of the sugar schedule, and is not designed to interfere 
with the rates proposed by the committee. It is assumed, at least I 
assume, that the majority of this Houge purpose standing by the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means as to rates, and the reclassification proposed 
is substantially upon the rates prescribed by the bill of the committee. 
The amendment is in the interest of the sugar producers as well as of 
the consumers of this country, and is not inimical to the interests ot 
the refinerso far as the refining interests, pureand simple, are concerned; 
but the amendment does aim to strike, and I believe it will effectively 
strike, at the viciousness of the system which is the outgrowth of the 
existing law, and will result in stamping out practices that have been 
indulged in by some of the sugar refiners and importers whose trade 
operations were monopolistic long before they were combined in a sugar 
trust. 

The object of the sugar duty, Mr. Chairman, no matter what it may 
have been in the days gone by, whether for revenue or for protection, 
or for both combined, is primarily the protection of the sugar-growers 
of this country. How far this object falls short in the bill of the com- 
mittee and in what degree it fails, a careful examination of the exist- 
ing Jaw and the practical working of the system under the law will 
reveal. ‘The proposition of the committee is but a horizontal reduc- 
tion of that fraud-inviting and fraud-resulting system. The commit- 
tee—and when I say the committee I mean the Democratic majority 
of the committee, for that seems to have been the committee—the 
committee seems to have started out with good intentions. The origi- 
nal bill brought into this House fixed the color-line requiring the 
polariscopic test at No. 16 Duteh standard or under, aud repealed that 
provisjon of existing law requiring the payment of a drawback on ex- 
ported refined sugar supposed to equal only the amount of the duty 
originally collected, less 1 per cent. retained by the Government. 

‘The amended bill, as reported by Mr. MILLs, drops the color line to 
No. 13, and restores the provision paying drawbacks. This amended 
bill, this sudden change of front on the part of the committee—always 
dangerous in the face of the enemy, so the military authorities tell us— 
this overthrow of sensible intention in the direction of trne reform, 
point suspiciously to the fine Italian hand of the sugar trust. The in- 
strument used to carry out their purposes being the Committee on 
Ways and Means of this House; their reliance for success being the 
complication of the subject and the general lack of understanding of 
its practical working. 

I do not charge that this committee was consciously influenced by 
the agents of the sugar trust; but, sir, the history of the sugar frauds 
upon the revenues of our Government and the sudden conversion of 
the Ways and Means Committee, as is evidenced by the schedule as it 
now exists in the bill compared with the schedule as it originally came 
to the House, seemingly indicates that the controlling sources of infor- 
mation upon which their amended action was ool were the agents 
of the sugar trust. 

Before the existing schedule went into eftect in 1883 sugar duties 
were levied according to the Dutch standard of color alone. 
to that time nine-tenths of the sugar coming into this country came 
in as of No. 10 Dutch standard, or under, 


At the earnest request of my friends 


When JoHN SHERMAN was Secretary of the Treasury he became sat- 
isfied that millions of pounds of high-grade sugars came into this country 
colored to resemble lower grades in order to escape the greater duties 
imposed upon the higher-colored sugars. He ordered the application of 
the polariscopic test, in order to ascertain their true saccharine quality 
upon which to rate the duties. The action of Secretary Sherman was 
resisted. The power of the courts was invoked; and in the case of Col- 
lector Merritt vs. Welsh the courts held that the application of the po- 
lariscope test required by Secretary Sherman to detect the true quality 
of these sugars was beyond the letter and spiritofthelaw. From that 
time until revived in 1883 the polariscope was relegated to the rear. 
But during that polariscopic period of two or three years the increase 
of the sugar revenues are estimated to be nearly $5,000,000. 

This decision of the Supreme Court of the United States referred to 
was rendered late in 1881, and in the tariff revision of 1853 the defects 
of the old system were sought to be remedied. The remedy wasin the 
right direction, but it did not go far enough. The polariscope test was 
properly required, but only as to sugars grading No. 13 Dutch stand- 
ard in color or under. Up to that time substantially all the sugars im- 
ported came in as of No. 13 in color orunder. With such light as that 
Congress fixed the polariscopic test to apply to the sugar such as had uy 
to that time been imported. 

Now, I invite the attention of the committee to a study of some offi- 
cial statistics bearing, I think, most effectively upon this feature of the 
case, 

In 1879 there came into this country of imported sugar 1,598,000,000 
pounds, of which 1,597,000,000 pounds came in as of No. 13 or under. 
In 1880 there came in 1,592,000,000 pounds, of which 1,589,000,000 
pounds came in as of No. 13 or under. In 1831 there camein 1,869,- 
000,000 pounds, of which 1,867,000,000 pounds came inas of No. 13 cr 
under. In 1882 there came in 1,913,000,000 pounds, of which 1,911,- 
600,000 pounds came in as of No. 13 or under. .I skip the year 1883 
for the reason that in the middle of that year the polariscope appeared 
legaliy on the scene and was applied to all sugars of No. 18 Dutch 
standard and under commencing with a duty of 1.40 cents per pound 
for sugars testing not above 75 per cent. saccharine strength and add- 
ing four-hundredths of a cent per pound for each additional degree. 

In 1884 there was imported 2,437,000,000 pounds, of which there 
came in claiming to be No. 13, but testing over ninety-cne degrees, 
285,000,000 pounds. 

Now, the normal or natural color, as it used to be when color de- 
termined the quality, and upon which cur tariff rates are founded, of 
sugars testing ninety-one degrees saccharine strength is No. 13 Dutch 
standard in color, and up to the date of the legal polariscope, in 1883, 
the highest number of pounds imported of sugars above No. 13 was 
3,000,000 pounds; but as soon as the polariscope test was applied and 
the application of it limited to No. 13 the amount over No. 13, as de- 
termined by the color test, grew from 3,000,000 pounds to 288,000,000 
pounds, testing by the polariscope ninety-one degrees, and therefore 
properly belonging to acolor grade above No. 13, and subject to a duty 
under the law of 2.75 instead of 2.04 cents per pound. That was in 
1884, and in 1885 the amount of increase had grown to 512,000,000 

unds. 

In 1886 the increase in the imports of sugar over No. 13 was 826,- 
000,000 pounds, and in 1887 the increase of imported sugar claiming to 
be No. 13, and appearing in color to be No. 13, but testing ninety-one 
degrees or over, and by that test shown to properly belong to the color 
class above No. 13, was 1,389,000,000 pounds, nearly one-half of the en- 
tire amount of sugars imported into the United States, paying 2.04 cents 
per pound for ninety-one degrees test because they were classed with 
No. i3 in color, when they should have paid, according to the color 
class above, to which their polariscope test consigns them, and which 
would have required at least 2.75 cents per pound. Now, either the 
sugar-planters of this country were deprived of the benefit of the pro- 
tection involved between 2,04 (which would be the amount on No. 13 
sugar testing ninety-one degrees) and 2.75, which would be the duty 
under existing law if they were above 13 in color—either, I say, the 
planters of this country were deprived of the benefit of that protection—- 
or this vast sum remained in the pockets of the sugar trust. 

But this is not all. There is more iniquity in that provision of the 
bill relating to drawbacks upon exported refined sugars, which the com- 
mittee intended originally to repeal, but which for some reason as yet 
unexplained, but as to which, although explanation has been repeat- 
edly invited, particularly by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN ], 
the committee have maintained a most discreet and commendable 
silence. 


We may well look with suspicion upon the business of exporting re- 
fined sugars from this country to England upon the basis of drawbacks 
which shall equal only the amount of duty originally paid upon the im- 


portation of raw sugars. When we recall the facts that both countries 
go to the same sources of supply for the raw material; that the United 
States certainly has no advantage a of cost of capital employed 
to run the business of sugar refining, no advantage in respect of cost 
of plant; that ae material half way, we may say, atour ports, 
unload it, cart it to the refineries, refine it with higher-priced labor, recart 
it tothe wharves, reshipit, retaining 1 percent. of the duty originally col- 
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Then on February 7, 1884, he issued this circular: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 7, 1884. 
To collectors of customs and others: 


The following rates of drawback on sugar and its products, established pro- 
visionaily by the -ircular of June 9, 1883, are hereby declared to be permanent: 

1. On refined loaf, cut-loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, stove- 
dried, or dried by other equally effective process, 2.82 cents per pound. 

2. On refined white coffee sugar, undried, and above No. 20, Dutch standard 
in color, 2.28 cents per pound. 

8. On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20, Dutch standard, and below, in 
color, 1.84 cents per pound. 

4. On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of the above-enumerated im- 
ported materials, 4 cents per gallon. 

The allowance on sugars will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cent., and 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent., as prescribed by law. 

CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


Then on July 23, 1884, Acting Secretary Coon issued this order: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 23, 1884. 
To collectors of customs and others: 


On the exportation of sugar refined from imported molasses, upon which the 
duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of March 3, 1883, has been 
paid, a drawback will be allowed at the rate of fifty-five hundredths of a cent 
per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. 

CHAS. E. COON, Aeting Secretary. 


Exports continued large and complaints of fraud were freely made, 
as now. On September 28 Acting Secretary Fairchild issued this or- 
der: 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1886. 
To collectors of customs and others : 


On all refined loaf, cut-loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, stove- 
dried or dried by other equally effective process, exported on and after Novem- 
ber 1, 1886, drawback will be allowed at the rate of 2.60 cents per pound, less the 
legal retention of 1 per cent. 

‘The above rate is provisionally established in lieu of the existing rate of 2.82 
cents per pound, pending an inquiry as to what further reduction may be nec- 


essary. 
C. 8S, FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 


The principal exports were of granulated sugar. On the 3d of Feb- 
ruary, 1883, Secretary Fairchild issued this order: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., February 3, 1888. 
To collectors of customs and others: 


The rate of drawbaek provisionally established by the circular of September 
28, 1886 (Synopsis 7780), on all refined loaf, cut-loaf, crushed, granulated, and 
powdered sugar, stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, namely, 
2.60 cents per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent., is hereby declared to 


be permanent, 
Cc. 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


Yousee Secretary Fairchild, first acting for Secretary Manning, and 
since acting for himself, has cut down Secretary Folger’s allowance on 
granulated sugar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. From 2.82 to 2.60. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Maineis 
correct. 

Mr. WEBER. They were reduced by Mr. Fairchild. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Further on. 

Mr. WEBER. That was the first reduction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But first under Mr. Man- 
ning’s administration. 

Now as to exports. Honestexportswe do not wish tostop. It gives 
work for our people. During the fiscal year of 1887 the exports of re- 
fined sugar were something over $11,000,000, if I remember correctly. 

Mr. WEBER. Are you speaking of sugar? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, of refined sugar. 
it was something over $11,000,000. 

Mr. WEBER. That is incorrect. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, Ithinkitisnot; buton the 
contrary that itis accurate. But during the fiscal year just closed this 
export trade has been very small, It has not been more than one-fourth 
or one-fifth what it wasbefore. If yousay there was fraud, I say this is 
evidence of better things now. I expect theSecretary has got it about 
right. Iremember the statements of refiners with whom I have talked 
in relation to this matter. They have complained of what they con- 
sider the insufficiency of the present amount of drawbacks paid by the 
Treasury Department, and they have stated that under the restrictions 
of the Treasury Department the amount of the export of refined sugar 
has diminished until it has become merely nominal. I have not the 
exact data, but they complain bitterly. 

Mr. WEBER. Here are all of the official statistics which the gen- 
tleman can use if he desires to do so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not contradict the official 
statistics. 

Mr. WEBER. Let me read, then. I do not think the gentleman 
heard me when I stated the facts derived from the official statistics. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Perhaps, if I had heard what 
the gentleman said, I would not be making any remarks now. [lis- 
tened to the gentleman, but could not fully hear him. 

Mr. WEBER. I have them here and will read them if you will 
allow me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not necessary now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that question of fraudulent drawbacks on ex- 


I think 
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ports is a question which rests at present where it has always rested— 
with the Treasury Department: and while I do not mean to contend . 
against official figures, yet I have stated with some degree of confidence 
what I have and remember and what has been communicated to me 
by refiners and others who are perfectly acquainted with the subject. 

It is clear to me that this matter is at least in safe condition at this 
time as respects frauds. It is a matter we always have had to leave 
with the Department, and I see no better way now. There may be a 
better way, but it is not proven. We had better reject these experi- 
ments, and not forget that we are doing better than we have done. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEBER. TIask unanimous ccnsent that the gentleman from 
Arkansas be permitted to occupy further time. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Arkansas. No; while I thank the gen- 
tleman, yet I will not occupy the time of the committee now, though 
possibly I may take occasion later on to discuss certain other points in 
connection with the pending amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike outthe last word. Theamendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, changing the classification 
of sugars under the tariff laws, involves more technical knowledge of 
the subject than all of us perhaps have conveniently at hand. But 
there is one fact in regard to imported sugars and the tariff duty upon 
them which almost every well-informed person in this country knows. 
Sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch standard, as they are now 
produced abroad under modern processes of manufacture, are fit, or 
measurably fit, for consumption by the people of this country without 
being put through therefineries. I ought tosayrather that they would 
be fit forconsumption without refining, if they were not artificially col- 
ored to take advantage ofour tariff laws. Theyare, or rather would be, 
pure enough, clean enough, and light-colored enough to suit the taste 
of a large proportion of the people of the United States. 

But it so happens that the classification of our sugar tariff imposes 
a higher duty upon sugars lighter in color than No. 13 Dutch standard. 
Hence the foreign producer has a strong motive to darken the color of 
his sugar in order to take advantage of the lower duty. He changes 
the color of his sugar by artificial means before it passes through the 
custom-house. The result is that after it has passed the custom-house 
it is forced to go through the refineries in order to get rid of the artifi- 
cial coloring instead of going directly, as it otherwise would, to the 
breakfast table of the American consumer. Hence the existing sugar 
tariff, as well as the Mills bill, for the Mills bill perpetuates the abuse, 
compels the American consumer to pay a tribute of about a centa 
pound to the sugar-refining trust on a large portion of the sugar which 
he uses. This isthe evil which the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York proposes to cure, 

The Committee on Waysand Means also proposed to correct this evil 
when they made the first draught of their bill for the use of the commit- 
tee. My colleague [Mr. CANNON] has already called attention to the 
amazing change of front executed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means between the time when they printed the first draught of their bill 
and the time when they submitted the bjll for the consideration of the 
House. 

The gentleman from New York has just now declared that he thought 
the ‘‘fine Italian hand’’ of the sugar trust might be discerned in this 
amazing change in the text of the bill. He is not far out of the way. 
The members of the Committee on Manufactures as well as the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means would probably admit that 
the change was due to evidence given by New York sugar refiners be- 
fore the Committee on Manufactures when that committee was inves- 
tigating the sugar trust under a resolution of my colleague [Mr. MA- 
SON] which passed the House January 25. Three members of the 
Committee on Manufactures are also majority members of the Ways 
and Means. They must have begun their investigation in February. 
The pending bill was reported early in April. 

I t very much, Mr. Chairman, that the resolution of my col- 
league [Mr. MASON] was not confined to its original scope of an in- 
vestigation of the sugar trust. Ifit had been, we should perhaps have 
had a report from the committee long ago. It would have been of 
some benefit to us in the consideration of the provisions of the pend- 
ing bill relating to the sugar duties. That was undoubtedly the in- 
tention of my colleague in introducing it. The scope of that resolu- 
tion was so broadened by the House that it covered not only the sugar 
trust, but the Standard Oil trust, and all the other trusts of which we 
have heard so much during the discussion of the pending bill. Iam 
glad to have all these trusts investigated, but I wish the committee 
had seen fit to make at least a ial report of the evidence taken, so 
that we could have had some benefit at this session from their investi- 

tions. 

It seems to me it would have been only fair forthe gentlemen on the 
Committee on Manufactures who are also members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means to see to it that at least a partial report was made, 
including all of the testimony taken in relation to the sugar trust. It 
is not enough, in my estimation, that in a practical matter, a matter 
of grave importance of this kind, the facts should be familiar to but 
three or four gentlemen, however eminent and able they may be. If 
we in this House are called upon to vote for or against a proposed re- 
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vision of the tariff laws, we ought to be placed in possession of all 
the information that is accessible to that committee or any other com- 
mittee of the House. Therefore I say I regret very much the report 
vas not made months ago. 

I introduced a resolution this morning on the call of States calling 


! 


for an immediate report from that committee of the evidence taken in | 
regard to the sugar trust, and also the evidence in regard to the Stand- | 


ard Oil trust. That, also, is an important matter. 
of my colleague [Mr. MASON] was introduced with reference to legis- 
lation to be had during the present session of Congress; and yet by the 
slow method in which the work of that committee has dragged itself 
along we are not likely to get any practical benefit from it this sum- 
mer or even next winter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think I reveal no committee secrets when I 
state that the evidence taken by the committee on these two points has 
been concluded months since, and that it could have been presented to 
the House whenever it chose to call for it. 

Mr. ADAMS. On what points? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On the Standard Oil trust and the sugar trust. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, perhaps it is my fault that I was not aware of 
that fact. Theoretically every one of us may be supposed to know what 
goes on in every committee, but practically we do not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And I see no objection to the House ordering 
that testimony to be printed at once. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 havea copy of the evidence on the sugar trust 
in my hand. 

Mr. ADAMS. It ought to be in the hands of every member; and 
the evidence on the Standard Oil trust also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro form 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there anything pending before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment to strike out and insert. 

Mr. HOUK. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed not to exceed fifteen minutes. 
occupy ten. 

Mr. MILLS. I 
bill. 

Mr. HOUK. 
utes, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
man from Tennessee that he be allowed ten minutes ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I am a protectionist because I believe 


tamendment 


am bound to object. We must get on with this 


Then I will modify my request and ask for-ten min- 


it protects, and were I on the Ways and Means Committee and charged | 


with preparing a bill looking to the permanency of the protective sys- 
tem I would place everything on the free-list which was not produced 
in this country, or which we do not have the means of producing in the 
early future in suflicient quantities to supply in a great degree the de- 
mands of the people. Everything which we can not produce should go 
on the free-list, because to place a duty on such articles comes within 
the reasoning of the free-traders, that the amount of the duty is added 
to the price. 

The protective theory, as I understand it, is that protection should 
be extended to all the industries of this country when they can pro- 
duce the article in sufficient quantities to supply the demand and meet 
the wants of consumers. This brings about competition, and the merest 
tyro knows that competition reduces prices. All human experience 
proves this to be a practical truth. It is true in every branch of trade 
that a sufficient supply and competition in the trade lessens prices and 
cheapens the article to the consumer. 

If I had been called upon to vote on the question of reducing or de- 
stroying the duty on sugar at the commencement of this session, being 
somewhat illy informed on the subject up to that time, I should, fol- 
lowing my natural inclinations to maintain the protective policy of 
this country as the great American policy to develop and build up, have 
voted to maintain the tariff duty as it stands to-day. But, as I now 
understand it, we produce in this country less than one-ninth of the 
sugar necessary to supply the consumption of the American people. 
That fact presenting itself, uncontradicted so far as I know, without 
any great assurance that this production can be increased commensu- 
rate with the demand and sufficient to supply the American market, 
I hold that as a true protectionist it is not the policy of the Republic- 
an party to keep anything on the protected list which is not produced 
in such quantities in this country as to create competition in the Ameri- 
can market and thereby reduce the price. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
for one Republican in the interest of protection, that we may not ex- 
tend it to those industries which agp of such small importance as to be 
insufficient to supply our home market and home consumption, I say I 
am inclined when the proper time comes to vote to put sugar upon the 
free-list, and shall do so unless the production shall have greatly in- 
creased in the mean time. 

But I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, it makes but little difference how 
we vote inthiscommittee. The decree has gone forth from the caucus, 


The resolution | 


Is there objection to the request of the gentle- | 
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which seems to be as unalterable as the laws of the Medes and Fer- 
sians, that this bill trom the Ways and Means Committee is not to | 
marred, not to be changed in letter or line except for the purpose of ac- 
commodating some Democratic member in a district where to leave the 
article on the free-list would endanger his re-election. We have seen 
a good deal to confirm the idea that the Democracy regard the tariff as 
**a local issue.’’ 

I did not vote for the amendment of the gentleman from I)linois for 
the reason that I, as a true protectionist, fear the result of the policy 
of inaugurating the bounty system by the sanction of the Republican 


8 


party. fear the result of the friends of protection inaugurating the 
policy of a bounty in lieu of a protective tariff. Where would it lead 
us to? If youstrike down the tariff on sugar and substitute a bounty, 


why not strike down on iron, on iron ore, on woolen goods, on cotton 
goods, on every conceivable fabric that is now manufactured abroad 
and imported into this country, and give the manufacturer a bounty ? 
I apprehend, if we shall establish this precedent of giving a bounty for 
the production of sugar, that we will open the gate, the entering wedge 


will be started, and it will finally be driven through allof our Ameri- 
can industries, and our free-trade friends will from time totime come 


presence, and 


i 
istry 


forward, placing this precedent in out 
past action, make war on every ind: now built 
ot prosperity in this cou ury I y proposin rt » take the 
a bounty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I un the bill, the 
primary object of it is for the purpose of reducing the surplus in the 


Treasury. has studied this 


appealing to our 
up and in 
duty off and 


1 state 


rive 
M4 


derstand authors of this 


—— 1} b 1 
Where 18 there an intelligent man who 





question and believes a reduction of duty on foreign goods and foreign 
importations will reduce the surplus? Dees not all experience go to 
show that whenever the duties on foreign productions imported into 
this country are reduced the revenues are increased instead of dimin- 
ished? Was not that so with sugar? Therefore I appeal to gentle- 
men on this side, and I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to let us 
meet this issue fairly and squarely lalk of no bounties. Do one of 


two things: either place a on the free-list 
Away with your bounties. 


I believe the Ameri 


luty on sugar or put it 


I want nothing to do with them, nor do 
will sustain the bounty policy. I do 


’ 
«til p op 


e 
an mind j 







not believe the Ameri in a humor to encourage bountieson 
this, that, or the other enterprise. Therefore I shall vote to.« ppose 
bounties to any enterprise, for the production of sugar or any other 
manufactured article. Let the protective system 1 


tand, and be applie 


| to every industry worthy of encouragement for the benefit of the 
American laborer, farmer, tradesman, and manufacturer; but let us not 

| reverse the American policy and drift off after new and strange do 
trines summed up in the word ‘ bounty.”’ 


The American -policy has been to foster manufactures, increase the 
wages of labor, create a home market, and build up the country by a 
protective tariff. This Government has never committed 
policy of bounty-giving and has not gt 
or two instances. These were the exception; a protective tar 
been the rule. Let us adhere to it asa trade regulation in all pre 
cases and whenever the circumstances and conditions surrounding 
industry justify governmental aid in the interest of the people. 
But now, keeping in mind the primary object you have in view in this 
bill, if you desire to reduce the surplus there are but two ways to do 
it. One way is, instead of reducing duties, to put the article on the 
free-list absolutely and stop any revenue from that source. The other 
way, the most practical way, is to repeal the tax on d on 
spirits used in the arts. If you please, I will go 


itself to the 
; 
inted bountiesin more than o1 


has 


ic 
tr 
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uly 


tobacco a 
and vote to 
wipe out the entire internal-revenue system from the pages of the stat- 
ute-books of the United States. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Except the tax on oleomargarine ? 

Mr. HOUK. Except the tax on oleomargarine, and we will colleet 
that in another way. The war taxes are the taxes collected througl 
the internal-revenue system, except the little tax on oleomargarine. 
Let the war taxes be wiped out and the protective system stand. 

If we desire to reduce the surplus in the Treasury, let us repeal the 
internal-revenue system, repeal the tax on tobacco at anyrate. Every 
Democrat who made a speech in Tennessee for ten years up to the elec- 
tion of Cleveland, so far as my knowledge goes, made war on the entire 


fort} 
further 


internal-revenue system from A to izzard. And I have heard and an- 
swered many of them by apologizing for the law and condemning the 
methods of its execution. 

I would like to hear from our Democratic friends from my State. I 


would like to know how they stand on this question. I would like to 
have them tell me and tell this House, and through this House tell 
their constituents, whether they are for the repeal of the tobacco tax, 
or the modification or repeal of the internal-revenue system, or whether 
they are against it; because I tell the gentlemen their constituents will 
talk to them about it this fall. There will be music on this subject in 
many parts of Tennessee between this time and the election in Novem- 
ber, and I am curious to know how our Tennessee Democrats are going 
to follow the tune. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote on this amendment. 
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Mr. HOUK. I want to call attention to just one other thing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. [I ask that the time of the gentleman be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. HOUK. Ido not ask five minutes. Give me two minutes. 

Another way to aid in reducing the surplus is to do our duty here, 
bring the Blair bill out of the Committee on Education and have a 
vote upon it. That will aid in reducing the surplus and will give the 
bread of life to the ignorant children of the South and ail other parts 
ofthe country. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Again, I have seen it charged in the newspapers that our candidate 
for the Presidency voted against the Blair bill. 

I have here the CONGRESSIONAL RxECoRD of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, first seasion, and on page 2724 I find that when the question was 
taken on the passage of that bill it was passed by a vote of 33 yeas to 
11 nays, and among those voting in the affirmative is the name of Sen- 
ator Harrison. Again, by referring to page 21050f the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, I find that on the 5th of 
March, 1886, that bill being under consideration, Senator Harrison rose 
and said: 


[am pine upon this question with the Senator from Connecticut [| Mr. Taw- 
Ley}. Ifhe were present, I should vote yea. I understand he would vote nay. 





That is his record upon that question, and now I ask the Democrats 
to quit lying about it. [Laughter. ] 

Not only did our Presidential candidate vote for the Blair bill, but 
the Republican platform adopted at Chicago, on which he stands, ex- 
plicitly declares in favor of both State and national aid to the cause of 
free education. 

I had the honor to be a member of the committee on resolutions and 
platform, and I am proud to have had the honor and privilege of aiding 
in making a national platform, declaring against free trade, in favor of 
an American policy, and the education of the people. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means forinformation. I de- 
sire to ask the gentlemen of the majority of the committee (and I see 
three of them present), whether or not on the 26th of March last, Mr. 
Havemeyer, of New York, did not have a hearing by the majority of 
the committee, or by four members of the majority, with respect to 
sugar? I know that on the 12th of March there was a hearing and an 
examination of Mr. Havemeyer before the Committee on Manufactures, 
but I want to know now whether, on the 23d of March, the day of the 
adjournment of this House by reason of the decease of the lamented 
Chief-Justice of the United States, the members of the majority of the 
Committee on Ways and Means did not, individually or collectively, 
some of them, give a hearing to Mr. Havemeyer on this subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not be- 
lieve that anybody ever came to Washington to confer with the Dem- 
ocratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means but what he 
had ample opportunity to talk over the business he came here about. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does that include Mr. Havemeyer? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As regards this particular case, 
I do not remember dates, but I remember that Mr. Havemeyer talked 
with me and perhaps a little with some of the other Democratic mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee about the sugar-refining bus- 
iness. It was when he was here summoned as a witness before the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That was on the 12th of March. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, then, I would say 
that it was on the 12th. Iam speaking now from memory, and I will 
say that at my request, having developed before the Committee on 
Manufactures an interesting line of investigation, precisely what the 
Committee on Ways and Means were engaged upon, I asked him to 
wait after he was done with the Committee on Manufactures and go 
with me tothe Ways and Means Committee room, as I wanted him to 
talk there with one or two gentlemen of the committee. It related 
to some matters of a technical character that I for one wanted informa- 
tion about. That, I suppose, is what the gentleman from Maryland 
refers to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, does the gentleman from Arkansas reeal] the 
fact that on the day of our adjournment here on account of the decease 
of the Chief-Justice Mr. Havemeyer did have a hearing before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means or some of its members? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Anyhow, you admit that he did have a hearing be- 
fore the majority on some other day upon your invitation? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to deny it, the 
facts, as stated, at all. My only recollection on the subject is what I 
have given you. But su he did. Su he had come’to me or 
I had met him on the day you say, I woul ve listened to him with 

reat pleasure. 

Mr. McCOMAS,. Yes; you would deny a hearing to the miner and 
the marufacturer and the laboring man, while you would give it to 
Mr. Havemeyer, the leader of the sugar trust. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is all stuff. 

Mr. MILLS. We never denied anybody. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You did not deny him. 
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Mr. MILLS. We never denied anybody. 
and the statement is false. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. You gave him a hearing. 

Mr. MILLS. We did not deny anybody. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. Yon have not got the floor. 
minutes out of courtesy for a question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 
This is my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes have expired. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My five minutes are hardly out yet, Mr. Chair- 
man. I want just a minute more to say this. WhatI am talking 
about here is not the motives of men but the conduct of committees. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, never mind the conduct of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I have the information that at the time I 
have indicated the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
or some of them, gave a hearing to the head of the sugar trust, Mr. 
Havemeyer, and then on the 2d of April following this bill came in, 
and they had struck out *‘16’’ and put in ‘13’ Dutch standard. 
When the laborers of the country could not be heard, and the manu- 
facturers of the country could not be heard, the leaders of the trusts 
were heard, and in obedience to their arguments and their persuasions 
you came here, gentlemen, and obeyed their dictates by leaving your 
good position and taking your worse position in behalf of the refiners’ 
trust and of the frauds committed upon the sugar consumers of this 
country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I think the 
statement of the gentleman ought not to go upon the record without 
a denial of its truth. There was no hearing given by the majority of 
the Ways and Means Committee to Mr. Havemeyer in the sense in 
which the word ‘‘ hearing’’ has been used upon this floor. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Did you not give Mr. Havemeyer a hearing upon 
this subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
at that time. 

Mr. MILLS. Nor was I. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Your colleague on the committee [Mr. Breckin- 
RIDGE, of Arkansas] has said so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of KXentucky. 
before the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. He said so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. He did not; that is exactly 
the question I am raising on the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CANNON. What did he say? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, who is filching time which does not belong to him, will not in- 
terfere he will find ont. What the gentleman from Arkansassaid was 
that he invited Mr. Havemeyer to the room of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to give those gentlemen who were then present the 
information which had been given to him; he did not say that he in- 
vited Mr. Havemeyer to a formal meeting of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not formal—informal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not said any such 
thing. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Nor were some of us present. 
But this is the fact which the gentleman has disingenuously distorted. 
No human being came to any member of the majority of the Ways and 
Meaus Committee and asked to have a conversation with bim when it 
was not courteously accorded. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Did Mr. Havemeyer—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One mement. When the 
gentleman says, in antithesis, that we gave a hearing to the ‘‘ chief of 
the sngar trust’’ and refused it to others he is intentionally disingen- 
uous. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me ask the gentleman this question. If he 
wants to be fair and frank, does he deny specifically that Mr. Have- 
meyer on March 12 or 23, individually conferred, informally if you 

, on this subject with a number of gentlemen of that committee ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not deny it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ah, that is my point. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idonotdeny it. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] And the gentlemen who applaud, applaud a 
disingenuous statement. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My statement is as fair as yours. My assertion 
was that members of that committee, men who happen to be on that 
committee, a number of the gentlemen in the majority on the com- 
mittee, had, informally or formally, I care not which, given time and 
had conversations on this question with this gentleman at the head of 
the sugar “‘ trust,’’ and within a few days thereafter reported this bil] 
making the change from 16 to 13, Dutch standard. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Indubitably, if Mr. Have- 
meyer asked an audience, he got it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That was my point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, it was not; you have 
dodged. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You have dodged. 


We would not deny you, 


I yielded to you two 
You have not gotauy time. 
I was recognized by the Chair for five minutes. 


I did not; nor was I present 


Not in the sense of a hearing 
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no conversation with him on the subject of the sugar schedule I had | tions which bring out t i tas the | tof the d 
humorous conversation about his being efore the « t ‘ ’ p 
Mr. McCOMAS. Humorous convers: ask t) get y 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. rentlemar ifactures | cents a gallon at on 
his facts to fit the occasion. Mr. R ATI. 1 
Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman is irtentionally di r. M ad 





the committee. Does the gent 1 f L inia desire to heard ? 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman, I repeat, a Mr. RANDAI I vanted to that t tr 
tempts to put on record in juxtaposition the statement that we gai asses that is iled and sugar } luced f t to tl 
a hearing to some with the other statement that we refused a hearing | duty fixed in the bill of the Committee on Ways and M sis 2 
to others, using the words in both cases in the same sense. I say w id that 24 cents is t | er rat duty 
° 
* 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Why will not the chairman of the 
committee agree to fix it at 2} cents instead of 2} cents, so that those 
who boil molasses may have some of the advantage which is necessary 
to enable them to carry on their business under the tions of this 
law? And I think if that rate was fixed it would be satisfactory to all 
concerned. 

Mr. MILLS. At the reduction of from 4 to 2} cents we have made 
a larger reduction on molasses than upon sugar. If the relation be- 
tween sugar and molasses is correct according to the existing law, then 
we _ e given the molasses people a very large advantage over the sugar 

“Op e 

Mr. RANDALL. If you would put them exactly on the basis of a 
20 per cent. reduction you would fix the duty at 2} cents, for that is 
the exact equivalent, if I am not mistaken in the calculation. 

Mr. MILLS. But this is more than that. It is even as much as 30 
per cent. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means fixes the amount at 2}, and we would be satisfied 
with 24; and I think this sum, if the committee will not agree to re- 
duce it to 2 cents, ought to be adopted. I hope it will. 

Mr. RANDALL, The 2}, as I understand it, is the exact relation 
which that molasses would bear to the reduction made in this bill on 
sugars. I have been advised by some of the Louisiana members here 
that they desired it 2}, but I do not think that is a proper relation. 
The fact is, the molasses that comes into this country to be boiled does 
not come in competition nor in the same period of the year with the 
Louisiana molasses. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would state in reply that the 
molasses-boilers would be satisfied, I believe, with 24, if they are un- 
able to get it fixed at a lower rate. Still, I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means will agree to make it 2 cents. I have 
spoken with one or two of the Louisiana members myself, and I know 
they will take 2} cents if they can not get the rate lowered. 

Mr. MILLS. When this bill comes back from the Senate there may 
be some matters in conference to be decided. After a full examination 
of the matter if it be then necessary these changes can be made. 

Mr. MASON. Are you sure it will ever get there? 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas by making it 24 cents. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The eee recurring on the amendment of Mr. MILs, it was 
ndopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thereis an amendment pending, proposed by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER], which the Clerk will now read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out line 329 down to tok including the word “ gallon,” in line 355, and 
insert the following: 


* Fs sugar and molasses shall, on and after January 1, 1889, be admitted free 
of duty.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. RoGrers having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, the joint resolution (H. 
Ites. 196) declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 
9, 1888. 

It further announced that the Senate requested the return of its reso- 
lution agreeing to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 899) for 
the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill tH. R. 1983) to ratify an act 
entitled ‘‘An act creating the county of San Juan, in the Territory of 
New Mexico.”’ 

THE TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 329 to 351, inclusive, and insert 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard ie color shall pay on their polar- 
iscopic test as follows, namely 

“All sugars not above No. 1 ‘Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated mo! testing by the polariscope not above eave degrees, 
shall pay a duty of 1.15 cents ae pound,and for every additional degree or 
fraction of a degree shown by polariscopic test they aball pay three hun- 
dredths of a cent per aon ae addi 

“All sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in path —_ be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color, and pay duty as follows, nam 

“All sugar above No.16 and not above No. 20. 20 Datch ‘standard, 2.20 cents per 


nd, 
POvAIL sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.50 cents per pound. 

‘Molasses testing notabove fifty-six degrees S aeait ieee shall pay a duty 
of 4 cents per gallon; molasses testing degrees shall pay a duty 
of, 6 cents aes ion, 

“ Provided, That if any ——- one shall hereafter oie laid on 8 ee or ae 
lasses by any country from w same may be aa 
molasses so impo: shall Sto aehgecttetuaranneuetbed Ww at the date of t of the 
passage of this act: And provided further, That no draw iS duty shall be 
allowed or paid on any sugar exported from the United States 
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Mr. CANNON. I desire to add to that amendment the following 
words, which I will give to the Clerk: 

Sugar-candy, not colored, 5 cents a pound; all other confectionery 40 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to State very briefly what this amend- 
ment is. It is precisely the provision that was first reported by the 
majority, the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
to the full Ways and Means Committee on the 1st day of March last. 
I then read an account in the Courier-Journal and in papers through- 
out the country of interviews with gentlemen on that committee, and 
the comments and dispatches sent off by the Associated Press. I read 
them with great pleasure, because they stated, and stated truly, that 
under the provisions which are embodied in the amendment one-half 
of the sugar that the common people of this country use would go into 
consumption without passing through the refineries. 

It is also true that they would have gone into consumption at over 
a cent a pound less than they would go into consumption under the 
provision as the bill stands to-day. Judge of my sorrow, surprise, and 
indignation when the Ways and Means Committee reported that bill 
and I found they had changed it so as to drive the poor man’s sugar 
through the refinery by artificial means and subject it to the extortion 
of the sugar trust. I wondered why it was. It has been partially ex- 
plained this morning. The gentleman from Maryland asked if Mr. 
Havemeyer was before that committee. The answer was, ‘‘ Oh, no: 
but before members of the committee.’? Whois Havemeyer? The 
greatest sugar refiner in this country, at the head of the trust, the 
organizer; the man whose iron hand crushes out every refiner who does 
not come into the trust; the man who levies a toll on 60,000,000 peo- 
ple to the extent of $30,000,000 cnnually; the man who stands emi- 
nent and prominent in the Democratic party fighting its battles. 

He is the rich man, the Croesus of New York, if you please, to whom 
many Democrats look with hope for relief in his earnest and efficient 
advocacy of the re-election of Grover Cleveland, as he advocated the 
election of Grover Cleveland. There is the cat in the meal; there is 
the nigger in the wood-pile. Ihave called attention to it time and time 
again and asked for an explanation, and have had to speak right out in 
meeting. ‘Take the bill as it was originally reported, take the bill as 
it stands to-day, take Havemeyer’s presence, take the monopoly that 
still grinds upon the people by virtue of the Mills bill as you have 
changed it back, in connection with your interviews as they were first 
reported, and it is so plain that a wayfaring man may run as he reads. 

Now, I do not expect you to correct it. A correction of your bill 
would break up the sugar trust and lose you its effective support this 
fall. You have agreed uponit in caucus. I simply wanted to call at- 
tention to it, and from you to appeal to the people who pay the tax on 
sugar every year of a dollar and fifty cents, man, woman, and child, 
throughout the country, by virtue of these provisions. We will try 
the case before the great jury next fall. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. REED. I hope the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee will explain to us why he made the change in the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to explain why in 
the Committee on Ways and Means in former Congresses when a bill 
reducing the duties on sugar was presented you stood then by this same 
man whom you say is at the head of the sugar trust? 

Mr. CANNON. Do two wrongs make a right? 

Mr. MILLS. Itis not yourtime yet. I wantto know, when you 
were in power on the Ways and Means Committee, why it was that you 
stood by Mr. Havemeyer and by all the other sugar trusts and all the 
other trusts in this country, and then refused to accord us considera- 
tion of the measure in the House? You now parade yourself before the 
country as super-honest, super-decent, and super-patriotic-—— 

Mr. REED. Super-heated. 

Mr. MILLS. And yet you knelt by the side of the leaders of these 
monopolies and recited your prayers year after year and day after day, 
never finding fault with them until we got a Democratic majority in 
this House that came here honestly to reduce taxation on the people: 
and when we propose to smite some of your idols, you raise the cry o! 
Havemeyer and the sugar trust. Let me tell you, and don’t you for- 
get it, we are going to give you an opportunity to vote on these trusts 
before you get away from here, and every one of you will vote on the 
side of the trusts, too. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the privilege of saying, 
before the committee votes upon this proposition—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, Ishould like to be recognized before the 
po of the voice of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] has died 


oN The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will now recognize the guidlemen, from 
Maine, and will recognize the gentleman from Louisiana later. 

Mr. GAY. Very well. 

Mr. REED. It does seem strange to me that the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, whenever asked for an explanation of 
the features of his bill, finds it necessary to fly into a on, finds it 

to go off into a defense of his own virtue. I should suppose 
that oui a defense was necessary, and yet after all he might occasion- 
ally omit it and once in a while give us an explanation of the reasons 
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which have governed him and the committee; but from the inception 


of this tariff bill down to the present time the committee have kept | 


utterly secret the reasons which have influenced them in framing the 
various provisions of this bill. Time after time in committee, time 
after time in the House, we have asked them for their reasons, we have 
asked what induced them to make these changes in the tariff, and 
what induced them to make changes in their own bill, but they have 
seen fit always to refuse to answer. 

There are persons uncharitable enough to suppose that that may 
arise from ignorance, but the debate to-day shows that in some cases it 
arises from other reasons. It would be betraying the secrets of those 
private interviews which have been had with favored manufacturers 
by gentlemen on the other side. It would expose the secrets of the 
political origin and political character of the amendments which they 
are endeavoring to make to the tariff. Here is a direct charge made 
against them that after an interview with Mr. Havemeyer they had 
this sugar schedule changed—changed, it is charged, in the interest of 
one of those ‘‘trusts’’ which they denounce so much, and the most 
prominent one before the country to-day. Instead of rising to ex- 
plain the reasons, the sound reasons, unconnected with personal in- 
fluence that induced the committee to make this change, the chairman 
springs to his feet for the purpose of indulging in general declarations 
as to how good he is and how bad we are. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, is this the way—and I appeal to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] upon this point—is this the way to conduct 
a business transaction? Has business entirely vanished from this pro- 
ceeding? Are we to be vouchsafed no business reasons for a change 
made under circumstances so suspicious? Do they desire to go before 
the country in dead silence upon this bill, or do they desire to go to 
the country with only some remarks as to the goodness of the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Is that the reason why this change was made in the sugar schedule, 
because the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means thinks 
he is better than our side? Is that good sound business reasoning ? 
Are intelligent men to be contented with that? It looks as if the kind 
of intelligent men that adorn the other side of the House were con- 
tented with precisely that thing. It looks as if they were not going 
to vouchsafe to the country any statement of the reasons upon which 
this bill is founded, and it seems from the whole tenor of the discus- 
sion to-day that this bill has been made up in the interest of a few 
favored people for the purpose of effectuating the success of certain 
particular Democrats. Now, that is not a business reason, that is not 
a business way in which to control the affairs of this country, and I 
believe if it can ever be squarely brought before the people they will 
stamp it with their most signal disapproval” [Applause on the Re- 
publican side and cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ on the Democratic side. | 

{[Mr. GAY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. } 

Mr. MILLS. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the prep- 
aration of this schedule, that it was made, so far as I know, without 
Mr. Havemeyer’s knowledge and without hisadvice. It was made pre- 
cisely upon the old line of the Republican tariff of 1883, so far as the 
classification is concerned; and we have gone back tothat. Ithink our 
first preparation of the bill was on that line, and we afterward changed 
it; I believe it was at my suggestion it was changed. It was the rep- 
resentatives from Louisiana who came before us and remonstrated against 
it. I never had a word from Mr. Havemeyer on this subject—had no 
counsel with him; do not know what his views were on that subject. 
If he had any he never told them tome. He may have talked to other 
gentlemen, and doubtless did. But we went back to this schedule be- 
cause our friends remonstrated against it and claimed it would inflict 
great injury upon them and their interests. So far as Mr. Havemeyer’s 
Democracy is concerned, I know nothing about it. 

Mr. REED. Did I understand the gentleman to say ‘‘ our friends ?”’ 

Mr. MILLS. I speak of you all as ‘' friends;’’ I often do that; it is 
entirely parliamentary. But I will withdraw itifyousodesire. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Now, I want to finish what I was about to say. All I know of Mr. 
Havemeyer’s polities is that I have heard he contributed a large sum 
to the election of General Garfield. 

Mr. CANNON. I have heard he contributed a large sum to the 
election of Cleveland and has promised to contribute a large sum to 
his re-election. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
kindly tell to whom the second promise he mentions was made? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILs] stated what 
he heard. In reply tothat I havestated what I haveheard. My hear- 
ing is as good as his. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that our friends 
on the other side have just voted to place a duty of 68 per cent. on 
sugar, and seem to stand by their schedule on that subject, I desire 
the Clerk to read an extract from the Democratic platform which is 
pertinent to this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is repugnant to the creed of Democracy that by such taxation the cost of 
the necessaries of life should be unjustifiably increased to all our people. 
Judged by Democratic principles, the interests of the people are betrayed when, 
by unnecessary taxation, trusts and combinations are permitted to ex'st which, 
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priving them of the benefit 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask at 
friends on the other 


suhject have seemed to be 


tention to the paragraph just: 
side during the whole debate o: 
sensitive upon the matter of ‘‘tru 
Hence, I have caused to be read the proposition in their platform 
this subject, in order to show how much difference it makes whethe 
this matter of ‘‘trusts’’ touches them or somebody else. 

When we protested against placing lumber on the fre 


cause our 


over 


a greatindustry in Maine and other Northern States, n 
pete with the lumber product of Canada, would thereby be destroyed, 
gentlemen cried out frantically against the lumber trust They were 
asked to tell us where such a trust existed, or to produce some e\ e 


that it existed at all, but failed to do so, and at last their claims ot! 
existence of a lumber trust dwindled down to the statement of a sup 
posed trust by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
And no proposition has been more definitely made and pet 
repeated and reiterated than that these trusts were cre: 
ported by the tariff upon the articles involved in the d 





daifferent trusts 
It was in vain that we pointed them to the Standard Oil trust, where 
there is no duty to operate, that great monopoly which is said to have 


demoralized the Democracy of one State at least and to have 
cient in producing political results not in conformity with the free will 
of the people. It was in vain that we held up the fact that trusts ex- 
isted in other countries than our own and without the influence of a 


been etti 


tariff. Always when we sought to protect any industry marked for 
destruction in the Mills bill a trust was imagined and paraded 
scare-crow to frighten gentlemen into the free-trade ranks. 

But here is an industry where a real, indisputable trust exists. <A 
trust that within a few months hasarbitrarily raised the price of sugar 
1 cent per pound, levying this tax upon every one of 60,000,600 peo- 
ple, to all of whom that article of food isa necessity, levying it not for 
revenue purposes, not to encourage increased production and compe- 


tition and a consequent reduction of prices, hut to decrease production 
and fill the pockets of the members of that trust, then the abhorrenc 


of trustson the part of our Democratic friends disappears, and they 
stand here and vote for a duty of 68 per cent. on this necessary article 
of food, and this a specific duty which no undervaluation can reduce. 

What has become of the londly-protested anxiety of gentlemen on the 
other side for the dear people whom they pretend so much to love? 
For the consumer for whom they express so much desire to furnish 
cheap food ? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is a duty upon any article that o; 
presses the people it is thedutyuponsugar. All the peopleuseit. <A 
I have before had occasion to say, it is the largest food charge in nearly 


every family in the land, and yet to protect one-tenth of the quantity 
of sugar necessary to supply the demands of ourown people, and with 
out any reasonable hope of increasing the product, this bill 
that we shall pay a tariff of 63 per cent. upon ten times as 
as we produce. 

way in which the Mills bill deals with gr Northern 
are sufficient in capacity to meet the wa of our peopl 
by competition have caused a reduction of pi 
cent. in the last twenty years. 

In the course of the debate this morning the gentleman from Louis 
ana [Mr. WILKINSON ] criticised me because in comparing the duty 
upon sugar with the duty upon some products of my State I-had 
raised, as he said, a sectional question. 

Why, gentlemen, you raise the sectional question yourselves in 
bill which you have submitted to this House 
tween the sections of the country in treating one section to free trad: 
and low duties and the other to highduties. I simply stated the fu 
That fact came out most clearly in the discussion of the amendment o! 
my colleague from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] thisafternoon. When he pro- 
posed to reduce the duty on sugar to 41 per cent. luty equal to t 
average duty upon all articles in the dutiable list—how readily 
friends on the other side voted that proposition dow: 
per cent. 

If you look at the schedule you will find that while the dutic 
Northern productions are to-day not more than an 
cent., the duty on Southern productions, including the highduties upon 
sugar and rice, is more than 75 per cent. Still, when we ask for s 
thing like a fair equalization of duties, you say we are raising 
tional question. 

Ah, gentlemen, you like to put the State of Maine on the free-list 
It seems good to you to put the industries u man} 
the Northern Republican States there, or reduce them 
limit, but when we propose to give 
your own medicine it seems to freeze th 
[Laughter and applause. | 

The question recurred on Mr. CANNON’S amendment 

The committee divided; and there we ve 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, [I am 
Were he presemt, I would vote ‘‘ay.’ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am red with Mr 
Were he present, I would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 
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Mr. GEAR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MrLis and CANNON were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 84, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, alittle study of this sugar sched- 
ule is instructive. The average rate at which sugars are put in this 
bill, from raw to refined, is 65.64 per cent. The great bulk of the sugar 
imported is below No. 13 Dutch standard of color, ninety-five degrees 
polariscope test. The amount of that grade imported the past year 
was 1,112,543,601 pounds, and that grade is put in this bill at 67.10 
per cent. The anvils made in my city are put at a rate equivalent to 
23.69 per cent.; chains, 35 per cent.; oil-cloths, 25 per cent.; crockery 
an average of 40 per cent. While I would protect every American in- 
dustry that needs protection, I think that protection should bear at 
least some semblance of equality. From the time the ore is dug from 
the mine until the chain is polished and ready for shipment it takes 
quite as much labor and requires quite as much capital to produce 
the chain as it does to produce sugar. 

Rice is put (cleaned) at 100.47 per cent., while rabber goods are put 
at 15 per cent. I need not enlarge. You cut down the protection to 
the American workman, but you leave the sugar and rice he consumes 
at a rate proportionately far too high. 

Much has been said to-day about the sugar trust. A word as to that. 
It is perhaps the most thoroughly organized and iron-clad affair in this 
or any country. I have here a copy of the deed signed by the parties 
to the trust. It is dated August 16, 1887, and is signed by the repre- 
sentatives of sixteen refineries. The shares are not to exceed $50,- 
000,000 of value in all. It provides that the ownership of each re- 
finery shall, if not already so, become an incorporation. Then the in- 
dividual holders of these shares are to exchange them for trust certifi- 
cates at a rate to be ascertained by an appraisement of the value of each 
refinery. ' 

These certificates of the trust are to be issued by a central board of 
trustees named in the deed. This has beendone. The holdersof the 
stock of each refinery have surrendered their shares, and have received 
in lieu thereof their pro rata of trust certificates. This is a very neat 
operation. ‘Their property has gone beyond their control, and they 
can not withdraw if they would. The trustees holding the stock vote 
it at the stockholders’ elections, and can elect any board of directors 
they please to, and the stockholder must stand by helpless and see his 
property managed by a board of directors he may know nothing about. 
The net profits of each refinery are paid in to this central board of 
trustees, who from time to time divide them among the individual re- 
fineries. It will be seen that it is a perfect machine, and the testi- 
mony taken before the committee I have the honor of being a member 
of shows that it has been worked with all the regularity and remorse- 
lessness of a machine. The fact, however, which was abundantly 
proven, and which isof immediate interest to the whole country, is that 
since the formation of this trust sugars have been advanced to the con- 
sumer at least one cent per pound. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. We have not passed from the sugar schedule yet. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. No amendment has been offered. 

Mr. WEBER. I move, after line 359, to insert: 

And provided further, That no drawback of duty shall be allowed or paid on 
any sugar exported from the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the last charge upon the sugar trust of 
this country. The gentlemen of the other side are here afforded the 
last opportunity of purging themselves of the suspicion, which will grow 
into a certainty if they refuse this proposition, that their proposed leg- 
islatio: is in the interest of the sugar combine. 

In explanation of this amendment I beg to say that I found this 
provision in its exact language in the original bill, and as it does not 
appear in the amended bill, I conclude that its omission is an oversight 
oracilerical error. Therefore I desire to offer it now. 

The explanation of the gentleman from Louisiana as to the suspi- 
cious change from the original good intent is that it was on the request 
of the Louisiana delegation that the rates and color line were changed. 
I hope the gentlemen on the other side will give us a reason for this, 
the other change. They have not so far given us any reason for the 
change from the original bill to the amended bill. By skillful cross- 
examination we have discovered that after the first bill came into the 
Hlouse Mr, Havemeyer appeared on the scene, and that forthwith the 
changed bill came into this House. I charge that the amended bill is 
in the interest of the sugar trust of this country. 

I hope this amendment will do awfy with the other end of the line 
which permits frauds on the revenues of the Government. I main- 
tained a few moments ago, and I hope demonstrated it, that it is im- 
possible for sugar to be exported on a drawback equal in amount only 
to the duty paid. The facts and figures are against it. As the impor- 
tation of fraudulent sugars increases the exportation of refined sugars 
swells accordingly. 

Now, I desire to occupy no further time of <ne ome simply 
ask a question to which I would like to have a response gentle- 
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men on the other side of the House—why they have changed fronts 
so materially in this regard? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from New York [Mr. 
WEBER] has just made a direct charge against this side of the House 
in regard to the sugar trust and Mr. Havemeyer. Two distinguished 
leaders on that side, gentlemen recognized as leaders, and whose ability 
and long experience on this floor entitle them to be classified as such, 
have undertaken to present their views but have clearly forgotten facts 
bearing on the question they sought to discuss in connection with Mr. 
Havemeyer and his direct interest in the sugar refineries of this country. 

I wish to say to the members of this House, and through them to 
the people of the United States, that the Democratic party in the city 
of New York, of which I am an humble member, through the instru- 
mentality of Tammany Hall, the oldest political organization in this 
country, have taken strong ground against that sugar trust. They 
have called public attention to it and to other trusts as well; and have 
employed counsel to appear before the attorney-gencral of the State of 
New York and present the case there as one in violation of the criminal 
laws of that State; and the attorney-general of the State of New York, 
a Democrat, has within the last two weeks taken the necessary legal 
steps to dissolve the sugar trust as well as the sugar companies which 
have united and joined in this enterprise. 

Now, so much for the attitude of the Democrats with reference to 
trusts. I speak, I repeat, for the oldest Democratic organization in 
America. We have stood there, Mr. Chairman, like a wall of iron 
against the encroachments of trusts and will continue to stand there 
until we abolish and destroy them; and gentlemen on that side of the 
House can come to their rescue when the time offers for them to do so. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted, and 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEBER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire now that the amendment which I sent up 
some time ago may be read. 

The amendment of Mr. CANNON was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 351 inclusive, and insert the following: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

“All sugars notabove No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet eee melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shall pay a duty of 1.15 cents per — and for every additional degree or frac- 
tion of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay thirty-two thous- 
andths of a cent per pound additional. 

* Allsugars above No.16 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 


standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: 
“Allsugarsabove No. 16 and not above No. 18 Dutch standard, 1.70 cents per 


pall sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard, 1,90 cents per 
a. 
Petal sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.30 cents per pound.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to debate this 
question, but if I can have order I merely want to say a few words by 
way of explanation of the amendment, and what it will accomplish if 
adopted. It does not change the committee’s bill on all sugars that 
are imported into this country below No, 13 Dutch standard, but it 
does change the bill with reference to the provision relating to sugars 
above No, 13 by lowering the rate of that class of sugars one-half a 
cent a pound; so that if adopted, there being no sugars imported into 
this country above No. 13, it will give to the people of the country the 
sugar, which we force through the refineries, cheaper by just one-half 
a cent a pound, and will give the refiners less protection by this half a 
cent a pound, and you leave the refiners with a profit of four and three- 
tenths mills per pound. It will break in on the trust, and largely 
break it up. 

And now I want to cal] the attention of my venerable friend from 
Tammany Hall [laughter], who says that they are trying to break 
up the trusts in New York—I refer to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Spr1noLa]—that they are going to break up these trusts by 
prosecuting them under the criminal laws. I always understood, Mr. 
Chairman, that it was better to lock the stable door before the horse 
was stolen than to try to catch and punish the thief after the horso 


T want to ask my colleague a ques- 


was gone. My provision will take the foundation from under your 
Havemeyers the other Tammany people who are in this trust 


[laughter] and break it up, and then there will not be any need in 
your tryi ioiees Se criminal laws of the State to bear upon them 
and send them to t ten’ 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I wanted to ask my colleague a ques- 
tion while he was addressing the committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is it? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I want to ask my colleague if the 
honorable President of the United States did not himself sign the Ele- 
vated Railroad trust of New York. Will the gentleman from Tam- 
many Hall answer that? 
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Mr. SPINOLA. The “ gentleman from Tammany Hall’? will take | that the question of drawback was one 
great pleasure in answering the gentieman’s question by simply inform- tion to sug and that p 
ing him that no such trust has ever existed in New York as the one he y repealing lraw e sugar WAS ¢ { ‘ 
mentions. be t 1 until Congress uly to go further in that 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Yes, sir; the Elevated trust. Mr. CANNON i had r int 
Mr. SPINOLA. There is no such trust known as the Elevated Rail- 
road trust. M RECKINRIDGI Kentucky. I 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The President signed it and allowed | I said the gent ’ 
this trust to get a foothold there in that city. | never kes political speeches « 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to th rendme} cratie side 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ]. Mr. CANNON, I want to 
The amendment was rejected. man from New York would acco as | 
Mr. WEBER. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desl Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ke y. It is sugge t 
a eee ae as follows : | ment was too broad; that Is 
dd after line 359 the following only MAKes | lit l } Hes ih a J ‘ : hoe 
2 Provide d, All drawbacks on sugar shall be paid in a ln Ww t publican colleagues Ll aceeynt the amend! 
polariscopic test, as herein provided Mr. CANNON Now. ‘ } 
Mr. WEBER. I desire only to say that this is the last assau t on the | political speech, will he allow me to ask 
sugar trust. It affords an opportunity to the gentlemen on the other | he does not think that this amendment, v 
side to purge themselves of the suspicion, which should they vote this harine strength, where t 3 exported, in each cargo 
down will become a certainty, that they are acting as is most desired | should prevail 
by the sugar trust. This simply provides that sugar going out of the Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck; \ 
country shall be tested precisely the same as sugar coming into the | cers of the Treasury Department ha tho 4 
country, because substantially all the sugar coming into this country | to test the saccharine strength of ul ry} 
comes in under No. 13 and in accordance with the polariscopic test Mr. CANNON How would it do to make i dat 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. Mr. MILLS. But it can be of no service on this, bes 
Mr. WEBER. If the gentieman is going to answer, I will reserve | Secretary of the Treasury has to make an « ite and tl 
my time. loing it under all the administ ’ ' t 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not care about the gen secretary it by the offic r | to find 
tleman’s time. I have plenty of time of my own. I have nothing to | they can what amount of sugar pays duty on coming in, and tl ft 
say about the identification of the Democratic party with trust r { refined, what the wastage i 1 they deduct that im 
will be abundant time for the diseussion of that matter hereafter on | 1 iccording] It is a mat stimate | 
the stump. but the question of a drawback is avery important ques- | [1 iry Department, and the } n ing to do 
tion as to a great many of the articles on which it is given. There are | The polarisco] used when tl 
some forty or fifty articles on which when exported drawbacks are al- | str | 
lowed; allowed as to the whole amount of duty in certain cases, as to Mr. BAYNE. I told tl no ( 
90 per cent. in certain cases, and as to 99 per cent. duty in certain other | refining 
cases. I hold the list in my hand. The gentleman from New York M [(L] That is a question 
[ Mr. Weser} might ndicate a much more conspicuous devotion to tl Mr. BAYN B pay ad 
interest of the tax-payer and consumer of America if he would d1 Mr. MILLS. We J nil ! 
an article which would abolish all the drawback rates and put the t ministrations they were paying too h drawback; but tl i 
payer of America upon the same footing with the consumer abroad u ‘thelp it. It was a question of estimate, and when tl 
der this advantage. Department found that they were | ¢ back more than 
But it was, in the judgment of those who have gone before us, they lowered the rebat [ kn { 1 { 
wise thing as to certain articles to allow a drawback on those imports | ered it. 
which are afterward exported upon which there was an import dut Mi LLIN é ! t 
when imported. I do not see any reason why an exception should be | was fron 2 to 2.60 1 & x 
made in sugar. Ithought at one time that there mi ight be such an | it was reduced to 2.40, until now it i yw what i tually pa 
exception, but I studied the whole question in its relation to all the | the refiners. As to this l however, I be in« 
industries and it seemed that a step of that sort as to this article, leay- | That le present ‘ ‘ ‘ nd I . 
ing out all otl lers, Was one ths ’ we were not prepared to take. T! the act of 1583, 
is a question that does not relate to the sugar industry alone, but to Ir. MILLS. I hope our friend the othe 
all others. , dispose of this sugar schedule. 
Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairmar ) t 
Mr. BRECI eee of Kentucky. Oh, certainly. Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that t ( ks o 
Mr. BAYNE. As I understand it, the sugar that goes out gets a | ported sugar under this Administrat een, I thu 1 2.82 
larger drawbac i then 1e duty paid when it came in under this system; | to 2.60 per pound, where it now rest 
and as I understand it, that principle does not apply to any other draw- Mr. MCMILLIN. It is 2.60 0n the 
back. | Mr. WEBER. The only reduction 1 et 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman has shown in | into et ect has been on the highest g1 
this long and protracted debate, in which he has taken quite acon-}| Mr. 3 cMIL LIN. The gentk d 1of 
spicuous part, a very great familiarity with all these matters; and he | A imini stration has reduced the amount of rebate pai 
is no doubt aware that this is fixed by the executive department of the Mr. WEBER. Ido not deny it, and when I \ ed 
Government; that it is fixed upon the basis of the waste of the sugar | iecting politi 3 int » this sugar question it sec { 
in the process of refining, whether accurate or not I de not know, but | terjection of politics was on the other side by 1 
it has been fixed by the various Secretaries of the Treasury under former | Virginia, and others, who called attent 
administrations and reduced under the present Administration. It was | under this Administration. 
fixed for the purpose of giving to the sugar exporter who has been the | McMILLIN. Imay not be strictly to t 
sugar importer the duty which he paid. It was larger per pound be- | but the fact remains that there has been a red on made 1 r tl 
cause a pound of refined sugar was richer in saccharine matter than a | present Aaseialote ation. 
pound of raw sugar which had been imported, and it was to provide; Mr. WEBER. The new tariff went into effect in 1983. 
for waste that the additional amount was given. Whether it was ac- | poe of duties necessitated a reduction of drawback rates. In Iss4 
curate or not is a question with which I am unfamiliar. It is purely | the amouutof drawbacks paid on sugars exported reached ab 1,579 
an administrative question and has been decided by this Administra- | 000, a figure whichit had several times before reached. Th 
tion to be inaccurate heretofore, because it has reduced the amount of ; a Republican Administration. In 1385, however, it piciously jut 
the drawback. ° | up to six millions five or six hundred thousand dollars, and it took tt 
Mr. CANNON. Right here allow me to state that I inquired at the | Democratic Administration sixteen months before they came to the 
Treasury Department touching this matter and was informed, not only clusion that there was something wrong about it, and then reduced 
by the Treasury agents, bui by the Assistant Secretary,who had this | rates on the hi eh« t grade from 2.82 to 2.60 per vound. 
matter in charge, that sugar refiners refused absolutely to state the cost Mr. Mc ADOO. The trouble was that there were too many 
of refining or the amount of waste. | licans still in offic . They were not turned out 1 lly « 
Mr. BRECKINRIDG E, of Kentucky. That, however, is a q uestion | [Lau hter. J 
of administration. It is not a matterof statute. The question I de- Mr. BRECKINRII of Kentucky. How 1 1 does t 


sire to submit is a mere business suggestion in answer to the amend- | man say was exported | ae year? 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. WEBER], and not in re- Mr. WEBER. Iam not speaking gbout tie amount of pour I 
Sponse to the political speech made by the gentleman from New York, | am speaking of the drawbacks in dollars. ‘Che gentleman from Ar- 
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kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and I differed as to ‘amounts awhile ago, 
arising from the fact that he referred to the value of the sugars while 
I referred to the drawbacks. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WEBER, and it 
was rejected —ayes 52, noes 79. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 35 cents per pound. 


Mr. MILLS. Some gentlemen have asked that the paragraph just 
read be passed over informally; and I accordingly make that request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, That is what I was about to ask. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the paragraph just read 
by the Clerk will be passed over for the present, with leave to recur to 
it hereafter. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Potato or corn starch, rice starch, and other starch, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the paragraph 
just read. The manufacture of starch in the United States is an im- 
portant industry. I do not believe there is any good reason for reduc- 
ing the tariff on starch; and there are several good reasons why itshould 
not be reduced. The present duty upon corn starch is 2 cents a pound; 
this bill, as now presented to us, proposes to reduce that duty to 1 cent 
a pound. There can be but two reasons given by the majority of the 
committee in favor of this reduction: First, that it will help to reduce 
the surplus revenue; second, that it will give consumers cheaper 
starch; and,third, possibly assist in giving us the markets of the world. 
We will examine these grounds and see what foundation there is for 
them or any of them. ; 

Mr. Chairman, in the last year starch manufactured in the United 
States amounted in value to about $15,000,000. The capital invested 
in the United States in this business is about $10,000,000, and four or 
five States are interested in it. The amount of money paid during the 
last year to laborers in this branch of industry was about $2,000,000. 
The number of acres of land which it takes to raise the corn that is 
made into starch in the United States is 480,000—very nearly half a 
million acres. If you reduce the duty upon starch 1 cent a pound it 
will be necessary to reduce the wages of the men in order that the 
manufacturing establishments in the United States may keep in-opera- 
tion. You are not going to get the markets of the world, because 
Canada and some thirteen other countries which manufacture starch 
have a duty upon the article which is more than the duty we place 
upon it in the United States. So that by this reduction of duty you 
not only strike a blow at the starch industry of the United States, but 
you really assist those outside this country who are engaged in the 
manufacture. 

This industry is carried on in at least five States, New York, Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa. There is plant enough now in existence 
and in process of construction in this country to supply the wants ot 
the entire population of the United States. 

You must remember, also, that the immense outlay of capital in this 
business has been ventured upon the faith that the Government would 
not change the rate of duty. 

It can not be said that the price of corn starch has been kept up by 
the tariff, because we find that in 1865 the export price of starch was 
9.8 cents per pound; and in 1875, ten years afterward, the export price 
was 5.7 cents per pound, a reduction of nearly one-half. In 1885, ten 
years later, the export price was 4 cents a pound (I am taking the av- 
erage); and in 1887, the last year, the average export price was less than 
3 cents a pound. So that during all this time, while we had a tariff of 
2 cents a pound on starch, the price to the consumer steadily decreased. 
In my home city, Oswego, we have probably the largest establishment 
for making corn starch in the world. The output from this one estab- 
lishment last year was nearly or quite 20,000,000 pounds. Think of it, 
20,000,000 pounds, or nearly one thousand car-loads. 

The average amount of money which the American family pays for 
starch during the course of a year is less than 25 cents, and there is no 
burden on the people by the duty on starch. The amount received 
upon importations of starch into this country is less than $7,000. So 
that, by reducing this duty, you are not going to do anything consid- 
erable in the way of a reduction of the surplus, Nor would you re- 
duce the price of starch. I believe the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means only claim that by this reduction upon starch the 
surplus will be reduced to the extent of about yr 

The farmer is interested in this question. It is a fact which every 
man on this floor, before he votes on this question, should know, that 
last year we exported but a little more than 40,000,000 bushels of corn; 
and there should go beside that this other fact, that last year there were 
used in the manufacture of starch in the United States almost 13,000,000 
bushels of corn. 

In this one industry almost one-third as much corn is used as we sold 
in the ‘‘ markets of the world.”’ 

There can be but little profit in corn starch at from 2} to 4 cents per 
pound. You should not strike this ind . Letitalone. It gives 
nearly fifteen thousand farmers steady employment to raise the corn 
necessary to keep the twenty-four corn-starch factories in this country 
_ Tunning. These thousand iarmers, because of these starch facto- 
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ories, have a steady home market each year for 13,000,000 bushels of 
corn. Not only this, but these fifteen thousand farmers have families, 
Not less than forty thousand people are interested in raising the corn 
used in making starch, if you count four or five to each farmer’s family. 
Then, too, there are four or five thousand laborers who find steady em- 
ployment in these factories at good wages. There are nearly six hun- 
dred people employed in the one factory in my city, where there is 
more corn starch made probably than in any other one factory in the 
world, 

The present duty of 2 cents is not prohibitory, as the following figures 
will show: 
rom of starch imported into this country in— 


gee ee er ee 1, 629, 221 
1885 .. 614, 879 
OO ce re oe eek Nl ee ee 414,421 
I a ciaecetres ee Latittasntasankchnsanss taneous tae oat een 311, 856 


Reduce the tariff to 1 cent a pound as this bill proposes and you put 
the factories that make corn starch in this country in competition with 
cheap foreign labor; notcheap foreign labor in the manufacture of corn 
starch, but cheap foreign labor in the manufacture of potato starch. 
You have potatoes on the free-list now; that strikes at our farmers. 
Now you propose to reduce the tariff on starch so that foreign nations 
can make their potatoes into starch and send it here and sell it cheaper 
than corn starch canbemade. This will ruin the manufacture of corn 
starch in this country. The farmer will lose his market for 13,000,000 
bushels of corn. He will lose his home market. This will destroy 
the opportunity of four thousand laborers who now find remunerative 
labor in this business; this will cause the ten millions of capital in- 
vested in corn-starch manufacture in this country to be destroyed. 
You do not open the markets of the world by this blow at starch-mak- 
ing, but you open your own markets to the world. 

I have shown this tariff on starch is not added to the cost of starch 
to the consumer, for starch has steadily decreased in cost to the con- 
sumer until it is now less than 4 cents per pound on an average, when 
twenty years ago it was more than twice that in cost to the consumer. 
Competition between manufacturers in this country has reduced the 
price. Let the majority of the Ways and Means Committee show one 
petition asking for a reduction of tariff on corn starch. There has been 
no request to that end. 

This reduction will not reduce the surplus, for you will find that 
the 1 cent per pound tariff which this bill leaves will bring more revy- 
enue than the 2 cents has brought. The importations will increase 
enough to more than make up the difference. 

No, Mr. Chairman, let this industry alone. Let the farmer’s inter- 
est in it alone. Let the laborer’s interest in it alone. Do not destroy 
the capital, but be wise enough to protect and foster all these in leav- 
ing the tariff at 2 cents per pound. 

If you should succeed and make law of this provision as to starch, 
and destroy starch-making in this country, then you would place the 
people of this country in the hands of foreign starch-makers, and up 
would go the price. 

No, Mr. Chairman, let the American people be supplied by ous own 
starch-makers. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, this item of the pending tariff 
bill is one which affords our friends on both sides of the House an op- 
portunity to- attest the sincerity of the protestations they have made, 
that they seek to promote the interests of the farmer. This article of 
potato starch is one in which the farming interests in certain sections 
of our country are directly concerned to a very important degree. In 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and New York, where the largest 
portion of our potatostarch is manufactured, the starch factories furnish 
the principal home market for the farmer’s potatoes. Ina large por- 
tion of the agricultural regions of those States the starch factories form 
one of the essential sources of reliance for the farmer. 

In the northern part of my State—the most fertile region of Maine-— 
the potato-starch industry is a most important factor with regard to the 
interests of the farmer. During some years past the starch factories of 
this country have probably consumed annually something like 3,000,- 
000 or 4,000,000 bushels of potatoes; and the production of starch has 
been 25,000,000 or 30,000,000 pounds. The starch factories are located 
in the immediate vicinity of the potato fields. The farmer digs his pota- 
toes and sells them almost at his very door. During a number of years 
past the farmers in Aroostook County, Maine, where this industry is 
very largely carried on, have been enabled to sell their potatoes with- 
out assortment, pm Aye small, just as taken from the field, at prices 
varying from 25 to 30 cents a bushel, to the starch factories. Without 
these factories those farmers would have no market for that class of 
their potato product that is not adapted for table use. ; 

By reducing the duty 50 per cent., as proposed in this bill, you will 
simply — the potatoes raised in the British provinces to come 
across line and compete ruinously with the product of the farmers 
of my State and of the other States bordering on Canada which are in- 
terested in this business. 

In that portion of my own district to which I have alluded there are 
some forty of these starch factories scattered through the potato region, 
producing thousands of tons of starch annually and providing the farna- 
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ers with a reliable cash market at home for hundreds of thousands of 
bushels of potatoes. 

In a recent interview on the subject, Mr. Alba Holmes, one of the 
leading starch manufacturers of Aroostook County, Maine, stated em- 
phatically that the removal of the duty on starch would close every 
factory in that county. The reduction of the duty to 1 cent per pound 
would probably be quite as disastrous. Mr. Holmes said: 


The average price of starch for some time past has been 4 cents per pound. 
Owing tothe prices we pay for potatoes and labor, there is only a very small 
margin for profit. In fact we could not continue the business and sell at a less 
price. We lind formidable competitors in Germany and Holland, who, owing 
to their starvation labor prices and the low prices paid for potatoes, are enabled 
to export large quantities of starch, pay a duty of 2 cents per yound, and sell 
for 4 cents and make a profit. Take off the duty and we could not, nor would 
we try to compete with them, I shall close my factories that moment the duty 
is taken off. 

Take the matter of dextrine or burnt starch. It was formerly manufactured 
in Providence, R.I., and in New York, the two factories using about 1,400 tons 
of starch annually. Atthattime it was protected by a fair duty and the business 
flourished, The duty was unjustly reduced to 1 cent per pound. We say un- 
justly, because it takes 1} pounds ofstarchtomake a pound of dextrine, and at 
the present rate of duty onstarch it should now be 3cents instead of one. The 
result was what might have been expected, the American manufacturers of 
dextrine were driven to the wall,and to-day there is not a pound manufactured 
in the United States. 

Hon. Thomas H. Phair, State senator from the same county, and the 
owner of seven starch factories, declares that without the protective 
tariff not a pound of starch could be made in Aroostook until the farm- 
ers should be ready to furnish potatoes for10centsa bushel. Hesays: 

Last year Canadian factories paid from 10 to 13 cents a bushel for their pota- 
toes, while the factories on the American side paid from 25to30cents, Take off 
the duty and our farmers must sell their potatoes for 2 or 3 cents a bushel less 
than the province farmers,on account of difference of freight, or not sell any. 

A few days ago, while in Boston, I met a Prince Edward’s Island man who had 
several tons of starch to sell, and he sold it for 4} cents, less the duty of 2 cents 
and 24 per cent. commission—that is, he so!d for 2} cents, less the 2} per cent. 
commission, and paid the freight, #2.50aton. Atthe prices paid for potatoes 
last year by our factories the cost of starch here was about 4} cents a pound. 
a the Prince Edward man paid $2.50 a ton for transportation we have to 

vay $7.50. 

; Notonly must the free-trade policy, if adopted by the people, shut up every 
starch factory in Aroostook, but it must absolutely stop shipments of potatoes, 
unless our farmers are ready and willing to produce them for less price than 
the province farmers now realize. 

Hon. C. F. A. Johnson, a pioneer in this industry, and one of the 
most highly-respected citizens of his section, stated before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means a few years ago, when this interest was 
similarly threatened, that the interests of more than ten thousand farm- 
ers were involved. He said: 

Protection to the starch-maker is protection of the utmost importance to the 
farmer, It really means to him home comforts, the education of his children, 
and the support in his community of religious and charitable institutions, with 
all that those advantages imply. 

If any gentleman of this committee has ever had the good fortune to be a 
planter and hoer and digger of potatoes he will readily assent to the proposi- 
tion that 25 cents per bushel is as low as he or any other man ought to do it. 
At this price, which is the usual one paid by starch-makers, starch costs from 
3} to 4} cents per pound, to which must be added from one-half to five-eighths 
of a cent per pound for transportation, storage, and commission. This brings 
up the cost when it is sold to 4} to 4j cents per pound. This variation in cost is 
explained chiefly by variation in quality of potatoes in different years. I have 
known years when they yielded but 6 pounds per bushel. 

There is in the communities in which these mills are located in my own 
State (Maine) a large amount of capital invested; the business is one involving 
large risks; my own firm lost in this business in 1881 over $12,000. 

The present tariff of 2 cents per pound isas small as we can possibly work 
under. A reduction would demolish the industry in the United States. The 
farmers of the neighboring maritine provinces (contentedly or otherwise) pro- 
duce potatoes at much less price than ours can, and the Canadian starch-makers 
have a very material advantage over us in the matter of transportation. 

We can not takea pound of starch to their country without paying their govy- 
ernment a duty of 2 cents. Why should not American citizens have the advan- 
tage of their own markets? 


Last year the starch factories in the province of New Brunswick 
paid from 10 to 13 cents a bushel for their potatoes right across the St. 
John River at the very time when the farmers of my State were re- 
ceiving 25 and 30 cents for every bushel they could lay down at the 
starch factory. If you agree to this proposed reduction of one-half of 
the present duty, making it but 1 cent per pound, the result is to be 
the destruction of this industry on the American side of the line. You 
are going to take away from the farmers of New England, New York, 
and the other States interested this chief market for the sale of one of 
their important products; and you are going to do this, very strangely, 
as it seems to me, directly in the face of the fact that the Canadian 
tariff to-day puts a duty of 2 cents upon every pound of starch that 
goes from the United States to the British provinces. 

Our present duty on starch is in no sensea burden upon the Ameri- 
can people. The additional cost that is imparted to a yardof cloth by 
reason of the starch used in its manufacture is infinitesimal, and this 
potato starch is used almost entirely for the purpose of starching yarns 
and fabrics of cotton cloth and cloth for prints. Yet by this legisla- 
tion cutting down the duty one-half you propose to say to the farmers 
of Maine, of New York, New Hampshire, Vermont, and elsewhere, who 
who have been engaged in raising potatoes upon land better adapted 
for that than for other purposes, ‘‘ The American Congress has decreed 
that you shall sell no more of your potatoes at the prices they now 
bring, but you must raise and sell them to compete witi the low prices 
of the Canadian farmers.”’ 
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Everybody knows that in Canada labor is cheaper, land is chea; 
and that the people live in a less comfortable way than we are willin 
that our American farmers should live; so that the competition in- 
volved in the proposed reduction of duty, so far as the potato industry 
is concerned, would be to our farmers simply destructive. 

I can not see why we are called upon toshow to Canada a liberality 
which Canada refuses to show tous. Ican notsee why we are called upon 
to allow the products of the starch factories of Canada to come over into 
the United States at one-half the duty which the Canadian Government 
exacts from the American manufacturer if he tries to sell starch in the 
British provinces. There is no logic in this; there is no patriotism in 
it; there is no common sense in it; there is no it to our 
farmers. On the contrary, so far as my section of the country is con- 
cerned, it is one of the most direct and serious blows that this Millis 
bill proposes to strike at the agricultural interests. 

Mr. Chairman, this reduction of the tariff on potato-starch and the 
failure to put the rate on dextrine and similar starch products at a rate 
that will protect the American producer form part of what seems a 
systematic assault upon all the leading industries of my State, as evi- 








justice in 


| dence of which I have compiled from the figures published by the 


Ways and Means Committee the following comparative statement: 


THE DEMOCRATIC ASSAULT UPON MAINE'S INDUSTRIES—HOW THE MILLS BILL 
STRIKES AT NEW ENGLAND LUMBERING, MANUFACTURING, AND FARMING IN- 
TERESTS FOR THE BENEFIT OF EUROPE AND CANADA—FACTS THAT Srl 


LOUDER THAN WORDS. 

The following table shows exactly how the Democratie Mills tarifl-re- 
duction bill proposes to strike down the protective duties that under Re- 
publican laws have stimulated American industries, increased the wages 
of American labor, furnished a profitable home market for our farmers, 
and given to American workingmen the most comfortable and happy 
homes in the world. Although a few items cited below have heen 
dropped out of this bill since it was reported, the following list repre 
sents the changes of the existing tariff proposed by the Mills bill as i 
was indorsed by the Democratic national convention at St. Louis an 
the Democratic State convention of Maine: 


t 
i 














Protective duties under | Propesed rates’ under 
> the Democratic Mills 
the Republican tariff. tariff 
ariff. 
Timber: 
Hewn and sawed and | 20 per cent. ad valorem... Free-list. 
timber used for spars 
and in building 
wharves. 

Squared or sided........ 1 cent per cubic foot.... Do. 
Wood, unmanufactured 20 per cent. ad valorem.. Do. 
Sawed boards, planks, and | $1 and $2 per 1,000 feet.... Do. 

deals, and all other arti- 
cles of sawed lumber. 
Hubs, for wheels, posts, last- ’ 20 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
blocks, wagon-blocks, car- 
blocks, gun-blocks, head- | 
ing-blocks, and all like 
locks or sticks, rough, | 
hewn, or sawed only. 
Staves of wood............0ccs000 10 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
Pickets and palings.... 20 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
i enna cacti 15 cents per 1,000 Do, 
Ee f FUL UU , Do, 
Clapboards, pine or spruce $1.50 to $2 per 1,000......... Do. 
Fish-glue, or isinglass............ 25 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
Soap, hard and soft..............., 20 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
Hemlock extract, for tan- joni ainenees | Do. 
ning. 
PG catictubidmateutiiien a 10 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
All earths or clays, un- 1.50 per ton. Do. 
wrought or unmanufact- 
ured, 
China, clay, or kaolin ........... GOI dsintsinacenecccties Do. 
Brick ...........000ccecseecsecsereseseeee| 20 percent. ad valorem Do, 
Vegetables, fresh orin brine | 10 percent. ad valorem Do. 
(cucumbers, pickles, cab- | 
bages, turnips, carrots, | 
beets, tomatoes, squashes, 
pumpkins, etc.) 
Meats, game, and poultry.....!........ do Do. 
Milk, fresh do Do. 
BE WEEN c cn censitinctntes ial do ao aaa Do. 
Beans, pease, and split pease.| 10 and 20 per cent. ad | Do. 
valorem. 
Pulp, for paper-makers’ use..| 10 percent. ad valorem.. Do. 
BEIIEIOD diss econscseccsnccnescerene ..| 15 cents per pound.. Do. 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, | 20 per cent. ad valorem..! Do. 
not medicinal. 
Feathers of all kinds... 25 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
Grease..... 10 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
BAe ccccse , i aintscedasailoainmanns Do, 
Garden seeds................. 20 per cent. ad valorem Do. 
Marble of all kinds.... 65 cents per cubic foot Do, 
Plaster of Paris, ground or | 20 per cent. ad valorem, Do. 
calcined, 
Granite, freestone, sand- | $1 per ton... Do. 
stone, and all building or 
monumental stone un- 
manufactured. 
I is hntinntneieoniecsavensds sini 1 cent per pound Do. 
Wools: Clothing wools of | l2and l0cents per pound Do. 
various grades. 
Slate, and manufactures of | 30 per cent. ad valorem..| 20 per cent. ad \alorem 


slate, j i 


PWeAaph LisyITanw 6° LLON 








6038 








Proposed rates under 
the Democratic Mills 


| Protective duties under 


the Republican tariff. tariff. 


— — —. — — 








| 

Anvils, anchors, or parts | 2 cents per pound 
thereof; mill-irons and 
mill-cranks of wrought- 


1} cents per pound, 


iron, and wrought-iron 
for ships, and forgings of 
iron and steel for vessels, 
steam-engines, and loco- 
motives, or parts thereof, 
weighing each 25 pounds 
or more, 

Baws 

Cabinet and 


house 
ture, finished. 
Lumber: 
Boards, planks, deals, | 
and other sawed lum- 


furni- 


| 

ber of hemlock, white- | 
wood, sycamore, and 

basswood: | 

Planed or finished 

| 

i 

| 


$1.50 per 1,000 feet.......... | 50 cents per 1,000 fect. 
on one side. 


Planed or finished | $2 per 1,000 feet............... $1 per 1,000 feet. 
on two sides, 
Planed on twosides, | $2.50 per 1,000 feet........... $1.50 per 1,000 feet. 
tongued and 
grooved, 
All other articles of 
sawed lumber notelse- 
where specified : 
Planed or finished | $2.50 per 1,000 feet.......... | 50 cents per 1,000 feet. 
on one side. : 
Planed or finished | $3 per 1,000 feet............... | $1 per 1,000 feet. 
on two sides, 
Planed one side, |......... iP stctinedamindats Do. 
tongued and 
grooved, 
Planed on twosides, | $3.50 per 1,000 feet.. ........| $1.50 per 1,000 feet. 
tongued and 
grooved. | 
All omer manufactures of 35 per cent. ad valorem..| 30 per cent.ad valorem. 
wood, 
Potato starch ..................s000«0.) 2 cents per pound........... 1 cent per pound. 
Oil-cloths for floors .......0..+0++ 40 per cent. ad valorem..| 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Woolen rags, shoddy, etc.....) 10 cents per pound ......... Free-list. 
Printing paper, unsized, for | 15 per cent. ad valorem.. 





12 per cent, ad valorem. 
booksand newspapers. 






Sized or glued for printing ... 20 per cent. ad edeeonn. | 15 per cent. ad valorem, 
PARSE WOTOE ccc issssscrcrmnpnivesions 35 per cent. ad valorem. | 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Brushes of all kinds.............. | 30 per cent. ad valorem..! 20 percent. ad valorem. 
Card clothing for factories ...| —_ 45 cents per square ro cents per square 
| oot, \. 
Carriages and parts of............ 85 per cent. ad valorem..| 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Friction matches ........... asinine th adessashehiesneniiled 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Inks and ink powders...........| 30 per cent. ad valorem.) 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Marble, sawed, dressed, and | $1.10 per cubic foot......... 65 cents per cubic foot. 
les, 


| 
Marble manufactures............. 50 per cent. ad valorem..| 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


COTTON AND WOOLEN MANUFACTURES. 


Cotton goods.—Under the existing tariff all cotton manufactures are protected 
by a specific duty equivalent to about 40 per cent. on the average—the common 
grades less, and the fine grades more. 

‘The Mills bill abolishes all specific duties and substitutes a sweeping ad valo- 
rem duty of 40 percent. for all kinds of goods. Asthe ad valorem duties invite 
fraudulent undervaluations, which —— reduce duties 8 to 10 per cent., 
the practical effect of such a change in the would be to reduce the protec- 
tion on fine goods so as to prevent their manufacture in this country. 

Woolen goods.—The present tariff imposes a duty of about 35 cents per pound 
(as an equivalent for the duty on wool, of which the wool-grower receives the 
benefit), and 35 per cent. ad valorem on coarse and 40 cent. ad on 
fine goods. As the pound duty is intended to be 





valorem 
e a little more than the 
average duty on the wool, to guard against errors, that is also a slight protec- 
tion to those engaged in woolen manufacturing. 

‘The Mills bill abolishes the pound duty (because of free wool) and imposes an 
ad valorem duty of 35 per cent., and 40 per cent. on imported woolens. The 
farmer loses the advantage of the duty on wool, and the manufacturer is left 
with nothing but the ad valorem duty on imported woolens, the effect of which 
must be to increase impertations and thus injure the home manu rers, 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the Jaws in rela- 
tion to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


WILLIAM H. TABBARRAH. 


Mr. MOFFITT. I ask,by unanimous consent, to discharge the Com- 
niittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah, and that the same 
be now put upon its 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


lve it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed 
to correct the record of William H. Tabbarrah,! te a in oa: 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, so that the same shall show him 
to have been discharged for gunshot wound of right thigh received in action, 
instead of the reeord now 


‘the amendment reported by the committee was to strike out “ pri- 
vate’’ and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ sergeant.’’ 


GCOAD 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ee ee a CE LLC RE CL a 


CONGARESSTONAT, RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 9, 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the report of the com- 
mittee be read. 
The report of the committee (by Mr. CArry) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 948) for 
the relief of William H. Tabbarrah, beg leave to report: 


The records of the War Departmentshowthat William H. Tabbarrah, late ser- 
geant of Company F, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Voiunteers, was dis- 
charged February 27, 1863, at convalescent camp, Alexandria, Va., on surgeon's 
certificate of disability, by reason of tuberculosis contracted after enlistment. 
(See record hereto annexed.) 

The evidence before the committee shows that the discharge of the said Tabbar- 
rah for the cause stated was erroncous; that he was not disabled by reason of 
tuberculosis at the time of his discharge, but was disabled by reason of wounds 
received in the service, and that the cause assigned for his discharge should 
have been on account of gunshot wound. (See affidavits hereto annexed.) 

The committee recommend thatthe bill pass with the following amendment: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the bill, where the same occurs, the word “ private”? and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “sergeant.” 


War DerarrmMeEnt, Washington Cily, April 20, 1888. 


Sin: In reply to your request of the 15th ultimo for information upon House 
bill 948, Fiftieth Congress, tirst session, to provide for correction of the record of 
William H. Tabbarrah, late of Company F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, 
so as to show him discharged for wound, I have the honor to inclosea report of 
the 18th instant from the Adjutant-General, which, it is believed, furnishes the 
information requested. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 

Hon, R. W. TownsnEND, 

Chairman Commitiee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, 


Wak DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, Aprii 18, 1888. 

Sia: I have the honor to return House bill 948, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
authorizing the Secretary of Warto correct the record of William H. Tabbarrah, 
late a private in Company F, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, to 
show him to have been discharged by reason of gunshot wound of right thigh, 
received in action, instead of the record now made, transmitted by the chairman 
of the House Committee on Military Affairs,and,in compliance with instruc- 
tions, to report as follows: 

The records of this office show that Sergeant William H. Tabbarrah, Company 
F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, was enrolled October 25, 1861, mustered 
in November 15, 1861, and present for duty to April 30, 1862. Onroil for June, 1862, 
heis reported absent in hospitalat Annapolis, Md., wounded at the battle of Fair 
Oaks, May 31, 1862. On June 3, 1862, he was admitted to the general hospital at 
Annapolis, Md., with gunshot wound, location not stated, and was treated until 
December 18, 1862, when he was returned to duty and sent to his regiment. 
While en route to his regiment he was examined by the medical board at Con- 
valescent Camp, near Alexandria, Va., February 14, 1863, and discharged Feb- 
ruary 27, 1863, at said camp on surgeon’s certificate of disability by reason of 
tuberculosis contracted since enlistment. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. C. DRUM, 
Adjutant-General, 
The SECRETARY OF WaR. 


To the Adjutant-General of the United States Army, ete.: 
Cirxton County, New York, ss.: 


William H. Tabbarah, being duly sworn, says that he resides at Plattsburgh, 

.Y., and was a sergeant in Company F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, 
in the late war, and now draws a pension for gunshot wound of right thigh, 
by pension certificate No. 13583, which wound was received at the battle of Fuir 
Oaks, May 31, 1862. 

Deponent further states that he has made application for a bounty by reason 
of being di for wounds; and the same has been denied upon the ground 
that the record shows that deponent was discharged for difficulty of the lungs, 
when, in fact, deponent has never had difficulty of the lungs at all, and was 
d solely on account of said wound and for no other cause whatever. 
to defendant’s knowledge; and deponent respectfully asks that upon the evi- 
dence on file upon his lication for pension,and in other records contained, and 
that herewith submitted, said records be corrected and made to show that he 
was discharged for gunshot wound, as he in fact was. 

WILLIAM H. TABBARAH. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of January, 1883. 

F. F. HATHAWAY. 
Notary Public, 
STatTE oF New Yor«K Clinton County, ss: 

James M. Fulton, being duly sworn, says that his residence and post-office is 
Beekmantown, Clinton County, New York, and has resided there and been a 
practicing physician and surgeon in said county for forty-three years last past; 
that his is now sixty-nine years. Deponent further says that he is and has 
been for ut twenty-seven years last past well acquainted with William I. 
Tabbarrah, and knew him well, both before his enlistment in the Ninety-sixth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers and after his discharge and return home 
from said service, and since said Tabbarrah’s discharge deponent has been his 
family physician until said Tabbarrah removed from Beekmantown aforesaid 
to Plattsburgh, upon his appointment as keeper of the light-house upon Cum- 
berland Head, in said town, oy the west shore of Lake Champlain, which po- 
sition said Tabbarrah still holds. Deponent further says that shortly after said 
William H. Tabbarrah’s discharge, in the spring of 1863, deponent saw him and 
knows that said Tabbarrah was badly wounded in his right thigh, and de 
aided in dressing said wound and in searching for the ball, and deponent 
that said wound made said Tabbarrah a cripple ever since. 

De nt further says that inall his attendance upon said Tabbarrah depo- 
nent not known him to have any difficulty of the lungs nor disease of the 
Jungs of any kind, more than perhaps a cold or some little ailment of that sort, 
and deponent knows that when said Tabbarrah returned from the war he had 
no lung trouble whatever. Deponent further says that he has no interest in 
said ’s matters, either pension, bounty, or otherwise; and further saith 


J. M. FULTON, M. D. 
to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 1883, and I certify 
said witness is a physician in good standing in his profession, and entitled 


that 
to full credit. 
JAMES J. BROWN, 
Justice of the Peace. 
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STATE or New YORK, Clinton County, ss 

Romeo Hyde, of Beekmantown, in said county, being duly sworn, says that 
his age is thirty-nine years; that he is well acquainted with William H, Tab- 
barrah, whe ts formerly a sergeant in Company F of the Ninety-sixth Regi- | 
ment New York V« eers, ¢ hich deponent was also a member in the late 
wat dd “nt |} l é hile aid reg it. Deponent further 
says that he saw said Tabbarrah within a very few days after the battle of I } 
Oaks,in M 2. Deponent saw him one of the first days in June at White- 
hou I 1 r 1 a stretcher badly wounded, and deponent knows that at 
that time and all through said service, so far as deponent knew at the t 
anc since, said Tabbarrah has had no difficulty of the lungs, but his trouble has 
always bee ice the war his said wound. 

Deponent further says that he is himself now a regular practicing physician 
in said town of Beekmantown, and has been for about fourteen years last 
anc is often seen said Tabbarrah in those years, as said Tabbarrah married | 


wife from a family resi ge with deponent, a 














y } nd deponent 
has never known or he that said h had any lung difficulty, but 1 
no doubt whatever but a ym. the service was wholly on a 
count of s runshot wound, from w » ever since has been and st s 





badly crippled and disabled; and furthe nent has no interest whatever 


said matter, 





ROMEO HYDE. 





Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 1883, and I cer- | 
tify t said witness is a physician in good and regular standing in his profes- 
sion, and entitled to full credit. 


JAMES J 


Justice 


BROWN, 

f the Peace. 
Mr. Morritt’s motion was agreed to, and the bill was taken up and 
the amendment of the committee agreed to; and then the bill asamended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

assed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF 


WAY BILL. 

Mr. PEEL. Iask by unanimous consent that the House take a re- 
cess at 5 o’clock to-morrow evening until 8 o’clock; the evening ses- 
sion to be devoted to the consideration of bills granting right of way 
through Indian reservations, reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which there is no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

EVANSVILLE 


Ar ADT 
MARI 


NE HOSPITAL. 

Mr.HOVEY. Iask, by unanimous consent, to take up the bill (H. I 
1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evansville, Ind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 64. 

Mr. BLAND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOVEY. Not another bill shall pass by consent. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House take a recess until 5 o’clock, 
on that motion I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 59. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn, and on that 
motion I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were— 

Mr. BLAND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House take a recess until 6 o’ clock. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore de- 
clared the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’cleck a. m. 


> 
ue 


and 


ayes 22, noes 28. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND 


Under the rule private bills of the following 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10761) correcting the rank of Gus- 
tav Dachsel,and granting a pension to his widow in accordance’with 
that rank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 10762) for the relief of William Q. 
Lawrence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

xy Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10763) granting a p 
George W. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10764) granting a pension 
Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10765) for the relief of W. H. Cowherd 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way to the 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls and Northwestern Railway Company—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


REFERRED. 
titles were introduced 


“nsion to 





to L. S. 


By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10767) granting a pension to William 


J. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10768) granting a pension to James M. Duggan— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John 
M. Krunk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


TRA 





-to the | 
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By Mr. McCREAR \ H 107 t 

HH. ‘ 3 ‘ 1 ‘ \' ‘ 
», a 1(H. R 77 ) 
Ce i i I iI 
i i he lia i 
dlite Saeneier ona ( 
Commit on Cia 

By Mr. MORSE: A ) 

rt Comm on 

I M J OCK 
Vico—t ( 

| Mr. I ( 

Elisha Casey—to ( ( 

I Mr. k LAK DS ‘ i 

lil _ »T \) ( 

Also, a bi j t 
mitt m Vj ( 

I \ bill (H. 779 i i 
to W DN ‘ to tl Committee on ] i 

] Mi: Aw W i] i s Nl \ I H ’ 
Benjamine E. § ler—to the Con 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10781) for the relief of J 1 D 
Committee on Private Land Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 107 inting ! ) 
William H. Hood—to the ¢ 1ittee on In P 

ri »N I 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the ¢ < 
under the rule, and re 1 follow 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of John F. Green, of 
County, and of Martha W. Lindl of Lauderdale County, M 
for reference of their cla stot Court of Clai » the ¢ 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Resolution of the Chamber of Com ‘ 
Diego, Cal., and of the Board of Trade of Angeles, Cal., f 
passage of the bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Compa 
aracua—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition ot mes E. Wilmans, of Riley 

| and of James 8S. Smith, of Jackson County, Arkansas, for 1 ( 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War ¢ 


By Mr. GEAR: Petition of 130 citizens of Jefferson County, 
for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committ 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Port Gibson, Miss 
abolishing boxes in post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-O 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Harriet Ballard, of Alfred McConnell, 


| aud of Joseph Line, administrator of Wiley Line, deceased, of Tenn« 


see, for reference of their c!aims to the Court of Claims 


| mittee on War Claims. 





CNONARERCQTIONAT, RRC 


By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of John George Ryan, of Chicago, I 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of J. W. Winslow and 26 othe: 
citizens of the Third district of North Carolina, for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traftic. 

sy Mr. MCRAE: Petition of F. M. Halthoff, heir of Francis Ha! t- 
hoff, of Ashley County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court 


of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of John N. Berrong, of 
C. A. Humphreys, of Susan Lowry, and of Elisha Kimbrough, of Ten 
nessee, for reference of their cla to the: Court of Claims—to t 
Committee on War Claims. 





nis 


By Mr. REED: Resolutions of the General Conference of the Cor 
gational Churches of Maine, for repeal of internal-revenue laws, and 
prohibiting exportation and importation of liqu to the Comn , 

| on Ways and Means. 
| Also, petition of citizens of Navana, Tex., in favor of the sched 


of duties adopted by the wool-growers a1 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


ranufacture! 





By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Cassar Snell } i 
Cowan, of Murfreesborough, Tenn., for reference of their « ms tot 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Clair 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition for re pe aloflaw previ nting the pa t 
of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of W. A. Rooth and 42 oth: 

| citizens of St. Clair County, Missouri, in favor of certain amendm« 
to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of John Darnell for relief—to 1 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Petition of Rev. P. F. Ba i 


25 others citizens of the Eleventh district of Massachusetts, f 
hibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committ n 20- 


holic Liquor Traffic. 


YRP—_SEN ATH Civil 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of William H. Hood, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of citizens of Waupaca County, Wisconsin. 





The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

by Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 127 citizens of Manistee and Osceola Coun- 
ties, and of 149 citizens of Mason and Wexford Counties, Michigan. 

By Mr, E. B. TAYLOR: Of 185 citizens of Ashtabula and Trumbull 
Counties, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 10, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of George F. 
Calvert, of Port Orange, Fla., alleging fraud on the part of United 
States officials in the contested-homestead case of A. Force vs. E. H. 
Jones, and praying for investigation thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ife also presented a petition of citizens of Orange County, North Car- 
olina, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate- 
conimerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Winona, 
Minn., praying for the passage of the House bill authorizing the Wi- 
noua and Southwestern Railroad to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Winona, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SABIN presented a memorial of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Chamber 
of Commerce, remonstrating against the construction of bridges over 
the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ife also presented a petition of citizens of Redwood, Minn., praying 
for legislation protecting wool and woolen-manufacturing interests; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PAYNE presented two petitions, signed by 95 ex-Union soldiers 
and sailors, citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of John Cowdon in regard to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River and tributaries since 1830, and 
favoring the adoption of the Lake Borgne outlet improvement system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River. ‘, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 63 ex-Union soldiers and sail- 
ors, citizens of Westerville, Ohio, praying for the passage of the per 
diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. P. Wheeler and 124 other 
citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 3165) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 3164) granting an increase of pension to Henry Potter; and 

A bill (S. 3014) granting a pension to Joseph Zerbach. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 

A bill (H. R. 9910) inereasing the pension of William J. Headly; 

A bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. R. '7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike; 

A bill (S. 5197) granting a pension to Abbie L, Ham; 

A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Schaffer; 

A bill (S. 3230) granting a pension’to Martha J. Cole; and 

A bill (S. 3189) granting a pension to William T. Hutton. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 317!) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper, sub- 
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mitted an adverse report theron, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3138) granting a pension to George Wylie; 

A bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to James Smith; and 

A bill (S. 2704) granting a pension to James Hope Arthur. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth Ames; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. Huffman. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following petitions, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were 
agreed to; and the committee were discharged from their further consid- 
eration: 

The petition of Alfred E. Gathercole, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; and 

(The petition of Matilda Gillespie, as guardian of the minor children 
of John Barchill, praying that they be allowed a pension. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were 
agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8S. 3063) for the relief of Levinia Robinson; 

A bill (S. 3161) granting a pension to Henry Ann Stuart; 

A bill (8. 6) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline P. Trask; 

A bill (8S. 3070) for the relief of John Anthony Orleman and Mary 
Albina Wilhelmina Orleman; 

A bill (S. 3160) granting a pension to Nelson Beebe, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 951) for the relief of Elvira E. Baxter; 

A bill (S. 1309) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (8S. 3043) granting a pension to Samuel G. Whitley; 

A bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to George Slack; 

A bill (S. 3024) granting a pension to Lewis H. Linville; 

A bill (S. 3049) granting a pension to Christian Wanzel; and 

A bill (S. 3061) for the relief of Emma McCollum. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

A bill tr R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D, Outten; and 

A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re~- 
ferred the bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1540) granting a pension 
to Hannah Babb Hutchins, which was,in line 6, after the word ‘‘ pen- 
sion,’’ to strike out ‘‘ during life;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Babb Hutchins, a volun- 
teer nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $25 per month, 
in lieu of the one now received by her. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EMILY J. STANNARD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily J. Stannard, which was, in line 5, after the 
words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred’ and insert ‘‘seventy- 
five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily J. Stannard, widow of the 
late George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $75 per month, from and after the passage of this act, in- 
stead of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLAtr, Mr. 
DAVIs, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 

RETURN OF A BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the House of Representatives be requeste dd 
to return the bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Elna- 
than Meade. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 
Mrs. A. J. Horton; which was read twice 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3297) for the relief of Sterling H. 
Tucker and others; which was read a by its title, 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3298) for the relief of Salvador Costa; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3 
and empower the Secretary of the 
and ammunition therefor; which was read twice by its 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3300) in relation to registry-letter 
envelopes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3301) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard J. Nichol; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3302) for the relief of Louisa 
Kearney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3303) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating 
to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ 
approved June 18, 1888; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I propose that this bill be referred to the Committee on 


3296) granting a pension to 
by its title, and referred to 


299) to authorize 


title, and re- 
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| tion in the Unitea States, 


and referred to 
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ing for the printing of the portion of the annual report of the ¢ 
the Bureau of Statistics on commerce and navigation for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, entitled *‘ Annual report of the Chief ofthe Bureau 
of Statistics in regard to imported merchandise entered for consump- 

| 


with amounts of duty and rates of duty col- 
lected;’? which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representativ s, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passe da bil ll (H. R. 948) for the 
relief of William H. Tabarrah; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the resolution of the Senate agreeing to the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 899 for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the first 

| amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Nes. .196) deelar- 
ing the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, I> that 
had agreed to the second amendment of the Senate to the 1 ition 


Navy to contract for certain guns | 


Post-Offices and Post Roads, but I want to call the attention of that | 
.committee, and especially of my friend from Delaware [Mr. SAULs- | 


BURY], who reported the bill to which this is amendatory, to a sin- 


gular state of case that has arisen in regard to one of the provisions of | 


the bill which we have already passed. 


to postal crimes, and one of the provisions of that bill is as follows: 


And all matter otherwise mailable by law upon the envelope or outside cover 
or wrapper of which, or postal card, upon which indecent, lewd, lascivious, ob- 
scene, libelous, scurrilous, or threatening delineations, epithets, terms, or lan- 
guage, or reflecting injuriously upon the character or conduct of another, may 
be written or printed, are hereby declared to be non-mailable matter, and shall 
not be conveyed in the mails, nor delivered from any post-oflice nor by any let- 
ter-carrier. 

The object of that amendment, which was at the instance of the Post- 
master-General and which I had the honor to offer, was to do away with 
a species of blackmailing which has been used throughout the country. 
i say ‘‘throughout the country,’’ but especially in two cities. I hold 
in my hand a specimen of one of these envelopes which is used in the 
collection of debts and which comes from Chicago. It has upon it in 
very large letters ‘‘ Collecting bad debts,’’ and in addition it has upon 
it these words: 

If it is necessary to send another notice it will come in an envelope like this. 

The one from Kansas City, which I also hold in my hand, is from 
another collection agency and has the same words upon it, ‘‘ Bad Debt,”’ 
in large letters. In another portion it says: 

If no attention is paid to the inclosed notice, this envelope will come next. 

As a matter of course a business man to whom one of these envelopes 
may be sent in the open mail would find himself advertised by means 
of this envelope in the community where he did business as a defaulter 


in the payment of his honest debts; in other words, that his debts | 


were bad debts; and the clause of the statute which I have read was 
enacted for the purpose of doing away with this species of blackmail- 
ing, if nothing else. 

Now in order to avoid that, with an ingenuity worthy of a much bet- 
ter cause, the persons engaged in this business have caused envelopes 
to be made, transparent envelopes, and on the inside the letter matter 
put in these envelopes are found the same words contained on the.out- 
side of the present envelopes, and that is done for the purpose of evad- 
ing the law which we passed some three weeks ago, which punished 
the placing of this matter on the outside of an envelope. 

The bill which I have offered is intended to meet the case as made 
now by these same parties, and to punish them for using the mails in 
this way; in other words, to make this matter punishable when it is 
contained not upon the outside envelope as the law now is, but upon 
any portion of it. 

I hope my friend from Delaware will report the bill as soon as possible. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) provid- 


CONGRES 
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| proved February 4, 1887 
| be printed. 
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with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 


and that it also requested the concurrence of the Senate in an amend- 
ment to the title of the resolution. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 
Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to he pri posed by him 





to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for stor 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1583, 
known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed, ¢ ith 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw oon Se files the p apers accom 
panying the bill (S. 1445) for the relief of Emma H. . adversely re ried 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the tiles the pap« rs aecom- 
panying the bill (S. 1075) for the relief of Elwin A. Scutt, adversely reported. 

PREVENTION OF COMPETITION. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 


; | consideration. 
On June 18, 1888, we passed an act amendatory of the act in regard | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire 
port, in connection with any bill raising or reducing reyenue that may be re- 
ferred to it,such measures as it may deem expedient to set aside, control, re- 
strain, or prohibit all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combina- 
tions between persons or corporations, made with a view, or which tend topre- 
vent free and full competition in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles 
of domestic growth or production, or of the sale of articles imported into the 
United States, or which, against public policy, are designed or tend to foster mo- 
nopoly or to artificially advance the cost to the consumer of necessary articles 
of human life, with such penalties and provisions, and as to corporations, with 
such forfeitures, as will tend to preserve freedom of trade and production, the 
natural competition of increasing production, the lowering of prices by such 
competition, and the full benefit designed by and hitherto conferred by the 
policy of the Government to protect and encourage American industries by 
levying duties on imported goods, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not hear the first part of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the first clause of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY 

Mr. DOLPH. I observe that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] has given notice that to-morrow morning, after the morning 
business is disposed of, he will address the Senate on the treaty be tween 
the United States and Great Britain. I give notice that at the con- 
clusion of the Senator’s remarks to-morrow, if there is time, and if 
not, then on Thursday, after the morning business, I shall ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks upon the treaty my- 


to and re- 
} 





Is there objection to the present con- 


self. 
MINOR CHILDREN OF LEVI M. HUNTER. 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 2932) granting a pension to 


the minor children of Levi M. Hunter be ted to the Commit- 
ted on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
THE INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW 

I neglected yesterday, after the passage of the bill 
to amend an act entitle a: ‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ ap- 
, to move that the bill as passed by the Senate 
I now make that motion. 


otion was agreed to. 


recommit 


Mr. CULLOM. 
(S. 2851 
The m 

PACIFIC RAILROAD 


Mr. CULLOM. While on the floor I desire to give notice that te 


rR. 6043 








6042 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 10, 





morrow, or as soon thereafter as an opportunity presents, I shall call | helped Paul Jones to strike terror into St. George’s Channel. In 1776, 
up for consideration the bill (H. RK. 1426) supplementary to the act of | the very first year of the Revolutionary war, American privateers cap- 
July 1, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad | tured three hundred and forty-two British vessels. The fisheries came 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to | up’ again after the war. Mr. Jefferson, the first Secretary of State, 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and | commended them to the favor of thenation in an elaborate and admi- 
other purposes,’’ and also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acis | rable report. He says that before the war four thousand men and 
amendatory of said first-named act. | 28,000 tons of shipping were annually employed by Massachusetts in 
| the cod fishery alone, and four thousand men and 24,000 tons of ship- 
lik ‘ . ping in the whale fishery alone. He shows how the energy of the New 

Mr. STEWART. If there be no further morning business, I move | England fishermen, aided by their local advantage, had before the war 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 12) to pro- driven France and Spain and Portugal from the northern fisheries, and 
vide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of their rivalry was pressing hard on England herself. After the Revo- 
Washington, and for other purposes. | lution, when our fisheries began to revive, England endeavored to 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will remember that this time, by special | allure our fishermen into her dominion by a high system of bounties 
order, was assigned for the consideration of the fisheries treaty. I gave | and an absolute prohibition of foreign fish in her markets. She issued 
way to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr] the other day for the con- | an invitation, re-enforced hy high bounties to our fishermen, under the 
sideration of the river and harbor bill. He said it would not take half | general description of ‘‘foreiners who had been employed in the whale 
an hour to complete it, but it took the whole day. fishery,’’ to pass over wita their families and vessels to the British 

Mr. STEWART, Under the circumstances I will not ask the Sena- | dominions, either in America or in Europe. 
tor to give way now. , France took the alarm. ‘‘She saw,’’ as Mr. Jefferson says, ‘‘ the 

_Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed now to the considera- | dangerof letting fouror five thousandseamen, of the best in the world, 
tion of the fisheries treaty. be transferred to the marine strength of another nation and carry over 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts | with them an art which they possessed almost exclusively. ’’ Lafayette, 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the fisheries | the illustrious citizen both of France and America, wrote a letter to 
treat y in open executive session. dissuade our fishermen from accepting the British proposal, and prom- 

The motion was agreed to. ised that France would do better forthem. The French ministry gave 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open execu- | a counter-invitation and offered a bounty of fifty livres, near $10, a ton 
tive session. The Secretary will report the treaty by its title. on every fishing vessel they would equip. 

The SECRETARY. Treaty (Ex. M.) between the United States and I have not time to narrate the detail of the contest between England 
Great Britain, concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- | and France for the transfer of our fishermen. We had to contend 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. against bounties in Franceand England and prohibitory duties in Eng- 

‘The PRESIDENT proiempore. If there be no objection, the reading | land, for the life of a calling which Mr. Jefferson declares was ‘‘ too 
of the Journal of the last open executive session will be dispensed with. | poor a business to be left to itself, even with the nation most advan- 
The Chair hears no objection. tageously situated.’’ All Senators are familiar with the policy of 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me a word before he proceeds. | bounties and duties, at times separate, at times combined, with which 
I gave notice last evening that this morning, at the close of the rou- | we maintained and cherished our fishing industries. 
tine business, I would move to take up the Senate bill touching the I have seen with deep regret that the President of the United States, 
arrears due to those who worked over eight hours a day under the | or some person upon whose advice he has acted, seems to think that 
eight-hour law. In accordance with the custom of the Senate, I gave | this object, which the far-sighted policy of Great Britain and France 
way to the Senator from Massachusetts, as he desires now to proceed. | thought so desirable for them, of transferring foreign fishermen from 
I am informed that notice has been given by two Senators that they | their own country to ours, is undesirable. He has hastened to put him- 
wish to speak to-morrow upon the treaty in the same way, and there- | self on record by a letter to the collector of Boston, signed with his own 
fore to-morrow will likely be occupied. I hope to be able to ask the | name, as intending to use all the powers vested in him by law, even 
attention of the Senate to this bill at the close of the speech of the Sen- | under the most strained construction, to prevent the employment under 
ator from Massachusetts to-day. the American flag of fishermen of foreign origin. I do not think many 





THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I make no apology for entering early | precedents can be found of instructions given by the Departments to 
upon this discussion. This is the oldest question in our foreign re- | their subordinates under the signature of the President. I am sure no 
lations. The question of the rights of her fishermen has mingled with | example can be found in our history, and I think none is likely to oc- 
the history of Massachusetts from the beginning, as their skill and | cur again, of an Executive straining his powers and departing from the 
courage have been from the beginning a chief part of her glory and | propriety of his station to prevent an accession of skilled seamen to 
pride. One of the half dozen most famous passages in English prose is | America like that which England and France so eagerly strove to gain 
that where, more than a hundred years ago, the greatest of English | at the close of the Jast century. They look at the thing very differ- 
orators, in his last appeal to save England from the madness of her | ently across the border. When Vice-Admiral Wellesley was in com- 
tyranny, paid his eloquent homage to these husbandmen of the sea. 1t | mand of the North American fleet, he considered it his duty tocall the 
will never become stale or commonplace to Americanears. It is often | special attention of the secretary of the admiralty to their danger, from 
quoted, but we may well repeat it, since the wit of man can not mend it. | the fact that colonial fishermen in considerable numbers man American 

Mr. Edmund Burke said: vessels, Sir John A. Macdonald declared that— 


As to the wealth which the colonies have drawn from the sea by their fisher- ith v ; 
ies, you had all that matter fully opened at yourbar. You surely thought these eee gor Seer Rie aanemiiona crone dasamene erie Pp ore 
acquisitions of value, for they seemed even to excite your envy; and yet the creates apmpetar with foreign sentiments and institutions, and affords oppor- 


spirit by which that enterprising employment has been exercised ought rather, tunities for instillin : 
» -aanhed ; ; : ‘ g into the minds of our people ideas and expectations alto- 
in my opinion, to have raised your esteem and admiration. And pray, sir, gether inimical to British connection. 


what in the world is equal to it? Pass by the other parts and look at the man- 
ner in which the people of New England have of late carried on the whale fish- 
eries, While we follow them among the tumbling mountains of ice and be- 
hold them penetrating into the frozen recesses of Hudson’s Bay and Davis Straits, 
whilst we are looking for them beneath the Arctic Circle, we hear that they 
have pierced into the opposite region of polar cold; that they are at the anti- 
podes and engaged under the frozen circle of the south. Falkland Island, 
which seemed too remote and romantic an object for the grasp of national am- 
bition, is but a stage and resting place in the progress of their victorious indus- 
try. Noristhe equinoctial heat more discouraging to them than the accumulated 
winter of both the poles. We know that whilst some of them draw the line and 
strike the harpoon on the coast of Africa, others run the longitude and pursue 
their gigantic game along the coast of Brazil. No sea but what is vexed by their 
fisheries; no climate that is not witness to their toils, Neither the perseverance 
of Holland nor the activity of France nor the dexterous and firm sagacity of 
English enterprise ever carried this most perilous mode of hard industry to the 
extent to which it has been pushed by this recent people—a people who are still, 
as it were, but in the gristle, and not yet hardened into the bone of manhood. 
When I contemplate these things, when I know that the colonies in general 
owe little or nothing to any care of ours, and that they are not squeezed into 
this happy form by the constraints of watchful and suspicious government, but 
that, through a wise-and salutary neglect, a generous nature has been suffered 
to take her own way to perfection: when I reflect upon the effects, when I see 
how profitable they have been to us, I feel all the pride of power sink, and all 
presumption in the wisdom of human contrivances melt and die away within 
me. My rigor relents. I pardon something to the spirit of liberty. 


These men, Mr. President, come here to abide. They are not peons 
or coolies. They are not the property of anybody. They are in the 
way of nobody. ‘They are not imported to bring down or to keep down 
the wages of other laborers. On the contrary, they enable the calling 
in which they find employment to be more widely extended, and to 
afford occupation for many others, who might not get it without them. 
The President’s shaft is aimed at the wrong mark. Among the best 
and most valued citizens on the Massachusetts coast, in Gloucester, in 
Marblehead, in Provincetown, are to be found many of these brave and 
skillful mariners, whom our policy in regard to our fisheries has at- 
tracted from the British provinces to take their lot under the American 


There arethreesources of information later than the United States cen- 
sus of 1880 from which we can discover the number and the nationality 
of our fishermen. Massachusetts took a census in 1885 in which these 
numbers appear in the schedule of population and also in a special re- 
port on her fisheries. The United States Fishery Commission have 
gathered the statistics for 1886. 

The Massachusetts fishery report gives 14,676 fishermen engaged in 
the fishing vessels of Massachusetts. Of these, 11,743 were residents 
of Massachusetts; 2,933 were non-residents of Massachusetts; and of 
these non-residents 998 were Americans. Of the whole 14,676 there 
were 12,741 either having their homes in Massachusetts or American 
residents in other States, 


The war of the Revolution, of course, interrupted for a time the fish- 
eries of the American colonies. But the fishermen were not idle. 
They manned the little navy whose exploits have never yet received 
from history its due meed of praise. They furnished the ships’ com- 
panies of Manly and Tuckerand Biddle and Abraham Whipple. They 
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On the other hand the table of population shows a total of 7,980 he 
fishermen, of whom 5,433 are native or naturalized Americans. Of 1 John Quincy Ad 
the aliens 138 are Irishmen. But 1,158 are natives of England or he 1 \ired, prese 
dependencies other than Ireland. s ut " 

Professor Baird estimates the number of persons employed in our : cs ie ae 
fisheries in 1880 as 131,426. Of these 101,684 were Americans. The oe Sree oy : ' ees 
value of the fisheries of the sea, the great rivers, and great lakes wa sepa and ae - i t cited mer 
over 343,000,000. The fisheries of New England engaged 37,043 men. : . nt a I : 7 _™ a 
The South Atlantic Statesengaged 52,418 men; the MiddleStates,14,981 | “tS© “ : ee re 
nen; the Pacific States and Territories, 16,803. (See Appendix D ene ree ee 

I insert the table (A) at the close of my remarks. [ insert also} '‘ : 
(B) a letter from the Commissioner of Fisheries with his estimate for | ,... ie ede tas oe 
1886, and (C) a table from the census of 1880. From these it will | « . ft 1A 
seem probable that the truth is somewhere between the Massachusetts In her contributions. sacri 5 ond acl ments in this war, Ma 
population and fisheries census. The proportion of American fisher- | ehysetts may vw challence comparison with ot 
men to foreigners, as it appears in each of them, is sufficient for my | grate She raised fourteen t sand men in 1814. She paid $2. 
purpose. It is safe to say that a large proportion of those not as yet | ggg for bounties. One of her fis! towns, Ma head, had 1 
naturalized will be naturalized. They have little attachment left for | than eight hundred men in Bartmoor prison when the war « 
the British flag. President Cleveland need be under no apprehension. She furnished during those 1 e vears more men than anv oth¢ 
They are, as Sir John A. Macdonald has found out, ‘‘in fullsympathy | phe New England States. which opposed the wa .t mo sen . 
with American sentiments and institutions,’’ and have “ideas and ex- | the field than the Southern States. which broueht « et 
pectations altogether inimical to British connection.”’ 

As we look back upon the war of 1812, there are some things which | Yo : rg , 
the people of New England may well wish had been otherwise. But | ; 
if there were anything of disloyalty there, it all evaporated in words. | No man ever attributed want of patriotism to John Quincy 
A few disloyal phrases of a convention at Hartford, a little grumbling | Hear what he says of the fishermen 
of a governor, what are they to the blaze of resplendent glorythatrises | Where were they during the war? They were upon the « . nt 
from the deeds of her seamen? ‘The men who censure the reluctance | !akes, fighting epee St wong retina igh 9 haggmeentie dagen email 
of the Federalists of that day to resent the provocation we had received | par nm a apemaaccnenly ba satel por ath weet aod meena ld pg Ee 





from England do not always make sufficient allowance for the equal in- | in the tug of war for independence Appeal tothe heroes of all our naval wa 





















sult we were receiving from France. The party who opposed the war | @sk the vanquishers of Algiers and Tripoli; ask the redeen Seiatiaskon ne 

with England wereeagerenough totakearmsagainst France. They were | rot ee eens eee vmninne nt Afrion. wall onthe championwat ote haat othr 

filled with a morbid horror of the powerof Napoleon. Butitwas a hor- gles with Britain; ask Hull a: Ize; ask Stewart, Porter, and Mac- 

ror into which no element of cowardice entered. They thought that in Donough what proportion of N England fis! ‘ 16 compa f 
~ * nm 1 i . . their victories and sealed the proudest of our triumphs w it I i 

overcoming England we would overcome the last barrier against his | es aaa RR tee aie a a ; 

universal empire, and that in attacking England we ranged ourselves WwW ee ee ee, See ee ee See wee 

on the side of universal tyranny against the last hope of constitutional all this was due, came from the American merchant marine. But t 

liberty. fisheries were the cradle of Navy and mercha itservice alike. Icould« 
We can now see that they were wrong. The American people were a hundred witnesses. Let me cite but « ne. a 

inspired by a surer instinct than that of the Federal leaders. ‘The final | Admiral Luce, in his exe lle ntaddress before the United State . 

judgment of history must be that the war of 1812 was a righteous and | Institute at Annapolis in 1574, says ; 

glorious war. We were compelled to it by the impudent British pre- | 1 will yield to no one in my high appreciation of a true A 2 

tension to search American vessels on the high seas, and take from them | Wee Roe aes iid Sema aie Sete ‘Seamsedhs aaemmies anal A ae 

every man whom a midshipman should suspect, or pretend to suspect, | tile in resources, patient, even cheerful under adversity, of wonderful er 

of being a British subject. We had scarcely a friend anywhere. The | #n¢e, intelligent and seifrel a bt ge ge f unflinching See ae ere 

haughty nations of Europe sat at their gates, scowling at the little Re- | a eee cao W ca Bee eae toe ete dl coetineee 

public, as the five Norman champions in Scott’s immortal story sat at | that when the Const 1 returned from Holland, after transporting thes 

the doors of their tents on the field of Ashby de la Zouche. The little | ea pete to pay the last installment of our nati com to'that ge as 

country, not thirty years old, hurled her mortal defiance at the proud- | {He fT Of Service Of ner ecw iclore peal inn a ieee Mae ane 

est and strongest of them all, as the young Saxon knight struck the | drawing on the fishermen of the New England coast i , 

shield of Brian de Bois Guilbert with the sharp end of his spear. We | of Salem, Newburyport, Hoston, and vicinity. The response was prompt 

began the war after England had crushed the navy of every other power | de ee Petal i  dieuemn. ele alae tad over wareet 

that had contended with her by sea—Holland, Spain, Denmark, France. | man-of-war. 

England never had a naval war in which she was met, ship to ship, = changes mav be made by new methods of intercourse in 

with a superiority in discipline, in gunnery, in seamanship, and in suc- | 4) relations of nations with each other. it is still true. and will still be 

cess as by us in the war of 1812. This is fully admitted by Maj. Gen. | tru¢ as when Mr. Webster said it in 1224. that 

Sir Howard Douglas in his treatise on naval gunnery, the standard | x ere a a aes aital wal a 

English authority, published with the approbation of the Lords Com: | ee ee ae ee eens toy lhe Water-botne ad fem that ea 

missioners of the Admiralty. This book was originally published in | tent of commerce which we are able to maintain throughout the w 


1820, five years after the war ended. I have here the fifth edition, 
the last before the substitution of steam-vessels and iron-clads for the 


It will also still be true, that if America is to have ships of war, or 
old wooden ships. He says: 


is ever again to take her former rank in peaceful ocean comme 
must look to her hardy and adventurous fishermen for a large share « 
the supply of her seamen. 

No Senator who has to deal with this immense interest will ventu 
rashly to disregard the authority of the present head of our Navy. I 


The fleets of Europe had been swept from the face of the ocean by the gallant 
achievements of the British marine. 


He goes on to say: 


1 ft se oe 7 ona . 
7 . : : ‘ ; ; have lately received this letter from Admiral Porte 
We entered in 1812, with too great confidence, intoa war with a marine much ches. 
more expert than our European enemies. | OFFICE OF TI ADMIRAL, Washington, D. C., May 4 
My Dear Sir: I have the honor to nowl f 


He then proceeds to draw his instruction for the conduct of naval en- | 


















z - , ; . nication of May 4 as} ymy opinion of the value « fish sas a irs 
gagements almost wholly from the sea fights with the Americans in | for seamen for the present Navy, which is to be built of it d proj 
the war of 1812. Look at his index: oe. a ale . 

| ey icave to say that all our fisheries at the pre nt moment 

Action, Naval: Between the Chesapeake and the Shannon; betweenthe Avon | ble as nurseries for naval seam han they ever were before, for 
and the Wasp; between the Frolic and the Wasp; between the Guerriere and | cial marine has been almost ol ated from the ocean 
the ¢ ‘onstitution; between the Hornet andthe Peacock; between the Java and | In our last war with Great Britair ir Navy was large recruited from Mas- 
the Constitution; between the Macedonia and the United States; between-the | sachusetts fishermen, who made the finest me war's 1 the 
Phebe and the Essex; between the President and the Belvidere. which was illustrated by their skill in seamanship and inery, whi 

: us such great success over our opponents. 

Here are nine naval engagements, the only ones selected by the En- They not only furnished seamen to the Navy, but: t that it 

° “ ‘ a cote . : oh en ‘ awarme he ocean. ns 70 e Rritia or 
glish author for the instruction of his countrymen. All of them were | &f Privateers that swarmed the ocean, paralyzed the British comm , 

nets hetween Fi itish d Rota : ; caused a large section of the British people, led by ut great political wr 

combats between british and American ships. In all but two of them | Villiam Cobbett, to demand of the Government that peace should be secured 


the Americans were victorious. In one of these, two British ships at- | on any terms 
tacked the American in a neutral port, when she was disabled, and at | | Notwithstanding the overwhelming naval power of Great Britain during th 








| oat . : . ' 
. . , . . ° | War, with heavy squadrons in every sea, we were indebted tothe New Eng i 
anchor, one of her top-masts hav ing been carried away in a storm. seamen and the brave officers who led them fora success unparalleled in hist 
It is true we made peace without a formal relinquishment by Great If we had a war to-morrow we must depend almost altogether up 
Britain of the obnoxious pretension. But it is also true that it was eae ee aie 2 
<i - ° oO 1ioW the importance of having ained seamen in timeo! war A ! 
never heard of again. | tion the fact that the regiment of Marblehead fishermen under John Giover 
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were employed to carry Washington’s forces across the Delaware when he sur- 
prised and captured the Hessians. Without theaid of the fishermen itis doubt- 
ful if Washington would have undertaken the perilous enterprise, for the fish- 
ermen were the only ones who considered the project feasible. 

The ships that will hereafter be built for the Navy will require as good and 
hardy sailors as have ever been required before, and it isto be regretted that 
we can not obtain tie servieesof the fishermen in time of peace. Their present 
calling is more lucrative than any employment they can obtain in the Navy, 
and there are no sufficient inducements held out to them to enlist in the Gov- 
ernment service. 

In time of war with a maritime power the occupation of these fishermen would 
be wone, and they would flock to enlistin the Navy, as they didin the civil war, 
when the Confederate privateers made their appearance off our coast. The ves- 


sels of our Navy may be said at the present time to be manned almost entirely 
Ly foreigners who have entered the service not from devotion to the flag. In 
case war should be suddenly declared against us our ships abroad would be 
oblived to return home, discharge their crews, and ship American seamen. In 
a late inspection of the United States ship Trenton the board of inspection re- 
ported to me as fojlows: “The crew is a fair one, considering their want of 
knowledge of the English language’’—a pretty severe commentary on the class 
of seamen we enlist in the Navy. It is very desirable that we should adopt 
some system by which we could obtain enough bona fide American seamen to 
leaven the crowd of foreigners now on board a United States vessel of war. 
The crews of our ships of war are generally made up of men from all parts of 


the world, largely from the Scandinavian race, who do not care what flag they 
serve under. There are the descendants of the Huns, Goths, and other barba- 
rians who once overran Europe. They enlist in our Navy softened in character, 
but still free lances as of old. They serve for money, with no sentiment for flag 
or nationality, and possibly if it came to an action with a ship of their own ora 
neighboring nation, they would haul down the American flag and hoist that of 
their own country. 

‘Lhe same qualities required for the seamen of fifty years ago are required for 
the seamen of vessels of war to-day. The better the seaman the more easily he 
will learn the improvements in gunnery and seamanship, and the best seamen 
in the world are those who come from the New England fisheries. They are 
the strongest, hardiest class of men I knowof. They are exposed toall weathers 
and bear the severest tempests. They are seamen all over, and I will merely 
ndd that in 1812 the old Constitution, whose career is familiar to every Ameri- 
can, was manned almost altogether by Massachusetts fishermen. 

As to any extra science being required to man our present and projected ships 
of war, | would remark that the management of a ship is easier than it used to 
be, but we require the same good seamanship we had in days gone by. With 
a steam-capstan and steam-winch twenty men can get a large vessel under 
way. An officer on deck, a man at the wheel, and one at the lead, with the 
above number on deck for general purposes, and the ship can go to sea with 
the rest of the crew in their hammocks. But when the machinery is disabled 
and the ship must rely on her ponderous yards and sails, we want every man 
to understand English and be a seaman from the crown of his head to the sole 
of his foot. The modern guns, it is true, are larger than of old, the machine 
to work them is a little more intricate, but a week’s good drilling would teach 
native-born seamen all that is essential, and a ship of war at the end of that 
period would be ready for inspection by the board of inspection. When the 
board of inspection finish their examination of a ship, she must go to sea ready 
to meetany enemy of equal force, so that what happened previous to 1812, when 
the Chesapeake was discraced by the British ship Leopard, can never again oc- 
cur as long as the board of inspection exists. 

If we can in a week drill a mongrel crewso that every man knows his various 
stations on shipboard, how much easier would it be for us to do the same thing 
with a crew of New England fishermen, hardy and active in their persons and 
intelligent beyond any set of foreign seamen. 

The question of protection to the New England fisheries and their seamen 
does not admit of argument, and in my zeal on the subject | may have gone out 
of my way to prove to you that which you know already. 

| inclose you some statistics which, if you have not already got them, will give 
you the status of our fisheries throughout the United States. 

ifthere is anything bearing on this subject you would like me to hunt up, 
please let me know, and I will endeavor to obtain it. 

The statistics I inclose show at a glance the immense money value of our 
fisheries and their importance to the country. If it had not been for the fish- 
eries, New ne would never have been settled, for on the first landing on 
those stormy shores it is likely the emigrants would have been forced to go else- 
where but for the quantities of fish, a most fortunate circumstance for the Union, 
to which New England has added so many true and loyal States. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 

Hon. GrorGre F. Hoar, : 

United States Senate. " 


The statistics which were inclosed with the above letter will be found 
in the appendix to these remarks (D). 

Nearly every important maritime power of ancient or modern times 
has owed the foundation of its commercial prosperity and its naval 
strength toits fisheries. When these flourished, its strength increased. 
When these went to decay, the power of the nation had departed. Pro- 
fessor Huxley tells us that Sidon signifies ‘‘a fishing place.’’ Tyre 
was settled by a colony of fishermen trom Sidon. The power of Carth- 
age was built up by the fisheries. Venice was founded by fugitives 
from the north, who betook themselves to the avocation of fishermen. 
Genoa, the birthplace of Columbus, laid the foundation of her strength 
by usurping the fisheries of the Bosphorus. The first wharf in London 
was built for the accommodation of fishermen. Amsterdam was orig- 
inally a village of herring catchers. It was an ancient proverb— 

Amsterdam is founded on herring bones, and Dutchmen’s bodies are full of 
pickled herrings. 

The naval .greatness of England camé from the same source. The 
ancient rule of the church which forbade the eating of meat on Fri- 
day is said to have been due to a politic purpose to encourage fisheries. 
In 1563 the British Parliament, to encourage the building up of a naval 
marine, passed an act extending this prohibition to two more days of 
the week. The act declares that— 

As well for the maintenance of shipping, the increase of fishermen and ma- 
rines, and the repairing of port towns, as for the sparing of the flesh victual of 
the realm, it shall not be lawful to eat meat on Wednesdays and Saturdays 
unless under a forfeiture of £3 for each offense, 

Edmund Winslow, the governor of Plymouth, has recorded that when 
King James asked the envoy of the pilgrims who went over from Ley- 
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den to England to tell him of the place they had fixed upon ‘‘ what 
profits might arise in that region,’’ the answer was “ fishing.”’ 

The fishermen are the only portion of a nation that maintain unim- 
paired their fighting quality during a long peace. Armies become en- 
ervated on a peace establishment. But the daily life of the fisherman 
is a constant discipline in fearlessness, endurance, and activity. Our 
fishermen are all we have left on the sea as a resource for a sudden oc- 
casion. 

If anything further were wanting to show the importance of this oe- 
cupation to national defense and to national wealth it would be found 
in British and Canadian testimony. Our free-trade friends talk about 
the duties on fish. They tell us of the hardship of a tax on so cheap 
and wholesome a food. Mr. President, we pay $600,000 a year for 
West Point and Annapolis. Canada exported from the produce of her 
fisheries in 1887 a value of $6,843,388. Of this we took nearly a mill- 
ion and a half. Every dollar of that was a payment to our great rival, 
to our only possible enemy, towards the support of a naval school to 
which Annapolis or Greenwich is quite unimportant. 

The desire of Canada and Great Britain to contract within the least 
possible limits the fishing ground to which America shall have access, 
and to possess themselves without obstruction of the calling which 
brings to the great American market its supply of fish for food and fish- 
oils, has a vastly larger purpose than a mere struggle for a profitable 
industry, important as that may be. 

England possesses to-day the great steam fleet of the world. She 
has, subject to the authority of her Queen, or under her political or com- 
mercial control, three hundred and fifty millions of people, a third of 
the population of the world. She controls the commercial dealings of 
the inhabitants of 12,495,000 square miles of territory, an area four 
times as great as that of the Romanempire. She has taken possession 
of all the great routesof commerce. She steps from island to continent, 
and from continent to island, from fortress to naval station, aud from 
naval station to fortress. Let me repeat a few sentences which I ut- 
tered here last year: 

England has not only laid her hands on these enormous countries 
and the men who inhabit them, but the way she has got control of the 
great highways, the great roads of commerce, is more wonderful still. 

There are four great roads by which the commerce of the world must 
travel from nation to nation. There are two old roads and two new 
roads. The old roads are down through the South Atlantic. One 
turns eastward by the Cape of Good Hope into the Indian Ocean. One 
turns westward to the Pacific around Cape Horn. The two meet at 
least at Cathay or farthest Ind, girdling the globe with their mighty 
and beneficent chain. At every station, at every step, on both, is the 
power of England planted. 

Half way down the coast of the eastern hemisphere, where Africa 
juts out into the Atlantic, are the English West African settlements 
and her colonies of Sierra Leone and the Gold Coast. Just below the 
equator is Ascension Island, an English colony. Five degrees of lati- 
tude further we come to St. Helena, an English fortress, where the 
great foe of England died a prisoner and an exile. The cape itself, a 
cape of ‘‘good hope’’ to no commerce but hers, with its excellent har- 
bors of Cape Town and Natal, is one of her most prosperous colonies. 
Thence, by successive steps, Mauritius, Seychelles, Chagos, Maldive, 
Ceylon, all British possessions, India is reached. Every other power 
must pay tribute to her in peace, and must run the gauntlet of her 
fortresses and naval stations in war. 

Would you go westward through the Straits of Magellan or past the 
stormy Cape Horn? Powers in closest friendship with her hold the 
continent from the southern line of Brazil, while her own Falkland 
Islands command and menace the entrance to the strait and the pas- 
sage round the Cape. 

But England has not contented herself with the ancient ways. Her 
commerce is guarded by a far different statesmanship from that which 
denies appropriations to build a navy, or to pay fox carrying mails on 
its own vessels, or defend its coasts; far different from that which bul- 
lies Mexico and cringes before Canada. She already occupies the high- 
ways of the future. Commerce hereafter is to seek direct paths though 
continents must be severed. Here again are two roads, eastward and 
westward. One through the Mediterranean Sea already cuts Asia and 
Africa in twain and passes out through the Red Sea to the Indian 
Ocean. The other, not yet open, is to divide our own continent at 
Nicaragua or Panama, or to cross it at Tehuantepec. 

Whoever shall follow either pathway, except Tehuantepec, must do 
so at the mercy of England. She holds Gibraltar, the impregnable 
gateway of the Mediterranean. Half way from Gibraltar to Egypt is 
her mighty naval station of Malta, which commands both shores of the 
Mediterranean. Hugging the Asiatic coast is Cypress, her new posses- 
sion, whose purchase was almost the last act of Lord Beaconsfield. 
Suez itself she has taken from the improvident hands of France, while 
at the narrow entrance and exit of the Red Sea she holds Aden and 
Perim, and beyond, on the way to India, the Island of Socotra. She 
commands the great eastern pathway of commerce from Europe to In- 
dia and China almost as absolutely as the river Thames. 

Turning to the westward route, our position on the Gulf of Mexico 
will secure to our three Southern ports convenient access to the canal 
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wherever it may be. 
sentinels which the foresight of England has already armed and sta- 
tioned at the entrance to the Gulf. The Bermudas, the Bahamas, the 
Leeward and Windward Islands, Jamaica, and Trinidad form a com- 
plete blockade, while British Honduras lies close to the eastern mouth 
of the proposed canal of Nicaragua. 

Of the forty chief West Indian Islands European powers own all but 
one, the seat of the biack Republic of Hayti and St. Domingo. Eng- 
land herself owns thirteen beside the Bahamas and the Bermudas. 

f we ever have a contest with her for a canal at Nicaragua or Panama, 
her island of Jamaica stands guard at the entrance of the Caribbean 
Sea and the Bay of Honduras. 

She is now adding to all this the land route across Canada. She is 
adding this last and strongest link to the chain which is to bind China 
and Japan to her chariot, girdling the globe anew in the northern lat- 
itude where the degrees of longitude and the circles become smaller. 
She is building a strong fortification at Esquimalt, where Vancouver 
Island, which the weakness of President Polk surrendered to her, thrusts 
itself into our territory, while the guns of Halifax threaten us on the 
east. 

At the same time Canada, aided by British wealth, is developing her 
railroad system with wonderful liberality and wisdom, so that the 
blood of commerce, even that which comes from our own veins, may 
feed her mighty arteries. 

Here are a few of the enterprises she is just undertaking or accom- 
plishing, either as a government or by corporations under her control. 
Remember that all this is in addition to her great interoceanic system 
of communication which the Senator from Maine so well described the 
other day. 

First. An important line of railroad constructed last year, called the 
Duluth, South Shore and Atlantic, extending from the Gogebic iron 
range of Lake Superior to the Sault Ste. Marie, has, according to re- 
cent advices, been purchased by the Canadian Pacific Railway. It will 
no doubt become an important feeder to that railway. 

Second. A Canadian company has recently completed a bridge across 
the Sault Ste. Marie. 

Third. The Canadian government within the last thirty days has def- 
initely decided upon and arrangementsare made for buildingaship-cana! 
between Lake Superior and Lake Michigan, on the Canadian side of 
the strait, and in opposition to the canal at that point on the Amer- 
ican side, built and owned by the Government of the United States. 

Fourth. A well-defined project exists for building a combined ship 
canal and ship-railway from Georgian Bay, leading down from Lake 
Huron to Lake Ontario, near Toronto. The total distance is about 100 
-miles, of which 40 miles will be a dredged canal at lake level and 
60 miles by aship-railway. The object of this route is to avoid the 
tortuous and expensive navigation through the St. Clair flats, Lake 
Erie, and the Welland Canal. It will shorten the distance from the 
Sault Ste. Marie to Toronto 220 miles. 

Fifth. The Canadian Government is engaged in improving the St. 
Lawrence system from Lake Erie to Montreal, the total cost of which 
completed will be about $50,000,000. Below Montreal it has deepened 
the St. Lawrence River to 25 feetdepth, and is continuing the improve- 
ment with the intention of deepening it to 27) and then to 30 feet. 
It has expended on this work probably over $3,000,000. 

Sixth. The Dominion Government has subsidized, or rather guaran- 
tied, 5 per cent. interest on the cost of construction of the Chignecto 
ship-railway to be built across the isthmus between Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick. The cost of this work is estimated to be over $4,000,000. 
There is no doubt that with the successful completion and operation 
of this ship-railway, the Georgian Bay ship-railway will be at once 
commenced under the auspices and with the assistance of the Dominion 
Government. 

Let me have permission to read here a few sentences from an able 
pamphlet by Mr. Bourinot, the accomplished clerk of the Canadian 
House of Commons. They contain also the weighty opinion of the 
Marquis of Lansdowne, late governor-general. 

In any plan of imperial defense Canada musi henceforth perform an impor- 
tant part. On her Atlantic and Pacific coasts are the finest harbors of the world 
and enormous deposits of bituminous coal available for steam purposes. Hal- 
ifax is a strongly fortified port with a large dock-yard; and at Louisburg—now 
desolate, but once a famous fortress of the French—could well be established 
another important station for a naval squadron. Both at these places and in 
British Columbia can be formed those coaling stations which, as Captain Co- 
lomb has pointed out, are essential as strategical positions, The present gov- 
ernor-general of Canada, in a recent speech, referred tothe important works that 
fare now in course of construction on the Pacific coast for purposes of defense. 
* You have here Esquimalt,”’ he said,‘ anaval station likely‘to become one of the 
greatestand mostimportant strongholds ofjtheempire. You have a coal supply 
sufficient for all the navies of the world. You have a line of railway which is 
ready to — coal up to the harbor of Esquimalt. You wil! shortly have 
a graving-dock capable of accommodating all but one or two of Her Majesty’s 
largest ships. You have in short all the conditions requisite for what I believe 
is spoken of as a place d’armes; but until now that place d’armes has been inac- 
cessible except by sea. We shall henceforth be able to bring supplies, stores, 
and material of war by an alternative route, direct, expeditious, and lying for 
more than half its way over British territory.” 

An astute statesman, the Marquis of Lansdowne, fully appreciates the impe- 
rial importance of the Canadian Pacific Railway as a means of keeping open the 


communications between England and her dependencies in the east, and of 
strengthening the defenses of the empire at large. Possessing, as she does, the 


But all other commerce must pass the line of 
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great steam-fleet of the world, and the power of increasing it to still larger 
portions, she can always maintain a steady and secure communication 

China, Japan, Australia, and even with India, and all other countries in wh 
she has importantinterestsatstake. From her depots at Halifax, orotherp 

on the Atlantic coast of the Dominion, she can in four days reach the shores of 


the Pacific and supp!ly a fleet ordered to protect her interests in the east, should 
they ever be threatened by Russia or any other power. The fishermen an 
ors of the Dominion must prove an element of great strength in the maint: 
of the line of communication with England and those countries with whik 
is politically or commercially identified. They can man the vessels neces 
to protects our ports, and otherwise assist in the naval defenses of the « 
A thousand stalwart fishermen from Nova Scotia would aid materially int 
defense of British Columbia or any other section of Canada 


nance 
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Looking, then, at the maritime tndustries of Canada, from an imperial as well 
as a purely commercial standpoint, we can not fail to see how intimately con- 
nected they are with the security of the empire. We all know that no cou 
can be truly great that has not a seaboard and does not follow mariti 
suits. Spain sank low in the seale of nations as her maritime power decline 
with the loss of her great colonies. The prosperity of Italy has increased wit 





the growth of her commerce and shipping, and she need no longer lament t 
palmy days of Genoa and Venice. Weal! know why St. Petersburg was 
on a marsh, andthe history of this century is replete with the evidence of th« 
desire of Russia to establish herself within the Golden Horn. France has fed } 
navy from the hardy Bretons and Normans who have served a rude apprentice 


built 


her 


ship on the banks Newfoundland. Canada,as yet with a populatipn of about 
five million souls, already possesses a marine greater than thyt of Russ Ger. 
many, Italy,or France. Prosperous as may be hereafter her) eres 


ufactures or in agricultural products, it is on her rich fisheries must alw 
in a large measure her maritime greatness. 

To maintain the communications with the East through Canada, 
keep open this imperial highway at both extremities, the sixty thou- 
sand fishermen of the Dominion must form an almostindispensable ele- 
ment of greatest strength. They will issue out from Halifax at one 
extremity of the great continentai line, and from Vancouvers Island at 
the other, forming, in time of war, a perpetual menace to ourco 
and to our coasts. 


erce 


This is no controversy as to the profit of a few thousand men in their 
business. They could doubtless find profitable employment els¢ 
It is astruggle on the part of Great Britain and Canada to increase 
their naval strength and diminish ours; toincrease the numbers of a naval 


school whose graduates will be a constant threat to our commerce in 
time of war, both on the Atlantic and the Pacific. 


Now, Mr. President, it was to adjust the relations between these two 
nations in regard to this great interest, so vital to the strength and so 
important to the welfare of both, that the Administration solicited the 


negotiation which has resulted:in the present treaty. It has but one 
avowed object. That is to promote the convenience and define the 
rights of American fishermen and protect them against unfriendly in- 
terference as they pursue their calling. Yet, is it not a little remarka- 
ble that there is not to be found throughout the length and breadth of 
the land, so far as I can hear, asingle fisherman who does not deem 
its provisions an outrage? So far as the expressions of their opinions 


come to me and to my colleague in our correspondence; so far as we 
hear from public meetings from the towns where the men interested 
in the fisheries dwell; so far as we can learn from our colleagu ho 
represent those districts in the other House; so far as the association 
of fishermen have taken action; so far as we get the utterance of the | 

or the conclusions of men who have had to deal officiaily or un 
portant responsibility with the matter heretofore, there is one concur- 
rent expression of concern, alarm, disapproval, indignation. 

Here is the action of the city council of Gloucester, now the chiet 
fishing port of the country. There is no distinction of party in that 
city on this question. (See Appendix E. ) 

Here are the preamble and resolutions of the Gloucester Marin: As 


sociation, signed by 144 masters of vessels. You can see 
the politieal feeling of some of these men from the names they 
Here is the schooner Senator Morgan, and the schooner 


someti 


their vessels. 
Senator Saulsbury, side by side, with the schooner John G. Whitt 
and the schooner George F. Edmunds. (See Appendix F. 

The New York Board of Trade and Transportation express the views 


of business men of that city in opposition to negotiation on this subject. 
(See Appendix G.) 

The Secretary of State thinks— 

There is not a justand reasonable complaint on the part of our America 
ermen for which thistreaty does not provide a remedy and promise 
in the future. 

How does it happen that no single American fisherman has found it 
out? Why, Mr. Bayard, when he wrote that letter to his Boston sup- 
porters, must have singularly forgotten that he had adjourned the ques- 
tion of remedy for every one of the complaints which he had over and 
over again in his diplomatic correspondence declared to be just and 
reasonable to 2 remote and uncertain future. Here, Mr. President, is 
the resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade. (See Appendix H.) 

Here are the resolutions of the American Fishery Union. (See Ap- 
pendix I.) 

I leave to Senators from other States to make known the sentiments 
of their own constituents. 

I have seen somewhere the charge that the opposition to this treaty 
had its origin in the prejudice of party. Never was a calumny more 
unfounded. The earliest and most earnest voices of remonstrance have 
come from those eminent Democrats who have had occasion to study 
this question in times past. Mr. Charles Levi Woodbury, who bears a 
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name that has been a synonym for pure and undiluted Democracy for 
generations; Mr. Richard #. Spofford, the last Democratic candidate for 
Congress in the Gloucester district; Mr. Trescott, counsel for the United 
States at Halifax, in 1878, the most accomplished American writer on 
our diplomatic history—the American feeling of these men broke away 
from their Democracy—or rather, they found no inconsistency between 
patriotism and Democracy as they had learned it. 

Mr. President, the whole Democratic party had fully committed itself 
to another and very different policy of dealing with this subject. It 
will be remembered that the President, in his message of December, 
1885, made this recommendation: 





In the interest of good neighborhood and of the commercial intercourse of 
adjacent communities, the question of the North American fisheries is one of 
much importance. Following out the information given by me when the ex- 
tensory arrangement above described was negotiated, [ recommend that the 
Congress provide for the appointment of a commission in which the Govern- 
ments of the United States and Great Britain shall be respectively represented, 
charged with the consideration and settlement, upon a just, equitable. and hon- 
orable basis, of the entire question of the fishing rights of the two Governments 
—_ their respective citizens on the coast of the United States and British North 

merica, 

April 18, 1586, the Senate passed this resolution as a response to the 
President’s recommendation: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the appointment of a commission 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be rep- 
represented, charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights 
of the two Governments on the coasts of the United States and British North 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 

This was adopted by a vote of 38 to 10, every Republican Senator who 
voted or was present being in the affirmative and the following Demo- 
crats: BROWN, BuTLER, Fair, GORMAN, HARRIS, MCPHERSON, Maxey, 
MORGAN, PAYNE. : 

But this is not all. The President recalled the subject to the atten- 
tion of Congress in his next annual message, in which he declared that 
the recommendation of his last message had been ‘‘ met by an adverse 
vote in the Senate.’’ Congress thereupon passed the statute of March 
3, 1887, entitled ‘*‘ An act authorizing the President of the United States 
to protect and defend the rights of American fishing vessels,’’ etc. This 
passed the Senate by an unanimous vote on the yeas and nays, save one. 
The Democratic House proposed a still more stringent measure of re- 
dress, desiring to cut off intercourse with Canada by land as well as by 
sea. The report of their Committee on Foreign Affairs, as well as the 
letter of Secretary Manning, which is appended to it, denounces the 
conduct of Canada as ‘‘inhuman,’’ “ in violation of treaty obligation,”’ 
and ‘* uncivilized.’’ The debate showed that Democratic Senators vied 
with Republican Senators in their expressions of indignation. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware interposed in the speech of the Senator from Maine 
a reminder that the Secretary of State had gone as far as that Senator 
himself in expressions of indignation at the outrages inflicted on our 
shipping. The declarations of the Secretary of State in his correspond- 
ence with our minister at St. James, and the British minister here, the 
able letters of Mr. Phelps, the doctrines laid down by Mr. Wharton, 
the present Solicitor of the State Department, in his Digest of Interna- 
tional Law; the admirable letter of Secretary Manning to the House ot 
Representatives; the utterances of Democratic Senators, notably the 
Senator from Alabama, on this floor, are all in contradiction of the prin- 
ciples and the policy of this treaty. If, for this first time in nearly 
seventy years, party lines have been drawn in our foreign relations, it 
is done now, at the bidding of the Administration by a total and in- 
stant change of front on the part of its supporters. 

These votes and this action are a censure in advance of the whole pol- 
icy of the present negotiation. They announce the policy of the Dem- 
ocratic party in tones that can not be mistaken. A series of insults to 
the American flag, a policy of persistent unfriendliness, the refusal of 
the common international hospitalities had been inaugurated for the 
purpose of compelling achange in our domestic legislation. It was that 
for which Congress, without distinction of party and with the nearly 
unanimous approval of the people without distinction of party, placed 
in the hands of the President a simple, direct, peaceful, but ample and 
most effectual means of redress. The Administration in this negotia- 
tion has disregarded the authorized expression of the will of the Amer- 
ican people, ifthere can be such authorized expression. We placed in 
the hands of the President a simple means for a simple pnrpose. In- 
stead of using that means, the whole American complaint is postponed 
to a remote and most uncertain future. Neither apology nor compen- 
sation, neither indemnity for the past nor security for time to come is 
proposed. Instead, we have this most extraordinary treaty. 

Before calling attention to its terms I wish to make one other ob- 
servation. That is, that the Administration seems to have consulted 
nobody. I can not learn that in the progress of this negotiation any 
representative of the interests to be affected has been admitted to its 
confidence. When the Washington treaty of 1871 was in progress the 
Senate was kept in session far into May. Its members on both sides 
were constantly consulted and kept advised either by the commission- 
ers or the President. When the Ashburton treaty was negotiated, 
Massachusetts and Maine, the States chiefly interested in the bound- 
aries in dispute, were invited to appoint commissioners, who were con- 
stantly in attendance. During this whole negotiation, as during that 
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which preceded the Halifax award and that which preceded the Geneva 
award, the leading statesmen of Canada were constantly consulted 
by the representatives of Great Britain. Arbitrators proposed by us 
were rejected in deference to Canada’s objection. One of the British 
commissioners is understood to have repaired to Canada during the 
discussion, which was intermitted for that purpose. Yet neither my 
colleague nor myself, neither of the distinguished Senators from Maine, 
no representative of a fishing district in the other House, no member 
of this body, the constitutional adviser of the President and the con- 
stitutional depositary with him of the treaty-making power, is admitted 
or consulted in this important matter until the concessions to Canada 
are all made and the President and Secretary come before the public 
with their declaration that we have got all by this treaty that we are 
justly and equitably entitled to demand. 

Great Britain and Canada were represented on their part by trained 
diplomatists. The British minister at Washington, like his #*eces- 
sors, makes diplomacy the business of his life, and, as is well known, 
occupies a very high placein that profession. ‘The Canadian represent- 
ative, Sir Charles Tupper, has made the fishery interests of Canada the 
study ofa lifetime. Our commission, on the other hand, worthy and 
able as are the gentlemen who composed it, was improvised for the oc- 
casion. Neither of them probably had any considerable knowledge of 
the matter in question until his official relation to it began. I do not 
complain of this. It is unfortunately the habit of the United States 
in the conduct of our foreign intercourse. But it rendered the refusal 
of the Administration to avail itself of the usual means of information 
and advice specially unhappy in its results. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, 
I should like to ask him, what is his opinion of President Angell, who 
was upon the commission ¢ 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think itis quite proper for the Senator to ask 
my opinion as to President Angell, but I am very happy to state it. 
I do not think, however, it is right to ask my opinion. The Senator 
might ask my opinion of some gentleman whom I do not respect. I 
respect President Angell very highly, but Iam not aware that Presi- 
dent Angell—to use the graphie expression of another person—ever 
saw a mackerel until it came from the gridiron. A gentleman of Mich- 
igan—— 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. HOAR. 


He was born in New England. 
Suppose he was——- 

Mr. PAYNE. A native of Rhode Island. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose he is a native of Rhode Island; there are na- 
tives of Rhode Island by the hundreds and thousands who have no 
knowledge of the iaws and rights of fisheries. Why did he not con- 
sult with gentlemen from Rhode Island who represent that inter- 
est? Why did he not consult some representative of the fishing in- 
terests in the other House? Why did he not consult some leading 
representative of the fishing interests in this body ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Associated with the commission on our part was one 
of the leading Jawyers in the country, Mr. Putnam. 

Mr. HOAR. Aneminent lawyer, my personal friend, whom I highly 
value and esteem; but it shows the utter boy’s play and utter igno- 
rance of the importance of the rights that are at stake when one of the 
Senators of the United States, a Democratic member of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of this body, when the criticisms are made that 
when the fishing rights have been surrendered without consulting the 
men who knew anything about them, gets up and asks me what is my 
opinion of President Angell. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, if the Senator will permit me, that he has 
made a very uncharitable and irrational charge upon this commission. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam making no charge upon the commission. 

Mr. PAYNE. Excuse me until I finish my statement. I think it 
is very uncharitable to make the remark that the commission knew 
nothing about the question; that President Angell knew nothing about 
the matter. The idea that a man born in New England, educated in 
New England, brought up in New England, knows nothing about this 
matter is very singular. 

Mr. HOAR. What I stated was that I was not aware that President 
Angell ever saw a mackerel until it came from the gridiron. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know Mr. Angell to be pre-eminent in science, 
one of the most distinguished men in the United States, the head of 
the University of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. HOAR. President Angell is all thatand a great deal more, but 
I have never heard that either of the three American commissioners, 
the Secretary of State, the honored head of the University of Michigan, 
or the honored leader of the Portland bar had had occasion to inform 
himself thoroughly in regard to the practical rights and interests of 
the vocation of the American fishermen. 

Mr. PAYNE. One moment more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield further? 

Mr. HOAR. I am willing to yield for a correction of a statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to correct the statement the Senator made, 
that neither one of the gentlemen associated with the Secretary of 
State had any knowledge of the fisheries question. He overlooked the 
very prominent fact that Mr. Putnam, who is certainly one of the most 
eminent lawyers in New England, had been the attorney in the Do- 
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miniou courts of these very fishermen in defending their rights; and 
to say that he knew nothing about the mackerel question is unfair. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Putnam, it is true, had been employed to defend 
some criminal cases in the Dominion courts. He was a very compe- 
tent person. I wonder what would have been thought of Mr. Putnam 
when he was acting as attorney in defending those cases if he had un- 
dertaken to try them without consulting his clients, to get some of his 
clients’ knowledge of the law and the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. I take it that somebody in New England—— 

Mr. HOAR, Ido not yield any further. 
three men were undertaking to deal with the 
Great Britain and with Sir Charles Tupper, the old minister of fish- 
eries in the Dominion, who had madethis subject the study of his li 
time, it was a very indiscreet thing indeed, however eminent in science 
or in law or in Delaware politics they were, not to avail themselves 
the advice, of the assistance, and the suggestions of the representatives 
of the fishing interests in this body and in the other House. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator if he objects 
an interruption; but will the Senator from Massachusetts undertak« 
say that the negotiators on the American side of this treaty, Mr. Put- 
nam and Mr. Angell, to say nothing of the Seeretary of State, were in- 
ferior in equipment for the duties that were imposed upon them to Mr. 
Chamberlain or Sir I } n 


trained diplomatists of 
} 
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ionel Sackville West; that there was anything i 
the occupations, history, or previous studies of those gentlemen that 
made them at all inferior in equipment for negotiation to either of the 
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gentlemen whom I have named, one of them certainly not a practical | 


diplomatist, and the other not so eminent that any fair American la 
yer should fear to come in competition with him ? 

Mr. HOAR. I think that the training of a New England lawyer in 
a commercial city, and the training of a man as professor in a univ 
sity in the West, and the training of an able and honorable Unit 
States Senator from Delaware 
functions in life may be, did not fit them to cope on terms of equality, 
either in diplomacy or in special knowledge, with the men whom Great 


Britain sent on the other side, and I think that the result of that dip- 
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however honorable those positions and 


ad | 


lomatic attempt on the part of those gentlemen will abundantly sat- | 


isfy the Senate of that fact. 

Mr. GRAY. What special training had Mr. Chambe 
special training had Sir Lionel Sackville West, 
superior to the American negotiators? 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it had been the business of 
the question for the last ten years. 

Mr. GRAY. And what better selection could have been made 
this country, where we have no trained school of diplomatists, than was 
made? 

Mr. HOAR. I wouldsuggest that Mr. WILLIAM P. FRYE, of Maine; 
Mr. W. H. Tresecott; General WILLIAM COGSWELL, of Salem, Mass. ; 
Mr. Fitz J. Babson, of Gloucester, or Mr. Charles Levi Woodbury would 
have saved us from the disgrace and humiliation of this treaty. 

One other matter I ought to advert to. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations very properly calls attention to the refusal by the President, 
under the advice of the Secretary of State, to communicate to the Sen- 
ate confidentially the course of the negotiations and discussions, and 
the various propositions and arguments arisingin the negotiation, The 
committee deems the refusal contrary to the constitutional relation be- 
tween the President and the Senate, and the reverse of the continuous 
practice in such matters from the beginning of the Government until 
this time. The Secretary of State alleges as the reason for the refusal— 
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which rendered 
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Ir. West to study 


That the negotiation is intrusted to the discretion of the Executive, and that it | 


could not hopefully be entered on without the guaranty of mutual confidence 
between the agents. 

He implies that his refusal is due to some confidential obligation to 
the British side of the conference. But Sir Charles Tupper, on the 
other hand, in his speech of May 10, expresses his— 


great surprise that the protocols as published did not give all the 
made, and the counter-proposals and the replies on both sides. 


So it is clear, Mr. President, that this concealment from the Senate 
of what took place there as preliminary to the treaty is solely of Mr. 
Bayard’s own seeking, and is contrary to the expectation and to the 
desire of the British commissioners. 
character of this communication, and that it is essential in order that 
such proceedings might be hopefully entered upon, finds no support 
in the understanding of the other side. 
which Sir Charles Tupper desired and expected to make known to 
Canada, and which the Administration desires and expects to conceal, 
not only from the American people, but from the Senate, to whom the 
Constitution commits the duty of advising in regard to the transaction. 

Now, Mr. President, what was the present occasion for a revision of 
our international relations with Canada? We had, it is true, long- 
standing differences, growing out of conflicting claims under the treaty 
of 1818 and in regard to our rights before that treaty. But these claims 
were not the subject of the present disturbance. The wrongs with 
which this treaty does not deal are the wrongs which had so excited 
public indignation. The recent and present subject of American com- 
plaint is the attempt on the part of Canada to compel a change in our 
customs laws, a purely domestic concern, for her benefit, by vexatious 
and inhospitable treatment of our vessels, in violation of the plain laws 
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port our claim, that we were joint owners of a great ocean fishery whi 
our fathers had helped to conquer and to acquire, and which had b 
granted to Massachusetts by her charter, a property where the fish 
was the principal and the shore right the accessory, and that at t! 
Revolution we made a partition of that property; that we did not s 

or acquire that right by the treaty of 1783, but simply retained it an 
had it acknowledged, and that it rests to-day on the same foundation 
as our title to our independence, or our title to the soil of the State of 
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Maine. The jurisdiction of shore or adjacent waters had nothing to 
do with it. If I were to°undertake to support this view by marshal- 
ing all the American authorities, I must speak a week; I must cite 
every American historian, every American writer on public law, every 
American diplomatist who has dealt with the subject from John Ad- 
ams down to Mr. Wharton, the present accomplished law adviser of 
the Department of State. 

The Continental Congress, as early as 1778, declared the ultimatum 
on which peace should be made with England— 

1, Independence; 

2. The recognition of our claim to the fisheries; 

3. Free navigation of the Mississippi. 

They enforced this by the further agreement that every stipulation 
respecting the fisheries must receive the assent of every State. 

John Adams has left it on record that when he went abroad as our 
representative in 1778, and again when the treaty of 1783 was nego- 
tiated, his knowledge of the fisheries and his sense of their importance 
were what induced him to take the mission. He calls them— 

That great source of wealth, that great nursery of seamen, that great means 
of power, 

He declared that unless our claims were fully recognized the States 
would carry on the war alone. He said: 

His country had ordered him to make no peace without clear acknowledg- 
ment of the right to the fishery, and by that declaration he would stand. 

His letters to William Cranch, to James Lloyd, to Richard Rush, 
to William Tudor, and William Thomas set forth the whole grounds 
ot our rights as an original part of our nationalempire. This right 
was completely acknowledged by the highest English authorities. 
When the British Parliament passed the act of March, 1775— 

To restrain the trade and commerce of the provinces of Massachusetts Bay 
and New Hampshire and the colonies of Connecticut and Rhode Island and 
Providence Plantations; and to prohibit such colonies from carrying on any 
fishery on the banks of Newfoundland, and other places therein mentioned— 
sixteen peers, among them Lord Camden and Lord Rockingham, pro- 
tested. Among their reasons they said: 

Because the people of New England, besides the natural claim of mankind to 
the gifts of Providence on their coast, are specially entitled to the fishery by 
their charters, which have never been declared forfeited. 

In the debate on the articles of peace in the House of Lords, Lord 
Loughborough, the ablest lawyer of his party, said: 


The fishery on the shores retained by Britain is in the next article not ceded, 
but recognized as a right inherent in the Americans, which though no longer 
Lbritish subjects, they are to continue to enjoy unmolested. 


This was denied nowhere in the debate. 

John Adams took greater satisfaction in his achievement securing 
our fisheries in the treaty of 1783 than in any other of the great actsof 
his life. After the treaty of 1783 he had a seal struck with the figures 
of the pine tree, the deer, and the fish, emblems of the territory and 
the fisheries secured in 1783. He had it engraved anew in 1815 with 
the motto, ‘‘ Piscemur, venemur, ut olim.’’? I have here an impression 
taken from the original seal of 1815. This letter from John Quincy 
Adams tells its story: 





Quincy, September 3, 1836. 

My Dear Son: On this day, the anniversary of the definitive treaty of peace 
of 1783, whereby the independence of the United States of America was recog- 
nized, and the anniversary of your own marriage, I give you aseal, the impres- 
sion upon which was a device of my father, to commemorate the successful as- 
sertion of two great interests in the negotiation for the peace, the liberty of the 
fisheries, and the boundary securing the acquisition of the western lands. The 
deer, the pine tree, and the fish are the emblems representing those interests. 

The seal which my father had engraved in 1783 was without the motto. He 
gave itin his lifetime to your deceased brother John, to whose family it be- 
longs. That which I now give to you I had engraved by his direction at Lon- 
don in 1815, shortly after the conclusion of the treaty of peace at Ghent, on the 
24th of December, 1814, at the negotiation of which the same interests, the fish- 
eries, and the boundary had been deeply involved. The motto, Piscemur, ven- 
emur, ut olim, is from Horace. 

I request you, should the blessing of Heaven preserve the life of your son 
Charles Francis, and make him worthy of your approbation, to give it at your 
own time to him as a token of remembrance of my father, who gave it to me, 


and of yours. 
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 

My son, CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS. 

The negotiations of 1815 and 1818 were under the control of as 
dauntless and uncompromising a spirit, and one quite as alive to the 
value of the fisheries and the dishonor of abandoning them as that of 
John Adams himself. If John Quincy Adams, the senior envoy at 
Ghent, and the Secretary of State in 1818, had consented to a treaty 
bearing the construction which is now claimed he never could have 
gone home to face his father. When the war of 1812 ended, Great 
Britain set up the preposterous claim that the war had abrogated all 
treaties, and that with the treaty of 1783 our rights in the fisheries 
were gone. There was alarm in New England; but it was quieted by 
the knowledge that John Quincy Adams was one of our representatives. 
It was well said at that time that, as 

John Adams saved the fisheries once, his son would a second time. 

When some one expressed a fear that the other commissioners would 
not stand by his son, the old man wrote in 1814, that— 


Bayard, Russell, Clay, or even Gallatin would cede the fee-simple of the 
United States as soon as they would cede the fisheries. 


When England made the claim at Ghent that the war had abrogated 
the treaty of 1783, and that our fishery rights both at sea and on shore 
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came from that treaty and had fallen with it, our commissioners an- 
swered that our right to the fisheries stood on the same foundation as 
our right to our independence or to our territory, and that this right 
was not affected by the war, and that they were instructed not to bring 
the same into discussion. Mr. Adams, in his letters in reply to Jona- 
than Russell, shows that this claim is not only supported by Vattel, 
but is established by abundant British authorities. One of the British 
commissioners has left on record his opinion that the failure by Great 
Britain to reject this claim in the treaty amounts to an assent to it. 
Mr. Adams distinctly declares that our right was not the creation of 
the treaty of 1783. 


It was the possessory use of the right at any time theretofore as British sub- 
jects, and the acknowledgment by Great Britain of its continuance in the peo- 
ple of the United States after the treaty ot separation, 

The letter of instruction to our commissioners at Ghent says: 

Information has been received that it is probable thata demand will be made 
to surrender our right to the fisheries, Should it be made, you will, of course, 
treat it as it deserves. If insisted on your negotiations will cease. 

Our commissioners notified those of Great Britain that they were not 
authorized to discuss these rights. The treaty was concluded without 
mentidning them. Mr. Adams declared four years after the convention 
of 1818: 


Our doctrine was sound in itself, and maintainable on the most enlarged, hu- 
mane, and generous principles of international law. * * * Since that the 
principle asserted by the American plenipotentiaries at Ghent has been still as- 
serted and maintained through the long and arduous negotiation with Great 
Britain, and has passed the ordeal of minds of no inferior ability. It has ter- 
minated in a new and satisfactory arrangementof the greatinterest connected 
with it, and in the substantial admission of the principle asserted by the Ameri- 
can plenipotentiaries, * * * This principle is yet important to great inter- 
ests and to the future welfare of the country. 


He states in a terse and weighty sentence the whole controversy: 

They considered it a British grant; we considered it a British acknowledg- 
ment, 

Mr. President, it is obvious that if the war of 1812 abrogated our 
fishery rights a new war will abrogate the treaty of 1846 and give us 
Vancouver’s Island and fifty-four forty. 

We were only insisting upon a doctrine many times asserted by emi- 
nent British authorities, and by the great continental writers on the 
law of nations. Vattel says: 

Although a nation may appropriate to itself a fishery upon its own coast and 
within its own jurisdiction, yetif it has once acknowledged the common right 
of other nations to come and fish there, it can no longer exclude them from it; 
it has left that fishery in its primitive freedom, at least with respect to those 
who have been in possession of it. 

He cites the herring fishery on the coast of England as being com- 
mon to them with other nations, because they had not appropriated it 
to themselves from the beginning. 

It is clear, then, Mr. President, that we had and have everything 
that was assigned to us in the partition of 1783, everything that Eng- 
land then acknowledged to be ours that we did not renounce in 1818. 

That treaty leaves the deep-sea and bank fisheries untouched, as not 
capable of being questioned. It then expressly affirms the right of the 
United States to take fish on the whole western coast of Newfoundland 
and on the southern coast as far eastward as the Rameau Islands; also 
on the coast of Labrador from Mount Joli northward indefinitely; also 
on the Magdalen Islands; also to dry and cure fish on the unsettled 
portions of said coast. We had before no right to dry and cure fish in 
Newfoundland; but we had the right to take fish on the whole shores 
of the British possessions in North America. We renounced in 1818 
the right to take fish on the coast of Nova Scotia and on the eastern 
shore of Newfoundland and the shore at the mouth of theSt. Lawrence 
westward from Mount Joli, and gained the shore rights on a consider- 
able stripof Newfoundland. ‘There is, as far as I know, no claim any- 
where that the right to dry fish on these shores or to take them within 
3 marine miles, renounced in 1818, was of any considerable importance. 
But the treaty of 1818 is censured for two reasons: 

First, because in the clause in which the United States ‘‘renounce 
forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants 
thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of 
the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of his Britannic Majesty’s domin- 
ions in America, not included within the above-mentioned limits,’’ 
the use of the words ‘‘bays’’ has left it open for England to claim 
that we are excluded from all territory within 3 miles from any body 
of water included between headlands, whatever may be its size. 

Second, that in enumerating certain privileges to be thenceforth en- 
joyed by our fishermen, it impliedly renounced all others. 

A small part of this criticism is well founded. The use of the gen- 
eral term ‘‘bays,’’ taken literally and without regard to the subject- 
matter of the negotiation, would have excluded us from substantially 
all the shore fisheries, even those conceded to us by the other express 
language of thetreaty. Itwould shutusout fromthe whole Gulf of St. 
Lawrence itself. That is certainly a bay. Itisnota ‘‘bay’’ included 
within the above-mentioned limits; but the above-mentioned limits, 
nearly all of them, are included within it. If you except Labrador, 
north of the Straits of Belle Isle, there is nota league of the territory within 
which our shore rights are reserved which is not within the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence, which all, I believe, was formerly included in the name 
Baie des Chaleurs. This is all Mr. Webster and Mr. Everett have con- 
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All their criticism on the treaty of 1818 was uttered before 
the award of 1853. The language of the treaty gave Great Britain a 
pretext for raising a diffic ulty. But, as I shall prese sntly show, it isa 
pretext which she never herself has seriously unde rtaken to enforce, 
and which, but for the defe nders of this tre aty, never would have had 
a place of dignity in this discussion. 

The other criticism upon the treaty of 1818 is absolutely without 
force. Senators talk as if the negotiators of the treaty of 1818 had, in 
some way, renounced or abandoned or failed to obtain a provision for 
suitable hospit: ilities for our fishermen in Canadian ports, and this has 
made all the trouble. This is another mistake. Prior to 1818 no 
American vessel, whether employed in fishing or commerce, had th 
right to enter a British-American port for any purpose whatever. Thx 
could fish on the fishing-grounds where the inhabitants of both coun- 
tries used to fish. T hey ‘could go on the shore to dry fish. But they 
could not enter a harbor, unless it were a place used for fishing. They 
could buy nothing or sell nothing. They could not retit or ship a 
crew or go into the interior or go home byland. Now everything stip- 
ulated in their behalf in the treaty of 1818 wasa clear gain. It fa- 
vored the fisherman so far above all vessels whatever. It enabled him 
to get his bearings and shelter and water and fuel. The policy of 
England, which to all other commerce was as ferocious as that of the 
cannibal of the south seas, relaxed toward the fishermen almost to the 
dim and faint courtesy of her savage Highlander. 


ceded, 


9” 


“Stranger, what dost thou require? 
“ Rest. and a guide, and food, and fire.’ 

The treaty of 1818 was a Democratic measure. The commissioners 
were Albert Gallatin, Jefferson’s Secretary of the Treasury, and Rich- 
ard Rush, the friend, disciple, and eulogist of Calhoun. The Presi- 
dent was James Monroe. The Secretary was John Quincy Adams, who 
had been with Gallatin atGhent. He waslittlelikely tosurrender any 
right of a New England fisherman. If you had dissected his brave and 
stout heart you would have found fisheries written on it. 

John Quincy Adams sounded a clarion of triumph when the treaty 
of 1818 was concluded. The great object of his father’s life, save inde- 
pendence, the object without which his father believed that independ- 
ence itself could not be maintained—the great object of his own public 
service, until those later days when he stood almost alone for the right 
of petition against a hostile House of Representatives, had been secured. 

The British pretension that the war had destroyed our fishing rights 
had been abandoned. Important privileges had been gained for the 
fishermen which were allowed to no other persons whatever. Shore 
rights on part of the continent had been abandoned, but others on the 
island of Newfoundland had been secured in their stead. 

We have gained by the convention of 1818— 

he says— 

an adjustment of the contest preserving our whole principle. The conven- 
tion restricts the liberties in some small degree, but it enlarges them propably 
in a degree notless useful. It has secured the whole coast fishery of every part 
of the British dominions, except within 3 marine miles of the shores, with the 
liberty of using all the harbors for shelter, for repairing damages, and for obtain- 
ing wood and water. It has secured the whole participation in the Labrador 
fisheries; the most important part of the whole, and of which it was at Ghent 
peculiarly the intention of the British Government at all events to deprive us. 
* * * ‘The convention has also secured to us the right of drying and curing the 
fish on a part of the island of Newfoundland, which had not been enjoyed un- 
der the treaty of 1783; it has narrowed down the pretensions of exclusive terri- 
torial jurisdiction with reference to those fisheries to 3 marine miles from the 
shores. Upon the whole, I consider this interest as secured by the convention 


of 1818 in a manner as adv antageous as it had been by the treaty of 1783.—Adams 
to Russell, page 241. 


You see, therefore, Mr. President, that the second criticism of the 
treaty of 1818 wholly disappears. Fishermen who brave the perils of 
the seas to supply food for mankind are the favorites of public law 
everywhere. It is a strange argument that because in 1818 the diplo- 
macy of America gained for her fishermen an advantage by which they 
were excepted from Great Britain’s tyrannous and barbarous policy of 
non-intercourse with her colonies, they should have no part in the hu- 
mane and liberal policies of later times. 

The first criticism on the treaty of 1818, if you deal only with the 
words and phrases of asingle clause, has a little more foundation. Bat 
it disappears when you look at the whole instrument. The purpose of 
the clanse was to move back the line of the fisheries 3 miles. When 
they spoke of drying and curing fish ‘‘in the bays, creeks, or harbors ”’ 
they were using differing phrases to describe the little inlets of the 
shore. The Gulf of St. Lawrence, then all included in common par- 
lance in the name ‘‘The Bay of Chaleurs,’’ was not included in the 
limits where the privilege of drying fish was admitted, but itself in- 
cluded within its own limits all those parts of the coast ‘excepting only 
that part of Labrador north of the Straits of Belle Isle. The treaty ex- 
pressly admits us to the Magdalen Islands, to the coast of Labrador 
east of Mount Joli, and to the south and west coast of Newfoundland. 
The British pretension would involve the absurdity that we may, under 
the treaty, take and dry fish on those coasts, but can not do it in the 
waters which surround them. 

Further, the treaty speaks of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks, 
showing that it was a description of a shore line that it was making. 

Further, it reserves the right to enter the bays, harbors, etc., where 
we are excluded from fishing, for purposes of shelter. How absurd to 
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suy pose that they were thinking of the Bay of Fundy, of the 


Chaleurs, of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, when they spoke of an ent 


as purpose of eee: A ship outside of one of these ina storm 
would of course keep the open sea. 

But the histor ¢c evidence is equal, y decisive. Mr. Rush has Ik i 
rec rd his testimony that this clause of renunciation was drawn by 


m and inserted at the request of the American commissi 
order that the whole transaction might appear as an assertion o 





original American rig shts as acknowled: ved in 1783, which could only 
be lost or limited by express release. The British plenipotentiaries 
did not desire it. Mr. Rush declares that neither he nor Mr. Gallatin 
would have signed the treaty if it excluded us from any waters bat 
those within 3 miles of the coast. Mr. Adams had had prepared 
most carefully a statement of our fisheries for the use of the nego 3 
of 1815 from competent merchants engaged in the business. Ii 30 
had a letter from James Lloyd, then Senator from Massachusetts, and 
one of the most accomplished statesmen of that day. Mr. Lloyd 
ter is a most admirable and valuable summary of the history and con- 
dition of the fishing interests of Massachusetts, which then in led 
Maine. Whatever may be the case now, these bays were then 
may be again, the most valuable part of our fishing grounds. Mr. 
Lloyd says: 

The shores, the creeks, the inlets of the Bay of Fundy, the Bay of Chal 2, 
andthe Gulf of St. Lawrence, the Straits of Belle Isle, and the coast of | ‘ 


dor appear to have been desig ned by the God of nature as the great ova 
tish—the inexhaustible reposi hery of this species of food, not only for t sup 
ply of the American but of the European continent. Atthe proper seas: to 
catch them in endless abundance, little more of effort is ne« de i tl ant ) 

hook and pull the line, and occasionally even this is n ecessary In 
weather, near the shores, myriads are visible, and the strand isat ti esa 
literally paved with them. 


He further says— 





That on a Sunday the New England fishermen swarmed like flies upon the 
shore. 

He says— 

The provincials, in 1807 or 1808, stationed a watchman nearthe Straits of Canso 
to count the number of American vessels which Seas d those straits on this e1 
ployment, who returned 9383 as the number actu ascertained by hi “~ » have 


passed, and doubtless many others, during the night, or in a storm, or thick 
weather, escaped his observation. 


For twenty-five years, as Mr. Rush declares—and he was ministe1 
to England for seven—as Mr. Marcy, the Secretary of State, aa ares 
and as Mr. Stevenson, our minister to England , declared in a lette: 
to the English secretary for foreign affairs, without denial, no serious 
claim was ‘made that we had no right in the great bays more than 6 
miles wide. We have exercised that right from that day to this. In 
1843, at the instigation of the colonial authorities, Great Britain seized 
two of our fishing vessels, one, the Washington, for fis shing in the Bay 
of Fundy, the other, the Argus, for fishing on St. Anne’s Bank, on thi 

northern coast of Cape Breton. Both vessels were in a |: urge bay more 
than 6 miles wide; both were more than 3 miles from the shore, 
and both were in waters whose shores on both sides were in Pritish 
jurisdiction. It is true, one of the outer headlands of the Bay of Fundy 
is in Maine, if you treat the coast on the mainland : as forming the head- 
land, and not the British island of St. Menan,which lies just off that 
eoast. But the Bay of Fundy borders on Maine but for a few miles, 
on the most liberal estimate. The ship was far in the bay, 10 miles 
from Annapolis, where the shores were British on both sides, and had 
been for more than 60 miles inward from the open sea. ‘These cases 
were submitted to arbitration in 1853. The british Government in 
the mean time had ordered that no further seizures should be made in 
waters more than 3 miles from the shore. The case was referred by 
the two Governments to arbitration. The umpire decided in favor of 
the American claim. This is his language: 


The question turns, so far as relates to the treaty stipulations, on the mean- 
ing given to the word “bays” in the treaty of 1783. By that treaty the Am« ri- 
cans had no right todry and cure fish on the shores and bays of Newfound!lan« 
but they had that right on the shores, coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of Noy: 
Scotia, and as they must land to cure fish on the shores, bays, and creeks, the 
were evidently admitted to the shores of the bays,etc. Ly the treaty of 18! 3 
the same right is grante sd to cure fish on the coasts, bays, e ete., of geal 
land. But the Americans re linquishe d that right and the right to fish withi 
3 miles of the coasts, bays, etc., of Nova Seotia. Taking it ae granted thatthe 
framers of the treaty intended that the word “ bay” or“ bays” should have the 
same meaning in ali cases,and no mention being made of headlands, there ap- 
pears no doubt that the Washington, in fishing 10 miles from the shore, violated 
no stipulation of the treaty. 

It was urged on behalf of the British Gove rnment that by ; 
etc., is understood an imaginary line drawn along the coast from headland to 
headland and that the jurisdiction of Her Majesty extends 3 mar miies out- 
side of this line, thus closing all the bays on the coast or shore, an ct 
body of water called the Bay of Fundy, against Americans and othe a] 
the latter a British bay. This doctrine of the headlan: is is new and has 
ceived a proper limit in the convention between France a id Gre at Hrita 
August, 1859,in which “it is agreed that the distance of 3 miles, fixed asthe; 
eral limit for the exclusive right of fishery upon the coasts of the two countries 
shall, with respect to bays the mouths of which do not exceed 10 mile 3 in w ith, 
be measured from a straight line drawn from headland to headland. 

The Bay of Fundy is from 65 to 75 miles w ide, and 130 to 140 miles long; it 
has several bays on its coast; thus the word “bay,” as applied to this great 
body of water, has the same meaning as that applie sd to the Bay of Biscay, 
Bay of Bengal, over which no nation can have the right to: issume sovereignty. 
One of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy is in the United States, and ships 
bound to Passamaquoddy must sail through a large space of it. Theisiands of 
Grand Menan (British) and Little Menan (American) are s itua ated nearly on” 
line from headland to headland. These islands, as represented in all geogr@ 
phies, are situated in the Atlantic Ocean. The conclusion is. therefore, in my 
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I re ly is not a British bay, nor a bay within 
th anin e treaties of 1783 and 1818, 
ot heir legal representatives are, therefore, 
ec! l to comy icreby awarded, not the amount of their 
claim (which ‘ but the sum of $3,000,due on the 15th of January, 
1 
J 1a hat good a Jawyer as the Senator from Delaware 
P| dha himself into the belief that this does not decide 
ie whol Mr. Bates gives his decision, and puts it exclu- 
ive ithe ground that bays in 1818 mean the same thing as in 1783, 
a description of the shore line, and that a vessel ‘‘ ten miles from shore 
violates no stipulation of the treaty.’’? Thisis stated by him as the 
ground of his decision. It settled not only the Bay of Fundy, but 
the whole contention between the two Governments, Then he goes 


on to speak of some special arguments of Great Britain; first, the head- 
land theory. He rejects that as new, and having a proper limit in the 
convention lately made with France. He adds that the Bay of Fundy 





has one of its headlands American, and is not a bay within the mean- 
ing of the word as used in the treaties of 1783and 1818, Now, it will 
be seen that although the fact is mentioned that one of the outer head- 


Jands of the Bay of Fundy is in the United States, the decision is not 
put on that ground, but expressly on the ground that the Bay of Fundy 
is nota bay within the meaning of the treaty, that ‘‘ bay, creek, harbor, 
and coast,’’ where we were to dry fish by the treaty of 1783, meant 
the shore line, and that the words had the same meaning in 1818, and 
that a vessel 10 miles from the shore is not within the treaty at all. 

The same decision is made in the case of the Argus. No opinion 
was there given, because the principle of the opinion in the case of the 
Washington covered it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachusetts will 
allow me—lI do not intend to interject in his speech any portion of the 
debate we had some time ago on the occasion of my discussion of this 
point—but I am quite willing, as long as he has recited the whole 
of the opinion of-Mr. Bates, that it should be submitted to the Senate 
for its judgment as to the ground upon which that decision was made. 
Notwithstanding the Senator’s exegesis and at the risk of his question- 
ing my ability as a lawyer, I yet can not see why a careful reading of 
that opinion will not justify the conclusion to which I came originally 
with my study of that question, that the ground upon which that 
opinion is based is that the Bay of Fundy, so called, is not a bay at all 
within the meaning of the treaty of 1818, and that the language of the 
umpire, Mr. Bates, in connecting that opinion with that illative 
conjunction ‘‘therefore,’’ fully justifies the conclusion at which I have 
arrived. 

But if the Senator will pardon me, while Iam on my feet I wish to 
correct what is of course not an intentional mistake in the statement 
of the case of the Argus. Hespeaks of the Argus as having been seized 
in the Bay of St. Anne. Icall his attention to the evidence in the 
case of the captain and crew, that she was seized not within the Bay 
of St. Anne but upoa St. Anne’s Bank, which is quite another situation 
and far outside of the limits of these waters which are properly called 
the Bay of St. Anne. 

Mr, HOAR. I had intended to make that correction myself, but 
inadvertently as I passed it Isaid ‘‘St. Anne’s Bay.’’ It is unimportant 
however, as affects the principle. St. Anne’s Bank is within a line 
from headland to headland, but it is outside of the body of what I 
spoke of, which has been named St. Anne’s Bay; so that the giving us 
damages for that was a rejection simply of the British headland theory. 

We have it then settled by the history of the original transaction, 
settled by subsequent practice, settled by a fair construction of the 
whole language of the treaty, and especially settled by asolemn adjudi- 
cation binding upon both nations, that the treaty of 1818 only with- 
drew our fishery rights 3 miles from the shore. 

Now, Mr. President, the difficulties of the last three years have noth- 
ing to do with the question of the true limits of our fishing-ground. 
They relate solely to an inhospitable and vexatious abuse of our ves- 
sels for the purpose of compelling us to alter ourdomestic arrangements 
as to duties on imports. 

Now, what an unwise, blundering, timid, un-American diplomacy 
is that which, when one hundred and fifty American ships cry out to 
their Government for redress of vexatious treatment in British harbors, 
for denial of ordinary hospitalities, fox oppressive use of legal author- 
ity, to turn wholly away from their injury and suffer Great Britain to 
discuss over again the interpretation of the treaty of 1818 as to fishing 
limits, and take down from her walls the rusty, disused weapons of 
seventy years ago and brandish them again in our faces! Whatstates- 
manship, what patriotism is it for President and Secretary and Demo- 
cratic Senators to set themselves with one voice to arguing the British 
case ! 

They tell us we ought to negotiate. We have negotiated, and are 
content with the results. They tell us we ought to arbitrate. We 
have arbitrated, and have two judgments in our favor. What treat 
is likely to be better for us than the treaty of 1818. What arbitration 
more likely to result in our favor than the arbitrament of 1853? The 
spirit which caused the attack on our fishing vessels at Fortune Bay 
the first time we attempted to exercise there our rights after the Hal- 
ifax award, the spirit which has dealt with these one hundred and fif- 
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teen cases of American vessels seeking hospitality, will never be altered 
until our markets are given up to Canadian fishermen and our own 
en are driven from their trade. That spirit will find as many 
opportunities for its exercise under the new treaty as under the old. 
Our complaint of Mr. Cleveland is not that he negotiated, but that 
he refused to negotiate in regard to the American grievance. That he 
puts off toa more convenient season. He negotiates where we need 
no negotiation, and leaves our condition worse than he findsit. Our 
demand for redress, which is a fit subject for negotiatiom the gravity 
of which he has again and again admitted, he wholly ignores or post- 
pones. He has done the things he ought not to have done and has left 
undone the things he ought to have done. 
In the year 1886, according to the information laid before us by the 
Executive, 700 American fishing vessels, and in 1887, 1,362 American 
fishing vessels were boarded and called to account by British officials 
in British-American waters or ports. According to the minority of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, nearly 400 vessels have been involved 
in seizures or other interferences. More than 150 of these have com- 
plained to our Government. One hundred and fifteen of them have been 
the subject of diplomatic complaint to Great Britain on the part of our 
Executive. These were no light or frivolous complaints. The Secre- 
tary of State in his diplomatic correspondence with England, where, 
if anywhere, the language of caution and moderation is appropriate, 
denounces the acts of the British authorities as ‘* outrageous,”’ 
‘*brutal,’’ ‘‘inhospitable,’? ‘‘inhuman.’’ The President indorses the 
action of the Secretary and desires to have the evidence taken and pre- 
served in perpeluam rei memoriam, that demand for redress may be 
enforced against England. Secretary Manning declares that: 
The Dominion of Canada brutally 
dian ports— 
and says that he— 
hopes there never will be such passionate spite displayed by the officers of this 
Government as has during the last summer been exhibited in the Dominion of 
Canada toward well-meaning American fishermen. 
These are not sentimental grievances. Voyages broken up, vessels 
condemned on frivolous pretexts, the common decencies of hospitality 
denied, refusal even to replace the food that had been given to their 
own perishing seamen; a Canadian she-wolf would have had more grat- 
itude to the man who had succored her young; the American flag 
hauled down from an American mast head by a Canadian officer. Why, 
in the old days here would have been matter for a hundred wars. 
Mr. Bayard promised the owners of the David J. Adams, in his let- 
ter of June 30, 1886, that— 
Reparation for all losses unlawfully caused by foreign authority will be the 
subject of international presentation and demand. 


And now we are quietly told, in the corner of a report, that these 
claims have not been considered, as some demands are made against us 
for interfering with seal fisheries in the North Pacific, and both sub- 
jects are adjourned to a future time. It is not too much to say that, 
while this Administration shall exist there will neither be redress nor 
hope nor expectation of redress for any outrage committed by Great 
Britain upon an American anywhere. 

For the insult to our flag we get no apology from Great Britain. We 
are informed by the British minister that the Canadian Government 
regrets it. But we have no diplomatic or international relations with 
Canada. She is to us but a bureau or department. The act should 
either be disavowed and punished by Great Britain, or Great Britain 
must be held responsible. 

We get no indemnity for the past. 
ture? 

There is nothing in the instrument very difficult of comprehension. 
There are nominally sixteen articles in it. There are really but five 
that are absolute. There is one other that takes effect if we repeal our 
duty on fish, 

First. It provides new limits for our right of fishing near Canadian 
shores. The first nine articles deal with this one subject. 

Second. It provides in two articles for the treatment of American 
fishing vessels entering Canadian harbors for shelter, repairs, wood, or 
water. 

Third. It gives to ‘‘ fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland on 
the Atlantic coast of the United States all the privileges reserved and 
secured by this treaty to United States vessels in the aforesaid waters 
of Canada and Newfoundland.”’ 

Fourth. It agrees that every United States fishing vessel shall con- 
spicuously exhibit its number on each bow. 

Fifth. It provides for the trial and punishment of the United States 
vessels unlawfully fishing or preparing to fish, or otherwise violating 
the laws of Great Britain, Canada, or Newfoundland ‘‘relating to the 
right of fishery in such waters, bays, creeks, or harbors.’’ 

Sixth. It provides that when we admit their fish-oil, whale-oil, seal- 
oil, and fish of all kinds free of duty, we may enter their ports, etc., to 
purchase provisions and supplies, to ship crews, and transship cargoes. 

As to each of these matters the treaty leaves us worse than it found 
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excludes American fishermen from Cana- 


Is there any security for the fu- 





us. 
It does not afford redress of grievances. 
It does not provide against the recurrence of causes of complaint in 
future. 
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is to mark the limit of the right of fishing or preparing to fish. Iam 
speaking of the Senator’s language about midnight and the storm. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator ever hear of a tog? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes, and have seen them. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator suppose that anybody would fish in 
a log? 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. HOAR, 
being seen. 

Take this stipulation in connection with the provision of the Cana- 
dian law, which I shall speak of again, and which now stands, and is 
hereafter to stand, in spite of this treaty: Revised Statutes of Canada, 
chapter 94, section 10, of fishing by foreign vessels: 


Bat take the case the Senator mentioned. 
Take the case of a storm at night and the line then 


Ifa dispute arises as to whether any seizure has or has not been legally made, 
or as to whether the person who seized was or was not authorized to seize under 
this act, oral evidence may be taken,and the burden of proving the illegality of 
the seizure shall lie upon the owner or claimant. 


Now look at section 15: 

If, on any information or suit brought to trial under this act, judgment is given 
for the claimant, and the court or judge certifies that there was probable cause 
for seizure, the claimant shall not be entitled to costs, and the person who made 
the seizure shall not be liable to any indictment or suit on account thereof; and 
ifany suit or prosecution is brought against any person on account of any seiz- 
ure under this act and judgment is given against him, and the court or judge 
certifies that there was probable cause for the seizure, the plaintiff, besides the 
thing seized, or its value, shall not recover more than 4 cents damages, and shall 
not recover any costs, and the defendant shall not be fined more than 20 cents, 

The voyage may be broken up; the fisherman may be absolutely 
innocent; the cargo may be spoiled; the ship may be lost while in 
charge of the men who seized it; yet if, on this oral testimony, the 
man who made the seizure, on his complaint, can get a judge to certify 
that he was misled by somebody else, or by mistake of fact or place, so 
that he had probable cause, no suit whatever will lie against him; and 
if the suit be first brought against him by the owner, there shall be no 
costs, and 4 cents damages. The testimony is to be oral. Senators 
know something of the evidence in admiralty suits even at their best. 
I am afraid Captain Quigley, of the Canadian schooner Terror, will 
find little difficulty in persuading his sailors to think and to testify 
that every American vessel he shall board hereafter is within the pro- 
hibited line. 

Edward Everett told me that he was once sitting at midnight on the 
deck of the Scotia as she passed Cape Race, on a stormy and dark night. 
He asked Captain Judkins how near he supposed himself to be to Cape 
Race. The captain answered, ‘‘ Within 5 or6 miles.’’ A little while 
afterwards Mr. Everett asked him how near he could tell his actual 
position with certainty. The captain answered, ‘‘ Within 8 or 10 
miles.”’ 

Another section provides that three-quarters of what the vessel and 
cargo sell for, which is fishing or preparing to fish within the limits, 
may be distributed among the sailors. Oral evidence may be taken. 
The sailors on board the Canadian vessel which makes the seizure are 
bribed, if I may use so gross a term, by three-quarters of the value ot 
the thing seized, and the burden of proof is put upon the owner of the 
vessel which has been seized, and that is a thing which does not seem 
to have entered Mr. Bayard’s head. 

Now, Mr. President, everybody is familiar with the evidence which 
is got in admiralty causes from sailors—— 

Mr. GRAY. I only want to say, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
will indulge me—and I do not wish to interrupt him unnecessarily— 
that the provision of the Canadian law which places the burden of proof 
upon the vessel seized to disprove her contravention of that provision, 
harsh as it seems, and undoubtedly is, is the counterpart of the laws of 
the United States in regard to customs seizures, and the laws of the 
United States are quite as rigorous, and they place in so many words 
the burden of proof upon the vessel seized to disprove the contraven- 
tion of customs regulations or laws. But however that may be, I call 
the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the clause in the 
treaty which, for the first time in our diplomacy, undertakes by treaty 
stipulation to limit the scope of the municipal law of another country 
in its effects and operations upon our fishermen. 

Mr. HOAR. We differ altogether in our point of view. I utterly 
deny that the customs laws throughout this country contain any pro- 
visions which are like that; but the Senator from Delaware, if he will 
give me his attention for one moment, I think will see the very great 
difference between the two cases. 

We have the right to impose on vessels that import merchandise into 
this country the obligation of showing that when they come in they are 
in compliance with our law. ‘They are within our jurisdiction, and, 
reasonable or unreasonable, they have no cause of complaint. But here 
is the fisherman of the United States exercising his right on the high 
seas, or his right where he is as much within the exercise of his own 
property as the Canadian is in his own dwelling. And now to say that 
a little Canadian vessel may seize an American who is in the exercise 
of his own public right, secured to him by the law of nations and by 
special treaty, a right which he got for Great Britain in the first place, 
and that she shall hold over his head the obligation to have his vessel 
confiscated—and there is another provision of that law which provides 
that if the judge says there is probable cause for the seizure there shall 


ee 


be only 4 cents damages and 20 cents costs for the recovery—to say that 
that should be done when a Canadian court, on the evidence of a lot of 
sailors who are to have three-quarters of the thing in dispute as a bribe, 
shall certify that there was probable cause for seizure! I can not believe 
that, upon reflection, my honorable and patriotic friend from Delaware 
will stand here and advocate or justify such a condition of things. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not attempt, if the Senator will allow me, to ad- 
vocate or justify anything. I merely wanted to point out the fact that 
barbarous as it may seem—and I think a great deal about our custom- 
laws is barbarous 

Mr. HOAR. This is no customs law. 

Mr. GRAY. I know it is not; but it is a law which does undertake 
to place upon the vessel seized just that barbarous and unnatural rule 
that the party seized shall have the burden placed upon him to disprove 
the allegation. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not my honorable friend see that we are talking 
about the condition of an American fisherman, prosecuting his fishing 
right on the high seas? Suppose a little Canadian fellow comes along 
and takes a vessel worth $20,000 or $30,000 and says, ‘‘ You were not on 
the highseas, but you were a rod over 3 miles from this 10-mile line drawn 
from headland to headland. Itake youintoCanada.’’ And there those 
sailors are to have three-quarters of that sum distributed among them. 
To claim that the man was a few rods one way or the other from this 
line, what has that to do with the American customs laws? 

Mr. GRAY. Nothing, except that it is a mode of enforcing the law. 

Mr. HOAR. A man coming to an American port submits himself 
to American authority and American jurisdiction and American law. 

I would not speak with disrespect of the Canadian courts. I have 
known personally some of their jurists. There are others who stand 
in high and deserved repute among the great lights of jurisprudence. 
But I do not know what local tribunals may be charged with the ad- 
ministration and interpretation of thislaw. Our Canadian friends will 
pardon me if I must, in this instance, judge of their jurisprudence by 
their legislation. The Canadian judge must be expected to interpret 
their laws in the spirit which inspired them, and to carry out the pur- 
pose for which they were confessedly enacted. That purpose was, as 
Mr. Davies declared in the Parliament of Canada, ‘‘ that the customs 
laws of this country shall be dragged in to harass, to irritate, to worry, 
and drive to desperation the American fishermen, as it did drive them 
to desperation.’’ That Mr. Davies is high authority will appear from 
a sketch of his career, which I take from Appleton’s Biographical Dic- 
tionary and append to these remarks. (See Appendix J.) 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to read, while I have the 
book in my hand, five lines from our Revised Statutes, which support 
the assertion I have made. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I read from section 909 of the Revised Statutes, which 
says: 

fa suits or informations brought, where any seizure is made pursuant to any 
act providing for or regulating the collection of duties on imports or tonnage, 
if the property is claimed by any person, the burden of proof shall lie upon such 
claimant: Provided, That probable cause is shown for such prosecution, to be 
judged of by the court. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, the burden of proving the property. 

Mr. GRAY. But putting the burden of proof on the ‘‘claimant’’ 
the Senator of course knows is quite technical. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not understand how a lawyer of such eminence 
as my honorable friend, of the patriotic purpose and candor which 
we know he possesses, should in the zeal of his defense of this extraor- 
dinary performance satisfy himself that there is any resemblance be- 
tween a United States statute, which says that where a man claims 
property the burden of proof shall be on him, and astatute which says 
that when property in my possession is seized—it may be on the high 
seas—the burden of proof is put upon me to prove that that seizure was 
illegai. I can not see, myself, any possible resemblance between the 
two. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will pardon me, it is not very relevant, 
but at the same time it is a question of accuracy. This provision of 
the Revised Statutes does just that thing, and where there is a seizure 
made and there is a claimant (which is a technical word for a man who 
is a defendant in a proceeding in rem), the burden of proof is on him 
as to everything that is charged, not only as to the ownership of the 
property, but as to the infraction of the customs laws. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to say that if I could seize a 
British vessel in the port of New York I could hold on to that vessel? 

Mr. GRAY. So far as the charge made was for the infraction of the 
laws as to customs duties. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam constrained to say that I do not believe it. 

Mr. GRAY. Thestatute says so. I do not say so. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not believe the statute meantanysuch thing. If 
it did, there is no possible resemblance between seizing the vessel of 
another nation when it is in its own right, in its own place, and a ves- 
sel going into the port of another country and submitting it—— 

Mr. GRAY. It is a barbarous rule of evidence, but it is the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no possible resemblance between the two cases. 

These first nine articles of the treaty, then, instead of surrendering a 
thingof no value in theinterest of peace, surrender what isof great value 
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in theinterest ot discord. The purpose of Canada todrive 
from the sea and to compel us to open our markets to support th 
will remain unchanged, or will be 
achievement. A hundred 





stimulated to new efforts by this 
a hundred vexations, a hundred 
quarrels will arise where one has arisen before. If dishonor to our 
flag, if vexation, brutality, inhospitality, outrage, have produced for 
her this harvest, what motive will she have for other conduct here- 
after? She has tried already, to her entire satisfaction, what virtue 
there is instones. She will not be likely to resort to wor 
hereafter. 

Within the past three weeks the news comes of the A 


seizures, 


is or grass 


merican ship 


Bridgewater, a vessel of 1,557 tons, which put into Shelburne, Nova 
Scotia, in distress for repairs, having encountered a heavy gale. She 


had sailed from St. John, New Brunswick, for Liverpool with a cargo 
of deals. The owners of the cargo, foreseeing a long detention, trans- 


ferred it to another ship. The owner of the vessel offered it at auc- 
tion to see if he could sell it, but got no bids. On this 1 he Canadian 
customs officer seized it as an importation, demanded 25 per cent. duty, 


and held it for eighty-one days. The Government then decided that 
the seizure was illegal. The collector then proposed to release the 
ship on condition that the owner would withdraw his protest, and re- 
lease the officer who made the seizure and the Government from all 
claim for damages. This the owner indignantly refused. The ship 
was then released without condition. The minister of justice gave the 
opinion that the owner had no claim against the seizing officer, and the 
Government refused to entertain his demand for redress. The owner 
lost his charter-party and his voyage, and thinks he was damaged full 
$20,000. 
134 MAconN STREET, BROOKLYN, 
DeAR Str: I thank you for your valued favor of yesterday's date. 
When Mr. Rowell, the minister of customs of Canada, handed me 
which you have in print, declining to entertain my claim for compensation, I 
remarked, after carefully reading it, “It is unfortunate you confess to the 
violation of law, but deny the redress. The matter will now goto the State 
Department, it being a governmental rather than a personal matter.”’ Mr. Row- 
ell replied, with a smile, ** You will get nothingthere. Of all the claims which 
have been lodged there against the government, we have not been called upon 
to pay one; we simply he vard nothing more about them.” Atthe time | thought 


his letter 


P I know, as the peo} ile of the 


both this and his letter were intended to favor me with a compromise, the | 


deputy minister of justice having, a moment before,in the ante-room, put me | 
calmness and dig 


in a position to make such offer. 

I can not see how Mr. Bayard can be indifferent to this. Not to ask for an 
explanation and remedy forthe pecuniary injury would simply be a confession 
that in treaty laws,in which our Government are a party to, we have no ri 
which even dependencies are bound to respect. 


ghts 


The State Department must 


have received the papers Friday morning, but as yet I am without acknowledg- | article 
ar . 


ment. 
Very truly, yours, 


JOHN H. ALLEN. 


Hon. WILLIAM COGSWELL, 

House of Represeniatives, Washington, D, C 

Mr. GRAY. What is the date of the letter? 

Mr. HOAR. June 5, 1888. 

Mr. GRAY. What connection has 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. The purpose of reading this letter is not to comment 
on the failure of the State Department to do something about this. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not allege it. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it does not allege it. 
the Senate to the fact that the Canadian minister of customs smiled in the 
face of the injured citizen and told him that they never heard anything 
more from the American administration about these claims which the 
American administration over and over again had denounced as out- 
rageous and brutal and inhuman. 

When Mr. Seward made a speech from a balcony in 1566 and asked 
his audience what he should say to the Emperor of France, 
the crowd cried out, ‘‘Tell him to get out of Mexico!’ 
got out of Mexico pretty rapidly when Mr. Seward gave him the inti- 
mation. When General Grant asked his countrymen who had suffered 
from the Alabama to leave their bill for collection with him, England 
sent her commissioners here with an apology and paid the bill. When Mr. 
Adams was told by Earl Russell that the law officersof the Crown found 
no law to prevent the going out of the rams, Mr. Adams quietly an- 
swered, ‘‘It issuperfluous to observe to your lordship that this is war.’’ 
The rams were stopped in an hour. WhenSalisbury, the present prime 
minister, was told by Mr. Evarts that the Fortune Bay affair would be 
treated as abrogation of the treaty, he reversed the decision and paid 
the bill. There was Republican diplomacy. The weakest Canadian 
official laughs in the face of an American complainant when he thinks 
of Grover Cleveland and Mr. Bayard. 

The Senator from Alabama told us the other day how he thought 
the South would look at this business. He said, if I correctly under- 
stood him, that the masters of these fishing vessels were holders and 
importers of slaves. He said the fishermen wereasmall per cent. of the 
population of the country. He said, too, as I understood him, that if 
the issue were presented to the peopleof the South whether we should 
have free fish or a war with England, they would prefer free fish. He 
— says, in reply to the Senator from Maine, that what he said was 
this: 


IT admonished that side of the Chamber, and I respectfully do it again, that if 
you present to the people of the United States going to war with Great Britain 
against the question of letting in fish free of duty, you have a dangerous issue 
before you; that is all. 
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What an uttera s that in vessels by t rnd re { 
insulted, ha ssed, vexed, dis ‘he American wha vn 
from an A in masthead mariners in foreign p 
ected t reatment w 1c Secretary deciares Is 
rageous, ruta inhuman ‘inhospit: ible. All th 
to bully us to put fish on our free-list, that the fishery marine and 1 

ival strength of our rival may grow, and our fishing marine and naval 
nursery may dwindle ind de Ly. And when the Senate of the United 
States is considering what to do about it the Senator from Alabama 

| tells us these sailors of ours are few in number, and that ‘‘a question 
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utting fish on the free-list and war with Great Britain is a 
rous issue.’’ Are we China, that oj 


~ Im 1s to be forced into 


| between Pp 
very d ange 

our markets at 

} cannon ? 

| The solid South 

all Democrats 


the point of British bayonets or the mouth of | sh 
is represented in this body by 34 votes. They are 

His seat be filled by a Democratic 
29 have inserted in the official catalogue of t 
Senate as their title to honorable remembrance, a statement of distin- 
guished service in an attempt to destroy their country and bring its 
proud flag in dishonortothe dust. They are fond of telling us thatall 
thatis changed now. Theysay that ifthe country shall eve 
again, if the flag shall be menaced anew, whether jt be foreign levy or 
domestic malice, it shall find no readier or braver defenders than among 
the men who stood in arms against it. I, for one, have neve 
tioned their sincerity. I do not question it now. 
North know, that there 

hestout hearts which maintained that conflict for those four long years, 
I do not believe that the men of the noble Southern stock, who di 

played, even when in the wrong, the courage, the affection for home 
}and State, the aptness for command, the constancy, the 
| great affection and generous emotion, the readiness to encounter pov- 
erty and death and exile, which won the admiration of 
g of the country which has forgiven them and restored 
them and trusted them is insulted and dishonor vel, will be qu 
tent to take their tone from the 
Alabama. 

There is no occ — for a note of war. Firn 3 and strength and 
ity and understanding and ahah Lining our own just 
rights are mut h more likely to keep peace than the supplicat ng and 
yielding py ree. of the present Administration. 
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1 Nothing in thistreaty shall i st or affect the free navigation of t Stra 
| of Canso by the fishing vessel e United States 
' 
He says: 
| The uninterrupted navigation of the Strait of Canso is expressly and 
| first time affirmed 
The treaty does not say tha t. It says 
Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free vignt v fis r 


It is to call the attention of | 


The Emperor } 


vessels, 

If there be any implication, 
if Canada objects. But this is an ancient way 
the Gulf of St. Lawrence, where our ri 
to the Gulf of Mexico. Who ever denied it? Sir ¢ 


it is that other vessels can not go there, 


from the open sea to 


geht is as unquestioned as it is 





harles Tupper 

utterly repudiates the President’s notion. He says that was nothing 
new. 

We provided sim; it nothing in this treaty should interrupt the free 

navigation of the St f Canso, as previously enjoyed by fi Z s to 





which we confined it. 

This was put in by the Canadians themselves, because they had de- 
limited Chedabucto Bay. I suppose President Cleveland’s next move 
will be to surrender our right to visit two-thirds of the Mediterranean, 
and then claim great credit that he has saved the right to go through 
the Straits of Gibraltar. 

But the tenth and eleventh articles, h stipulate what United 
States fishing vessels may or may not do in the ports, bays, and har- 
bors of Canada and Newfoundland are those on which Mr. Cleveland 


whit 


| specially plumes himself. 


I will append these articles to my remarks. [See 
They provide that our fishing 
where they can not go to fish 


Appendix K. | 
enter bays or harbors 
shall conform to ha 


vessels when they 
bor regulations cor 


} mon to them and those of Canada; 


That they need not report, enter, or clear when they go in for shelter 
or repairs, except when theystay more than twenty-four hours or com- 
municate with the shore; 

They shall not be liable for compulsory pilotage 

Nor, when they are there 
| harbor or like dues; 

When they go in under stress of weather they may transship, reload, 
or sell their fish, subject to duty, 
repairs, and may replenish lost or damaged supplie 
| In case of death or sickness shall have needful fac 
May have license to buy provisions and supplies for their homeward 


for either of the four permitted objects, for 


when this is necessary as incident to 
and pro ) 


' 
iities; 





voyage; 

And may be acc all occasions such facilities for « Oo 
| needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily 
vessels, 


‘orded on 
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Now, unless I am mistaken, every one of these thingsis and has been | mander of the Howlett was respectfully requested to delay the execution of his 
| order, which he peremptorily refused to dc, 


for nearly sixty years granted to Canadian fishing vessels in Massachu- 
etts and Maine in recognition of the obligations of common decency, 
or international courtesy. 

This & the first treaty in our history, unless made with some half- 
savage chief, or in regard to ports closed to general commerce, where 
there has been an attempt to stipulate for the civilitiesof life. Itisa 
treaty which, for the first time, recognizes the doctrine that fishermen 
are to be dealt with as an inferior and less favored class, to whom may 
be rightfully and properly denied, with our consent, the courtesies and 
privileges extended to all other commerce. 

‘The treaty of 1818 limited, it is true, the rights of our fishermen in 
British North America to shelter, repair, wood and water. But that 
was an exception in their favor. That was an assertion of the doctrine 
of international law, that fishermen, who provide food for mankind, 
are the favorites of that law. Some writers, some treaties, I think, 
declare that they shall not be disturbed in their occupation even in war. 
Yet now, because, in the day of our weakness, when every American 
port in British dominions was hermetically sealed against all our ships, 
the diplomacy of John Quincy Adams and Albert Gallatin gained for 
our lishermen privileges denied to all others, the present Administration 
submits to put them in a situation of marked inferiority to all others. 
1 confess I do not think it quite consistent with a proper self-respect 
to be negotiating with my neighbor just how far he shall and how far 
he shall not behave to me like a gentleman. 

‘The objection to these articles is not merely the trifling nature of 
the concessions they gain, but it is their clear implication that we have 
no ground of rationai complaint if the things they do not concede shall 

The vessel of commerce, under the modern 


hereafter be denied to us, 
law of nations, is welcomed and made at home. It is subjected to no 


| 


Captain Graham, of the schooner A. R. Crittenden,of Gloucester, remonstrated 
protesting that he was in charge of a valuable vessel and cargo and for which 
he was responsible; that there was great danger of stranding his vessel should 
he then try to go out, and, if permitted to remain. he would sail as soon as the 
weather would safely permit. To this the Dominion officer replied that he did 
not care how valuable his vessel and cargo were, he should leave the harbor 
immediately. The entire fleet thereupon hove their cables and hoisted sail, 
preparatory to getting under way. Schooner Fanny Sperling, being the first to 
make the trial to leave port, was soon stranded. 

The commander of the Howlett,alarmed at the result of his order, went to 
her assistance, called upon the crews of the other American fishermen for aid, 
and revoked his order to sail. Lut for the timely aid thus rendered by the com- 
bined crews of the fleet the Fanny Sperling would have become a total wreck— 
a fate that would probably have been shared by many of her companions had 
not the insolent order of the Dominion officer been canceled. To subject the 
safety of the vessels and crews of our fishermen to the caprice and insolence of 
petty Dominion officers is a grievance that ought not longer to be tolerated by 
or withoutatreaty. Yet I donot see in the pending treaty any modification 
even of this domineering assumption of despotic authority over our fishermen, 
Hence, if there were no other reason, I should be opposed to its ratificaticn. 

Very respectfully, 


JAMES GIFFORD. 


This is nota solitary instance. In the Secretary of State’s list of 
American vessels seized, retained, or warned off from Canadian ports 
during 1886 there are sixteen vessels in a single year warned off when 
in portforshelter. Professor Baird’s additional list contains a consider- 
able additional number. (See Appendix L.) 

I may as well complete what I have to say here of Mr. Secretary 
Bayard’s singular delusion, that if you take the grievances complained 


| of, one by one, you will find the treaty provides against their recur- 


other restriction than that of making proof of its character and friendly | 


purpose, a reasonable contribution to port expenses, and compliance 
’ 


with the customs laws of the country where it finds hospitality. It 


comes and goes at its pleasure. It is a grossly unfriendly act to deny 


it hospitality, freedom of intercourse, protection, equal access to the 
courts if any man do it a wrong, fair, prompt, equal, impartial trial it 
it be charged with doing a wrong to any man. 

I refuse iny assent to this treaty, if for no other reason, because it 
declares and implies that the Massachusetts fisherman, with the full 


consent of his own Government, is hereafter to be exempt from this 
humane and beneficent principle. 

him or for the flag which floats over him do not come as of right 
and in honor. They are to be doled out and measured out and begged 
for,and bargained for, and paid for. I have been told that it is an 
offense among the dwellers in the mountain regions of the South if the 
host does not invite the guest to take the whisky bottle into his own 
hand. ‘** He allowanced me, 
that kind of hospitality. Yet, the American mariner is hereafter to 
h terms only at the will of petty Ca- 


‘ 
1 
i 


get cold water and shelter on suc 


nadian officials. 


crews prior to reporting the vessel at the custom-hous¢ 


rence. Here is another most irritating annoyance which has escaped 


his attention, for which he has secured for us no remedy whatever. 


PROVINCETOWN, MaAss., May 21, 1888. 
Dear Sin: Representative R. T. Davis, having informed me of your inten- 
tion to address the Senate on the merits of the fisheries treaty, I venture to 
eall your attention to two matters of importance involved, which I have not 
seen elsewhere discussed. 

One is the seizure and fine of vessels for the landing of one or more of their 

and the other is the or- 
dering our fishing vessels to sea, regardless of the judginent of the master as to 
the unsuitableness of the weather or condition of the vessel. 

As to the former, provision is made in the treaty, under article 10, for continu- 
ance of this unwarrantable and annoying practice, This article provides that 
‘vessels remaining more than tw enty-four hours 4 or communicating 
with the shore,” etc., must report at the custom-house, thereby furnishing a 





| basis for perpetuating the seizures and fines complained of, 


Whatever of thedecenciesof life are | 


sir,’’ was the description I once heard ot | 


Its adoption by the Senate would be an indorsement not only of the mulcting 
our vessels in the sum of $200, but also of imposing a restriction elsewhere un- 
known in our commercial relations. The mere landing of a vessel's crew, they 
taking no goods nor effects from the vessel, is not even in Canada made an ot- 
fense, except when done by American fishermen; this prohibition toland prior 
to reporting is not applied to Dominion fishing, coasting, nor merchant vessels, 
as you will perceive by inclosed affidavit of Capt. John Newman, an intelli- 
gent and truthful gentleman. His statement can be verified by any number of 
American masters who frequented Dominion ports prior to 1585. Crews from 
foreign countries having been certified by local health officers as exempt from 





| contagious diseases are free to land at any port in the United States where they 


Mr. Bayard says if we will look at complaints which we have heard | 


from our fishermen we shall find that none of them can happen again 
under this treaty. I am amazed that he can say so. I shall speak ot 
that presently. But one of the causes of complaint is that when our 
fishermen go in for shelter the Canadian officials do not leave it to their 
discretion to say when the storm is over, and they can safely depart, 
but order them off into the storm frequently before itis over. The 
skipper of the fishing vessel is apt to be tolerably weatherwise. He 
knows the signs off Labrador, or in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, or in the 
Bay of Fundy quite as well as a lieutenanton any British cruiser or any 
petty port official. He isin hurry enough to get back to his fishing; 
but heis not permitted to be the judge, when he gets in for shelterina 
storm, how long the safety of his vessel requires him to stay. This is 
one of the most frequent causes of trouble, and is left wholly without 
remedy in the treaty. 

I have a letter from the Hon. James Gifford, known personally to 
me as a highly respectable citizen of Provincetown, Mass., and late col- 
lector of that port, in which he says: 

The other matter against which there is indignant protest, namely, the order- 
ing American fishing vessels to sea by officers of Dominion cruisers is in dero- 
gation of the dignity, rights, and interests of master, crew, owners, and the 
country they represent. Captains knowing better than any other persons can 
know the condition of their vessel, sails, spars, and rigging, and as well able 


to judge of the weather as are others, esteem themselves the best judges of when 
to go to sea, and regard this interference by foreign officers as a gross indignity 





to themselves and to the flag under which they sail. In no other country is | 


this outrage perpetrated upon captains of American vessels. This arbitrary in- 
terference with the perogatives, responsibilities, and duties of our masters, is 
not only keenly felt, but their vessels and crews are thereby exposed to serious 
peril and disaster. The following incident illustrates this fact : 

Capt. Samuel T. Hatch, of this place, master of the schooner Stowell Sher- 
man, in August, 1886, while fishing off the north coast of Prince Edward Island, 
in company with forty-five other American fishermen, was compelled by a 
northeast blow to seek shelter in the small, narrow harbor of Cascumpeque. 
This harbor is also barred by a dangerous shoal across its mouth that takes up 
vessels, especialiy those of considerable draught, and particularly when the sea 
is running high. After lying there twenty-four hours, the commander of the 
cruiser Howlett entered the harbor and ordered the entire fleet off at once. A|- 
though the water had somewhat moderated and the wind had changed, the 
weather continued too rough to fish, and the easterly gale of the previous 
days caused the sea still to break on the bar at the entrance to the harbor, thus 
rendering it very hazardous for vessels to attempt the passage out. The com- 


may happen to enter. I am informed that this is the practice at Liverpool, 
England, and at all other foreign ports 

Schooners Pearl Nelson, of Provincetown, and Everett Steele, of Gloucester, 
were seized and fined $200 each, under circumstances that exhibit the wanton- 
ness and arbitrary nature of the transactions, as may be seen on pages 52 and 55 
of Executive Document No. 19, December 8, i886. The authorities at Ottawa at- 
tempted to justify these seizures by citing the provisions of sections 25 and 180, 
46 Victoria, chapter 12, quoted in said Executive Document No. 19. 

I think, however, you will agree with me that there is not a sentence or word, 
even by implication, in either of these citations that makes the landing of a ves- 
sel’s crew prior to reporting a violation of law. The continuance of seizures, 


therefore, of our vessels on the pretext indicated ought not to be assented to. 
Very respectfully, 
JAMES GIFFORD. 


Personally appeared before me, James Gifford, a notary public, at the port of 
Provincetown, in the State of Massachusetts, this 12th day of March, 1887, John 
Newman, of Shediac, in the Province of New Brunswick, Dominion of Canada, 
who, being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that he has been master of ves- 
sels belonging to ports in said Dominion for ten years last past; that during 
that period he has frequently reported and entered the vessels under his com- 
mand at numerous customs-houses in such ports, but that in no instance has he 
been required by a customs officer therein to make report or entry of his vessc! 
and cargo prior to allowing his crew to land; that it has been his invariable 
practice for his crews to land at any port in the Dominion of Canada on arriva! 
of his vessel, without question of any customs officer as to whether or not hx 
had previously reported to the custéms office; thatthe last port at which he thu; 
permitted his crew to land was at Richibucto, New Brunswick; that durin 
the period named he never heard from a customs officer, or other person in 
the aforesaid Dominion, he had violated any revenue law or customs regu!a 


tion by so doing. JOHN NEWMAN 
JAMES GIFFORD, 


[SEAL.] 
Notary Public 


The causes of grievance in these cases may be classified, as{follows: 

1. Indignity suffered by detention and search and by being warned 
off. 

2. The ordering of vessels out of harbors when Canadian officia!s 
deem there is no necessity for shelter. 

3. Onerous customs laws and the exaction ot fees and dues. 

4, Refusal to sell necessary provisions and supplies. 

5. Unjust local laws regulating seizures and trials. 

‘These causes are not removed by the treaty. On the contrary the 
following causes for dissatisfaction on the part of the American fisher- 
men, and opportunities for unreasonable conduct on the part of the 
Canadian authorities would still exist under the pending treaty. 
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but I think the Senator misunderstands the treaty. " 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. ri 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator and I differ, Canada and the United i t 
, 


1“ 


States may well differ, and if Canada and the United States differ, you 

have not got rid of your trouble. Preside t { 
These words not only bind our Government to permit their cit is | and ous ¢ 

to be searched or punished for no offense, but only when the Canadian | Canada if she d 

authorities shall think they are preparing to commit one; but they flat 

contradict Mr. Bayard’s allegation that the recurrence of past ca 

of trouble is prevented for the future. He also clear 
Mr. Putnam goes on to say that there were four subjects of d privileges of deep 

d between 1856 and 1884: XI alto I 
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They tried once before to subject us to their Sunday laws and their 
laws fixing a close season and their laws regulating the size of nets. 
This was under the treaty ef 1871. Mr. Evarts remonstrated. Lord 
Salisbury asserted their right to compel us to submit to their laws, and 
said the law officers of the Crown had no doubt about it. Mr. Evarts 
told them he should treat it as an abrogation of the treaty, and Presi- 
dent Hayes sent a message to Congress advising the restoration of the 
duty on fish. Great Britain instantly yielded and paid $80,000 dam- 
ages. Now you would throw away all this without the slightest 
equivalent. Hereafter, under your brilliant diplomacy, Great Britain 
and Canada and Newfoundland are to make the laws under which we 
are to exercise our treaty rights. 

Mr. GRAY. With the Senator’s indulgence, I want to call his at- 
tention to a fact that appears in the correspondence, which I can not 
lay my hands upon now, in regard to the Fortune Bay outrage, so-called, 
that Great Britain did not yield the principle for which she contended, 
but consented to pay an indemnity, because, whatever might be her 
right to impose those laws upon American fishermen, she conceded that 

hey could not be enforced by a mob. 

Mr. HOAR. That was a distinction without a difference. Great 
Britain agreed for a consideration that we might go into her bays to 
catch fish. We went there to catch fish, and we violated, as she said, 
her Sunday law, the law about the close season, and the law about the 
size of the nets. Mr. Evarts remonstrated, and Lord Salisbury replied 
that he had consulted the law officers of the Crown, and he and they 
were of opinion that England had granted us the right to fish subject 
to the right which her dependencies had—the right to make their laws 
to govern and regulate its exercise. 

Thereupon Mr. Evarts spoke with some indignation of the doctrine 
that they could take away by legislation what they had given us by 
treaty. Then Lord Salisbury said that while that might not be true 
ef future legislation, at least of the past legislation which existed at the 
time of the treaty it must be true. Thereupon Mr. Evarts observed 
that if they had sold us a valuable fishery right without notifying us 
that it was under mortgage or other lien or incumbrance, it was an 
unusual transaction. Lord Salisbury replied in substance that he did 
not desire to hear anything more about the subject. Then Mr. Evarts 
recommended President Hayes to send a message to Congress inviting 
the revocation of the treaty and treating the English contention as a 
rejection of thetreaty. Then Sir Edward Thornton came to Mr. Evarts 
in a day after the thing was done and wanted to know why he did not 
give notice of this step. Mr. Evarts said he did not consider himself 
bound to doit, andSir Edward Thornton then inquired of Mr. Evarts 
if he was willing further to treat it as an open question, England hay- 
ing said she would not. Mr. Evarts said certainly. Thereupon Eng- 
Jandcame in and paid $89,000 damages, and we have not heard of that 
English pretension from that day to this. 

Mr. GRAY. Upon the ground I have stated, 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator thinks that is the ground to be got out 
of it, all right, that is the story. 

I will not dwell upon Article XII, which, literally construed, gives 
to Canada and Newfoundland the same ownership in common in the 
waters of our whole Atlantic coast which the valor of our fathers ac- 
quired, and which were acknowledged in 1783 and in 1818 in the waters 
of Canada and Newfoundland so far as they are reserved or secured by 
this treaty. The British argument is much stronger, in my judgment, 
for this construction of Article XII than for the claims to which Mr. 
Bayard and his associates have so tamely submitted. 

Nor will I dwell on the thirteenth article, regarded by our fishermen 
as so obnoxious and degrading. It requires every fishing vessel of the 
United States, whether she means to go near Canada or not, to wear a 
number conspicuously exhibited on each bow, a requirement not ap- 
plied to England’s own fishermen, strongly suggestive of tickets of leave 
and prison regulations. 

The fourteenth article is equally remarkable for what it declares 
Canada shall not do hereafter, and for what it impliedly consents Canada 
may hereafter continue to do. Nobody, I suppose, expects that until 
we grant free fish, and free trade to Canadian products, there will be 
any change in the spirit, temper, policy, or purposeof Canada. What 
we have to complain of is that Canada has so framed her customs laws 
and her fishing laws as to subject our vessels to a series of seizures, 
confiscations, penalties, interruptions, and outrages. This malice she 
has deliberately enacted into law. Any of twenty officials, some of 
them of the pettiest order, may seize an American ship and cargo. The 
burden is put upon the owner of the vessel to show that theseizure was 
illegal. Ifthe local judge shall certify there was probable cause for 
the seizure, we get no costs, and only 4 cents damages. This is the ex- 
isting Canadian law, untouched, unrepealed, unaffected by this treaty. 

Extracts from the Canadian statute respecting fishing by foreign 
vessels are given in the appendix to these remarks (M). 

It will be seen that by these laws any petty customs or naval officer 
or justice of the peace may seize an American ship and cargo, although 
that ship may be in the exercise of its rights and outside the 3-mile 
line; may take itto any port in Canada; may put it on trial wherever 
he please to detain it; may compel it to prove its innocence; shall be 
exempted from paying either damages or costs, if the court certify there 
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was probable cause for seizure; may convict it or establish probable 
cause on the evidence of the Canadian sailors, who may receive three- 
fourths of the sum for which the ship and cargo are sold, if condemned; 
and that the suit by the owner can only be brought one month after 
notice left at the lastand usual place of abode of the captor, which may 
be in Great Britain; and can not be brought atall more than three months 
after the seizure; so that there are only two months in all within which 
such suit may be brought, even if the owner die, or be sick, or insane, 
or be at a distance. 

You have full knowledge of these things. You have complained of 
them. You have declared that they were put by Canada on her stat- 
ute-book to harass your fishermen and drive them to madness. You 
have denounced them as an outrage. And now, when you make your 
treaty, you put in it a few of the commonplaces of common right, 
and leave these outrages to continue. Worse than this. You declare 
that this treaty contains all that you can reasonably ask. You not 
only leave this Canadian legislation on her statute-book, but the Presi- 
dent and his Secretary indorse it, and estop us, so far as they can, 
from ever complaining of it again. You have contented yourself with 
somuch. As to the rest, you must forever after hold your perce. 
This is what you call conciliation. 

Conciliate? It jest means be kicked, 
No metter how they phrase an’ tone it; 

It means thet we're to set down licked, 
Thet we're poor shotes an’ glad to own it. 

They have put into Article XIV a few stipulations for those common 
decencies of a fair trial, to which all mankind are entitled as of com- 
monright. But they accompany even these with the provision that the 
penalty for unlawfully fishing, however innocent or accidental, however 
the skipper may have mistaken his position, or however doubtful or con- 
flicting the evidence, may extend to the forfeiture of the vessel and 
everything on board. The penalty for preparing to fish may be fixed 
by the court and shall be no greater than for fishing. The judgment 
of forfeiture (no lesser judgment) shall be reviewed by the governor- 
general. But if he approve the finding, it is quite doubtful if there be 
power vested in him to lessen the penalty. The unrepealed Canadian 
statute still makes the forfeiture for unlawful fishing absolute in all 
cases. But the second clause of Article XIV provides— 

That the proceedings shall be summary and inexpensive as prac- 
ticable; 

The trial shall be at the place of detgntion (not the place of seizure 
or near it); ) 

Security for costs shall not be required except when bail is offered. 
(They will have in their possession the whole ship and cargo); 

Reasonable bail shall be accepted; 

There shall be proper appeals; 

These shall be available to the defense only. 
ant shall not be twice put in jeopardy). 

I should like to ask Senators on the other side if there be one of 
these provisions, which to deny to a foreign sailor in her ports, without 
a treaty, in this close of the nineteenth century, would not make Can- 
ada a stench in the nostrils of mankind. 

There is not one of them that has been denied in a United States 
court since the country was settled. If the least of these privileges 
were denied to a British ship-owner in the courts of Boston we should 
hear from the British foreign office; or rather, we should not wait to 
hear from the British foreign office; we should remedy the grievance 
under the prompt and eager stimulant of our own public opinion. 

It is quite significant that the British plenipotentiaries did not ask 
us to put into the treaty any stipulation that we would give them the 
like justice in our courts. Nobody ever dreamed that it was possible 
for the United States to refuse to a foreigner in our ports as inexpensive 
a trial as practicable, a trial in the vicinage, exemption from security 
for costs when we hold his property, reasonable bail, and proper ap- 
peals. Every Senator on the other side of the Chamber would deem 
it a national insult to ask us for a promise in a treaty to observe the 
common decencies of judicial proceedings. 

Mr. President, as I was saying just now, if we were to treat ten 
British ships in Boston as they have treated a hundred in Canada, we 
should hear an expression of anger from Downing street to which that 
which followed the seizure of Mason and Slidell would be tame. John 
Bull would not have much to say about postponement to some future 
time of a demand for redress. Howlong do you think he would submit 
to the law which gave 4 cents costs and 20 cents fine as the remedy for 
the illegal seizure’ of a vessel and cargo and put the burden of proof 
on the party whose vessel was taken from him toshow that the seizure 
was illegal ? 

Hear what Chief-Justice Cockburn in his work on Nationality lays 
down as the law of nations, recognized in Great Britain: 

In respect of personal rights, the alien, so long as he remains on British soil, 
is in the same position as the Queen's subjects. The courts of this country 
are open to him as against foreigners in respect of wrongs for causes of action 
arising within the jurisdiction, and in respect of breach of contract for causes of 


action arising, either in this country or abroad, as against the British subjects, 
in respect of any cause of action wheresoever arising.—Cockburn on Nationality, 


page 149. 
This matter was well summed up almost thirty years ago by a very 


(That is, the defend- 


to 





























rig 


wise young writer on international law, one Hosea Biglow. I wish 
he had a single spark of his ancient spirit now: 


Ef I turned mad dogs loose, John, 
On your front parlor stairs, 
W ould it jest meet your views, Joha, 
lo wait an’ sue their heirs? 
Ole Uncle S., sez he, * I guess, 
I on’y guess,”’ sez he, 
**Thet ef Vattel on his toes fell 
Cwould kind of rile J. B., 
As well as you and me.” 


Who made the law thet hurts, John, 
Heads I win, ditto tails? 
“J. B.”’ was on his shirts, John, 
Unless my memory fails. 
Ole Uncle S., says he, ‘* I guess, 
(I am good at that),’’ sez he, 
‘* That sauce for goose ain't jest the juice 
For ganders with J. B., 
No more then you and me.”’ 


When your rights was our wrongs, John, 
You didn’t stop for fuss, 

Britanny’s trident prongs, John, 
Was good ’nough law for us. 

Ole Unele S., sez he, ** I guess, 
Though phizie ’s good,”’ sez he, 

‘It doesn’t foller that he can swaller 
Prescriptions signed J. B. 
Put up by you and me.” 


We own the ocean, tu, John; 
You mustn’t take it hard 
Ef we can’t think with you, John, 
It’s jest your ewn back yard. 
Ole Uncle S., sez he, ** I guess, 
Ef that’s his claim,’’ sez he, 
“The fencin’ stuff ’ll cost enough 
To bust up friend J. B., 
As well as you and me,” 
I have not time to go into the detail of the Canadian customs laws. 
They will be found in Senate Document No. 113, pages 348, 401. 
The fifteenth article is to take effect when we remove the duty from 
fish-oil, whale-oil, seal-oil, and fish of all kinds. We are to have in 
exchange for that concession licenses to enter the Atlantic ports, bays, 
and harbors of Canada and Newfoundland— 
To buy provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, supplies, and outfits. 
To transship catch. 
To ship crews. 
Mr. President, it is difficult to overstate the absurdity of this pro- 


vision, even if it were not a humiliation to be called on to make a con- | 


ditional bargain at all, under the circumstances. 

We are to remit the duties on those articles to all British subjects. 
It is no matter where they arecaught. It is enoughif British subjects 
bring them in, and they are the produce of fisheries carried on by the 
fishermen of Canada, Newfoundland, and Labrador. Our duties on 
fish brought from Canada and Newfoundland alone in the year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, were $297,028.05. 


change in our law will of course extend to all mankind, for British 
subjects will import all our fish that we do not take ourselves, if it ap- 
plies only to them. 

Now, this $600,000 worth of duties we give up for what Canada in 
the three years after the duty of 1854 was abrogated sold to us, to- 
gether with the right to fish everywhere in her waters for 50 cents a 
ton the first year, $1 the second, and $2 the third. The last year our 
fishermen would not take the licenses. Our fishery tonnage in 1886 
was 70,437 tons. At $1 aton she would have sold to us all these 
rights and full fishing rights also for $70,000. 
$600,000 merely for the privilege to buy bait and supplies. 

3ut further. The treaty of 1871 gave us the full right to take fish 
everywhere and to land and dry fish everywhere in Quebec, Nova 
Scotia, Prince Edward Island, the Magdalen Islands, and all adjacent 
islands. In return we gave them the right to admit duty free fish-oil 
and fish (not whale-oil) being the produce of the Dominion of Canada 
and Prince Edward Island. 

Now they are to have the right to bring in the produce of fisheries 
carried on by them, wheresoever they may be. We get in exchange only 
the right to buy supplies and bait, transship cargoes, and ship crews. 

It is true that we paid under the treaty of 1871 a large sum of money 
for the privilege. My friend from Maine has spoken of the selection 
of our commissioner. Mr. Kellogg had been a man of great ability, 
who had filled conspicuous public stations. 


All our duties on fish for the | 
same year were $502,287.54; in 1887 they were $611,937.69. This | 
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We now give up the | 


It is said, and it may be | 


true, that his mental vigor had become impaired by advanced age, or | 


some other disorder, without the knowledge of those who appointed or 
recommended him. But there is nothing in the history of the transac- 
tion which tends to show that anything the American commissioner 
did, or failed to do, had or could have had any effect on the result. 
The mistake was in consenting to the selection of Mr. Delfosse as um- 
pire. He was the representative of Belgium, a power which England 
erected and which depended on England for its continued existence. 
His sovereign was the son of the brother of Queen Victoria’s mother 
and of Prince Albert’s father, and was himself brother of Carlotta. 


wife of Maximilian, whom we had lately compelled France to abandon 
to his fate. 





i 
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Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague allow me a word ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. There was no mistake in consenting to the sel n 
of Mr. Delfosse, for this Government did not consent toit. 1 pro 
vision of the treaty of 1871 was that the two powers should hav: ) 
many days, mentioned in the treaty, to agree upon an umpire 
British Government neglected, if they did not refuse, to meet the ¢ 
ernment of the United States to make that selection. Upon frequent 
call on the part of the Government of the United States upon the rep 
resentative of the British Government to fulfill that provision of the 
treaty of 1871, they utterly neglected it until the time for agreeing 
upon the umpire had passed, and under the stipulations of the uty 


it was left to a foreign power to select Mr. Delfosse. 

The statement which I have made here I had from the highest au- 
thority. No higher authority at the time existed than that which 
made the statement, and it was made at the time of the selection of 
Mr. Kellogg. It was made in my own hearing and in the hearing of 
my then colleague. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Delfosse’s own fortune in publi: 
his sovereign’s favor. 


life de pende d on 
We had already notified Great Britain that the 
Belgian minister would probably deem himself disqualitied by reason 
of the peculiar political connection of his government with that of Great 
Britain. Earl de Grey, chairman of the British commissioners in nego- 
tiating the treaty, had notified us, when suggesting the reference of the 
fishery dispute to some government, ‘I do not name Belgium, because 
Great Britain has treaty arrangements with them that might be sup- 
posed to incapacitate them.”’ 

Our mistake was not in the nomination of Mr. Kellogg. It was in 
going on with the arbitration when Great Britain refused to propose 
any other name but that of Delfosse. 

But after the money had been paid we endeavored to induce Great 
Britain to give up the bargain and keep the money. Canada abso- 
lutely refused. Sir Charles Tupper said that ‘after that treaty had 
been in operation for ten years there was not a single public man in 
Canada but was ready to do everything possible to maintain and to 
continue that very treaty.’’ Now, what wretched diplomacy is this, 
when Canada had shown her eagerness to give us the whole freedom of 
her sea-fishing waters, clear to the land, and the right to use her shores 
for drying fish, etc., as provided in the treaty of 1871, when she could 
receive in exchange nothing but our market for fish and fish-oi! (not 
whale-oil nor seal-oil), being the products of Canada and Prince Ed- 
ward Island, to make a bargain by which giving them the right to 
bring in free the produce of fisheries carried on by them anywhere in 
the world, and add to it whale-oil and seal-oil, and getting nothing in 
return but these rights to buy bait and supplies, to transship cargoes 
and crews. 

It is true Sir Charles Tupper says it is impossible to overestimate the 
advantages of enjoying the fisheries that are contained in the jurisdic- 
tional waters of Canada. But rich as are those advantages, they are 
almost worthless without the American market. The slightest ref 
erence to the history of these interests, the slightest recollection of the 
conduct of Canada in the past, the slightest zeal and care for the inter- 
est of these American citizens, would have got for us much better terms 
if we were to adopt the policy of the fifteenth article. As I have al- 
ready said, Mr. Evarts brought Great Britain instantly to recede from 
the position colonial government, foreign office, prime minister, cabinet, 
law officers of the Crown had taken, by proposing to abrogate the treaty. 

But, Mr. President, I should fail to do justice to my own conviction 
if I did not say that I hold it ignominious to undertake to make cerms 
for a change in our tariff laws in the face of the behavior of Canada to 
our fishermen, which the Administration knows was adopted to coerce 
us to that very action. 

Mr. President, the whole of this treaty recognizes what we strenu- 











ously deny—the fitness of maintaining a discrimination against 
men. It turns their ancient privilege and exceptional honor into a 
badge of disgrace. It constantly affirms a dominion on the part of 
Canada over the fishing-grounds which from the beginning have been 
our joint property. It establishes throughout a relation of control. 
License, license, license is the stipulation at every step. What we 
claim as aright they compel us to accept and hold only under their 
license. Instead of a full, frank, free recognition of general comm 
cial rights, everything we aré 
the subject of difference and 
fully yields d. 





to have is a privilege, constantly to be 


irrel until the demands of Canada are 


You will searcely find a claim of the American opponents of thi 
treaty that is not supported by the speeches of its friends in the Ca- 


nadian Parliament. Sir Charles Tupper begins by appealing to that 
body not to press him unduly toshow the great advantage of the treaty 


to Canada until the Senate has acted Che particularsin which he has 
specially outwitted Mr. Bayard he keeps for the present in his own 
breast. But he admits in express terms that the inshore fishery right 

of Canada are of great value; that our markets are of greater value 
still; that Great Britain had in practice abandoned the claim to exc! ude 
us from great bays and headlands; that he was not compelled rreat 
Britain to yield any claim of Canada, but was wholly respor for 
the treaty himself; that the provision in regard to tlie Straits of Canso 











is nothing new; that the subjecting fishing vessels which did not stay 
twenty-four hours to report was not enforced against Canaylian vessels 
there or in the United States; that it ought to be abandoned in the 
interests of good neighborhood; that in the matter of compulsory pilotage 
the play was not worth the candle; that Canadian fishermen were 
already exempt from it; that in allowing us to transship cargoes they 
were only doing what was required by due regard for the credit and 


reputation of their own country all over the world; that the license to | 


buy casual and needful supplies was a thing demanded in the interests 
of good neighborhood; that he has left the penalty for unlawfully fish- 
ing where he found it, 

He further adds that— 

The President and the Democratic party from end to end of the United States 
declare this treaty a fair settlement We occupy the vantage ground 
of having these men, out of their own mouths, declare that nothing has been 
wanting on the part of the Government of lier Majesty to place this question 
on @ fair and equitable basis, 

He says they have accomplished this without injuring Canadian in- 
terests to any extent whatever; and further, that this admission is 
worth all their trouble, even if the treaty be rejected. 


My friend from Delaware did not like it the other day when I spoke | 


of his arguing the British side of the question; but I do not see how 
he can help admitting that the British side of the question is stated 
much more strongly on the other side of this Chamber than it is by 
Sir Charles Tupper. 

In addition to all this, Mr. Davies admits what Sir Charles does not, 


that the Canadian fisheries laws have been administered with the pur- 


pose of vexing, harassing, and irritating fishermen of the United States, 
and ihey have accomplished their purpose. 

Sir Charles Tupper goes on to declare his confidence that the great 
Democratic party will remain in the majority, and what he expects 
from that party, whose prospect of a continued hold of power he con- 
templates with so much satisfaction, and his especial delight in the 
Milis bill. 

Iie makes one statement to which I hope and believe even some gen- 
tlemen on the other side will not listen without indignation. That 
there may be no mistake, 1 will quote it in his own words: 


Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us, that there was | 


but one way of obtaining what we wished. ‘‘ You want greater freedom of com- 
mercial intercourse. You want relaxation in our tariff arrangements wilh 
respect to natural products, in which you are so rich and abundant. There is 
but one way to obtain it. Let us by common concession be able to meet on 
common ground and remove this irritating cause of difficulty out of the way, 
and you will find that the policy of this Government, the policy of the President 
and ofthe House of Representatives, the policy of the great Democratic party 
of the United States, will at once take an onward march in the direction you 
propose, and will accomplish steadily that which you would desire in the only 
way by which it can ever be attained.”” These were not empty words, Those 
were the sober utterances of distinguished statesmen, who pointed tothe avowed 
policy of the Government of the United States as the best evidence of the sin- 
cerity of what they said. What has happened already? Already we have ac- 
tion by the financial exponent of the Administration; I mean Mr, Minis, The 
ink is searcely dry apon this treaty before he, as the representative of the Goy- 
ernment and chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, brings forward 
a measure todo what? Why, to make free articles that Canada sends into the 
United States, and upon which last year $1,800,0000f duty was paid.—Canadian 
Commons Debates, April 10, 1888, pages 728, 729. 

Mr. President, this is not my charge. This is the British envoy re- 
porting to his principal. These words were not spoken in a corner. 
They were spoken in the Canadian Parliament. They have long since 
met the eye of Mr. Bayard and of President Cieveland. Sir Charles 
Tupper doubtless sent them to the President and the Secretary of State, 
as he did to the members of the Senate. They have gone uncontra- 
dicted to this moment. The Secretary has declined to make known 
even to us, who share the treaty-making power with the President, the 
preliminary discussions which led to the treaty, on the ground of the 
confidence due to the British negotiator, a proceeding at which the 
Lritish negotiator expresses his surprise. Here we have him, accord- 
ing to Sir Charles Tupper, not as the Senator from Delaware said, 
‘leaving party divisiog at the shore’s line,’’ telling England, not what is 
the policy of the American people without distinction of party, not wha 
is the policy of the President and Senate, who are the treaty-making 
power under our Constitution, but what is the policy of the President 
and House of Representatives, and what is the policy of the great Demo- 
cratic party. 

Tell us that we are endeavoring to make a party issue on this treaty, 
when we adhere to the policy that both Houses unanimously and with- 
out distinetion of party declared a little more than twelve months ago! 
For the first time, with but a single exception, has a Secretary made 
such an utterance. For the first time in American history has an ad- 
ministration sought to curry favor with Great Britain on party grounds. 
For the first time has an American diplomatist told her what she had 
to expect from a party. It is the author of that utterance who depre- 
cates ‘‘the suggestions of partisanship.”’ 

I said there was one exception. I said that such a statement was 
unknown in our diplomatic intercourse with but a single exception. 
Thatexception falls far short of the presentexample. Mr. Van Buren, 
when Secretary of State, had given the following instructions to Mr. 
McLane, the minister to Great Britain, for this Government in the 
negotiation for the opening of British colonial courts to our commerce: 


The opportunities which you have derived from a participation in our pfblic 
councils, as well as other sources of information, will enable you to speak with 
confidence (as far as you may deem it proper and useful so to do) of the respect- 
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ive parts taken by those to whom the administration of this Government is now 
committed, in relation to the course heretofore pursued upon the subject of colo- 
nialtrade. Their views upon that point have been submitted to the people of 
the United States; and the counsels by which your conduct is now directed are 
the result of the judgment expressed by the only earthly tribunal to which 
the late administration was amenable for its acts. It should be sufficient that 
the claims set up by them, and which cause the interruption of the trade in ques- 
tion, have been exclusively abandoned by those who first asserted them, and 
| are not revived by their successors. If Great Britain deems it adverse to her in- 
terests to allow us to participate in the trade with her colonies, and finds nothing 
in the extension of it to others to induce her to apply the same rule to us, she 
will, we hope, be sensible of the propriety of placing her refusal upon these 
grounds, ‘To set up the acts of the late administration as the cause of forfeiture 
| of privileges which would otherwise be extended to the people of the United 
| States would, under existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, and could not 
ail to excite their deepest sensibility. * * * You can not press this view of 
he subject too earnestly upon the consideration of the British minister. It has 
earings and relations that reach beyord the immediate question under consid 
ration, 
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| All Mr. Van Buren had done was to call attention to the fact that 
| the former attitude of this country had been taken under another ad- 
| ministration; that the part taken by the present administration had 
been different, and that their views had been submitted to the people; 
that the old claims had been abandoned and not revived. He suggested 
no distinction between the opinions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate. He made no promise as to the future conduct of a party 
as to domestic questions in which Great Britain had an interest. His 
terances were in his instructions to our own minister, not in diplo- 
iatic intercourse with an envoy of Great Britain. 

‘ this his nomination as minister to Great Britain was rejected. 
alhoun, then Vice-President, gave his casting vote for the rejec- 





tion. 
Hear what Delaware had then to say on this matter. 
said: 


Mr. Clayton 


‘He was directed to speak with confidence of the respective parts taken by 
those to whom the adn ration of this Government is now committed,” to 
luy before Europe the state of parties in this country, and to degrade and dis- 
grace all the former administrations of our Government, during which this 
ght had been insisted upon, by entirely and unconditionally withdrawing ali 
our claims for justice on that country. He was told, in substance, to press upon 
Iengland the state of our domestic and party differences at home, and he was 
admonished that this subject had bearings and relations which reached beyond 
the immediate question under consideration. * * * Let us say to the British 
Government this day by our vote that we never consented to the disgrace 
which has befallen us, and that we prefer to recall the minister who has dis- 
honored us, to all the pretended benefits of this miserable negotiation. Onthis 
grround a lay condemn this appointment so far as my vote will 
go to all it. 

Mr. Webster said: 

I think those instructions @erogatory in a high degree to the character and 
honor of the country. Ithink they show a manifest disposition, in the writer 
of them, to establish a distinction between his country and his party; to place 
that party above the country; to make interest at a foreign port for that party, 
rather than for the country; to persuade the English ministry and the English 
monarch that they had an interest in maintaining in the United States the ascend- 
ency of the party to which the writer belongs. Thinking thus of the purpose 
and object of these instructions, I can not be of opinion that theirauthor was a 
proper representative of the United States at that court. Therefore it is that I 
propose to vote against his nomination. 

It is the first time, I believe, in modern diplomacy, it is certainly the first 
time in our history,in which a minister to a foreign court has sought to make 
favor for one party at home against the other, or has stooped from being the 
representative of the whole country to being the representative of a party. 
And as this is the first instance in our history of any such transaction, so I in- 
tend to doall in my powerto make itthe last. For one, I set my mark of disap- 
probation upon it; I contribute my voice and my vote to make it a negative 
example, to be shunned and avoided by all future ministers of the United States. 

if, ina deliberate and formal letter of instructions, admonitions and direc- 
tions are given to a minister and repeated once and again to urge these mere 
party considerations on the foreign government, to what extent is it probable 
the writer himself will be disposed towards them in its one thousand opportu- 
nities of informal intercourse with the agents of that government? 


Mr. GRAY. Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say that Mr. Bayard in a deliberate and formal communication to the 
3ritish Government introduced any allusion to parties in this coun- 
try? 

‘Mr. HOAR. I undertake to say what Sir Charles Tupper said in 
a speech which has been published. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator just now to say that in a 
deliberate and formal communication Mr. Bayard had done so. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misunderstood me. I was reading from 
Mr. Webster. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad to hear the Senator say so. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam going to repeat what I said. The Senator can 
not have understood me. 

Sir Charles Tupper says that Mr. Bayard told him in substance (I 
am not now giving the words, which, however, will be printed as they 
were uttered by Sir Charles Tupper) that if he would make this treaty, 
the President and the House of Representatives and the great Demo- 
cratic party would do what Great Britain wanted, and what Canada 
wanted, in regard to our customs laws in that particular. Then I read 
from Mr. Webster. That was in one of the informal opportunities of 
official intercourse which our Secretary of State had with Sir Charles 
Tupper. 

Mr. Webster said that when Mr. Van Buren, as Secretary of State, 
in a formal letter to our minister in England, had permitted such a 
thing to be said, it was not only bad in itself, but that we might ex- 
pect in the thousand and one opportunities of informal intercourse he 
would go on to do exactly what Sir Charles Tupper says Mr. Bayard 

| has done, 4 
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lessness of Jefferson gained for us the great Louisiana empire. Monroe 
and his minister of state won for us the Floridas, 

At the close of the war of 1812 John Quincy Adams, and Gallatin, 
and Clay, and the elder Bayard met the representatives of a power 
that had one-half of the world for her allies and the other half at her 
feet. England had just overthrown Napoleon on land, and swept the 
navies of Europe from the face of the sea. Yet we came from the con- 
test of war, and of diplomacy, with every right and liberty unim- 
paired. our honor without a stain, with added glory to our flag, and 
the pretension for which England had gone to war with us never to be 
heard of again. 

We had another war within our own recent memory. Our foes were | 
of our own household. Our ancient enemy and our ancient ally sat at 
their gates, gazing across the Atlantic, to see if they could discover 
any pretext tor throwing their weight into the scale of rebellion. 
England gave us provocation enough. You remember the sublime | 
patience with which Abraham Lincoln waited until the hour of our 
strength came. It was the fortune of another Adams to address to | 





Earl Russell one quiet sentence, perhaps the most eloquent that ever | 


came from an American pen— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





It is superfluous to observe to your lordship that this is war. 
Foreign office and law officer reversed their decisions in an hour 


and the rams were stopped. You know how the French Emperor, | 


victor of Sebastopol and Solferino, in the height of his military 
strength, hurried out of Mexico at a word uttered by Mr. Seward. 
You remember the time when General Grant gave notice that any 
American citizen who had a claim against Great Britain should bring 
the evidence tohim. That haughty power sent over her commissioners 
to apologize for her wrong, and was held as a defendant to make com- 
pensation. You remember how the diplomacy of the same great ad- 
ministration induced nearly every first-class power in Europe to re- 
nounce the old doctrine of perpetual allegiance and let our adopted 
citizens alone. 

Those were days when the American citizen, native and adopted, 
held up his head in the pride of his citizenship. Those were days 
when our ten thousand million of wealth was becoming fifty thousand; 
better still, when slaves were changing into freemen, and freemen into 
citizens. Those were days when the flag, beautiful as a flower to 
those who loved it, terrible as a meteor to those who hated it, floated 
everywhere in peaceful seas, and was honored everywhere in friendly 
ports. No petty British officer hauledit down from an American mast- 
head. No Canadian’ minister of justice langhed in the face of an injured 
American citizen when Grant was in the White House. 

I confess that, much meditating on these things, I take little satis- 
faction when I think of Grover Cleveland. I do not like the policy 
which everywhere robs American citizenship of its glory. I do not 
like the methods of fraud and crime which have destroyed popular 
elections in so many Democratic States. I would have the box where 
the American freeman casts his ballot sacred asa sacramental vessel. 
I do not like this conspiracy between the old slave-holder and the 
English manufacturer, to strike down the wages of the American work- 
man and the comfort of the American workman’s home. I do not like 
your refusal to maintain the American Navy and to fortify and defend 
the American coast. And I like no better the presenttreaty. It leaves 
the American sailor to be bullied and insulted without redress, and 
abandons the American right to the fisheries, older than the nation 
itself which the valor of our fathers won for us and the wisdom of our 
fathers preserved for us. 





APPENDIX—A. 
Taille showing number of persons engaged in the fisheries from Massachusetts and 
their place of birth, 
{Massachusetts State Census of 1885. Taken from population schedules. ] 





Foreign-born males, | 


| 















Place of birth of foreign-born. Natural- y 
Aliens. ized oon e motel, 
voters, : 

BI vos iissesecn- seeseenstecvoncicereptducnsinnsiieesianeecs 138 186 179 503 
Canada (English)..... pau 2 1 5 s 
Canada (French) .... 12 | 4 2 18 
England..... 41 46 1 88 
Scotland........ 16 12 2 30 
Nova Scotia..........2.0s0000 950 210 149 1, 309 
Prince Edward Island., wl 118 35 7 160 
New Brunswick........... ay 19 Sah Ecdeinprenviancen 31 
Germany ........... ao 44 14 2 60 
Sweden 221 | 53 18 292 
Portugal? ........ 167 52 28 247 
Western Islands} sl 409 51 41 501 
Ciiiste GbR LETEN., sassiccsansarsiteaseccnaces 403 165 28 596 
° sdainnihiphetieinsienis tenciepennepaiaipialmpentapeyiiaiaamaimiiieltaes 
Total foreign-born z...........ccsseseeereenee 2,540 S41 | 462 3, 843 
Total native-born....,.......00-sseree-secees wdieceeees eedythne Sébubevinerones becudinateneved 4, 130 
TRE I ai stik sciesccecrsvitnnicheianannis diet | 7, 973 
UE Ca. ics vi ccsnninnibiataoncntecmeecaennn iliac sa S csidliedensiant 7 
4 . 7,980 


Total POTSOMS.....seeseesseeseesssnnsenene sneer leneassenaanscas snsunensssanuns|-agananen seers 





* Reliable polls only or those having no political condition (not including 


aliens). 
+ Portugal” includes dependencies other than *‘ Western Islands.” 
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Letter from Professor J.W. Collins, Assistant United States Fish Commissioner, trans- 
mitting statistics in regard to the fisheries of Massachusetts. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 24, 1888. 

Sir: In compliance with the instructions contained in your letter of this date 
(inclosing a letter from Hon. GeorGe F. Hoar) I have the honor tosubmit the in- 
closed table showing by customs districts and by totals the numberand nation- 
ality of men on vessels employed in the cod, mackerel, halibut, herring, and 
other food-fish fisheries, from the State of Massachusetts, during the year 1885. 
This table has been compiled from data obtained under the direction of Mr. R. 
Edward Earll, my predecessor in charge of the division of fisheries. The facts 
have been chiefly collected by experts of the Fish Commission, but to some ex- 
tent have been supplied by the masters and owners of the fishing vessels. 

There are not available in this office any statistics of the number of men em- 
ployed in the boat fisheries of 1886, but these have been approximated from the 
returns obtained by the census of 1880, since which time there has probably been 
comparatively little change. 

The number of men employedin the whale fishery has been estimated on the 
basis of the average crews of vessels in 1880. At that time the vessels averaged 
a fraction over twenty-four men each, and as there were ninety-six vessels em- 
ployed in the whale fisheries from Massachusetts in 1886, it would give us an ap- 
proximate number of men engaged in that fishery, the last-mentioned year, of 
2,304. It has also been necessary to make an approximation of the number of 
people employed in the preparation of fishery products in Massachusetts, and 
I believe it safe to assume that these figures are not very much different from 
the actual facts at the present time. 

These statistics for the vessel fisheries have been gathered with much care, as 
previously stated, by experts thoroughly familiar with the fisheries, and they 
are, therefore, believed to be exceptionally accurate and valuable, 

I hope the table may meet the requirements of Senator Hoar. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
J.W.COLLINS, 


Assistant United States Fish Commissioner, 
In Charge of Division Fisheries. 
Hon. MARSHALL MCDONALD, 
United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 
Washington, D. C. 


Comparative statement of the statislics of the fisheries of Massachusetts, compiled from 
the census returns published in the reports of the ‘‘ Fisheries Industries of the United 
States” by the United States Fish Commission in 1830, and the ** Fisheries of Massa- 
chusetis, census of 1885,’’ prepared under the direction of Col. Carroll D, Wright. 


1880, UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION |1885, THE FISHERIES OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
REPORT. 


Capital invested : 
Vessels and boats........... $6, 681, 980 
Nets and traps ............00 369, 870 





7, 051, 850 | Capital invested: 
Working capital, appa- 


Real estate, buildings, 
ratus, salt, and ice...... $8, 660, 581 


machinery, and cash... 7,282,600 











Produets: 


Products: 
a ae $4, 566, 679 


FOOG-fISD.........0000c0recsereere 94, 992, 541 





























Shell-fish........ 649, 013 Shell-fish........ 359, 257 
Whale fishery... 2, 080, 337 Whale fishery 1, 270, 543 
Fertilizer, ete ... ues 120, 659 Fish products... 230, 139 
Miscellaneous................+ 299, 200 Miscellaneous...............+ 36, O74 
Ne Ciciicechinapaeciiuigniin’ 8, 141, 750 | en ae 
Vessels and tonnage: 
Food fishery......... 7 42, 118.00 
Menhaden fishery 35 1,269.70 | Vessels and tonnage: 
Oyster fishery ...... 6 557. 54 Schooners............ 736 «= 47, 767.28 
Whale fishery....... 161 36,786.51 Sloops........ . 55 352. 23 
Seal fishery ........... 1 84. 65 Steamers ............ . 3 159. 03 
Squid fishery......... 5 264. 00 Whale fishery...... 72 19,932.96 
ORR iciiscesssise 1,007 81.080. 49 OO icasisicvictiiens 866 68,211.49 


Small boats: 
In vessel fishery 

















In shore fishery............. Small boats: 
Dories, seine-boats, 
ics cesar dines sicte cours shore-boats, ete...... 5, 308 
Persons employed: 
Vessel fishermen.... 8, 646 
Boat fishermen ...... jae 4,528 | Persons employed: 
Whale fishermen ........... 3, 991 Resident fishermen...... 11,743 
—- Non-resident fisher- 
IONE sicede) xcoctesssaunte 17, 165 MBM siscseosnscvensesecorseine 2, $33 
Shore handsg................0 2, 952 Shore hands................. 759 
NED tinh wnimessiceieh . 20,117 ORE ies ccccesantindicdian 15, 435 





There has been considerable decrease in the number of vessels and men em- 

loyed in the whale fishery from New England since 1880, chiefly due to the 
Fact that the vessels have been transferred from New England whaling ports to 
San Francisco. In 1886 there were only es vessels employed in the 
whale fishery from Massachusetts against one hundred and sixty-one in 1880, 
and the decrease in the number of men would be approximately 1,300. This 
number subtracted from the 17,165 employed in the eries of Massachusetts, 
according to the census of 1880, would leave 15,765, as against 14,676 reported by 
the census of Massachusetts in 1885. It seems, therefore, that these statistical 
statements corroborate each other,and that there was a probable decrease of 
about one thousand employed in the State between 1880 and 1885. 

The hands employed ashore in eugreae boneless fish, fish-glue, etc.,all of 
which were included in the report of 1880, are not taken into account in the 
State census, where they come under the head of “‘ Manufactures.” 
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Table showing by customs cistricts the numbers and nationality of men on vessels 
employed in the cod, mackerel, halibut, herring 
Massachusetts during the year 1886. 
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ver food-fish fisheries 
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Customs districts. BS. | Oa | es Se “¢ xe > te 
| Ro | a > "SD s sr $s 
| ° } g a ~° | 2 m } . ca ae 
a8 a3 |3 & ae | 3 on 
(aS eee one a i 
ee” Z | A A Pg iw 
Newburyport......... aaa 53 49 4 92 8 
Gloucester...... Cee i} 3, 365 : 726 65 21 l4 
Salem and Beverly....... 137 | 111 81 19 
Marbleheag ..........00-++++] 255 | 251 2 98 1 l 
Boston 756 567 | 83 75 14 11 
SR iciik cn ckcatstennsde 54 51 . 95 5 
Barnstable............... it 2,413 940 | 869 39 25 6 
Nantucket .....ccsccoscocceess 14 | i= ; 100 
Edgartown. .............0++ 25 |} yee ‘ 100 
New Bedford................. 89 ik) Pins nettieees 25 72 os 25 
Totalic.cccccccssescceess} 8,989} 5,437 1, 847 1,705 60.4 | 20.5 i9. 1 


Nore.—In addition to the above there were twenty-five American subjects 
and one foreigner employed on vessels engaged exclusively in the lobster and 
menhaden fisheries, 

These figures do not include mén fishing in boats and vessels under 5 tons 
burden, nor men fishing on vessels employed in the whale fishery A pproxi- 
mate figures for these fisheries show 4,528 men in the boat fishery and 2,304 men 
in the whale fishery. 

No account is here taken of curers, packers, fitters, and factory hands, the ap- 
proximate number of whom is 2,952, 


Cc 
le showing number of fishermen and oystermen in New England and their 
place of birth. 
[From the United States Census of 1830.] 








Number of fishermen and oystermen in Massachusetts. ailitiiecetiiiaad.- 
Number of fishermen and oystermen in Maine hegtisbhee a 
Number of fishermen and oystermen in New Hampshire ..... ; 226 


Total in Maine, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts ........ 
Number of fishermen and oystermen in Rhode Island........ 
Number of fishermen and oystermen in Connecticut 


Total in New England (Vermont excluded) 


DETAIL SHOWING NATIVITY. 
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. 7 me Te. 9 
= | | 3] és 2 
s | -|2a| °3 | g 
’ n , | el B 4 g 
States. | 3 As | a); 8] sé I 
eo = S 2 | -d 
~~ 3a a on oe 
S a ifs S o4 
| = 2 oOo}; & = 
=} u al ow A + 
a ~~ N 
Sgaperdimaticicapstiase —- —~) ‘ 2 = 
JIE atihtil ants Juliiiecuidsieateianeotiveds 1 162 20 
Massachusetts..... 237 1,271 410 
New Hampshire.. 4 9 5 
Total ..... " 242 1,442 435 
Rhode Island 3 2 12 
Connecticut......... 5 2 20 
ROME iescenssitins : 250 1, 456 467 
Dd. 
Extract from the report of Professor Spencer F. Baird, Commissioner of Fisheries, 
for 1884. 


After giving a list of his authorities (Census Report for 1890) Professor Baird 
continues as follows: 

‘“* The general results of the investigation, from the statistician’s standpoint, 
may be briefly summarized as follows: 

“In 1880 the number of persons employed in the fishery industries of the 
United States was 131,426, of whom 101,684 were fishermen and the remainder 
were shoremen. The fishing fleet consisted of 6,605 vessels (with a tonnage of 
.297.82) and 44,804 boats, and the total amount of capital invested was $37,- 
i9, distributed as follows: Vessels, $9,357,282; boats, $2,465,393; minor ap- 
paratus and outfits, $8,145,261; other capital, including shore property, $17,987,- 
413. 

‘*The value of the fisheries of the sea, the great rivers, and the great lakes 
was placed at $43,046,053, and that of those in minor inland waters at $1,500,000, 
in all, $44,546,053. These values were estimated upon the basis of the prices of 
the products received by the producers, and if average wholesale prices had been 
considered the value would have been much greater. In 1832 the yield of the 
fisheries was much greater than in 1880, and prices, both at first hand and at 
wholesale, were higher, so that a fair estimate at wholesale market rates would 
place their vaiue at the present time rather above than below $100,000,000. 

The fisheries of the New England States are the most important. They en- 
gage 37,043 men, 2,066 vessels, 14,787 boats, and yield products to the value of 
$14,270,393. In this district the principal fishing points in order of importance 
are: Gloucester, New Bedford, the center of the whale fishery, Eastport, Boston, 
Provincetown, and Portland. 

_ ‘*Next to New England in importance are the South Atlantic States, employ- 
ing 52,418 men, 3,014 vessels (the majority of which are smal], and engaged in 
ae bay fisheries), 13,331 boats, and returning products to the value of $9,- 

2,737. 

“Next are the Middle States, employing in the coast fisheries 14,981 men, 1,210 
vessels, 8,293 boats, with products to the amount of $8,676,579. 

“ Next are the Pacifie States and Territories with 16,803 men, 56 vessels, 5,547 
boats, and products to the amount of $7,484,750. The fisheries of the Great Lakes 
employ 5,050 men, 62 vessels, and 1,594 boats, with products to the amount of 
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$1,784,060. The Gulf States employ l 197 vessels, a - 
xlucts to the value of $545,584 
E. 
Rest t : the city of Gloucest 
CITY OF GI CESTER 
In Common ( x Fel 2 
Resolved, That the city cou l of Gloucester earnestly protest against 
ption of the so-called Fishery Treaty, w - y e the United Sta 

Senate for ratification, believing that its ad “N ’ great injury the 
fishing interests of the country. 

Resolved, That the Senators and Members of ¢ gr 4 esenting t s 5 
of Massachusetts be requested to use all t luet ' : 
of this treaty, to the end that the fishing industr \ sae- 
rificed 

ed 1, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to I i States S - 

rand DAWeEs, also to each Massa isetts member of t Hious 
ves, and that his honor, Ma rR < ‘ ested to t 
at<« ce 
pted. Ser for 
A. F. STICKNEY 
In ] \ ERMEN, M . ‘ 
Adopted in concurrence 
MIN J. SOMES ’ 
Approved March 12, 1838 
DAVID I BINSON, M 
A true copy, attest 
JOHN J. SOMES, City 
F. 
Preamble and resolutions adopted ata meet yucester M 

ers’ Association, at Gloucester, Mass., Fri 4 l i I 

b. Thomas, president; William M. Gaffne 

Whereas in every treaty between Great Britain and the United Sta ‘ ; 
1783, the rights of American fishermen have been sacrificed: and 

Whereas the present treaty now under consideration by the Senate of the 
United States is a still further surrender of our rights upon the high seas the 
proposed act of delimitation by ich the headland theory of Great Britain is 








established, and jurisdiction is assumed over waters whic! 


allnations; and 





re the pre ty of 











Whereas by the terms of this treaty the common offices of humanity, ac- 
knowledged, practiced, and obeyed by all civilized nations, have been claimed 
as concessions and made a matter of bargain and sale; and 

Whereas the ambiguous lang ge of th ’ | many of it vis- 
ions uncertain, resting their interpretations sol inadian lox v; 





and 
Whereas no indemr 









ty for past wrongs and outrages are provided, and no 
recognition of the rights conferred on American vessels in Canadian ports, by 
mutual legislation, is made, but, on the contrary, every such right is denied 
and the barbarous acts of Canada is justified and allowed; and 

Whereas both treaty and protocol are but the initiatory steps towards the 
complete surrender of the markets of the United States, by which the fisheries 
of Canada will be developed and enlarged and those of the United States de- 
pleted and destroyed: Therefore, 

Resolved, That this association, composed of the masters of American fishin 
vessels, who know by contact and experience the full significance of ¢ wlian 
diplomacy, cordially unite with their brethren of other associations i 
lowing declarations: 

That in common with the other producing industries of the country, we ask 
of the General Government neither subsidy nor bounty, but simply equal pro- 
tection. 

That we have neither asked nor sought the intervent 
mixed or otherwise, to define our just rights upon the 
















ff any commission, 
iigh seas or in foreign 











ports, but have appealed to our own Government to maintain the inte und 
just interpretation of treaties and legislation, under which our business rights 
as American citizens are affected. 

That we neither use nor desire to use Canadian waters for practical fishing, 





but simply ask that our commercial rights therein shall b« 
Government, and when so defined, maintained 

That the American ocean fisheries are not dependent upon any favor or privi- 
lege, tobe granted by Canada, but on the contrary the nz al resources of Our 
own country and the high seas afford everything necessary for the prosecution 
of our business. 

That we will cheerfully conform to whatever construction our own Gov 
ment shall place upon existing treaties and legislation, and desire no new treaty 
that shall dictate our national legislation or destroy the small remnant of pro- 
tection we now have. 

Resolved, That we appeal to the honoral 
has by a most eminent commission thoroughly investigated the subject « ir 
fishery relations with Canada, and whose report has passed through the legis- 
lation of both Houses of Congress, been unanimously approved, to sustain the 
honor and dignity of the Government of the United States, by maintaining the 
integrity of their action, and the rights of our citizens, by refusing to ap; 
the treaty, or consent to so complete asurrender of our rights as a natio 

Resolved, That as the entire fishing interest of the United States has not been 











Senate of the United States, which 








allowed any representation whatever by the negotiators of this treaty, while 
the commission of the Senate visited every location and obtained sworn testi- 
mony from the operative fishermen of the country, the reason for the difference 


in results is clearly apparent 








Resolved, That we respectfully ask for prompt and immediate acti« 
this treaty, by the honorable Senate, in order that our nat onal honor 
vindicated, and the rights of our citizens assured, in every foreign port and upon 


the high seas. 
Capt. Henry B. Thomas, schooner M. H. Thomas; Capt. Joseph 

Smith, schooner Lizzie M.Center; Capt. George A nson, 
schooner Augusta H. Johnson; Capt. Jol 
Harry G. French: Capt. Nathaniel P. S: 1, schooner Margie 
Smith; Capt. John P. Aiken, schooner Bar Pierce: Capt. 
Thomas H. White, schooner Rapid Transit; Capt. William Mail- 
nan, schooner Alabama; Capt. Joseph E. Graham, schooner Sen- 
ator Morgan; Capt. John Mcinnis, schooner Willie M. Stevens 
Capt. John A. McKinnon, schooner Mayflower; Capt. Geo. H 
Martin, schooner Ethel Maud; Capt. Pius McDonald, scliaoner 
Edith 8. Walen; Capt. John Geary, schooner Della | lari 
Capt. William B. McDonald, schooner Blue Jacket; Capt. Alex 
ander McEachern, schooner Mascot; Cay 
schooner Canopus; Capt. Joseph I. Tupper, schooner Jennie 
Seaverns; Capt. Solomon A. Rowe, schooner Wm. H. I 
Capt. Geo. W. Dixon, schooner Henry W. Longf w; Capt. 
Manuel Silva, schooner J. W.Collins; Capt. William F. Harris 
schooner Col. J. H. French; Capt. Edward Morris, sch er Ab 
bie F. Morris: Capt. Colin Chisholm, scho 


hn Chishol: oner 











Sylvanus McVhee 








} ‘ 
Mr JOUR 
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| of the treaty- 


| and if continued will inevi 


] Capt. J ( r Annie M 
j 4 erN ; Capt. H 
‘ J chooner 
Cap 
Flag Ine) 
t ‘ A. Meck ne schoo! 
¢ Volunt« Capt 
we; Capt, Le ean, & 
( Rn. I } am, 
‘ Lee oner O ! ‘apt. James } 
ert; Capt. J : Lew schooner Lizzie 
Jam | choot Colin hs 
eG. rT] well,s oner Hattie Eve- 
lyn; Capt. JamesS Iph E on; Capt.J : 
L.. At I i ; Capt. Joseph \ 
scho = of -orper, scho ° 
uM { j W I ma; ¢ 
Tarti sch ) yuin; Capt. Charles J. n, 
, rH John Marshall, schooner Land- 
‘ Capt. Sewall W. Smith, schooner Rattler; C B.A. Will- | 
ooner G. P. Whitman; Capt. Russell D. schooner 
err Capt i B. Murray, schooner Murray ; 
Frank Veator, schooner Alice; Capt I yre, 
Gert Ey * Cay rdner, schoone } ] 
Cay Wil 1 ie r F. W. Homans; 
urren, s« me li ipt. William Dem ps« 
rMatt r; Ca Vhitten, schooner Carre 
son ; ( il ri hooner George F, Keene; 
Capt. John W. McFarland, schooner Emma W. Brown; Capt. 
William H. Greenleaf, s ner Port Roberts; Capt. John 
Dowdell, schooner Matthew Keany ; ¢ B.Va r, schooner 
Thetis; Capt. John Campbell, schoo L. Fears; Capt. 






\ a} 
end; Capt. John A. 
m N. Wells, schooner 
yoner John G. Whit- 


William H. Collins, schooner Lucy E 
Griftin, schooner Lizzie Griffin; Capt. Will 
Bessie N. Wells; Capt. Thomas Bohlin, s 
tier, Capt. Thomas Jones, schooner Alice S. Hawkes; Capt. 
William T. Lee, schooner Sarah EF). Lee; Capt. Henry F. Brown, 
schooner Edith Conley; Capt. Amos N. Rackliffe, schooner 
Frank A. R Capt. Stephen B. Cole, s yvoner Lelia Nor- 
wood; Capt. Nathaniel Greenleaf, schooner Lizeie J. Greenleaf; 
Capt. O. B. Fitch, schooner Davy Crockett; Capt. Harlan Eaton, 
schooner Electa A. Eaton; Capt. Wilson Cahoon, schooner Flora 
Dilloway; Capt. Frank H. Hall, schooner Fannie Bell; Capt. 
Wm. H. Thomas, schooner Mystic; Capt. Edward Stapleton, 
schooner Champion; Capt. Daniel McKinnon, schooner Minne- 
sota; Capt. John A. McDonald, schooner W. W. Rice; Capt. 
‘Thomas Lewis, schooner Winged Arrow; Capt. Peter McAuley, 
schooner A. E. Whyland ; Capt. Thomas Goodwin, schooner Lot- 
tie P. Morton; Capt. Oliver Collins, schooner Robert J. Edwards ; 
Capt. Pius McPhee, schooner David A. Story; Capt. D. 8, Nicker- 
son, schooner William H. Wellington; Capt. Hanson Joyce, 
steamer Novelty; Capt. Edward W. Hall, schooner Martha A. 
Bradley ; Capt. D. E. Collins, schoonerGrampus; Capt. William 
Grant, schooner David Low; Capt. Seth 8S. Nickerson, schooner 
Sarah P. Ayer; Capt. John E. Sigsworth, schooner Anne and 
Mary; Capt. Maurice Whalen, schooner Fannie W. Freeman; 
Capt. Frank Wright, schooner Magnolia; Capt. Otto Johnson, 
schooner Loring b. Haskell: Capt. Osborne Maguire; Capt. Al- 
bert Henrdickson, schooner Brunhilde; Capt. T. F. Hodgdon, 
schooner Ralph F. Hodgdon; Capt. James A. McKinnon, schooner 
Ada M. Hall; Capt. Charles Nute, schooner Fernwood; Capt. 
John Dago, schooner Concord; Capt. Jerome B. McDonald, 
scooner Monitor; Capt. Angus Campbell, schooner Augusta E, 
Herrick; Capt. Andrew McKenzie, schooner Senator Sauisbury ; 
Capt. George M. McClain, schooner Henry Dennis; Capt. Charles 
Harty, schooner I, J. Merritt, jr.; Capt. Loring B. Nauss, schooner 
Belle A. Nauss ; Capt. Frank Carroll, schooner Warren J. Crosby; 
Capt. Augustus Hall, schooner Anna B, Cannon; Capt. Alexander 
Trench, schooner Marion Grimes; Capt. Frank Foster, schooner 
Frank Foster; Capt. Edward Trevoy, schooner Edward Trevoy ; 
Capt. Joseph Ryan, schooner A. D. Story; Capt. Williom Ma- 
guire, schooner John W. Bray; Capt. Thomas Parris, schooner 
Governor Butler; Capt.John A. Vibert,schooner Spencer F. Baird ; 
Capt. Cornelius Thorburne, schooner John 8S. vena: Capt. 
Wim. Gibbs, schooner Oceanus; Capt. John Cousens, schooner 
Barracouta; Capt. L. G. Hodgdon, schooner William H. Cross; 
Capt. Charles Benson, schooner Eliza R.; Capt. Alex. Haines, 
schooner Julia Whalen; Capt. Peter Roberts, schooner Vesta; 
Capt. John Q. Getchell, schooner Vinnie M. Getchell ; Capt. John 
‘Tavener, schooner Mattie Winship; Capt. Zenas Brown, schooner 
Morrill Boy; Capt. Thomas Thompson, schooner Edward Ever- 
ett; Capt. John Coney, schooner Lizzie; Capt. A. J. Burnham, 
schooner Robin Hood; Capt. Edward Cosgrove, schooner Alert ; 
Capt. Willard G. Pool, schooner George F. Edmunds; Capt. 
William Kiff, schooner Fleetwing; Capt. B. F. Payson, schooner 
8. F. Maker; Capt. Charles Burchart, schooner William M. Gaff- 
ney; Capt. Edward Groves, scliooner Edward P. Boynton; Capt. 
Colin Chisholm, schooner J. W. Campbell; Capt. Charles Smith, 
schooner Finance ; Capt. John McDonald, schooner Farmer R. 
Walker; Capt. John McDonnell, schooner Seud. 


G,. 
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Resolutions adopted by the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, at 
the monthly meeting, March 14, 1888. 


THE FISHERY TREATY. 


Whereas Canada, under a forced interpretation of the treaty of 1818, (which 
was superceded by those of 1830 and 1871,) has sought by unjust seizures of 
se fishing vessels to compel the United States to admit salt fish free of 

uty; an 

Whereas the United States Coramissioners appointed to negotiate a just and 
equitable treaty for the settlement of the fishcries question have reported a form 
of treaty which is unjust and inequitable, inasmuch as it denies to Americans 
(uniess purchased by making fish free of duty) the same rights which we con- 
cede to the Canadians, namely, the purchase of supplies, the shipment of mer- 
chandise in bond from one country to ancther, the shelter in port for a longer 
period than twenty-four hours, and fishing in waters more than 3 miles from 
shore if within imaginary lines drawn from headland to headland; and 

Whereas the justice of all these claims of American fishermen was conceded 
by our Department of State, as is shown by its correspondence, but they were 
waived by the American commissioners, apparently with an entire disregard of 
the rights and interests of American fishermen; and 

Whereas Canadian fishermen enjoy advantages in bounties, special exemp- 
tion from taxation, and lower prices for labor and materials which are not en- 
joyed by American fishermen, and which would speedily crush our American 


—_ 





























fishing indust if tl } f the duty was re! 

tion of which is seen he « ct of the trea of Washington 

( idian fishing fleet creased j f » years from four hur 
r el dred, whi ours decrs n the same time 30 per « 

R That as long as any industry is thus protected m the United States 
t d 1 fish should be continued, « d when removed the persons engaged 

his hazardou t should be granted a bounty which will in some de- 
urage iti 

j lved, Tha rlance -a fisheries to our country can not be 
measured by the cay emp! co! for our com- 
mercial marine and our Navy, the sof w monstrated 
in every emergency when we have ed upt e rights and 
honor of our flag on the high seas. 

Ivesolved, That while we have every desire to ly rela ns with 
our neig rs and to encourage the present 1 in efforts to that 

1, we uld 1 false to our duties as A ‘ id business men if 

fail to pr s st the rat tion of a treaty so unjust and inequitable 
and which sacrifix y every! or which our Government has been con- 
tending , 

R l, That this questi I from an administration 
or anti-administration, a free nt of view, but from a na- 
tional and business standp f nt that if this treaty is thus 
considered it will not rece val of the Senate, the co-ordinate branch 








Resolved, 'T 
of American fishing ves 
lay the closer commercial 


which so many persons in b 


ian Government should persist in unjust treatment 
t can only have the effect to interfere with and de 
lations between the United States and Canada 

1 countries would be glad to see consummated, 
y rest e ter or less degree of non-inter- 
course for which our last Congress isly conferred authority upon the 
Presid nt. 





















ved, That copies of these resolutions be t tted to the President and 
Ss ind to such other persons as the execut ttee may direct. 
HT, 
[Resolution of ¢ yucester Board of Trade. ] 
GLOUCESTER, Mass., April 26, 1838. 

To Hon, GeonceE F, Hoar: 

Ata meeting of the Glou B f Trade held thi t 
Proctor, president, pres t following resolution w 3 





Hi. Pew, esq., and unanimously 

Resolved, That the proposed Cl 
of the United States as a people, and injurious to its 
tion, and ought not to be ratified. 





in treaty is detrimental to the interests 
honor and dignity as ana- 
CYRUS STORY, Secretary 
I. 
[Resolutions of the American Fishery Union.] 

Whereas the present national interest in the matter of the American fish 
has oftentimes been subjected to unfavorable criticism by reason of the fi 
being misunderstood, the American Fishery Union desires to place upon record 
their position in the following resolution: . 

Resolved, That, in common with other producing industries of the country,we 
ask of the General Government neither subsidy nor bounty, but simply equal 
protection, 

Resolved, That we have neither asked nor sought the intervention of any com- 
mission, mixed or otherwise ,to define our just rights on the high seas or in for- 
eign ports, but have appealed to our own Government to maintain the integ- 
rity and just interpretation of treati islation under which our business 
and rights as American citize: 

R ved, That we neither use n¢ 
fishing, but simply ask that our comm 
our own Government, and, when so deti 

Resolved, That the American ocean f} 
or privilege granted by Canada, but, 
our own country and the high seas afi 
tion of our business. 

Resolved, That we cheerfully ce reonstruction ourown Gov 
ernment shall place upon exist ‘ islation, and desire no new 
treaty that shal! dictate our national legislation or destroy the small remnant 
of protection we now have. ; 

Resolved, That the freedom of our ports and markets afforded Canadian ves- 
sels is in marked contrast to that a “led American vessels in Canadian ports 
when sailing under papers issued by the United States Government, conferring 
all rights and privileges upon them, and that arefusal on the part of the Cana- 
dian Government to recognize such papers bearing the seal of the United States 
is an act of non-intercourse, and justifies retaliation. 


J. 



















»use Canadian waters for practical 
its therein shall be defined by 
maintained, 
t dependent upon any favor 
ary,the natural resources of 
ng necessary forthe prosecu- 

















[Notice of Louis Henry Davies, extracted from Appieton's Biographical Dic- 
tionary.] 

Davies, Louis Henry, Canadian statesman, born in Charlottetown, Prince 
Edward Island, May 4, 1845. He was educated at the Central Academy and 
Prince of Wales College, Cha tetown, and was admitted to the bar in 1856. 
He was solicitor-genera! of his native province in 1869, and again in 1872-73; 
was the leader of the opposition in the Legislative Assembly until September, 
1876, when he became premier and attorney-general, which portfolios he retained 
till 1879, when his administration resigned. He was elected to the local Legis- 
lature in 1872, and re-elected from time to time till 1879, when he was defeated. 
In 1882 he was elected to represent Queens County, Prince Edward Island, 
in the Dominion Parliament, and still (1886) representsthat constituency. He 
was counsel for the tenantry of Prince Edward Island before the land com- 
mission, which sat in 1875-76. when the estates of all proprietors in the island 
were expropriated by the province. He was also one of the couusel represent- 
ing Great Britain before the international fishery commission which sat at 
Halifax, Nova Scotia, in 1877, under articles of the Washington treaty. Heis a 


Liberal. P 
K. 


[Articles X and XI of the proposed fisheries treaty.] 











ARTICLE X. 


United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Arti- 
ele I of this treaty, shall conform to harbor regulations common tothem and to 
fishing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland. 

They need not report, enter, or clear, when putting intosuch bays or harbors 
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the same, cutside the 
limits of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchasing wood or of ob- 
taining water; except that any such vessel remaining more than twenty-four 
hours, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, within any such port, or com- 
municating with the shore therein, may be required to report, enter, or clear; 
and no vessel shall be excused hereby from giving due information to boarding 


officers, 
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Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, 29, 
10. Matthew Keany.—Glouce M I 1ed 


Isla l, one « y iora 


11. James A, Garfield.—Gloucester, Mass th 
with seizure for having purchased bait in 



































12. Martha W. Bradly tloucester, Mass.; J \ 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 8, 1 
13. Eliza Boynton.—Gloucester, Mass.; George I I 
it Car Nova Scotia, betw ] i 
int ner not reported, and released October 25, 
14. Mascot.—Gloucester, Mass | ler I 
at Port Amherst, Lg n Isla 1 10, 1886 
15. Thomas F. Bs 1.—¢ ices fass.; James M 
off at Bonne Bay ndland, Jur 2, 188 
16. James G. ¢ g.—Portland, Me.; Webber,’: wi...4 
of landing for necessaries at Brooklyn, Nova’ 1, June 
17. City Point Portland, Me.; Ke maste De 
Scotia, July 2, 1886, for alieged violati« of cu Ss la ] - 
manded. Money depos 1, under protest, July 12, and 
leposited July 14. Fine and costs refunded. 21, and ve i Z 
20 Harbor dues exacted August 26, notwitl lin y s I 





all the privileges of entry. 

18. C. P. Harrington 
burne, Nova Scotia, Ji 5, 
$400 July 5; fine deposited, u I 
refunded July 21, and vessel released 

19. Here loucester, Mass.; McDonald, mas Deta 1 ‘ t tt 
Canso, Nova Scotia, about July 18865, for ship} to 
laws. 

20. G. W. Cushing.—Portland, Me.; Jewett, master. Detaix Tu 
other report, June) 3, 1886, at Shelbu ia, { t : i 
the customs laws; fined $400; money deposited with collector iI <r about | « 
July 12 or 14, and $120 for costs deposited 14th; costs refunded July ly t 
sel re sed. 

21. Golden Hind.—Gloucester, Mass.; Ruben ¢ 





alleged violation of cu \ I 


rotest, July : § costs « 
























at Bay of Chaleurs, Nova Scotia, on or about July 23, 
22. Novelty.—Portland, Me.; H. A. Joyce, master. I 
Nova Scotia, June 29, 1886, where vessel had entered for co . 


e at Amherst, Nova Scotia, July 
N. ler.—Booth Bay, Me.; Dickson, mastcr. Detained 
Cape, New Brunswick, for alleged violation of customs law 
Fined $400, 

24. Rattler.—Gl 


refused entran 
23. N. J. M 



























loucester, Mass 1 is s 
Canso, Nova Scotia, >, 1Bse i 
where vessel entered seeki helter August In rh 
and released on the 4tl.. 
25. Caroline Vought.—Booth Bay. Me.: Charles ’ l 
at Paspebiac, New Brunswick, and refused water I 
, Shiloh.—Gloucester, Mass.; Charles Nevit, n 
ra Scotia, August 9,and subjected to rude surveilla 2 
27. Jul Ellen.—Booth Bay, Me.; Burnes, master. Boarded Liver 
N : A . 1886, and subjected to a rude surveillance: 5 
I ‘ \ -Provincetown, Mass.; Alton, mastet i : 
rpool, Nova 1. August 9, 1886, and subjected to rude surv : : Por 
foward Holbrook.—Gloucester, Mass. Detained at Hawkes! y, ( 
Breton, Aucust 1886, for alleged violation of the customs | he I 





August 20 on dé 
30. A. Cc 
bury, Nova Scotia, 
hundred dollarspe 
Three hundred and 


Question of remission of fine st 


r, Mass.; B 





bet 





, master. 








August 28 without prote st, and vessel releasex 


‘3 remitted, and a nominal fine of $25 im- | f 








seventy 


posed, i] 
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}, for alleged violation ofcustoms laws. Four F 
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6064 


four hours, again was ordered out in three hours. 
Snow, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

59. Charles R. Washington (schooner) —Wellfleet,Mass.; Jesse S. Snow, master. 
Master was informed by collector at Ship Harbor, C. B., that if he bought pro- 
visions, even if actually necessary, he would be subject to a fine of $400 for each 
offense. Refused permission by the collector at Souris, P. E. I., to buy provis- 
ions, and was compelled to return home September 10, before close of fishing 
season. Was obliged to report at custom-house every time he entered a harbor, 
even if only for shelter. Found no regularity in the amount of fees demanded, 
this being apparently at the option of the collector, (From statements of Jesse 
8. Snow, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

60. John M, Ball (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; N. W. Freeman, master. 
Driven out of Gulf of St. Lawrence to avoid fine of $400 for landing two men in 
the port of Malpeque, Prince Edward Island... Was denied all supplies, except 
wood and water,in same port. (From statements of N. W. Freeman, owner 
and master, Provincetown, Mass.) 

61. Zephyr (schooner),—Eastport, Me.; Warren Pulk, master. Cleared from 
Eastport May 31, 1886, under register for West Isles, New Brunswick, to buy 
herring. Collector refused to enter vessel, telling captain that if he bought 
fish, which were plenty at the time, the vessel would be seized, Returned to 
Eastport, losing about a week, which resulted in considerable loss to owner and 
crew. (From statements of Guilford Mitchell, owner, Eastport, Me.) 

62. Abdon Keene (schooner).— Bremen, Me.; William C. Keene, master. Was 
not allowed to ship or land crew at Nova Scotia ports, and owner had to pay for 
their transportation to Maine. (From statements of William C. Keene, owner 
and master, Bremen, Me.) 

63. William Keene (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Daniel Kimball, master. Not 
allowed to ship a man or to send a man ashore except for water, at Liverpool, 
Nova Scotia, and ordered to sea as soon as water was obtained. (From state- 
ments of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Me.) 

64. John Nye (schooner).—Swan’s Island, Me.; W. L. Joyce, master. After 
paying entry fees and harbor dues was not allowed to buy provisions at Mal- 
peque, Prinee Edward Island, and had to return home for same, making a 
en trip. (From statements of W. L. Joyce, owner and master, Atlantic, 
awe.) 

65. Asa H. Pervere (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; A. B. Gore, master. En- 
tered harbor for shelter; ordered out after twenty-four hours. Denied right to 
purchase food. (From statements of S. W. Kemp, agent, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

66. Nathan Cleaves (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; P. E. Hickman, master. 
Ran short of provisions,and, not being permitted to buy, left for home with a 
broken voyage. Customs officer at Port Mulgrave, Nova Scotia, would allow 
purchase of provisions for homeward passage, but not to continue fishing. 
(From statements of Parker E, Hickman, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

67. Frank G. Rich (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; Charles A. Gorham, master. 
Not permitted to buy provisions or to lay in Canadian ports over twenty-four 
oeee (From statements of Charles A.Gorham, owner and master, Wellfleet, 
Mass.) 

68. Emma O. Curtis (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; Elisha Rich, master. 
Not allowed to purchase provisions, and therefore obliged to return home. 
(From statements of Elisha Rich, owner and master, Provincetown, Mass.) 

69. Pleiades (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; F, W.Snow, master. Driven from 
harbor within twenty-four hours afterentering. Not allowed toship or discharge 
men under penalty ot $400, (From statements of F. W.Snow, owner and mas- 
ter, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

70. Charles F. Atwood (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; Michael Burrows, master. 
Captain was not permitted to refit vessel or to buy supplies, and when out of 
food had to return home, Found Canadians ae to harass him and put 
him to many inconveniencies. Not allowed to land seine on Canadian shore 
for purpose of repairing same. (From statements of Michael Burrows, owner 
and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

71. Gertie May (schooner).—Portland, Me.; I. Doughty, master. Notallowed, 
though provided with permit to touch and trade, to purchase fresh bait in Nova 
Scotia, and driven from harbors. (From statements of Charles F. Guptill, 
owner, Portland, Me.) 

72. Margaret 8. Smith (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Lincoln W. Jewett, mas- 
ter. Twice compelled to return home from Bay of St. Lawrence with broken 
trip, not being able to secure provisions to continue fishing. Incurred many 
petty inconveniences in regard to customs regulations, (From statements of 
A.M. Smith, owner, Portland, Me.) ‘ 

73. Elsie M. Smith (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Enoch Bulger, master. Came 
home with half fare, not being able to get provisions to continue fishing. 
Lost seine in aheavy gale rather than beannoyed by customs regulations when 
seeking shelter, (From statements of A. M, Smith, Portland, Me.) 

74. Fannie A. Spurling (schooner).—Portland,Me.; Caleb Parris, master. Sub- 
ject to many annoyances, and obliged to return home with a half fare, not being 
— to procure provisions, (From statements of A. M. Smith, owner, Portland, 
Me.) 

75. Carleton Bell (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; Seth W. Eldridge, master. 
Occasioned considerable expense by being denied right to procure crew in Ca- 
nadian harbors, and detained in spring while waiting for men to come from 
Nova Scotia. (From statements of S, Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, 
Me.) 

76. Abbie M. Deering (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Emory Gott,master. Not 
being able to procure provisions, obliged to return home with a third of a fare 
of mackerel. (From statements of A. M. Smith, owner, Portland, Me.) 

77. Cora Louisa (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; Obed Harris, master. Could 
get no provisions in Canadian ports, and had to return home before getting 
= oe of fish. (From statements of 8. Nickerson & Sons, owners, th Bay, 
Me. 

78. Eben Dale (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; R.G. Babbidge, master. Not 
permitted to buy bait, ice, or to trade in any way. Driven out of harbors, and 
unreasonable restrictions whenever near the land. (From statements of R. G. 
Babbidge, owner and master, Pulpit Harbor, Me.) 

79. Charles Haskell (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; Daniel Thurston ,master. 
Obliged to leave Gulf of St. Lawrence at considerable loss, not being allowed to 
buy provisions. (From statementsof C. 8S. Staples, owner, North Haven, Me.) 

80. Willle Parkman (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; William H. Banks, mas- 
ter. Unable to get supplies while in Gulf of St. Lawrence, which necessitated 
returning home at great loss, with a broken voyage. (From statements of 
William H. Banks, owner and master, North Haven, Me.) 

81. D. D. Geyer (schooner).--Portland, Me.; John K. Craig, master. Being re- 
fused privilege of touching at a Nova Scotia port to take on resident crew al- 
ready engaged, owner was obliged to —— passage for men to Portland, at 
considerable cost, causing great loss of time. (From statements of F. H. Jor- 
dan, owner, Portland, Me.) 

82, Good Templar (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Elias Tarlton, master. Touched 
at La Have, Nova Scotia, to take on crew already engaged, but was refused 
privilege and ordered to proceed. The men being indispensable to voyage, had 
them delivered on board outside of 3-mile limit by a Nova Scotia boat. (From 
statements of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, ne. 

83. Eddie Davidson (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; John D. Snow, master. 


(From statements of N.S, 


June 12, 1886, touched at Cape Island, Nova Scotia, but was not permitted to take 
on part of crew; boarded by customs officer and ordered to within twenty- 


four hours; not allowed to buy food in ports on Gulf of St. Lawrence, (From 


statements of John D. Snow, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 
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84. Alice P. Higgins (schooner).—Wellflect, Mass.; Alvin W. Cobb, master. 
Driven from harbors twice in stress of weather. (From statements of Alvin W. 
Cobb, master, Wellfleet, Mass. ) 

85. Cynosure (schooner),—Booth Bay, Me.; L. Rush, master. Wasobliged to 
return home before securing a full cargo, not being permitted to purchase pro- 
visions in Nova Scotia. (From statements of 8, Nickerson & Sons, owners, 
Booth Bay, Me.) 

86. Naiad (schooner).--Lubec, Me.; Walter Kennedy, master. Presented 
frontier license (heretofore acceptable) on arriving at St. George, New Bruns- 
wick, but collector would not recognize same; was compelled to return to East- 
ner and clear under register before being allowed to purchase herring, thus 

osing one trip. (From statements of Walter Kennedy, master, Lubec, Me.) 

87. Louisa A. Grout (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.: Joseph Hatch, jr., 
master. Took permit to touch and trade; arrived at St. Peter’s, Cape Breton, 
in afternoon of May 19, 1886; entered and cleared according to law; was obliged 
to take inexperienced men at their own prices to complete fishing crew, to get 
to sea before the arrival of a seizing officer who had started from Straits of 
Canso at 5 o’clock same afternoon in search of vessel, having been advised by 
telegraph of the shipping of men. (From statements of Joseph Hatch, jr., 
owner and master, Provincetown, Mass.) 

88. Lottie E. Hopkins (schooner).—Vinal Haven, Me.; Emery J. Hopkins, 
master. Refused permission to buy any article of food in Canadian ports. Ob- 
tained shelter ir harbors only by entering at custom-house. (From statement 
of Emery J. Hopkins, North Haven, Me.) 

89. Florine F, Nickerson (schooner).—Chatham, Mass.; Nathaniel E. Eldridge, 
master. Engaged fishermen for vessel at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, but action of 
Canadian Government necessitated the paying of their transportation to the 
United States and loss of time to vessel while waiting their arrival; otherwise 
would have called for them on way to fishing grounds. Returning, touched at 
Liverpool, but immediately on anchoring Canadian officials came aboard and 
refused permission for men to go ashore. Captain at once signified his inten- 
tion of immediately proceeding on passage, but officer prevented his departure 
until he had r ented at custom-house, vessel being thereby detained two days. 
(From statement of Kendrick & Bearse, owners, South Harwich, Mass.) 

90. B. B. B. (sloop).—Eastport, Me.; George W. Copp, master. Obliged to dis- 
continue business of buying sardine herring in New Si enewiek porte for East- 
port canneries, as local customs regulations were, during the season of 1886, 
made so exacting that it was impossible to comply with them without risk of 
the fish becoming stale and spoiled by detention, (From statements of George 
W. Copp, master, Eastport, Me.) 

91. Sir Knight (schooner),—Southport, Me.; Mark Rand, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing grounds, 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

92. Uncle Joe (schooner),—Southport, Me.; J. W. Pierce, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova ne for them on her way tothe fishing grounds. 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

93. Willie G. (schooner).—Southport, Me.; Albert F. Orne, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing grounds, 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

94. Lady Elgin (schooner).—Southport, Me.; George W. Pierce,master. Com- 
pelled to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not 
being allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing 
grounds. (From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

9%. John H. Kennedy (schooner).—Portland, Me.; David Dougherty, master, 
Called at a Nova Scotia port for bait, but left without obtaining same, fearing 
seizure and fine, returning home with a broken voyage. Ata Newfoundland 
port was charged $16 light-house dues, giving draft on owners for same, which, 
being excessive, they refusedto pay. (From statements of E.G. Willard, owner, 
Portland, Me.) 

96. Ripley Ropes (schooner).—Southport, Me.; C. E. Hare, master. Vessel 
ready to sail when telegram from authorities at Ottawa refused permission to 
touch at Canadian ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their 
transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. 
(From statements of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

97. Jennie Armstrong (schooner).—Southport, Me.; A.O. Webber, master. Ves- 
sel ready to sail when telegram from authorities of Ottawa refused permission 
to touch at Canadian ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their 
transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. 
(From statements of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

98. Vanguard (schooner).—Southport, Me, ; C.C. Dyer, master. Vessel ready 
to sail when telegram from authorities refused permission to touch at Canadian 
ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their transportation to 
Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. (From statements of 
Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

99. Electric Flash (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; AaronSmith, master. Un- 
uble to obtain supplies in Canadian ports and obliged to return home before 
obtaining full cargo, (From statements of Aaron Smith, master and agent, 
North Haven, Me.) 

100. Daniel Simmons (schooner),—Swan’s Island, Me.; John A. Gott, master, 
Compelled to go without necessary outfit while fishing in Gulf of St, Lawrence. 
(From statements of M. Stimpson, owner, Swan’s Island, Me.) 

101. Grover Cleveland (schooner).—Boston, Mass. ; George Lakeman, master. 


Compelled to return home with only partial fare of mackerel, being refused 
supplies in Canadian ports. (From statements of B. F. De Butts, owner, Bos< 
ton, Mass.) s 

102, Andrew Burnham (schooner).—Boston, Mass.; Nathan F. Blake, master, 

M. 
[Revised Statutes of Canada, chapter 94. An act respecting fishing by foreign 
vessels. | 
* x * * a * s 


2, Any commissioned officer of Her Majesty’s navy serving on board of any 
vessel of Her Majesty’s navy cruising and being in the waters of Canada for the 
purpose of affording protection to Her Majesty’s subjects engaged in the fish- 
eries, or any commissioned officer of Her Majesty’s navy, fishery officer, or 
stipendiary magistrate on board of any vessel belonging to or in the service of 
the government of Canada and employed in the service of protecting the fisher- 
ies, or any officer of the customs of Canada, sheriff, justice of the peace, or other 
person duly commissioned for that purpose, may go on board of any ship, vessel, 
or boat within any harbor in Canada or hovering in British waters within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors in Canada, and stay 
on board so long as she remains within such harbor or distance. ; 

3. Any one of the officers or persons hereinbefore mentioned may bring an 
ship, vessel, or boat, being within any harbor in Canada, or hovering in Britis 
waters within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors in 
Canada, into port and search her cargo, and may also examine the master upon 
oath touching the cargo and voyage; and if the master or person in command 
does not truly answer the questions put to him in such examination, he shall 
incur a penalty of $400; and if such ship, vessel, or boat is foreign, or not navi- 

ted according to the laws of the United Kingdom or of Canada, and (a) has 
Goce found nshing, or preparing to fish, orto have been fishing in British waters 
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e within 3 marine n any of the coasts ays, creeks, o sof ¢ \ s, ia S ' S is S 
bd not included with »ove-mentioned limits, without a se, ora t agree to t ~ 
‘ expiration of the term named in the last license granted to su ship, vess or A ent numbered Pha H se re ‘ 
boat under the first section of this act, or (+) has entered such waters forany put ‘ ent ol e Senate i nda ‘ sit 
i, pose not permitted by treaty or convention, or by any iaw o United King mnie s ows: In fs endment st 
F dom or of Canada for the time-being in force, such ship, vesse or boat, and the thousand i eut t sert the words tw isa 
tackle, rigging, apparel, furniture, stores, and cargo thereof shail be forfeited e agree tot s 
5 ill goods, ships, vessels, and ! ts, and the tackle, rigging, appar i Ame ment ered Tha HH se reced 1 3 
tu tores, and cargo ible to for ure under this act may be seized and se the amendment of Sen 1 lagree t . ew ‘ 
cured by any officers or persons me oned in the second se« mm ofthis act; and 1 is f¢ ws: | : sert D3 OOM ind 3 
every person opposing any officer or person in the execution s duty ler ee to the san 
this act, or aiding or abetting any other person in any such opposition, ! uilt \ nan t A ri s 
of a misdemeanor, and liable to a fine of $100 and to two years prisor t endment of t s e nu 1 e sa ‘ 
. * * * * ment as Ws in s sed ~4 i i i = 
ee to t same 
All goods, vessels, and boats the tackle, ri I ippa t vit ‘ ‘ tnu ered 4 I i 
stores, and cargo, condemned as fe sited under this act, sha es by } smendment of t) Senate i . 
auction, by direction of the officer who has t custody thereof under t = ¢ we: Reate he . a aren enexts | 
provisions of the next prece ling section of this act, and under regulati . -«~ 2 . ‘ . 
i from time to time, by the governor in council; and the proceeds of every s i eran to the eas 
. sale shall be subject to the control of the minister of marine and fisheries, * "wun 6 numbered That t a . . 
shall first pay thereout ail necessary costs and expenses of custody and sale 1 | the amet , S« te 1 i 
the »vernor in council may, from time to time, apportion three-fourths, or less amendment as { { a i 2 s 
of the net remainder among the officers and crew of any of Her Majesty’s s1 8 | Senate 7 . int - 
or Can an yvernment vessel from on board of which the seizure was vce 4 me dment nus ; 115: Th H { : s disa 
as he thinks right—reserving to the Crown and paying over to tl minister of .e amendment of the Senate nu red 15. and . to the same w 
finance and receiver-general at le t one-fourth of such net remainder, to form iendn tas fi s: In 1 : e 24 . : 
par consolidated revenue id of Canada; but the gove r Senate agree to t amore 
may rtheless direct that any good vessel or boat, and the tackle, 1 nz Amendment numberes I | . . . 
apparel, furniture, stores, and cargo, seized and forfeited shall be destroyed o @ ainendment of the Senat< . 7 
be reserved for the public service 1 ame ne is fol a: J s p S 
: « * ~ * | Se iwree to the 
l If a dispute arises as to whether any seizure has or has not been legally Amendment nu verre i: t il ‘ a it aca 
made, or as to whether the person who seized was or was not authorized to the amendment of t Senate nbered 3 ind ee to 
* seize under this act, oral evidence may be taken, and the burden of proving th amendment as f vs: I eu of the 1p! ‘ s 4 
illegality of the seizure shall lie upon the owner or claimant it, in] 24, ps < ‘ i ‘ 
Li. No claim to any iz seized under this act and returned t ny « rt of the words the dis« ( S ers ~ 
vice-admiralty for ad ication shall be admitted unless the claim is « red to the sami 
under og with the name of the owner, his residence and occupation, and t A mendme nul i4 I H e rece { 
description of the yperty claimed, which oath shall be made by the own the amend it Senat ‘ i 
his attorney or agent, and to the best of his knowledge and beli« \ ndment as yw ‘ | $ in sa ame 
‘ ; * ' + : * $144.0 indthe Senate agree to the s ‘ 

Now shall be sued out against any officer or other person authorized Amendment n ered 4 bhatt House ede from its disagree t to 
to seize und s t for anything done under this act until one month aft | mer rent e = 1 : \ to un 
notice in writi has been delivered to him or left at his usual place of abode by nd s 8: I ) 4 proj i $38 
the person int ling to sue out such writ, his att oragent, in which notice nate agree to the sam 
shall be contained the cause of action, the name a vce of a le of the person Ame ent erea 42: Lha House 1 1 s $ t t to 
who is to bring the action, and of his attorney or agent, and no evidence of any the amendni the Sena ‘4 ta ‘ set , 
cause of action shail be admitted except such as is contained in s i notice nent as follows: In line ff said a I ent s < Rho« 

14. Every tion shall be brought within three months after the cause nue ’’ andinsert ** I : ithereof s Aiis ‘ 
thereof has jersey « ind s b. I i it re ‘ 

15. If on any formation or suit brought to irial under this act on account of Sixth 1rS€ S¢ i I n 5 ving i 
any seizure, yment is given for the claimant, and the court « 1dge cert ~ street t tion tobs I i street I ! i 
that there was prol e cause for seizure,the claimant shall not be entitled to 1 leu of the sum pro t saids $ ‘ 
costs, and the pe 1 who made the seizure shall not be liable to any indictn t | Senate agree to the same 
or suit on accountthereof; and if any suit or prosecution is broug! gainst any Amendment numbered 4 Phat the House rece 
person on account of any seizure under this act, and judgme rainst | the amendment of the Senat« 14 : ag to t s 
him.and the court ide certifies that there was probable ca seiz- | amendment asfollows: In line 9 of said amendment strike out t ‘ 
ure, the plaintiff i thing seized or its value, shal! e ind insert in lieu thereof outh Capito ind sa ‘ 
than 4 cents damages, and shall not recover any costs, and the shall from First to Four-and-a-half streets i i 
not be fined more than 20 cents : |} amendment insert ‘252,504 i i the Senate agree e sa 

rr Amendme umbered 44 hat ouse recede from its d ee! 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— Pore eee age ar weg Re petri rapier gpadteng aetna 

The PRESIDENT pro tu mpore. If there be no objec tron the senate amendment as follows: After | 2 ~ la iment é 
will proceed from open executive session to the consideration of legisla- | {Seventh street, from D street to Virginia avenu 

‘“ Gonth ae ame we ereuntie Gry WXis iin 
tive business, without a formal motion. , = ere So er at ee - 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. j eee See 
And in lieu of the sum named id a nad t sert S54, 400 


Mr. PLUMB. I present the report of the committee of conference And the Senate agree to the same 
' on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. Amendment numbered 45: That the House rec« ts d eement to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the con the a awa 6 : : ; : ; 
‘rs 11 * mendment as follows: In line 19 said am i Muss 
ference will be read tt 





mittee of con- 
ts;’’ and strike out line 19 of said amend t nd in sof ¢ 


; setts’? and insert Maryland and after e 12 insert “ Six re¢ fro it 

: Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not call that report | K stre« \ 

; up for consideration this evening. I should like to hear the result of |"! * aces Lanes ae ton lates erat Gee ee 
the report made to the other House before we act upon it. There is | t = ie aoa aoe Shins Ser sak ete Samed Ab ama’ cag ctor a <r 
one of the subjects of difference between the House and the Senate that amendment as follows In lieu of the sum propo said 
I should like to have considered after the action of the other House | ™ ae = wd Pg = eee Sees a amie 

upon the report of the conference committee, and in the event that the | sia aalted ane ik o cae tl cas rh. 

House do not concur I shall ask the Senate not to concur in that pro- | amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum prop ’ 





vision of the conference report. om A. Ree Sere tot ee : a 
mr" acy carr . . ’ inendment numbered , inat I ise 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be objection to the con- | the amendment of the Senate numbered 5 t 


sideration of the re port, the motion to proceed to consider the same imendment as follows: In lieu of t sum oO ed att 
must be decided without debate. Does the Senator from Kansas insist | **™te *#tee to the sar 
























2: 4 ‘ : \mendment numbered 55: That the H ~ > 
on his motion to proceed to its consideration ? the amendment of the Senate ered ' : { ‘ 
Mr. PLUMB. I do. nendment as follows: In lieu of i@ sum | ‘ t ye 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the hs ~ ons Saeaaeeed I 7 
‘ “ ‘ 5 ; nendment numbered 5S Linat thie i <¢ ‘ I 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the conference report on the | the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, a 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. amendment as follows: Strike out the : 
rhe motion was agreed to. agr ‘ to the same, —_ ; Ss 
my — Arh = on . * : mendments numbere 74, 75,anda7 i tt I 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is before the | ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 74 ; . 
Senate, and will be read. same with anamendment as f ~ 
The Chief Clerk read ag follows: nsert in lieu thereof the folk - 
ry . . , ; ‘For the gand pa f Fo ‘ ‘ ; 
fhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | ary, for the g und pay fs t ( 
cer n amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) *‘ rn ing appropria- | Fourteenth s t extended to W ‘ 
tions *O prov le for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia | street in front of the Freedman’s H > 
for t fis ul ye iw ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes having met, And the Senate agree to the sa 
f land ee Col ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to Amendment numbered 79: Thatthe H ecede fre | 
their respective Houses as follows: amendment of t Senate numbers 7% la to : 
i tthes e recede from its amendments numbered 13, 14. 2 21, 38, 50,56, 59. mentas follows: Inlieu of the atte 4 to i 
60, 61, 62, 63, 72, 77, 82, 99, LOO, 101, 102, 103, 104, 118, 120, 128, 161, 162, 163, 164, 167, 169, | insert the following: ‘* Includ t 
MNG lee , to the new f: bridge across the I 
4 hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amen } the jurisdicti of the commissione f the Dist t ( 
- ate numvet i 5, 10 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 33, 34, 35, 36, 37 Senate agree to the same 
is 45, 47, 48,51, 54, 57, 64, 65 . 71, 73, 78, 80, 81, 83, 84, 86, 92, 93, 94, 105. 106 Amendment n ered 85: 7 t I j . ) 
) 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$77,000,” and add 
at the end of the amended paragraph the following : 

“Provided, That no expenditure he sreunder shall be made at a price higher 
than 27 cents per 1,000 square yards.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $105,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment ofthe Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $958,971;”" and in line 19, 
page 12 of the bill, strike out * sixty- four thousand three” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘sixty-six thousand eight;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $137,711; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmefit numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110,and agree to the sane , with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$3,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 111,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $22,500;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$8.000;"? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$9,000;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the saine. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $315,000;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2,700;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede froin its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘‘twenty-two;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘‘ $2,400;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ building,’”’ in line 24, page 15 of the bill, insert the words ‘and 
cells;’’ and the Senate ayree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' $14,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed i in said amendment insert 
the following: ‘' $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, 

: Amendment numbered 135: 
the 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $406,540; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an 
nmendment as follows: In lieuof the number proposed insert ‘‘nine;’’ andthe 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,500;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 145: 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $4,000;”’ and the 
Senate agree to thesame. 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendmentof the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the 
following: “ for erecting engine-house in southeastern section of Washington 
and furnishing same, $12,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; hose car- 
riage for same, $700;’ ‘and the Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $141,200;”? and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 150; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an 
ame ndment as follows: In lieu of the amended en insert the following: 
The commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not, after the 15th day 
of September, 1888, permit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, 
ctr lighting x, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any oO. 
th. e streets or avenues of the city of Washington; and said commissioners are 
hereby directed to investigate and report to Congress at the beginning of its 
next session the best method of removing all electric wires from the air or sur- 
face of the streets, ayenues, and alleys, and the best method of interring the 
same underground, and such legal regulation thereof as may be needed; and 
they shall report what manner of conduits should be maintained by the city of 
Washington, if any, and the cost of construe tingand maintaining the same, and 
what charge, if any, should be made by the city for the use of its conduits by 
the persons or corporations placing wires therein, and upon what terms and 
conditions the same should be used when required so to do, and for such inves- 
tigation $1,000 is hereby appropriated: Provided, That the commissioners of the 
District may, under auch reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, author- 
ize the wires of any existing telegraph, telephone, or electric-light company now 
operating in the District of Columbia to be laid under any street, alley, = 
way, foot w: iy, or sidewalk in the District whenever, in their udgment, t 
public inte rest may res juire the exercise of such authority ; such privileges os 
may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress without com- 
pensation, and no such authority to be exercised after the termination of the 
present Congress,” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter insert the following: ‘‘all under 
the control of the commissioners;”’ and the Senate agree to the same, 
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Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the matter inserted insert the following: ‘‘all 
under the control of the commissioners;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 175: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word “ association’’ in line 8 of 
said amendment down to and including line 10, and insert a period in lieu of 
the semicolon after the said word “association; ’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
*$17,836;"’ and in line 3, on page 25 of the bill, strike out *‘ thirty-five ’’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word *‘thirty;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
P. B. PLUMB, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


J. C. CLEMENTS, 

FELIX CAMPBELL, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I movethat the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that motion is put I desire to have a formal 
amendment to a little joint resolution agreed to. The matter of time 
is important. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot ask it if action is to be taken now on the 
conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate non-concur in so much of 
amendment numbered 1 as relates to the salary to be paid to the in- 
spector of plumbing in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me interrupt the Senator for a moment to make 
a statement which I think will be satisfactory to his mind. 

The Senator is aware, in the first place, that the salary of this officer 
was reported from the Senate Committee on Appropriations exactly as 
it was estimated for. On the motion of the Senator from Florida the 

salary was increased to $3,000 by the Senate in deference to his opinion 
about it, unsupported by that of any other person that I knowof. Cer- 

tainly no one came before the committee to say anything about it, and’ 
we heard from nobody except from him. The Senate conferees stood 
out unreasonably, as some think, certainly stronger for that item than 
almost any other provision in the bill, and we finally succeeded in ef- 
fecting an increase to $2,000 

I do not believe the Senator can make anything by any motion he 
may make. As he has opened up the question, if he is right, as I am 
persuaded that he is very likely, not because I know anything about 
it, but simply because I have confidence in his judgment, it has laid 
the foundation for something in a succeeding bill, either at this or the 
next session of Congress, and he is fully as likely to accomplish what 
he desires in that way as any other. Certainly he can not expect that 
the two Houses should remain in anything like permanent controversy 
over a mere question of salary, and that, too, for a person who has been 
serving at the salary he is now receiving for years, and about which 
there has been no complaint whatever, and who I have no doubt in the 
world is entirely willing to continue toserve, and would consider him- 
self grossly outraged if he were turned out, notwithstanding what the 
Senator thinks the insufficient character of his salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would observe that the 
motion of the Senator from Florida is not in order and can not be en- 

tertained by the Chair. ‘Thereport of a committee of conference is not 
susceptible of amendment. Having been agreed upon by the managers 
on the part of the Senate and House of Representatives, it must be 
adopted or rejected as an entirety. The question, therefore, is upon 
concurring in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CALL. Then I hope the report will not be concurred in. I 
have observed that on repeated occasions the committees of conference 
have reported to the Senate a motion to concur in certain numbered 
amendments or certain numbered agreements of the committee. That 
was the report of the committee. It may be parliamentary perhaps 
that it is a privilege belonging only to members of a conference com- 
mittee to ask that items shall be separately considered and so acted 
upon, and that the Senate shall not have the right to do it, but it is 
certainly not a rational or business method of procedure. 

I wish to state as the ground of my objection to the conference agree- 
ment that every physician of prominence in the city of Washington ot 
whom I have any knowledge has by letter and statement, which have 
been printed in the REcorD, advised the Senate and the House of the 
present, immediate necessity of the provision to the lives of the people 
in the District, and to the strangers who come here, relating particu- 
lar instances enforcing the necessity and the propriety of the amend- 
ment. The law, as I understand it and as they understand it, confines 
the duty of the inspector of plumbing to new houses being erected, and 
to see that proper plumbing is inserted in such houses. For the old 
houses there is no provision; and that work has been gratuitously per- 
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formed by this most deserving scientific and practical sanitary engi- | nor fi 
nes as an inspector of plumbing, but as a sanitary engineer of | } t OSS 
experience and skill. That fact is certified by every physicianand by | sh Repu 
ome of the leading business men of this city, and their certiticat Mr. CAI I 
were read to the Senate and printed in the Recorp when the at 1- | rhe stat t is not tl 
ment was put upon the bill. Nut I 3; instances have I 1 1, ry 
within a short period of time of t 1 
rhe reason why I ask that this report may not be ed to! is | Senate and t H t to to devote 
that General WHEELER, a member of the other House, in the tler | and if they did he lx t to the insp 
Building near here, very recently came near losing his life, according | ot the old hou 
tot testimony of one of the most eminent physici 30l this town, rum t ; ‘ 
by the sanitary condition of that house, which was ascertained only at | while he is gratuit t e 
3 request when, as a gratuitous and voluntary and unpaid serv the | chusetts and sav t wife and 
er who is to receive this increase of salary was sent for and d Che lead 
ered it. The same is true, I understand from the best thority, of | health of the people, | Co ( 
General Sheridan’s family and children. The same is true of 1 wn | amendment to1 t ! ut t man as so 
immediate neighbor’s house, and numerous instances have occurred, lutely required t ibli 1 d by 
most notably that of Mr. Black, a member of the other House of Con- } right. The Senate, alm I ly, put th ul 


ress, Who lost his life by paralysis, caused by the condition of the | the bill after reading tl lett 





I ted ho > wi 1! lamily occupied, Distr ot ¢ ur i I } 
\umerous Instan of this kind have been gathering for years, until | wise m ure 























ten letters h were presented by me to the Senate, showing the neces- | Senator from Massacl ts sta t \ ( 
ite action and of compensation to this man for thes tee of Appropriat l t 
ratuitously performing. Why any one should desire | or the S to m PF} 
continu wholesale sacrifice of life I can not understand, but it | called the atte 1of t 
3 that > one prelers that the p yple should lie by the tho ind m Fl la | riit » ¢ ) 
t ya thousand d irs more to a deserving ¢ cer to I ft t t 
be oah ae ; - ' 
e is y in the United States where the sal of the tuit ! t 
i charged with the duties of a sanitary engineer, not of an inspect ed 
‘ lx y SY ia vea 1 vet 1 ed \l DAW < 4 ‘ 
; { t ( l¢ r go unpe! 1ed and epid 3 which 1 dut ld 
rou ) city and District, particularly e | 3 l in [ A! F t : 
ted hous cont to destroy the lives of the peop! lt con | l ib | 
( or that this person shall perform the e | accept my ] f p I t € 
ut com) per ro} /' . ; ‘ 
N Pr 1 1tors, that is the co on of the q I | laughed ors l 
it ie it " n th enc por 8} to t th ] ert 
of J itatives and the facts are m nown 
ped int ( of General WHEELER lately, they w et inder t 
e amendment put upon the bill by the Senate, and for that reason I | failed to be efficiently performed 
that th ort be non-concurred in. AsI said, there is: al ] t 
ine! in in the city of Washington who is not upon the i r of the Committ \p 
here certify »the necessity of it. I see before methe Senator f laint, he simply has1 l 
Colcrado, who told me that he had had personal experience which ex- | the « plaint that ] f 
hibited the necessity of it, and the danger to which himself and | \s I understand t 
family had beenexposed. I therefore ask thatthe Senate will not ( ial duty it is to « e t new b 
cur in the conference report. There are hundreds of peoplein the pub- | plumbing which is put into the ¢« 
lic service who do not do the thousandth part of the good done by this | I do not understand that con el t 
< man who receive more than the amount proposed to be paid to him. | ins] the older building tL do t vw I 


We have no right to assume that this man will continue to perform | wrong about that. If the Sena J t 











this service gratuitously, and if he does we have no right to sh | « there is an 0 
him for his charity and his skill. for, but there is beyond that the 1 é 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this is a city that ng ] duty to the p W 
Unite tates is responsible for, and strangers c ( ! 3 | Ir. DAWES. Ina yw 
of the country and all parts of the world have a right to suppose that | from New Hampshire for tl 
the houses of this « ty are decently eared for: at the best of sanitary loned the offense that I ha co! tted 
skill is employed here to see that they are kept in due order Asa ;no d ! ( l 
matter of fact, life after life is being lost, and practically mura t w r ¢ ( 
beingcommitted simply because the old houses of the city are not prop- | that It { I 
e} insne ed ot ) ! 
1 do not kno ist how this matter rests, but for one I belie l whe1 ig 
we should disagree to this report, and that the attention of both Houses | fere1 ( : 
should be « is one specific item, so that we may get a scien- | from Florida wants if, | luty \ 
tific ir initary officer whose duty it shall be to inspect | charge it with great effic and 
the new bu ich are be ing erected, and also the old h yuses n addition to that, heis wil 
where three f the population live into whi he sti 3 e to do it er 1 t 
2 from all parts of the country are invited every session in vast numbers, | points, when called upon by t | 
and where many of them di ve his opinion as to what ought to bed 


Mr. DAWES. The difficulty is not that we have not an efficient offi- | The Senator from New Hampshire doe 








cer of this kind. He is commended by everybody for his skill. The | esty—know anything 1 bout t 1 
: difficulty with the Senator from Florida and the Senator from New | thanIdo. I speak it with becoming mo 
Hampshire is that he does not get enough salary by $200. That isthe | appreciate any more than I do the nec ( 
trouble. | dutic ( ( 0 t ind t 
Mr. BLAIR. I senator’s pardon; the proposition of the Sen- | his opinion, but to enforce such alterat 
os ate was to increas ] y 





ry to 55,000, | houses in this city as will s 
Mr. DAWES. The officer discharges all the duty now that the! i- | that is not now in the cit 
tor from Florida thinks he ought to discharge, but the Senator from | shire and the Senator from Florida : t 
some part of it is voluntary, and the Senator from Florida outof the question. If they des ymething that lly 
e of the value of his services, which all concede, his salary | plumbing in the old houses of 1 city and will u ta 
eraised. Very likely it ought to be raised, but whether it | I will join with them; but it will not be effected 

should be $3,000 or $2,000, where the conference committee put it, The PRESIDENT pro tempor Phe question i 
4 may be a question. I do not think thatthe houses will suffer whether | report of the committee of conference 











as 






a the salary be $2,000 or $3,000. No complaint has come from the offi- Mr. CALL. Ir 
cer himself, no suggestion has come before the committee that there The PRESIDEN . 
has been any failure of duty on the part of this officer for lack of pay, | that the Senate adjourn. [Putting the 


























































6068 CONGRESSIONAL ESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 10, 





Mr. PLUMB. I hope that will not be done until we dispose of this | ‘ passed” and insert , approved. ” Also,in the fourth line,strike out “9th” 
conference report. and insert “28th ;”’ and in lines 2 and 3, strike out “‘ and approved.” 


Mr. CALL, I shall call for the yeas and nays. There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred in, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The noes appear to have it. and the amendments proposed by Mr. BUTTERWORTH were agreed to. 


Mr. PLUMB. ‘There is evidently a misunderstanding about this RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 
matter, both on the part of the Senator from New Hampshire and the 
Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida hasa right IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 9, 1888. 
pd demand the yeas and nays if he desires. Does the Senator from Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
Florida ask for the yeas and nays? tives to return to the Senate the resolution of the Senate agreeing to the amend- 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the demand for the present. I should like | ments of the House to the bill (8, 859) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 
to have the yeas and nays on concurring in the conference report. The SPEAKER. Without objection this request will be complied 

Mr PLUMB. What the Senator desires and what the physicians of | with. 
this city desire is a new piece of legislation giving authority to some There was no objection. 
one to act as sanitary inspector for this city. They believe this officer ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
would be a good person for that place, and they have wanted an en- Mr. BOVEY. -Ieckuneni seetiends ten tile fi t 
larged provision or a new provision giving him authority which he does | sid - t the bill =r ee aay a ta ee a 
not now possess. ‘That was not proper to be put on an appropriation — —y AND. Shen a the tot is ees 
bill, and itcould not be puton in conference because it was not in con- The SPEAKER The 1 bon Soe vam all of ¢ ittees fi 
troversy between the two Houses. If this report were to be rejected ont, pas te near ne eS 
we should be in the same condition as now, because anything we might | : — oxn . : ; 
put in would be subject toa point of order. What both these Senators | tl Mr. re? ear cn ane ae — aaa epee 9 — 
want, and very properly, with credit to their heads and hearts, could Sah ain eeiencen a . = - “or - aie re ro aes it F aa 
not be accomplished in the way in which they seem to be desirous of ro reagan a Se a 
getting it. a 5d alti oe ‘ 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not want to delay the Senate. I There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
have acted in the discharge of what I conceive to be my duty. When PORTRAITS OF FORMER SECRETARIES OF THE NAVY. 
every physician of prominence, every property-holder says to me,‘‘It | Mr. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10783) making an 
is your duty, exercising a public function as a legislator, to make com- | ay appropriation for the purchase of portraits of former Secretaries of the 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request of 
the Senate: 


pensation to a man whose services are used every day by us for the dis- |} Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
covery of the cause which is destroying human life, not in one instance | tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
but in hundreds of cases,’’ whenever a source of information or au- | py pnrEDGE sMITH SURFACE, ELEVATED, AND STREET RAILWAY SYSs- 
thority comes to me and addresses itself to me for the performance of a TEM. 
duty intrusted to me with the statement that one person not charged 
by law with the performance of that duty is constantly called upon, 
giving his time and service to other public duties at a smaller compen- 
sation than prevails in any city in the Union,and giving it ineff ctually 
for the want of time taken from his other duties and the want of as- | 
sistance, and asks that an amendment be made increasing his compen- FILING OF REPORTS. 
sation until there can be more complete details provided by a statute, : s 2 ; : 
{ do not think I am performing my duty when [ turn a deaf ear to it By unanimous consent, the following reports were filed by being 
knowing as I do that this action will eause the death of many children | handed in at the Clerk’s desk: 
and many people in this city. Therefore I have asked for a vote on the J. M. HOGAN. 
subject. Ido not think that these important measures should be dis- Mr. BIGGS, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 
posed of in this way without a quorum and in haste. ee reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan; 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the | which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
re = oe committee of oo Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ie report was concurred in. : —_— : 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. “ a * —— = i 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) |. Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 11, 1888, at | back favorably the bill (H. R. 7957) for the relief of Philip W. Silber, 
12 o’clock m. | captain Company C, Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee ‘of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


| Mr. WISE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
; 10784) making an appropriation to test the Eldredge Smith suriace, 
elevated, and street railway systems; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 









HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. PHILIP THOMPSON (THOMAS). 
TUESDAY, July 10, 1888. Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 10210) increasing the 
pension of Philip Thompson (Thomas); which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS H. PLUMMER. 
Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Mripurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PAPER FOR UNITED STATES SECURITIES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 


the Treasury, transmitting copy of a letter addressed by him to the ai : . , - 
President pro tempore of the Senate respecting the appropriation for dis- back with an amendment the bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Francis 


tinctive paper for United States securities for 1889; which was referred | 1. Plummer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered ‘to be printed. on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


errind oN to be printed. 
OHTO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, vadatin Uhiolioas 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amendments Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
to the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and mean- back favorably the bill (S. 2764) increasing the pension of Jamies Me- 
ing of the act approved May 9, 1888. Gowan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to move a concurrence in the Sen- ei 7 ; 
ate amendments with an amendment. I observe that the dates are So peateh. Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


wrong, both in the body of the resolution and in the title. It should ; MRS. ELLA M. GROVE. 


read “approved May 28,”’ instead of May 9. . ‘ . 
The SPEAKER. In the body of the resolution it reads, ‘‘ passed Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


May 9.”? back favorably the bill (8. 2254) increasing the pension of Mrs. Ella 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What I ask is that unanimous consent be | M. Grove (?); which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

granted to change the dates both in the title and the body of the reso- | 00 the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 

lution to conform to the facts; that is, to make the date in each case to be printed. 

May 28, and amend the resolution in other respects to conform. ELLA M, THORNTON. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Senate amendments Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

will be concurred in; and the Clerk will report the amendments pro- | back favorably the bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ella M. ‘Thorn- 

posed by the gentleman from Ohio. ton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
The Clerk read as follows: Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


In the title strike out “9th” andinsert “28th.””. Amend line 2 by striking out printed. 
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MARGARET A. HILLARD. 
Mr. SAWYERalso, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Hillard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
ARTHUR D, AND ALFRED LYFORD. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 


ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pen- 
sion to Arthur D. and Alfred Lyford; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

STATE HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7939) providing for aid to a State home for dis- 
abled soldiers and sailors of the United States, their widows and or- 
phans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
RICHARD PORTER. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10241) granting a pension to Richard Por- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 


Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back | 


with amendment the bill (H. R. 7843) granting to the Citrous Wate: 
Company the right of way across the Papago Indian reservation in Mar- 
icopa County, Arizona; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BLAZER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6880) granting a pension to 
Thomas Blazer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

SMITH BODKINS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6022) granting a 
pension to Smith Bodkins; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY CAFFREY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7623) granting a pension 
to Mary Caffrey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PERRY R. NYE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of 
Perry R. Nye; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

H. S. SAYRE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back with amendment*the bill (H. R. 968) grant- 
ing a pension to H. 8. Sayre; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL MORGAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10607) granting a 
pension to Rachel Morgan; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELEANOR D. HEATH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension 
to Eleanor D. Heath; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY WOODWORTH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension 
to Mary Woodworth, widow of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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ISAAC ROSHON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pet 





| sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. ht. 6334) for t! 
lief of Isaac Roshon; which was referred to the Committee of the W 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re} 

| ordered to be printed. 
JONATHAN HARRISON. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. 2. 7557) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Harrison; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 


panying report, ordered to be printed. 
HARRISON WAGNER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also,from the Committee on Inva! 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (S. 352) granting a ; 
sion to Harrison Wagner; which was referred to the Committee 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTINA 

Mr. HERMANN, from the § 
Claims, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 28:22) for the el 
of Christina Edson, and the personal representatives of John Geisel, « 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


EDSON, 


elect Committee on Indian Depredation 


JAMES R. BERRY. 
Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favo 
ably the bill (H. R. 9848) for the relief of James IR. Berry; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
STATE HOMES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes: for the 
support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MILITARY HOMES. 

Mr. LAIRD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2461) appropriating $150,000 for quarters 
and barracks at the branches of the National Military Homes for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FORT ROBINSON AND FORT NIOBRARA. 

Mr. LAIRD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 1561) to provide for the comple- 
tion of quarters, barracks, and stables at Fort Robinson and Fort Nio- 
brara, in the State of Nebraska; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

OREGON RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 
Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 


| back favorably the bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and 


Navigation Company the right of way through the Nez Pereé Indian 
reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NEWPORT AND KING’S VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Val- 
ley Railroad Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian res- 
ervation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRI 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9618) to extend the limit for 
the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 

Mr. WADE also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (8. 1726) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NGFIELD, MO. 


HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. LEE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. RK. 7785) for : relief of the at- 
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Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to he printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of revenue bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that the reg 
of committees under the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The House has 
pensed with the call of committées. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It dispensed with the call of committees for 
reports, but not the hour for consideration as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that fact; but under the 
rules of the House, after the hour for the call of committees has been 
consumed, Gr dispensed with, a motion is in order to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider revenue or ap- 
propriation bills. If that motion is not agreed to, then the second 
morning hour will be in order, unless dispensed with. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is but one bill pending now in that 
hour from the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill which was called 
up at our last meeting, and it will take, I am satisfied, not more than 
two or three minutes to dispose of it. I ask the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to withdraw his motion for a moment and allow the considera- 
tion of that bill to be completed. 

The SPEAKER. But if the hour is entered upon, then another 
committee will be called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not necessarily. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He asks unanimous consent to proceed to con- 
sider that bill without regard to the hour. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I do not ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed outside of the hour, but to consume such portion of the hour as is 
necessary to complete that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must get the House to reject the 
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas in order to reach his object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the House will vote that motion down. 
This is the bill in relation to the detail of Army officers to the col- 
leges. 

Mr. PAYSON. A very important bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the House shall proceed in 
the morning hour to consider that bill then the whole hour will be 
consumed either by the Committee on Military Affairs or the next com- 
mittee called, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will not take three minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But if you enter upon the 
consideration of the bill in the hour another committee will be called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and there were, on a division—ayes 54, noes 


ular order is the call 


by unanimous consent, just dis- 


« 


1 
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So the motion was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
wijl read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 9951) to reduce taxation, and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To strike out lines 364 and 365, as follows: 

** Potato or corn starch, rice starch, and other starch, 1 cent per pound.” 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose debate on the amend- 
ment had been exhausted. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rice, cleaned, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned, or rice free of the outer hull, and 
atill having the inner cuticle on, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the word ‘‘or,’’ 
in line 366, and to strike out, in line 367, the words “free of the outer 
hull and still having the inner cuticle on.”’ 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, when we adjourned last night we were 
on the subject of starch. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman came into the Hall the 
amendment in regard to starch was voted on, and the Clerk proceeded 





at the Hospital for the Insane in the District of | to read the section of the bill now under considerat 





ion, no other gen- 
tleman desiring to speak on the subject of starch. 

Mr. REED. I was sitting here, Mr. Chairman, v 
some observations before the matter passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not address the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I certainly did not. I did not know there was an op- 
portunity. Ishould like to point out some little difficulties with the 
section in regard to starch, if I can have the unanimous consent of the 
House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED. I just want to } 


aiting to make 


int out what seems to mea very fla- 
grant inconsistency both in the purpose and object of this provision in 
regard to starch. We have already provided that there should be 15 
cents a bushel duty upon potatoes, the raw material out of which this 
starch is made. Out of a bushel of potatoes you can make 10 pounds 
of starch. At the present rate of duty that gives a protection of 20 
cents, which is 5 cents for the manufacturer, in addition to 15 cents 
which has already been put upon the raw material. It is proposed to 
reduce the tariff on starch to 1 cent, which will give you a tax on the 
raw material of 15 cents, and a tax on the manufactured article of 10 
cents, an inconsistency that is very obvious. In addition to that, the 
sole object of putting 15 cents upon a bushel of potatoes must be to in- 
crease the market for that article of farm produce. Now, one-half of the 
potatoes which are produced inthis country are sold to starch factories. 
If those factories cease, then one-half the market for the potatoes of 
the farmer, whom we desire to protect, will be destroyed. So that 
with one hand you retain the duty for the benefit of the farmer, and 
in order to strike the manufacturer you incidentally take away one- 
half of the market which the farmer has for his potatoes; and in addi- 
tion to that you are guilty of the gross inconsistency of having a larger 
tax—to use the phraseology you delight to employ—upon the raw ma- 
terial than you have upon the manufactured article. There is now 
only an increase of one-quarter in the present Jaw, and under your pro- 
posed law there is a decrease of one-quarter. I suppose those consid- 
erations will hardly move you, because it is impossible for the House 
to know precisely what has gone on in the private consultations with 
regard to this matter, so it is difficult to respond to the reasoning that 
may have moved the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to ask you whether you really believe 
a reduction of 1 cent a pound on starch is going to destroy the entire 
manufacture of starch in this country ? 

Mr. REED. Ihave not said that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not your whole argument based on that? 

Mr. REED. My whole argument is based upon the idea that with 
regard to potato starch the effect will be to injure the industry in some 
places and destroy it in others. The gentleman from Ohio, if he has 
done me the honor to listen on the various occasions when I have ad- 
dressed the House, will find that I have never made extravagant state- 
ments as to the effect of any part or portion of this bill. I have not 
felt that in each instance where I had occasion to address the House it 
was necessary in any way to make rhetorical statements with regard to 
these matters. But I do know that in my own State, in the county of 
Aroostook, where this industry is the principal money crop of the farm- 
ers—that from which they obtain the money which they have to use 
outside of their personal subsistence—the money comes largely from the 
sale of potatoes to starch factories. 

I recollect with great distinctness that in the Forty-seventh Congress 
there was a great effort made by the starch manufacturers to cause a 
change in the tariff on account of the injury which was done them in 
the present law by the admission of dextrine and other substances made 
out of starch at a rate of duty which enabled the starch manufacturers 
to evade the tariff. I know what the effect of that was, and I am quite 
sure what the effect of this will be, namely, that in a great many places 
it will stop the factories, and in others it will injure them, and that the 
tendency of it is to lessen the market of the farmer for his potatoes. It 
is obvious that must be the result. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We are very large exporters 
of starch, which clearly indicates that that industry is upon an inde- 
pendent basis. We exported in the last fiseal year over 7,000,000 
pounds of starch. 

Mr. REED. Not potato starch. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weare also very large export 
ers of potatoes, having exported several hundred thousand bushels of 
potatoes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have imported, not exported, potatoes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am speaking of exports and 
I have the list before me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have not exported potatoes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

There was an exportation of potatoes in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, of over 434,000 bushels. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the last fiscal year was the year ending June 
30, 1888, and in that year there was no exportation of potatoes. 















vee 


— «© 


188s. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUS 607 | 


‘ TT I 
vtul NitiViurl i 
‘ ¢ 
1 
‘i i ) l 
k 
t é atoes € 
% ' rATT 2 1 
Div int INRIDG Al ‘ 
; : 
las 
. ) 
ue 
1 Ou 
} 2 t 
i Ry 
( 
h 
AT, 
l LI j 
iI i 
i ) 
es aiail 
ul a Ht 
- ‘7 
piu i 
the ta ‘ A 
4 \J ) 
t 
i l to 


























I Ie ‘ ‘ it ( 
of the gentleman from Maine, as generally urged, that t gl t Cl l 
duty the lower the price. It is only where you are producing a 
plus under such conditions as do not permit the formation of a ti \ O i] ( 
L bination that a duty is inoperative. Irecognize the soundness of The CHAIRMAN 
2 the leman s propos ( pl d to this case t t ent { 
% tions. Mr. Bt 
: . BOUTELLE. Iwisht rentleman from A I Mr. I I CHAIRM 
- INRIDGE] would state just what the Mills bill dves provide regard ) A he 
& 
= to potatoes. I understood you [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ark ) 
accept an interpretation of it from thisside. Now, what is your inter- M SOUTI Ve 
yretation ? ri) I 
nsas. M iter} ( f 1 
© + 
not alter the present 3 cou 
; insa inat potato ire not } poor 1 < I ) 
: t é i l 
te is a duty of 15 cents » 1846 t 
f rt I i I 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe that orem ¥ 1 upon 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman—— ( 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent was g | 
man from Maine [ Mr. ReED] tomakesome remarks on this paragraph | bill 
of the bill, but the pending question is on the amendment offers y | itis med there is a re 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] to the para h in rel per cent. on cl Lt 1 59 pe 
tion to rice. If this were all th rt 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishould like to have unanimous consent to make | attempt to hold t t of the H 
me remarks upon this starch paragraph. is shown in reference to ar scl 
Ir. DOCK ERY. How much time does the gentleman \ t t parties had visited tl uling members ¢ sand M 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to speak in my own right und ‘ iged to 
miuute rule. | t 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no ri under the fiv t 
ute rule on this paragraph which has been passed. p gard 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I ask unanimous consent. tI 
Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. nel 
‘] CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. » de 
Mr. BLAND. I supposed that this portion of the bill had beet { 











The CHAIRMAN. This paragraph has been passed, but the g i des 
x man from Maine [Mr. REED] obtained unanimous consent to 1 
S some remarks upon it. d ) 
% Mr. BLAND. Then I demand the regular order and a vote upon t! ( tte 
a pending question. ) t 
3 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Ma é : t 
3 [Mr. BouTELLE] made an exhaustive statement upon this pat ph ’ t 
yesterday evening. or 1 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I state to the committee that I desire to present ) 
some facts that have not been stated at all in this discussion nD 
x Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But we have passed that para- f all 0 t 
2 graph, and therefore the gentleman’s facts can not possibly affect the ‘ 
x action of the committee now. Ww 
Mr. BOUTELLE. They are in connection with starch 1 that t ] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But we have passed that para- ep the | ipont 
graph. t 1 Means ( 
Mr. BOUTELLF. Verygood. ThenI desire to offer an e! t Lo 
Z to the tariff bill, to come in at this point. te 
¢ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I must object to going back, ‘ 
4 Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded by the gentle- 
a man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. i J 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. There is apparently a decrease of the 
duty on uncleaned rice, because under the schedule in the existing law 
the duty on uncleaned rice is 1} cents per pound, or 71.52 per cent. ad 
valorem: and it is claimed that this bill makes the duty 1} cents per 
pound, or 59.60 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then this bill proposes a decrease on the present 
rate. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I would like a few minutes more time. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
be allowed five minutes additional. 

Mr. BLAND. Lobject. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois for five minutes? 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I hope I may have time to answer the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. He is apparently honest 
in his question, and I desire to show him that while the schedule in 
this bill proposes upon its face to reduce the duty on rice, yet the prac- 
tical result will be to increase the duty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the request of the gentleman from Illinois 
for additional time will be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr, BLAND] ob- 
jects. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS] has made a statement in reference to the rice schedule which he 
has not yet had full opportunity apparently to develop. I should be 
obliged to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] if he would 
withdraw his objection and allow the gentleman from Illinois to develop 
his argument, for I can assure the gentleman that there is nothing in 
the argument; nevertheless, I should be glad if an opportunity were 
given to present it. 

Mr. BLAND. We have heard that argument here for nearly a month. 
These speeches simply go over what we heard in the general debate. 
If we are to leave here before September, let us proceed to business 
and stop this eternal political discussion. I object to it. 

Mr. REED. Iam not surprised that a gentleman on the other side 
objects to this discussion. I think it very natural. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if I can be allowed—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection has been made. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr, Chairman, I am, for my own part, 
entirely willing that the gentleman from Illinois should have addi- 
tional time, but I have no desire to press that request upon the House 
in the face of the objections which have been presented. I will en- 
deavor just now, unless consent is given that the gentleman may have 
additional time to finish his argument, to make a brief reply to the 
position he has taken. 

It has been quite the fashion for gentlLmen who profess to have had 
superior opportunities to study these economic questions to impute 
either ignorance, or sometimes perhaps worse motives, to gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber, and the remarks which have just been made 
by the gentleman from Illinois are a signal illustration of the fact that 
when a gentleman talks about an item in this bill he ought to be sure 
first that he knows something about it or understands it. That gen- 
tleman is generally well informed on anything he undertakes to dis- 
cuss, but I respectfully submit that he has not studied this subject 
with the care its importance deserves, especially when the gentleman 
has endeavored to annex to this discussion the idea of sectionalism, 
which he charges against my colleagues on the committee. 

It requires but brief and indifferent examination of the records of 
the Treasury Department to convince any gentleman who will take 
the trouble to inquire, that the definition he seeks to strike out of the 
clause of the pending bill is not only a necessary definition, in order 
to secure a fair enforcement of the tariff law with reference to the item 
it embodies, but in order to prevent constantly growing frauds upon 
the revenues. It is true that the article of rice has stood upon the 
tariff schedules in the form, as stated by the gentleman, for many 
years; but this item in the bill, like a thousand others in the law 
bearing upon the tariff schedules generally, has been evaded by cun- 
ning and curious devices and contrivances as much as any schedule all 
along the line. 

Rice is a grain which, like wheat, rye, and other small grain, has two 
cuticles—first, the outer husk or chaff, and when inclosed in the hull 
in that form is called rough rice or ‘‘paddy.’’ In order to make rice 
perfectly clean it is necessary that both of these cuticles or skins shall 
be removed, and that has been the uniform regulation of the Treasury 
Department. The gentleman could have found it out by slight in- 
quiry, but he seems to have neglected his opportunity. ° 

Now, sir, it has been found on trials in the courts where this ques- 
tion has been raised that rice has been brought in almost completely 
cleaned, but still in a condition which excludes it from the Treasury 
definition; brought in at San Francisco or New Orleans in this condi- 
tion, and in cases made against the collector for charging the duty on 
clean rice those cases have gone to the jury. The cases have been 
tried, and, as in most cases, the jury have found against the Govern- 
ment, and hence the Treasury Department has been embarrassed almost 
as much as in any other small item in the tariff to administer the law 
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with reference to the collection of the duty onrice. Cargoes have been 
brought in in this condition which were required to be put in the 
simplest machine, built at the smallest expense, and brushed or refined 
by an air-blast or by friction at an insignificant cost per bushel, and 
the consequence has been that under these facts rice which was practi- 
cally clean, but which still had the inner cuticle, or even dust adher- 
ing to it, has been brought in at the lower rate of duty and brushed, 
or simply exposed to an air-blast to remove the cuticle or dust, and 
thereby come in competition with clean rice which paid the full and 
higher tariff duty. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said before the gentleman from Georgia addressed 
himself to the Chair, for more thau forty years the schedule of rice has 
been found to work well in this country; the decisions of the Treasury 
Department have been uniform, and there has been no trouble. But 
since this bill was first reported to the House several cargoes of rice 
were stopped at the port of Savannah and other Southern ports, and 
this question was raised; and in view of that fact, this question hav- 
ing been raised by the Southern rice planters, the interpolation was 
mde in the bill and an entirely new classification was presented, such 
as we now find presented for our adoption here. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman pardon me to ask 
where he gets his information ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yes, sir; I will give the information 
with pleasure. Partly from Mr. Maney, an importer of New York; 
from Mr. Talmage, another importer of New York. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. That is sufficient. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. And a practical analysis of the entire 
subject presented by the New York press. 

Mr. REED. If the gentlemen on the other side would favor us with 
a little more specific information at times, we might get along a little 
better with the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, under this new 
classification proposed by the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, nine-tenths of the rice which has been heretofore imported as 
uncleaned rice will be excluded, and will have to pay the higher duty, 
and the object of the definition of uncleaned rice in this bill is for that 
purpose. 

This brings me to the point where I desire to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Missouri, who asks if the duty on uncleaned rice 
has not been lowered. It has been lowered a quarter of a cent per 
pound, but under the definition, as the parties who are familiar with 
this subject claim, nine-tenths will be excluded and will be compelled 
to pay a duty of 2 cents per pound, or 100 percent. and a fraction ad 
valorem. 

The gentleman says there is no trouble about this, and from his 
statement it would seem there was to be none. I confess, Mr. Chair- 
man, a definition which has answered the purposes of this Govern- 
ment for more than forty years on the importation of this food product 
ought to be sufficient now, and especially so when the duty upon rice 
is kept as high as it is. During the war, when the Government was 
reaching for every avenue or source of revenue, the duty upon rice was 
not as much as is praposed in the present bill. 

Now, if that be so, why is it the Southern planter desires this in- 
crease of duty upon imported rice? The statistics show that there is 
over 50 per cent. more rice raised in this country now than there was 
before the war. The statistics show that in Louisiana and the Caro- 
linas it is a constantly increasing crop in value and amount. The sta- 
tistics also show that it is a crop that the planter receivesa higher price 
per pound for than he did before the war. Now, I ask the gentlemen 
who claim to be in the interest of the people of this country, in the in- 
terest of furnishing them a food product which shall be cheap, why a 
crop that.is increasing every year in amount, with a gradual ascending 
scale in price, should be protected by an import duty higher than it 
was before the war ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to state in the outset that I do 
not represent the rice industry. My residence is far in the interior. 
I have no relation to those who are engaged in the cultivation of tide- 
water rice. There was a stricture or so, however, made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], of which some notice ought to 
be taken. He charged the gentlemen who reported this bill or those 
who changed its original form in this respect with sectionalism. 

Where the foundation for that charge can be found, he has not yet 
disclosed. There is no foundation for it. On the contrary, when he 
seeks to strike out this definition, he is, although he may not be aware 
of it (I hope the gentleman will not be offended for imputing to him a 
want of knowledge), defending a corner on rice or on the cleaning of 
rice, which is an actual fraud on the honest importer. I want to say 
here, without intending any reflection on his sources of information, 
that one of the gentlemen to whom he referred, Mr. Talmage, of New 
York, is an importer of this peculiar kind of uncleaned rice, and he is 
making his profit on that margin which is afforded by the present 
rulings of the Treasury Department, enabling him to bring in the rice 
which he uses at a lower rate of duty, cleaning it at a trifling cost, and 
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then putting it on the market as a perfectly clean rice in competition 
with that which has been honestly imported. Now, sir, if a defeat of 
this little scheme by which importers are seeking to put up their little 
cleaning establishments in Savannah, in Charleston, and in New Orleans, 
and make their fortunes, will be the result, the gentleman is welcome 
to any credit which he can make out of his discovery, and welcome to 
any reputation which he can secure by the charge of sectionalism on 
those who attempt to defeat this scheme and this proposition. That 
is the whole of it, Mr. Chairman. 

Let us see further how it will operate. Of the regular cleaned rice 
imported into this country there were 33,000,000 pounds in round num- 
bers. Of the inferior article, or rather the article which is imported as 
incleaned rice and brought in at the lower rate of duty, there were, I 
believe, about 8,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Four million. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
referred to the figures, and instead of 8,000,000 I should have said 4,- 
000,000, because I knew it was about 12 per cent. of the entire impor- 
tation of the cleaned rice. Now, Iask the gentleman if he is aware 
that the Treasury report for the next twelve months willshow at least 
a double importation of the uncleaned rice; and Lask him if he is aware 
that at the time Mr. Talmage was flitting about these corridors here 
and giving I 
were cargoes of the Batavian rice and others already anchored in the 
port at Savannah, and that there were other cargoes on the way, the 
owners of which were seeking to take advantage of the fact that the 
was no definition of uncleaned rice in the taritf schedule? I presume 
the gentleman was not aware of the fact or else he would not have taken 
the position he has taken here, which does him no credit and which 
certainly does not illustrate his fairness. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I withdraw it, and move to strike out 
the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize 
South Carolina [Mr. ELLiorr}. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I move to strike out the last word 

Mr. Chairman, the proper test of the correctness of this definition to 
which the gentleman refers is to ascertain what meaning was given to 
it at the time when uncleaned rice first became known in our tariff laws. 

In 1862 this expression ‘‘ uncleaned rice ’’ was for the first time used, 
and at this point I will read from the record of the debate a petition 
which was presented at that time by Mr. Sargent, of California. Mr. 
Sargent said: 








the gentleman from 


In support of the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a commu- 
nication signed by the East India importers of the city of San Francisco, and 
of several United States officials employed in the custom-house of that port 
which I commend to the attention of members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“San Francisco, January 1, 1862. 

“ GENTLEMEN: The undersigned importers of East India rice goods at the port 
of San Francisco, in view of the possible change in the tariff during the present 
session, very respectfully call your attention to the great importance of securing 
inany new bill the same ratios of discrimination in favor of uncleaned rice as are 
afforded under the bill which went into operation August 5, 1862. The con- 
sumption of rice in California amounts to 25,000,000 pounds per annum. The 
imports consist of cleaned rice—namely, rice with the inner skin removed and 
uncleaned rice, or rice with the outer husks only removed d paddy. The 
cleaned rice is imported almost exclusively by Chinese; the latter description 
by American houses who have it cleaned in our rice mills, in the erection of 
which a large amount of American capital has been invested. 

“The cleaned rice at places of export costs more than twice as much as the 
uncleaned, and a specific duty upon all grades of rice would manifestly be un- 
just, and would speedily drive the entire business into the hands of the Chinese 
instead of the American importers, and besides give to the East India cooly the 
profits upon cleaning instead of to the laborers of California, where it properly 
belongs. 

‘We therefore respectfully request that you will give this subject your atten- 
tion should there be any change in the tariff during the present session, and beg 
you to secure for the American importer and for American labor that protection 
from their own Government which they have a right to demand 

‘*Importers of uncleaned rice lose from 10 to 40 per cent. in cleaning here, and 
it costs on an average 50 cents per 100 pounds to clean and fit it for consumption ; 
and in the event of the character of the importations being changed by a proper 
discrimination in favor of uncleaned rice the cost of cleaning, amounting to 
$125,000 per annum, would go into the hands of the American instead of the East 
Indian laborer. 

“We have the honor to remain, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 

“PF. @. CARY. 
‘““FALKNER, BELL & CO, 
“MACONDRAY & CO. 
“McNEIL & CO. 

“R. FEUERSTEIN & CO. 
“W. T. COLEMAN & CO. 
“DICKSON, DE WOLF & CO. 
“FLINT, PEABODY & CO. 
“ DANIEL GIBB & CO. 
“H. F. EDWARDS. 
“KOOPMANSCHAP & CO. 
“EDWARDS & BAILEY. 
“ALSOP & CO 

“WM. M. GREENWOOD. 








“Hon. Mriuton 8S. LATHAM, 
“Hon. JAMES A. McDOoOUGALL, 
*‘ Senators, 
“Hon. A. A. SARGENT, 
“Hon. Tromas G. PHELPS, 
‘“* Members of Congress representing the State of California at Washington. 


“ At the earnest solicitation of East India importers, we have carefully exam- 


In order to be entirely accurate I have | 
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him the information upon which he is acting to-day, there | 








ined the annexed memorial to the California delega ( gress, a 
approve of the s 
- C. H. McNULTY 
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It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that in the petition I have read, which 


was sent to Congress upon this very subject by the men who were then 
the only persons in this country engaged in the business, there is found 
the precise language which the Committee of Ways and Means have in- 


uncleaned rice, to wit, rice 












































corporated in this bill as a definition of 
with the outer husk only removed.’’ This petition w presented in 
1862, and I have here a copy of a letter dated in 1863 n Mr. Chase, 
the then Secretary of the Treasury, in which he gives precisely the same 
definition, and I have also extracts from documents on file in the Treas 
ury Department showing that at that time it was conceded upon all 
hands that uncleaned rice was precisely the article which is described 
by the bill of the committee. 
GENERA Al AISER'S ¢ J J 

Str: So much of the eighth section of t tariff act of 8 sto 
the article of rice designates three articles, and imposes on each a dis t and 
different rate of duty. 

1. Paddy.—Paddy is rice, or rice-grain, in itscalyx or] 1 
unhulled rice 

2. Cleaned ric This is the rice of cor 1eree, and is pad livest 
hull or calyx, (2) of its inner « vhich adheres to the gr t 
the hull is disengaged, and r fine me and dust which ind 
in the rice after this inner cut tion is diseng ~d from it 

rhe process of turning paddy o rice—cleaned rice—is simple I l 
is run through sand or hulling stones, and is then passed through a fa % 
mill, by which the grains are entirely cleared from the chaff or hull rh Lin 
is then thrown into the mortar and subjected to friction,and passed t! zh 
other cleaning and fanning processes, This second winnowing leaves 
free from dowse meal or dust, and presents a grain of a pearly app« 
Ww h then becomes the true rice of our commerce. 

Uncleaned € All the rice which comes to the United States ‘ Vv 
from the East Indies has undergone the first process above described, either by 
running it through stones or by the use of the mortar and pestle hat is, the 
paddy has been divested more or less pet ts chaff or outer hull 

f it ar -¢ separated from its inner « of tl cuticle being s on 
the grain, and the rest of it in the form of fine meal and dust mixed in with the 
rice. East Indian rice is always exported in this manner. No cargo of rice 
imported into Boston or New York is ever put on the market or sold as cleaned 
rice. It is not considered an article which can be used or ready for the x 
or retrail trade; and if sold as imported, both seller and purchaser understand 
that it is uncleaned, or,as they usua term it, ‘‘ cargo style it is sent tot 
rice mills to be dressed or cleaned before itis put on the marketas an article for 
consumption 

Che residuum of the paddy, this inner cuticle and dust, forms a distinct arti- 


alled rice-mea! 


cle of trade, and is « 
cents a bushel, and is used as food for cattle 
for similar purposes 

It has been stated that this meal or dust is an article put into the rice to pre- 
vent the weavel from entering it. This is probably a mistake Phere is no ev- 
idence of it, at least I have found none No dealer in ric hat I have met with 
believes it. An analysis made in Boston by Dr. Charles T. Jackson proved itto 
be free from anv foreign substance whatever 

If it be true, however, that a poisonous substance is found inthis East Indian 
rice (the Tariff Committee had a sample of it before them when the act of 1862 
was framed) this fact alone affords ample reason for Congress designating it un- 
cleaned. 

Several cargoes or parts of cargoes of East Indian rice have recently bee 
ported as cleaned rice and paid the highest rate of duty, but the shipment 
made from Germany or England, where the article had undergon 
process. The cost of cleaning it in this country I und 
quarters of a cent a pound. 

| have not the least doubt Congress intended this very article of East Indian 
rice as the uncleaned rice designated. It appears to have been the intention of 
Congress to modify the act of L861. 

{ inclose herewith a copy of a statement made to me by the foreman of the 
rice-mill at New York. The statement was not made under oath, but the party 
making it was both frank and intelligent 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS McELRATH, 


United States General Appraiser, 
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nicu, Esq., 


Collector, ete 


Statement made by Charles Rowan, foreman of the rice mill at the foot of Jeffer- 


son street, New York. Statement made in answer to 





my interrogations,— 





lr. McElrath. 
Iam not the superintendent of these mills. They art 
tice Mills. My name is Charles Rowan. Iam the fore 







1e business for twenty-six years. The mill is no 
ce to cleanin the market. Several cargoes of E 
ived in New York, but not direct from the East In 
at Hamburg or London. The East Indian rice which 
States directly from Calcutta or other places is always calle 
mean, it is always understood to be uncleaned. It contains 
that is what we cal! it, or the meal. Sometimes it 


I 
t 
r 
r 








ntains 









This dowse is an inner sk entirely different from t ! 
skin must always be separated from the rice before the rice is mer 
I mean merchantable as an article of food orto the retail track R 
Carolina either comes here as paddy or is divested of th 





















s shipped. The Fast Indian rice always has this skin Id t 
t dust which is found in East Indian rice as that w makes it unclean 
rice, but the inner skin in the in is what I « sider I to be sold 
as an article for cons I dust, in | t at t ‘ wile by the 
weavel or sand ! small insect peculiar to rice it y partly be made by 
attrition 

The rice used in the United States always has this skin and this meal or 
dowse taken from it. It is separated in these mills by fr ning, and 
is quite a differs tand inden. t proces rom ‘ ~ » 
we say East Indian rice at the ve me hat is stand , 
mean unclean rice; that is Ww has to be ane ‘ is sold to the 
merchants. The Patua ri snot clean ice 

ri I ARTM Sept ] 63. 

Sir: Your letter of August 10, 1563 r ved, a for «t t sas to 

the proper application of the terms * vaddy cl 1,” and eaned” 
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rice, as found in section 8 of the tariff act of July 14,1862. Paddy is rice or rice- 
grain in its natural condition as first removed from the straw; that is, the grain 
in its calyx or hull 

“Cleaned ” is when the grain is divested of its hull or « Inner ¢ 
which adheres to thegrain afterthe hull is disengaged, an ine mea 
dust which are found in the rice after this inner euti on removed; 
or,in other words, when it is in a condition suitable for « inary uses. “ Un- 
cleaned” applies when the grain has been divested of the calyx or hull,ad- | 
vanced from its condition as paddy, but not perfectly freed from the inner cuti 
cle, dust, et 

The presence of dust, either of foreign matter or of particles of rice, resultii 
from abrasion or the work of insects, | do not consider as affecting the cla 
cath 

I am, ets 
8. P. CHASE, & lary of Treasury. 
I, L. Goopricn, Collector, Boston, Mass. 


l'rom that day on at various times controversies have arisen which 
have put the Treasury Department to a vast amount of trouble. As 
the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. TURNER] has stated, there have been 
many suits instituted against the Government, involving large costs, 
the importers generally obtaining judgment against the Government in 
consequence of their facilities for procuring the testimony of experts— 
men engaged in the same business. 
that the Secretary of the Treasury lately urged the propriety of defining 
uncleaned rice, and also rice of the other classes, so that the Govern- 


ment might be saved from these numerous suits arising out of matters | 


which are really of very little importance. If the gentleman will re- 
fer to the statistics, he will find that while of granulated rice, another 
grade, some forty millions are annually imported, and of clean rice 
dutiable and free about forty-three millions more, of this class of rice 
there were only about 4,000,000 pounds imported last year, amounting 
in value to about seventy or eighty thousand dollars; so that this great 
outcry is made about an article of import which amounts altogether in 
value to only about $80,000, a business in which very few persons are 
interested, one of the principal individuals engaged in it being the gen- 
tleman who has been referred to here, Mr. Talmage, of New York. The 
letter of the Secretary is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., March, 1888. 


Sir: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 9th instant, in which, referring tothe 
classific 


vation under the tariff acts of the different conditions of rice, you request 
to be informed whether the Department experiences any difficulty in classifying 


such commodities and whether there is any need for aclearer delinition thereof 
by legislation. 

In reply you are informed that it is very desirable, in view of the many ques- 
tions which have heretofore arisen between importers and the officers of the 
customs as to what should be considered ‘“‘cleaned”’ and ‘“‘ uncleaned’’ rice, 
“paddy”? and “rice meal’’ and “rice flour,” that these several conditions of 
rice should be clearly and distinctly defined in any tariff act which may here- 
after be enacted. 

The clause for ‘‘cleaned” rice should definitely specify the character of that 
commodity; that is, whether it is intended to mean the cleaned and polished 
rice of commerce, ready and fit for table use, or not; and the character of the 
‘‘uncleaned”’ rice should be particularly set forth. ‘‘ Paddy” is understood on 
all sides to consist of rice not hulled; but as to what constitutes ‘‘ rice meal”’ 
and ‘‘rice flour’? controversies have heretofore arisen as to whether the article 
called “granulated rice’’ comes within the scope of the clause for those com- 
modities as now contained in the statute. On this point I would respectfully 
refer you to the Department's letter to Hon, A. S. Hewitt, chairman of the sub- 
committee on Ways and Means, dated respectively the 29th and 3ist of March, 
1886, contained on pages 42 and 45 of Appendix A of the *‘ Report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the Collection of Duties,’’ dated December 13, 1886. 

I may mention that under the provisions of the then existing tariff acts for 
‘cleaned’ and ‘‘uncleaned” rice, large importations of so-called Patna rice, 
that is,rice from which the hull and inner cuticle had been removed, were made 
at New York, Boston, and San Francisco, int he years 1874, ete., which were class- 
ifledt by the collectors at the ports as ‘‘cleaned’’ rice, but which the importers 
claimed to be *‘ uncleaned.” ‘The importers protested, appealed, and instituted 
suits for the recovery of the difference in the duties between ‘* cleaned” and 
“uneleaned”’ rice and upon trial succeeded in recovering the same, the jury 
finding, from the proofs submitted, that such rice was the ‘‘uncleaned” rice of 
commerce. This necessitated the refund of large amounts of duties, including 
interest and costs; anda clear and succinct statement as to what is meant by 
the terms of thestatute would avoid such confusion in future cases. 

Very respectfully, 
I. H. MAYNARD, Assistant Secretary. 

Hon, WILLIAM ELLiorr. 

I also read the following: 

TRYING TO EVADE DUTY BY IMPORTING 80-CALLED UNCLEAN FOREIGN RICE. 

[From the New York Times. ]} F 
NEw Or vLEANS, March 15. 

The interest that has existed in the rice trade of late on account of the free 
importation of so-called unclean foreign rice at Atlantic ports was given addi- 
tional strength to-day by the arrival of a considerable quantity at this port. It 
was generally known that some rice was on the way here; in fact, samples of 
the unclean rice imported through New York were some weeks ago submitted 
to the appraiser at this port to have him pass upon them, and thus pave the 
way for the ready entry of the consignments expected here later. Appraiser 
Bouny, after submitting the samples to local experts, refused to appraise them 
as unclean rice, the experts having declared that the samples were in reality 
clean rice, The final process of brushing has been evidently omitted with the 
intention of defrauding the revenue. It was thought that this decision of the 
appraiser would have the effect of turning away the expected importation from 
this port; but this does not seem to be the case, as 683 sacks arrived yesterday 
on the steamer Professor, and other lots are on the way. 

The arrival of this rice, and the attempt to enter it as unclean to secure the 
benefit of lower duty, caused considerable excitement atthe Produce Exchange, 
and a formal request was at once signed by members engaged in the rice trade, 
as follows: 

* We, the undersigned, members of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, inter- 
ested in the rice trade, certify that we have examined sample of, 683 sacks 
Patna rice exsteam-ship Professor, and are of the opinion that said rice has been 
thoroughly milled and afterward mixed with flour to make it appear in the un- 
clean instead of the clean state.” 

The consignment is said to be the property of Perseverance Rice Mill. This 
case promises to open up a very interesting question, and will doubtless be 
eventually appealed to Washington. 


To such an extent has this gone | 


| 





| from Georgia oce 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is a favorite argument 


with some people who find themselves occupying an untenable position 
to assume that their opponents are of the matter under dis- 


1gno!r 





cussion, and thatall the information on the subj is confined to them- 
selves. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentieman must be describing his 


own party. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Idonot mean to say that the gentleman 
upies that position; but he can not put me down on the 
amendment I propose here by claiming that I am ignorant of the sub- 
ject Iam attempting to discuss. Before he undertakes to do that I 
would like to have him explain why the Ways and Means Committee, 
of which he is a distinguished member, when they first presented this 
tariff bill, adopted the same classification of rice that has existed in our 
1ould like to have him explain 





tariff for so many years; and then IJ sl 
why, after certain Southern planters and importers visited these halls 
and consulted with members of the committee, this definition which I 
seek to have stricken out was interpolated in the bill as we now have 
it. That information would be more interesting to members of this 
House than it is to charge ignorance upon me. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman pardon a sugges- 
tion? I desire to inform him that most of my information was ob- 
tained from his friend Mr. Talmage. I looked through his statements, 
and arrived at the conclusion I have reached, with the aid of other gen- 
tlemen familiar with the subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
gained his information from that source it was very unkind on his part 
to traduce Mr. Talmage as he did. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman does not under- 
stand me as having traduced Mr. Talmage; I had no such intention. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If the gentleman obtained all his in- 
formation from Mr. Talmage, I can say to him that I stand on more 
fortunate ground; for, besides that information which has been fur- 
nished by this importer on this all-absorbing subject, I have availed 
myself of all the information that could be furnished by the importers, 
North and South, and of the examination which was had before the 
Ways and Means Committee in the Forty-ninth Congress, when some 
of the most distinguished planters of the South were before that com- 
mittee and gave their evidence. With this combined information Iam 
clear in my conviction that the interpolation in this bill to which I 
have called attention is intended to work a detriment to the consumer 
and a benefit to the planter at the South. 

The gentleman in his argument substantially admits that the effect 
of this restriction in the bill will be to change the classification of a 
large amount of rice which has been imported into this country under 
the definition of ‘‘uncleaned,’’ and to place it in the schedule of 
cleaned rice, upon which the higher import duty will be paid, the 
eftect of which, using* the arguments of our Democratic friends, will 
be that the price to the consumer will be enhanced. 

If this were a struggling industry, if it were an ‘‘infant,’? and 
needed such enormous protection as is afforded in the Mills bill, I 
would have nothing to say; but the statistics, coming to my aid again, 
show that no business prosecuted North or South pays any better than 
the cultivation of rice. Mr. Trenholm, of South Carolina, who was 
before the Committee on Ways and Means in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, gave it as his deliberate judgment 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia., I caninform the gentleman of something 
else he does notknow—that half of the rice plantations have been aban- 
coned. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, I will come to that. Mr. Tren- 
holm, in his evidence before the Ways and Means Committee in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, stated that 60 bushels of rice were not an unusual 
yield per acre. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. His statement was precisely one-half of that—30 
bushels; and I can refer the gentleman to the very page. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HopkINsS] has expired. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to strike out thelast three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion is not inorder. ~Thereare already 
pending an amendment and an amendment to an amendment. The 
first question is on the amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. ELLtorr] to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I withdraw that amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move 

Mr. ELLIOTT, Imovetoamend by striking out the last two words. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will let me finish. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the pro forma amend- 
ment as being made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKrys]. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. ELLiorr] says that 30 bushels per acre were, according to Mr. 
Trenholm’s evidence, a fair average production. Sir, that gentleman 
did state in his evidence that the yield in many cases was 60 bushels 
an acre, and where the rice is cultivated to the best advantage, 72 bushels 
anacre. Now, in view of the factthat rice can be cultivated at a profit 
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Mr. WARNER. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. I have objected to extending the time of gentlemen 
on the other side, and I still object to any further extension. I think 
we are ready for a vote, and there has been enough talk on this ques- 
tion already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as being withdrawn, and the question now is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina states that Caro- 
lina rice is worth 100 per cent. more in any market than the foreign 
rice. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Not exactly that. 

Mr. GEAR. Did not the gentleman state that? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I said this: that it is worth anywhere in the mar- 
kets of the world almost twice as much as foreign rice. I did not say 
it was worth as much everywhere, but in some markets it is, partic- 
ularly in England, where I believe it is worth more than that differ- 
ence. In this country it is not. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much more is it worth? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. From 2 to 2} cents per pound more. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg thegentleman’s pardon, the quotations of Chinese 
and Japanese rice do not bear out the assertion; in fact they show that 
the difference is less than three-fourths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman is doubtless becoming confused by 
different classifications of rice. I have statistics here which show that 
there is a difference which is equalin some instances to 3cents apound. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If Carolina rice is so much more valua- 
ble, why do you want any protection at all? 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Ihopethegentleman from Pennsylvania 
will yield to allow an answer to that question. 

— BAYNE. Iwant the time for myself. I have yielded all I can. 

Rice, Mr. Chairman, is a necessary of life in this country. It is an 
article of food which is not only necessary to the comfort of many fam- 
ilies, but it is absolutely indispensable in many cases as an article of 
food, whose place cannot be supplied by anything else; and yet we 
have again here the spectacle presented by the gentlemen on the Ways 
and Means Committee, who sympathize so largely with the overtaxed 
public, placing rice in ‘their bill at a duty of over 100 per cent.! 

According to my information and observation there is no other article 
in the entire bill that is placed so high as this duty on rice. This duty, 
too, is a tax, because the amount of rice that we can produce in this 
count ry is, I believe, only one-quarter of the consumption. On the 
three quarters of the consumption the people of the country are re- 
quired to pay 100 per cent. duty. And for what purpose? To serve 
a small interest, not as large now as it was many years ago, much like 
the sugar industry —retrograding; to protect and foster that industry, 
located in a particular section of one of the States of the Union. While 
the farm products of men in the Western States and in the Eastern 
States are put upon the free-list, rice is maintained at a duty of 100 

ercent. I donot know that I blame the gentleman from South Caro- 
ina so much for getting 100 per cent. duty if he can do it; nor do I 
blame so much the gentlemen from that section of the country for 
standing by him. But what must be thought of the Northern Demo- 
crat who votes to put the products of the Northern States on the free- 
list and walks up like a little man between the tellers to put 100 per 
cent. duty on rice? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, it makes no great consumption of 
time to state the proposition that is ‘pefore the House. The bill now 
under consideration proposes areduction of the duty on rice. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], who has just taken his seat, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr Hopkins], who has vexed him- 
self so much on the question this morning, are both resisting this bill, 
and by resisting it propose to keep the rate on rice and on sugar just 
where itis now. That will be the result if they defeat this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inonemoment. Wait until Icomplete my state- 
ment. When they get through with resistance to this bill, if success- 
ful in that resistance, in place of the duty being what we propose to 
make it, areduction on an average ofabout 18 per cent., they will leave 
itas it now stands, and where their party originally put it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will not the gentleman answer a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. They will leave the duty where their party said 
in their platform at the Chicago convention it should remain, instead 
of at a reduced rate. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman if, under the defini- 
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tion you give for uncleaned rice, that will not exclude a large percent- 
age which is, under the existing law, imported? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that under the 
amendment proposed to be offered to this section the reduction on the 
rice schedule will be about 18 per cent. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That does not answer my question at 
all. Iasked you if, under this definition which you have given for un- 
cleaned rice, you will not exclude a large amount that has been here- 
tofore imported as uncleaned rice ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that there may have 
been constructions and evasions—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Answer the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will answer it in my own way. I will not be 
dictated to as to how I shall answer it. We find under the law that 
was enacted by the gentleman’s party all sorts of frauds are being per- 
petrated all along the line. One of the objects of this bill is to correct 
these things and to have a sensible, just, and fair administration of the 
law. I need only illustrate by stating that one of the crying evils of 
the present law is that coverings come in untaxed. That is remedied 
in this bill. So with many other things. It is the purpose to make 
the law, just so far as we can, and have it enforced as written, to place 
no premiums on fraudulent invoices or evasions of the law in importa- 
tions. 

Now, to resume what I was about to say. 
reduction proposed in this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My time is so limited I can not answer. The 
gentleman has had the floor almost half of the time since the House 
met this morning, and must excuse meif I decline to allow him to 
keep it all day. 

We propose a reduction of 18 per cent. in the rice schedule. The 
gentleman is resisting that reduction. If this bill is killed gentlemen 
on the other side will succeed in keeping the present rate of duty of 
about 113 per cent. on rice. Furthermore, if the gentleman wants any 
comfort let him study his own actions. Why, the platform he is boast- 
ing so much about, adopted at Chicago, says his party will not reduce 
any duty, but in lieu thereof will give first, free whisky in the arts, 
and if that does not sufficiently reduce the revenue, then free w hisky 
for drinking. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the formal amendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection it will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Irenewit, Mr. Chairman. Iam notsur- 
prised, after listening to the closing statements of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] in interpreting the Republican platform, 
that he gave so lame an answer to my questionashedid. Aman whois 
incapable of giving a proper construction to a platform as tersely put 
as the one adopted by the Republican convention in Chicago, is evi- 
dently incapable ot answering as direct a question as I put to him. 
When the gentleman talks about free whisky he is indulging in wild 
imaginings, He can not find free whisky in the Republican platform. 
When he says the Republican party, in its convention in Chicago, re- 
solved against reducing taxation upon any of the dutiable articles, he 
gives a construction to that platform not indorsed by any Republican, 
East, West, North, or South. The Republican party simply states it 
is in favor of protection to American industries. 

It is in favor of protecting American labor, and it is in favor of any 
law that looks to the well-being of this country upon those two great 
questions. But these gentlemen on the other side of the House are 
undertaking to put a construction upon that platform to the effect that 
the Republicans are in favor of retaining aduty upon every article that 
is covered by the existing tarifflaw. After the debate upon the sugar 
question I should have supposed that gentlemen on the other side w ould 
understand that the Republican party is in favor of a reduction of tax- 
ation upon at least some of those articles, and I now call their atten- 
tion to the fact that when the gentleman ‘from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
introduced his amendment here proposing to reduce the duty upon 
sugar to an extent which would harmonize it with the tariff upon other 
articles covered by this bill, every Republican voted in favor of that 
amendment, and it was opposed solidly by the Democratic members of 
this House. In view of that fact, I ask the gentleman which party is 
in favor of maintaining war taxes and which party is in favor of cheap 
food products for the American people? The gentleman’s argument 
upon the rice question is in harmony with his position upon sugar. 
The amendment which I have proposed is for the purpose of securing 
cheap rice. The gentleman could not deny the statement I made here 
this morning, that that amendment is calculated to give to the food 
consumer a cheaper product than he can obtain under this bill if it 
should become a law, and before we get through we will go a step 
further and move to reduce this tariff of over 100 per cent. on rice in 
the same proportion we proposed to reduce the tariff on sugar. On all 
of these food products that are in use in every household the duty should 
be reduced to as low a limit as is consistent with the needsof the Gov- 
ernment and the interest of the laboring people. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my colleague permit me to ask him 2 
question? 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understood the gentleman to say that every 
Republican voted in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to reduce the tariff on sugar 50 per cent. 1! 
desire to call his attention to the fact that Mr. MCKENNA, of Califor- 
nia, and Mr. FUNSTON, 
against that amendment, voted with the Democrats. 

Mr. CONGER. The exception proves the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How does the gentleman from 
TOWNSHEND] know that they voted that way? 

Mr. MCKENNA. There is no question about it at all. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I accept the gentleman's correction; 
but he names only two Republicans, one from California and one from 
Kansas, who did not vote in favor of the amendment Now I will ask 
my colleague: Are you in favor of cheap sugar, or are 
retaining war prices? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am opposed to retaining war prices, 
therefore I am in favor of the Mills bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of | Did you vote for the Ding 


rley amend- 
ment? 


Mr. 
twelve 


Illinois [ Mr. 


you 
and 


LiINOs, 


Tam in favor of the Mills bill, which takes 
You are opposed to the Mills bill. 


Did you vote for the Dingley amet 


TOWNSHEND. 
millions otf sugar. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of illinois. 


ment? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘* Vote!’’ onthe Democraticside. | I think 
I have the floor, Mr. Chairman, but I will yield long enough for my 






question, whether he voted for the Dingle 


h this bill proposes on 


colleague to f 
amendment, reducing by one-half the duty whic 
sugar. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will take the floor in my own right an 
swer my colleague. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Youcan answer the que my time 
Answer it now 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answer it ia my own t 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois! Mr. T NSHEND 
is recognized. 

Mr. TOWNSILEND Mr. Chairman, I can answer m ylleague’s 
inquiry without any hesitation whatever. I voted against the Dingley 
amendment. It was an amendment introduced here | ‘ urpost 
of confusing the action of those who are in favor of ré taxes 
| Je rs on the Republican side. | I shall te for the M 
makes a large reduction of the duty on sugar, and my « eau Mr 
HopkKINS] has already indicated that he will vote against that bill 

Now, as I am on the floor, before I take my seat I des y, Dit. 
Chairman, those here or elsewhere will find themselves ta 1 who 
have indulged the belief that some of those sitting on t other side o 
this Chamber, elected by Republican votes in the We vhen the tim 
for final action on this bill arrives will rise above 1 e partisanship 


and vote upon this question as the interests of their constituents dik 


tate. The recent debate clearly indicates that every | iblican mem 
ber will, on the final roll-eall on this bill, vote against a reduction otf 
taxation and in favor of maintaining the high and ssary W 


taxes in the interests of the protect d mon 


poli s. 
Iam, however, m) 


gratified to know that many of the Republican con- 
nen will join the Dem 
in condemning their course at the ballot-box next Novem 
As proof of this assertion allow me to cali attention to the position 
of a distinguished member of that party in Dlinois 
miliar to all Republican members from that Stat 
a leader in that party from its foundation until since the Republican 
convention at Chicago made the platform it did last month. Certainly 
he will be no stranger to the gentleman from the Seventh district, who 
is his representative on this floor. I refer to Hon. L. D. Whiting, a 
prominent farmer living near Tiskilwa, II) 
of Iinois for fifty years. He was the tru ; 
joy. For eighteen years he represented the Republicans his district 
He is a man of a high order of ability and of un- 


stituents of these gentle ocrats of their district 
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ted ally of Owen Love 


in the State senate. 
questioned honesty. 

Some six months ago he said the issue of tariff reform would dwarf 
all other issues in this campaign, and expressed a hope that the Repub 
lican party would array itself on the side of the people in the impend- 
ing conflict. He is disappointed in the action of the Republican con- 
vention and refuses to support it. 

Hesays that the Republican masses of the country were not fairly represent 
by the body over which Thurston and Estee presided, and thinks there 
hundreds of thousands of Republicans who will not surrender principle at tl 
dictation of a class interest. ‘I do not like to take my Republi sm from B 
F. Jones,” he said, “for itis so unlike the doctrine which Abraham Lincoln 
advocated. WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs is not an acceptable substitute for Wendell 





Phillips. No protected lumber barons can interpret to me the Republicanism 
t ' 

which was taught by the lips of Owen Lovejoy. Inthe old days the Repu 

an party was not run in the interest of factory and mine owners, and a rail- 


road man controlling $300,000,000 of capital was not supreme dictator 
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instant, relative to the platforms adopted and nominations made at Chi- | 


cago and St. Louis, he said what I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. MASON. ‘The gentleman says Mr. Whiting repudiates the Re- 
publican platform. Did not the party repudiate him first? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; he has never been repudiated by your 
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principle as above party, and party as but a means to carry out principles. I 
can not regard the late Chicago convention as Republican. In all its essential 
features it was a convention of classes and monopolists. 

‘When you tell your Republican friends this, what do they say?” 

“lam sometimes asked when I met with my change of opinion. I reply, ‘I 
have not changed. One year ago,’ I say tomy Republican Guestioner, ‘ you were 
with me for retaining the taxes on spirits and tobacco, and for making the re- 
duction of national taxes on the necessaries of life. I know of no Republican 
who then dissented from this proposition. You were with me six months ago, 
and two months ago, and down to the time of the promulgation of the Chicago 
platform. If you now indorse that tariff plank you must have changed almost 
in the twinkling ofaneye. You accuse me ofchange! If you will study your 
own case you will see where the change comes in.’ 

“If the occasion ¢alled for it I could shout as ardently as ever, ‘ Free soil, free 
speech, and free men;’ but I do not expect that the high-tariff confederacy will 
ever induce me to shout for free whisky and free tobacco. 

“The national Republican party was formed in Pittsburgh in 1856, and the plat- 
form on which Frémont was nominated related to slavery, Mormonism, and 
the public lands, making no reference whatever to the tariff. The platform on 
which Mr. Lincoln was nominated in 1860 was slightly injected with incidental 
protection to please Pennsylvania. The Republicans in Congress in 1858, even 
those from Massachusetts, joined the Democrats in reducing the tariff, conform- 
ing to the principle of a tariff for revenue. The Republican platform in 1864 
made no reference to the tariff. From that time up to the last Chicago convea- 
tion the declarations in regard to the tariff- were moderate and constant in favor- 
ing a reduction of the war tariff. Mr. Garfield did not lose his standing as a 
Republican by declaring in his speech in Congress that he was for that kind of 
protection which led to free trade. 

“ The high tariffites claim that the system of protection commenced under 
Washington’s administration. That tariff, however, averaged but 8 per cent., 
and up to the war of 1812 it did not reach 15 per cent. The war of 1812 forced 
into existence many manufacturing establishments. Henry Clay, with consid- 
erable propriety, proposed to protect for a time these infant enterprises. In 
1843 Mr, Clay declared that the doctrine of protection was a temporary expe- 
dient to protect infant industries which have now grown mostly to maturity, 
and would not much longer require protection.”’ 

** Does protection in any instance within your knowledge increase the pay of 
the laborer?”’ 

“I think that in no case within my knowledge does it increase the laborer’s 
pay. The high tariff has tended strongly to derange labor by stimulating into 
existence more establishments than the country needed. Many of the strikes 
and lock-outs have been caused by the desire of the mill-owners to stop pro- 
duction. The wages of labor are regulated by supply and demand, the employ- 
ers always seeking to hire at the lowest price. The claim of a high tariff as pro- 
tection for American labor really meansa high tariff to protect monopoly.” 

‘As between the St. Louis and Chicago platforms, which do you intend to 
support? 

lhe Chicago platform clearly demands a continuance of the tax upon farm- 
ers to give bounties to the manufacturers. The St. Louis platform, on the con- 
trary, demands such a reform of the tariff as will give great reliefto agriculture. 
Unless farmers are willing from partisan motives to vote that heavy and unjust 
burdens shall be imposed upon them, they must vote down the Chicago plat- 
form. The St. Louis platform declares in the line of the interest of farmersand 
other consumers, and there should be found a way in this emergency by which 
they can give it their earnest support. Personally, believing Grover Cleveland 
to be the foremost champion of the rights of the people, I shall support at the 
polls the views he advanced in his brave message. Grover Cleveland has grown 
in public estimation, in ability, and in character. He represents a great prin- 
ciple, and when a principle is at stake I shall be true to my convictions. This 
vear, to be consistent, I must indorse by ballot, pen, and voice the platform of 
the St. Louis convention.” 


| During the reading of the foregoing, when Mr. TOWNSHEND’S time 
had expired, he asked and obtained consent that the whole interview, 
as already given, be published in the REcoRD. ] 

Mr. GEAR. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in order at present, as 
an amendment and also an amendment to the amendment are pending. 
If there be no objection the pro forma amendment will be regarded as 
withdrawn. 

Mr, BLAND. 

Mr. GEAR. 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. A pro forma amendment to the amendment is 
already pending. Objection has been made by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to the withdrawal of the pro forma amendment. 
The question will therefore be taken on agreeing to the motion to strike 
out at the end of the paragraph the word ‘‘pound,”’ 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes seem to have it. 

| Cries of ** Division’’ on the Republican side. ] 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 56, noes 70. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for tellers. I want to give the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] a vote upon this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering tellers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make the point that no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair appoints as 
tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLin]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, 
noes 103, ~ . 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment ot 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKINns]. 

Mr. BAYNE. 1 send to the deska substantial amendment which I 
desire to offer to the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 366, ‘2 cents” and insert *‘ one-half of 1 cent ;’’ and, in lines 
367 and 368, strike out “ 1} cents” and insert “ one-quarter of 1 cent.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, it was 

rejected. 


I object, and cali for a vote. 
I renew the pro forma amendment to strike out the 
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JuLY 10, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In lines 366 and 367 strike out ‘‘ or rice free of the outer hull.” 
The amendment of Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, was rejected. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. The imports of rice into this country the past 
year were, cleaned, 33,731,462 pounds; uncleaned, 4,000,642 pounds; 
paddy, or rice having the outer hull on, 2,152 pounds; total, 37,734,- 
257 pounds. This bill proposes to put the duty on rice at, for cleaned, 
an equivalent of 100.47 per cent., and for uncleaned an equivalent of 
59.60 per cent. This bill puts the vegetables, flax, meats, poultry, and 
wool raised by our Eastern farmers on the free-list. Here is a chance 
to correct an ‘‘ inequality,’’ but I am confident it will not be corrected. 
Here is an opportunity to abolish a ‘‘ war tax.’? Why does not the 
Committee on Ways and Means make the same cut on rice and sugar 
that they have on the farm products of the North? Sugar is left at 
about 68 per cent. and rice at over 100 per cent. and yet we are told 
this is a bill to reduce and simplify taxes and to correct inequalities 
in the tariff. 
Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by striking out, in line 366, the 
words ‘‘ two cents’’ and inserting ‘‘one cent;’’ so as to make the duty 
on rice, cleaned, 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Er- 
LiotT], who is certainly familiar with this subject, was defending a 
duty of over 100 per cent. on rice, in response to the suggestion he had 
made, that it is ‘‘a condition and not a theory which confronts us,’’ I 
asked what conditions exist in the culture of rice in South Carolina or 
any other State which renders it necessary that a duty of over 100 per 
cent. should be maintained upon this food product? I do not wish to 
do the gentleman any injustice, but my remembrance is that the only 
answer vouchsafed to my inquiry was the statement that the commit- 
tee had reduced the duty which was placed upon this food product by 
the Republican party; that, then, is the only ‘‘condition’’ that con- 
fronts us. He defends his action now by what the Republican party 
did years ago. 
The condition that confronts the gentleman isthis: The Republican 
party years since placed a high duty on rice, a feod product, I might 
say a necessary of life. Rice is produced ina certain section of our 
common country, therefore it must be maintained, while other duties 
placed by the same party on great agricultural products in other sec- 
tions of the country, less than one-third of that on rice, is to be ruth- 
lessly cut down, and in many instances wiped ont. 
The condition that confronts the gentleman is high protection to 
every interest in his section. His theory is free trade, which he ar- 
bitrarily applies to every other section. 
No reason has been given outside of the geographical one why a duty 
of 100.47 per cent. should be maintained on rice. 
What are the facts as to the rice culture in the South? The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. EtLLiorr] gives me this information; 
he at least wants to make the best possible showing in defense of the 
committee in making this glaring discrimination in favor of the rice of 
South Carolina and other Southern States. He tells me that rice is 
worth on an average to the planter 4} cents a pound, that is, 1.214 cents 
a bushel, the average yield being 30 bushels tothe acre. The testi- 
mony before the Ways and Means Committee of last Congress gives 50 
bushels to the acre as the lowest estimate, while the yield in some fa- 
vorite localities runs as high as 72 bushels to the acre. 
In arriving at the value of the rice crop per acre, I propose to take 
the lowest average of the crop, 30 bushels to the acre, thus understat- 
ing rather than overstating its value. I am also informed that it costs 
8 cents per bushel to clean the rice for the market. Let us be even 
more liberal and put the cost of cleaning at 11} cents. From these fig- 
ures it will be seen that when the rice is cleaned the net value to the 
planter is $1.10 per bushel. 
A crop of 30 bushels to the acre would yield the planter $33. Cer- 
tainly a profitable crop. That is the condition which confronts us in 
determining what protection is needed in the rice culture. Itdemands 
and is given a protective duty of 100 per cent. Is this just? I have 
talked with some of my fellow-grangers on each side of the Chamber 
as to yield and value of the corn and wheat crops. I find an average 
wheat crop to be 15 bushels to the acre. This is a fair average yield. 
For the purposes of my illustration I will call it 20 bushels to the acre 
Fifty cents a bushel is all it will average to our Western farmers; but 
that I may be on the safe side, I shall estimate it at 60 cents a bushel, 
which is fully 20 per cent. more than the price realized by the farmers 
in Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa, and Dakota, the great 
wheat-fields of the continent, for their wheat crop. Leave out of the 
calculation the 2 or 3 cents a bushel that it costs to thrash and prepare 
this cereal for the market. The farmer from his wheat crop of 20 
bushels to the acre gets at the outside figure $12, against the rice- 
planter’s $33. That, let me say to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
is the condition that confronts the Western farmer when he is asked to 
pay the rice-planter 100 per cent. on his crop. 
Take that other great agricultural product of the North and South- 
west—corn. Its average yield will not exceed 35 bushels to the acre; 
the price will not average to exceed 25 cents per bushel. In estimat- 
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to read the closing paragraph in order that I may not detain the 
House. 
lhe Jetter is as follows: 


THE ISSUER JOINED--SQUARELY PRESENTED IN THE PRESENT CAMPAIGN—FREE- 
rRADE FICTIONS EXPOSED BY MR, J. A. JOHNSON—THE ACTUAL FACTS REGARD- 
ING THE PERCENTAGE OF LAEOR IN FINISHED MANUFACTURES AND THEIR 


BEARING ON THE QUESTION, 


Not since the election of 1864, when the Democratic convention pronounced 
the war a failure, has there been an issue so fairly and broadly presented as is 
that of protection and free trade in the present campaign. Both parties have 
presented good candidates, so that there will be no side issues to distract the at- 
tention of the voter. And while it is true that there are some Democrats who 
favor protection and some Republicans who favor free trade, yet these are com- 
paratively few,and it may fairly be said that the issue is joined on the question 
of protection or free trade. Some Democrats argue that in 1584 they had a plat- 
form that was as strongly protective as it is possible for any platform to be, and 
quote the following paragraph from that platform : 

‘The Democratic party is pledged to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to 
allinterests. Dutin making a reduction in taxes it is not proposed to injure 
any domestic industries, but rather promote their healthy growth. From the 
foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house have been 
the chief source of Federal revenue; such they must continue to be. Moreover, 
many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful continuance, 
so that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and cap- 
ital involved. The process of reform must be subject in execution to this plain 
dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the requirements of an econom- 
ical government. The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected 
without depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully with 
foreign Jabor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to 
cover any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of the 
higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. Sufficient revenue to pay all 
the expenses of the Federal Government, economically administered, including 
pensions, interest and principal of the public debt, can be got under our present 
system of taxation from custom-house taxes on fewer imported articles, bearing 
heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing lightest on articles of necessity. We 
therefore denounce the abuse of the present tariff, and, subject to the preceding 
limitations, we demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively sor — 
purposes of and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically ad- 
ministered,” 

It would seem to be impossible to find stronger language in favor of protection 
than is here used, and the platform of 1884 was reaffirmed by the Democratic con- 
vention of 1588, the above quoted section included, but with a very important 
qualification, to-wit, as interpreted by the President in his last annual message, 
and the Mills bill was indorsed as in harmony with and an explanation of 
the platform. Now,the President so interprets the platform that wool, one of 
our very important products, should be put on the free-list. The free-tradersand 
the President argue that the poor man should have free wool so that he may ob- 
tain cheap clothing. But if he is to have free clothing in order that he may keep 
warm, is thereany reason under Heaven why he should not also have free stoves, 
which are necessary not only to keep him warm, but also to cook his scanty food? 
Is there even a shadow of consistency in arguing free wool and woolen fabrics 
and protected iron and iron wares? Is the one more of a necessity than the 
other? Must not he who argues free wool to-day argue free iron to-morrow ? 
Is there any possible escape from this? And then what becomes of protection ? 
Will it be possible to have free importation of iron and wool and not “injure 
any domestic industry " or lower the wages of American labor? 

England, our great competitor, certainly does not on the average pay more 
than two-thirds as much for labor as we do. Will any one soberly contend that 
our manufacturers can pay $150,000 for labor where England would pay but 
$100,000 in making goods of general adaptation and consumption, and compete ? 
The steam-engine is very nearly all labor. The material even in a $20,000 steam- 
engine can be bought for a few dollars before any labor is put on it. The same 
is true of a $25,000 printing press. The same holds true in most machinery and 
wares. Material costs but little before any labor is puton it. The man of sober- 
ness and truth must admit that making our markets free to the foreigner, be it 
on wool or textile fabrics, on machinery or tlhe iron in them, must result in one 
of two things: Either we must reduce the price of labor to the European level 
or we must surrender our markets to the foreign manufacturer. 


A FREE-TRADE FICTION. 


One of the chief, and we may say the chief arguments of the free-trader 
against protection is that the American manufacturer and workingman need 
no protection, for the reason that the amount of labor in the finished wares is 
only 18 to 20 per cent. of the value, the 8) to 82 per cent. being the part taken 
by capital in the form of interests and profits. These assertions are iterated 
and reiterated by nearly every free-trade journal and free-trader in the country. 
David A. Wells, one of the highest, and perhaps the very highest free-trade 
authority in the country, in a speech delivered in Brooklyn ond tn a free-trade 
catechism, which are largely circulated as free-trade documents, positively de- 
clares that the census shows that only 18 to 20 per cent. of the value of finished 
wares is labor. Senator McDonald, of Indiana, another very high authority, 
in a speech’ at Des Moines, lowa, which was reported and largely circulated, 
makes the same assertion, and declares that he knows that it is true—that the 
census shows it. The St. Paul Pioneer-Press, in an editorial January 19, 1888, 
says: “And it has seemed to men of common sense that since wages in 1880 
constituted 18 per cent. of the total value of the product, an average duty of 47 
per cent, could hardly be necessary to protect either product or laborer.” 

A free-trade statistician, Mulhall, asserts that the ratio of wages to manufact- 
ures produced in the United States is,in New England, 22 per cent,; Middle 
States, 19 per cent.; Southern States, 18 per cent.; Western States, 18 per cent. ; 
average, 20 per cent. 

The Chicago Tribune, in editorials of March 12, March 15, March 16, May 14, 
and May 16, 1888, clearly and peerey. asserts that the amount of wages in fin- 
ished goods is only 18 to 20 per cent. of the value. 

I have here quoted five free-trade authorities,and they are the very highest 
in the country, and I have no doubt the most candid and fair. If we can not 
get at the views of free-traders from such authorities, then it seems to me that 
we can not get at them at all. David A. Wells’s ‘ Free-Trade Catechism,” con- 
taining this same assertion, is being extensively distributed by free-tradeclubs 
and associations, while the works of Mulhall are being extensively circulated 
and quoted all over the country. Senator McDonald is one of the leading men 
of his party, and the two journals mentioned rank among the very best in the 
Republican party. And there is probably not a free-trade — in the land 
that has not echoed and re-echoed the statement. It would preposterous to 
say that they would make such a statement without believing it. 

Now, if the statement is founded on facts I freely acknowledge that the whole 
protection theory is wrong. If it is true that only 18 to 20 per cent. of the value 
of finished wares is labor, while 80 to 82 per cent. is interest and profits, then 
most certainly no protection is needed. The value of steel rails is about $30 

rton. Ifthe labor in that ton is but $6, what do we need protection for? The 


English have to pay $2 to $3 per ton freight to New York, nearly one-half the 
alleged cost of labor, which would be ample protection. The proximity of our 
own manufacturers to our market, their acquaintance with buyers and the pecu- 
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liarities and wants of trade,and the shorter time the capital would have to be 
employed because the wares could be sold quicker, besides the saving in freight, 
would much more than make up for the additional cost of labor here. And if 
the free-traders will in some way make their assertions good, not with empty 
words and meaningless phrases, that the cost of labor of manufactured wares 
is only 20 per cent. of their value, but with actual cash or equivalent, it is per- 
fectly safe to say that every protectionist in the land will at once abandon his 
position in favor of a protective tariff and join the free-trader in favoring a 
tariff for revenue only. But the free-trader will do no such thing. He makes 
the assertion simply because he has not carefully investigated the question, and 
not upon convictions founded upon invincible facts, 

itdoes not need any great profundity to show the absolute fallacy of the as- 
sertion. Take our metallic and textile fabrics. What is the value of metallic 
fabrics before any labor is putonthem? I have already stated that the mate- 
rial in a $20,000 steam engine and a $25,000 printing press can be boughtfor a 
few dollars, say $1 per ton, and not over $50 for material sufficient for both ma- 
chines, before any labor is put on it. A finished farm wagon sells for, say, $6). 
But I can safely agree to furnish the materials for it before any labor is put on 
itfor $1. By thus applying the touchstone of common sense we see that the 
above quoted assertions as tothe amount of labor in manufactures must be very 
wide of the mark; in fact, that they have no foundation whatever. 

But it will be said that they must have some straw upon which to base their 
assertions, that men of sense do not make such reckless statements without 
some foundation. 

The conundrum is easily unraveled. The census of 1830 does state that the 
total value of manufactured articles was $5,370,000,000; that the value of ma- 
terials was $3,397,000,000, and the total amount paid for labor was $948,000,000. 
Here they get the figures that the amount paid for labor is only 18 per cent. of 
the value of the finished goods. But they £ not state that the same census also 
shows that the materials have been counted several times. The manufacture 
of the farm wagon commences when the miner beginsto mine the iron and coal 
and the woodsman to fell the timber. Then comes the iron-ore as finished ware 
from the miner, the pig-iron from the furnaceman, the bar-iron from the roll- 
ing-mill, the steel from the steel-maker, the springs from the spring-maker, the 
bolts from the bolt-maker,and soon. Material is thus counted several times, 
and at each count a large amount of labor is added. 

The material that could be bought for $1 before any labor was put on it costs 
the wagon manufacturer $25 before he touches it toconstruct a wagon. In more 
complicated wares the difference is still more striking. ‘The $3,397,000,000 worth 
of materials were thus not raw materials, but materials that had already gone 
through several processes of manufacture. 

In point of fact, strictly raw materials, that is, materials before any labor has 
gone into them, cost but Jittle. In very many articles the raw materials cost 
nothing, such as brick, lime, cement, pottery, queensware, glassware, etc., While 
it costs but a trifle in all articles made of iron and steel. In the textiles, if we 
deduct what the labor has cost, for instance,to produce wool, we shall find that 
there is but little left. 

A STRONG WITNESS. 

A few years ago the London Times had an exhaustive article on this subject, 
and as to the cost of production in the 100 the Times classified it thus: In 
England 56 per cent. goes to labor, 21 per cent. to capital, and 23 per cent. to 
government. In France 41 per cent. goes to labor, 36 per cent. to capital, and 
23 per cent, to government. In the United States 72 per cent. goes to labor, 28 
per cent, to capital, and 5 per cent. to Government. 

I have no proof that the Times is correct except that, so far as I know, there 
has been no denial of the correctness of the conclusions, Andthey are certainly 
reasonable. We know that taxes are much higher both in England and France, 
We also know that capital, while it commands somewhat higher interest in this 
country, yet itis turned more frequently in manufacturing, because our mar- 
keis are at home, while both England and France must send many of their prod- 
ucts to foreign markets, which requires longer time for returns. They also 
produce a larger proportion of fine wares,which require a longer timeto manu- 
facture. We may, I think, accept as practically true that in this country labor 
gets 72 per cent. of the value of manufactured goods, while capital gets 23 per 
cent. What then becomes of the claim of the free-trader that labor gets but 18 
to 20 per cent.? 

I have dwelt at considerable length on this feature of the case, because it is 
an all-important one. It seems to me that it isconclusively shown that the free- 
trader’s premises being wholly based on fiction, his whole structure crumbles. 
And it follows that it is utterly impossible for this country tocompete with Eu- 
rope in manufacturing without greatly reducing the wages of labor. And this is 
the issue in the campaign. Either to a great extent abandon manufacturing of 
articles of general adaptation and consumption, or greatly reduce the wages of 
labor. And if wages must be reduced in one line of manufacture, it must be in 
all. If it must be reduced for the artisan, it must be for the common workman, 
andin time it mustalso affect the salaries of clerks, salesmen, and professional 
men. None could escape the general leveling process. We would get down to 
the European level. 

The same David A. Wells above quoted wrote an article in 1870 for the Cobden 
(English) Club in which he said it would have been better for Americans if they 
had set fire to the American mills for rolling railroad rails and pensioned ail 
the workmen and brought their rails from England. Here is the opinion of 
this high free-trade authority. And Professor W. G. Sumner, certainly a man 
of much ability, and as free-trade authority second only to Mr. Wells, said, in 
1883, in Cleveland, in a debate with Professor Denslow, that it would be better 
if America would pay the manufacturers of pig-iron 10 per cent. on their capital 
and pay the workmen for lying idle, and buy her iron from foreign countries. 
Here are leading free-trade authorities who carry their doctrines to their legiti- 
mate results. We can see what their views are of American industries, It may 
be that these views have now been somewhat modified. But if so it has been 
brought about by absolute demonstration that the policy of protection has 
brought results wholly unexpected by them. 

It may be asked how men of high ability and learning can seriously promul- 
gate such egregious nonsense, for it certainly deserves no better name. We 
can explain it only as John Quincy Adams explained similar phenomena. He 
said in one of his reports that there is noecrror so absurd that some sublime 
philosopher will not defend it; no invention so stupid, no assertion so foolish 
that it has not been defended by some learned, amiable, and virtuous but be- 
wildered statesman. 

Has not John Quincy Adams stated the case correctly ? 
count for much of this free-trade absurdity ? 

The issues have been fairly joined ; the case is on trial. It may not be decided 
in this campaign. It is possible that another four years of suspense and uncer- 
tainty, even of partial free trade, is in store for us. But the American people 
will get at the question in due course of time, evenif it is not decided next No- 
vember. No political question is settled till itis rightly settled. Lincoln said 
that a part of the people can be fooled all the time, that all the people can be 
fooled a part of the time, but that all the people could not be fooled all the time. 

All the signs of the times, however, point to the settlement,and correct sect- 
tlement, of this question next November. If the free-traders are defeated now, 
they will stay defeated. The question will then never again be made a party 

uestion. Protection sentiment is growing rapidly, especially in the South. 

f the free-traders are defeated in this campaign, not even the ghostof the Mills 
bill will linger in men’s memories, A 
J. A, JOHNSON, 


May we not thus ac- 





















1888. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. HUDD. 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read I recognize as coming from a gentleman 
who is quite distinguished in my State, and who up to a very recent 
period has been quite a distinguished memberof the Republican party 
A few years ago he experienced a change of heart, or thought he did, 
growing out of some irregularities in the Republican party, and he was 
nominated by the Democrats upon their State ticket. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I want to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Oh, stop that interrupting. You do it all the 
time over there. 

Mr. GUENTHER. My colleague [Mr. Hupp] is from Wisconsin, 
and he is always courteous. Will he allow me toask him a question 

Mr. HUDD. Not until I get through. 

Mr. GUENTHER. 
years ago? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object to these interruptions. 
to see some civility on the other side. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I have nothing to do with Minnesota. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Minnesota has something to do with you. 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Chairman, the trouble with our friends upon the 
other side, and particularly with my colleague from Wisconsin, is that 
they are fearful that some of the utterances which have been made by 
the distinguished gentleman whose letter was cited by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will have an effect upon the country, 
and therefore they endeavor to counteract it by this publication of Mr. 
Johnson’s. Mr. Johnson at the time he made those remarks (what- 
ever they may be and wherever they may have been uttered, for I did 
not notice the occasion on which they were made), was probably in 
the state of mind that my colleague, Mr. GUENTHER, was in when the 
question of paying a bounty or subsidy to a certain Pacific mail steam- 
ship line was under discussion in last Congress. Mr. Johnson may 
have come to the conclusion, as did my friend, Mr. GUENTHER, upon 
that occasion, that confession was good for the soul, and I propose now 
to read as a part of my remarks, in order to show how distinguished 
gentlemen like my colleague may change their views, an extract which 
I think he will recognize as his own utterance, and which seems to be 
very appropriate at this time. 
which he made here on the 17th of May, 1886, and which is printed in 
volume 79 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the Forty-ninth Congress. 
He commences by saying, ‘‘confession is good for the soul, and it 
brings forgiveness.’’ [Laughter.] He then proceeds: 

I say, Mr. Chairman, the main charge brought against us as a party was the 
popular belief in the truth of it which has caused the Republican party, in spite 
of the truth of its principles, in spite of its glorious achievements, to find itself to- 
day out of power, were charges just of this character, charges that we had been 
too free with the people’s money; that we had granted too many million dollars 
for subsidies; that we had paid too dearly for what we had received; that we 
had allowed ourselves to be made the victims of scheming corporations; that 
we had been too credulous; that we had been imposed upon too frequently by 
land-grant and subsidy-hunting railroad, canal, and transportation companies ; 
that we had dealt too much in class legislation for the benefit of monopolies 
and millionaires, and that we let the plunderers pull the wool over our eyes 


these were charges that many honest people believed, and the result was our dis- 
charge from power. 


Mr. GUENTHER. 
word. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would not my friend like tostrike out the whole 
extract? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I renew the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under obligation to recognize the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, Iam surprised that my colleague 
from Wisconsin can for a moment think that I said those charges were 
true. I simply said to this House that the Democratic party had iter- 
ated and reiterated such charges for years, and that there were a good 
many honest people in the country who really believed them to be true 
[derisive laughter on the Democratic side], because they had been iter- 
ated and reiterated with genuine Democratic persistency. But, Mr. 





Is not this gentleman a manufacturer ? 
He employs a great many men. 


[ would lik 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Chairman, to-day, after the Democratic party has been in power for a | 


time, those very same people who, under the false pretenses made by 


the Democrats, were induced to vote against the Republican party, have | 


seen the error of their ways and are now coming back to that party. 
[Laughter and jeers on the Democratic side.] This same Mr. John- 
son, from whom I have read an extract, is one of those people, honest- 
minded, always trying to do the best by his country, and he, because 
he believed the charges that were preferred against the Republican 
party by you gentlemen on the other side, went over to the Democratic 
party. He was received by that party with open arms, and two years 
ago they put him on their ticket for treasurer of the State of Wiscon- 
sin; but now, after he has seen what the Democratic party really is, 
after he has discovered the hollowness of their pretenses, he comes back 
to the Republican party, and that is the case with most of the others 
who left the party for a time to join the Democrats. [Jeers on the 
Democratic side. 1 
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The extract which my colleague from Wisconsin sent | 


Did not Mr. Johnson support Cleveland four | 


read I 


Now, if my friend will 








mpossible to make any capital : lect 
upon my Republican 
Mr. HUDD. I heard yo 
plauded every word of i 
Mr. GUENTHER. Well, tl 3 
I trouble. You read garbled « 
charges were preferred you constt ‘ 
true We all know that cl | e 
substantiated, and those es to wl i L eall ea 1 of the 
House and the country were of just t characte " ‘ 
simply made, but never proved. 
Mr. HUDD I will ask my colleague whether of the cl 
not that the Republican party had inted sit t 
|} and whether he did not know that to be tru 
Mr. GUENTHER More land grants to corporations have beet 
by Democratic Congresses than by Republican Congresses 
Mr. HUDD. Then, brother, what did you mean by saying **A1 
est confession is good for the soul \ you making a ( 
now, in order to receive absolution for your sins? 
Mr. GUENTHER. I have no absolution t ceive 
Mr. BLAND. Now let us have a vote 
Mr. KERR addressed the Chair 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 


ment will be considered as withdrawn. 
There was no objection 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the 
last three words. I wish to call attention to the remarks just 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. Hupp}. 


made 


Serious charges are 


| made by him against the Republican party in regard to granting sub 


sidies to railroads. Now, I wish to refer toa 
to railroad companies—to the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad and 
other companies—before the Republican party took control of this Gov- 
ernment; subsidies amounting to over 16,000,000 acres of the best lands 
in the United States, some of them situated in Iowa, in Lllinois, the 


list of subsidies grante d 


| very garden lands of the United States, where railroads would have 
| been built without one dollar of subsidy and without one acre of land- 


He will find it in the report ofa speech | 


The land which has been given by the Republican party for the build 


ing of railroads was land which was not worth 1 cent an acre until those 


| subsidies were granted—land which would not have been inhabited to 


oe 





this day but for the buildingof those roads. But the lands granted by 
the Democratic party embraced more than 16,000,000 acres of the best 
lands in the United States. I take the liberty of inserting in my re- 
marks a list of those grants. 


Subsidies granted previous to 1860. 








Railroads Date. A 

Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad aa : Feb. 9, 1852 1, 05 3 
Illinois Central Railroad — May 15, 1856 1, 235, 490 
Chicago and North Western Railroad ‘ June 3, 1856 i 75 
Cedar Rapids and Missouri River Railroad ‘ May 15, 1856 1, 142, 120 
Winona and St. Peters Railroad Mar. 3, 1857 1, 668, 787 

St. Paul and Sioux City Railroad.. , Mar. 3, 1857 1, 146 
West Wisconsin Railroad seseceeeee JUNE 3, 1856 ad 
North Wisconsin Kailroad nine oud June 3, 1856 $13, 857 
Mississippi and Missouri River Railroad esseeee) May 15, 1856 | 643, 147 
Hannibal and St. Joseph ........ , 5 June 10, 1852 603, 186 
St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railroad Feb. 9, 1553 1, 382, 410 
Western Minnesota Railroad... ° ; peseiieishaivan | Mar. 3, 1857 646, 55s 
St. Pauland Pacific Railroad : Mar. 3,185; 1, 251, 46 
Southwestern Branch of Pacific of Missouri Railroad.) June 10, 1852 728, 443 
Stillwater and St. Paul Railroad ; Mar. 3,185 SO, SOT 
Southern Pacific Railroad stan July 27, 1556 1, 145, 162 
| North Louisiana and Texas Railroad............ weet June 3, 1855 | 3, 221 
Burlington and Missouri River Railroad May 15, 1556 B88, OT 
Total number of acres... : 16, 467, 957 


The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELLiottr] said something 
about the colored men and the position of the Republican party with 
reference to them. Sir, there is a suspicion in the public mind of the 
country that the gentleman from South Carolina has no right to speak 
here for the colored men of his district; but if he has the right to speak 
for any such, he speaks only for the very small portion of the celored 
men of South Carolina who raise rice. The great body of the colored 
people of the South—7,000,000 people, scattered all over the Southern 
States—eat that rice—have it upon their breakfast plates every morn- 
ing; and the gentleman from South Carolina, acting against the interests 
of that great body of people, as well as against the great body of the 
people of the whole country, asks that a tax of 100 per cent. shall be 
continued upon the breakfast table of every colored man in the entire 
South; and you are asked to continue this rate of taxation in spite of 
the fact that it is 60 per cent. more than the average duty upon the 
articles embraced in the tariff schedule at the present time. Is it not 
reasonable, is it not in the interest of a fair tariff, that this tax should 
be brought down to 40 per cent., the average of the schedule ? 

The gentleman from [linois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] asked wheth 
would vote for the bill if this amendment should be made. TT! 
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question was asked in regard to the sugar duty. I ask whether any 
man can stand before the country and refuse to reduce the duty upon 
sugar and upon rice, which the committee leaves in one case 28 per cent. 
and in the other case 60 per cent. higher than the average of duties, and 
excuse himself by the question, ‘‘ Would you vote for the bill if the 
amendment were adopted?’’ I say to you, gentlemen, perfect your 
bill; makeit fair; make it equitable; make it reasonable; make it con- 
form to the sense of justice of the country; and then you will be in a 
position to ask us whether we will vote for it or not, and to hold us 
responsible if we vote against it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now let us havea vote. 

TheCHAiIRMAN. In theabsence of objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] to strike out, in 
line 366, ‘‘ 2 cents’’ and insert ‘‘1 cent.’’ 

The amendment was rejected, there being—ayes 47, noes 70. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 367 and 
368, the words ‘‘one and one-quarter cents’’ and inserting ‘‘three- 
fourths of a cent.’’ I do not wish to occupy time on this amendment. 
I will merely remark that it makes the duty about 50 per cent. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rice-flour, rice-meal, and broken rice which will pass through a sieve known 
confinercially as No. 10 brass-wire sieve, ten meshes to the running inch or one 
hundred meshes to the square inch; the space within the wires shall not exceed 
inlength or width seven hundred and eighty;seven ten thousandths of an inch, 
20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 369 to 375, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

** Rice-flour and rice-meal, 15 per cent, ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the effect of that amendment is 
still further to reduce the rate provided in this bill on rice-flour from 
20 per cent. to 15 percent. Ihave in my hand the report of the United 
States Brewers’ Association, assembled in annual convention at St. Paul 
in May last, and included in that report is a report to that convention 
by Lewis Schade, who signs himself as the attorney ot the United States 

srewers’ Association. From that report I will read a few lines which 
will throw some light on the origin of this paragraph. 


There are two tariff bills before the House, one introduced by Mr. MILis, the 
majority bill, and the other by Mr. RANDALL. Mr, MILuts’s bill is more favor- 
able to your interests. It provides that rice-flour, rice-meal, and broken rice 
that will pass through a sieve, known commercially as No. 10 brass-wire sieve, 
shall pay 20 per cent. ad valorem, which is an improvement on the present rate, 
it being also the same rate contained in Colonel Morrison's tariff bill of last 
Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL’s bill is a step backwards, for it provides that rice-flour, rice- 
meal, and broken rice that will pass through a sieve, known commercially as 
a No. 12 wire sieve, shall pay one-half of 1 per cent. per pound. 

A reduction of the duty on corks was frustrated by the cork manufacturers, 
who appeared here in great force. In every other respect your wishes were 
complied with in the Mills bill. 

Comment is unnecessary, and I will make none. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

‘The question recurred on Mr. MeMILLIN’s amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paddy, or rice having the outer hull on, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last word. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] stated in the remarks submitted 
by him this morning that the Republican party is in favor of maintain- 
ing the present rate of taxes and opposed to reducing it because we will 
not take the Mills bill whole. In other words, he assumes that we are 
opposed to any prescription for the patient because we will not take the 
particular remedy that he prescribed to us. The difficulty with the 
gentleman’s prescription is that it contains more poison than good, honest 
medicine. The remedy is a good deal worse than the disease. It is 
calculated to physic to death the industries of certain Northern States, 
and at the same time to pamper and fatten the favorite industries of 
the South. 

Look at it, Mr. Chairman, fora moment. While you place nearly 
all the products of the farmers of Maine on the free-list, you put the 
duty on rice at 100 per cent. Where is the justice in that? Tell me 
why the farmers in my own State should have their products placed 
on the free-list and be placed in direct competition with the products 
of the people who live over the line in Canada, just along side of them, 
while the farmers of the South who are engaged in rice-cnlture are pro- 
tected by a duty of 100 per cent.? I should like that some of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House would point out to me the jus- 
tice of such a proposition. 

On the other hand, Mr. Chairman, the position needs only to be 
stated to have its injustice at once seen. Its partisan unfairness and 
sectionalism are so bold and patent that no one but a Democratic free- 
trader would have the effrontery to defend it, and yet the gentleman 
from Illinois presents us this proposition of brazen injustice, and be- 
cause we will not adopt it accuses us of not favoring the reduction of 
taxation. It is his method of reduction of taxation that we object to. 
His bill is a blow at great industries of one section of the country and 
a very careful protection of the industries of the other. It gives the 
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most radical protection by this bill, with the highest rate of duties to 
the farm products of South Carolina, Florida, and Georgia, and free 
trade in nearly all the products of the North. One hundred per cent. 
protection for the rice-grower of the South, and all the farm products of 
Maine put on the free-list! Is not that a fine dose for the industries 
and labor of my own section, and then to say we oppose reduction en- 
tirely because we refuse to swallow that dose. Why, it is as absurd 
as the Mills bill itself, and that is saying enough of it. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

By unanimous consent the pro forma amendments were withdrawr. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentlenian who has just taken his seat has volun- 
teered the remark that this item of the bill was intended to favor and 
did as a matter of fact favor the Southern farmer. It is perfectly pat- 
ent that assertion is not borne out by the facts and is wholly and en- 
tirely gratuitous. The bill now under consideration does propose, as 
is admitted on all sides, a substantial reduction of the present duty on 
rice. 

The protection which the rice farmers enjoy to-day was given to them 
under an act passed by a Republican Congress. I do not believe that 
any man will insjst fora moment that the Republican party at that 
time had or at any time since has had any especial good feeling for the 
farmers of the South, or that they would have conferred upon them this 
favor if it had not been required by the fitness of things and if it could, 
with any show of justice, have been withheld from them. The fact 
that they accorded it to them is therefore conclusive evidence that they 
were eminently entitled to it. If there be any industry in this coun- 
try that does need protection, and within the revenue limit and regu- 
lated by the revenue principle there are many, it is this particular in- 
dustry of rice cultivation in the South. Gentlemen have undertaken 
to compare the profits made in this industry with the profits made in 
the cultivation of wheat and other grains. 

The comparison thus presented is unworthy of gentlemen on the 
other side, and shows that they do not understand the facts connected 
with the cultivation of rice as compared to wheat or corn. Everybody 
who knows anything about the cultivation of rice knows that at least 
twice as much labor is required to produce that article and prepare it 
for market as to produce wheat or corn or perhaps any other grain, and 
for this reason the profits of rice-farming are not so great as wheat- 
raising in the West, neither is the latter subject to foreign competition 
as the former is. The gentleman from South Carolina [| Mr. ELttorr] 
said, and I repeat it now, that the protection against foreign competition 
afforded by this bill to the article of rice will inure largely to the bene- 
fit of the colored laborers of the South, in whom the Republican party 
profess such interest, but whom I have noticed since I came here that 
party always desert when the pinch comes. 

We do not cultivate rice there upon the principle that grain is culti- 
vated in the West. We cultivate it upon what is known as the ‘‘ ten- 
ant system.’’ The largest part of the rice lands in my district are cul- 
tivated upon this plan, nearly always by poor men, both white and 
black, who pay the owners of the lands for rent a fixed portion of the 
crop, the balance of which they keep themselves for their labor. Thus 
is presented the fairest system of the divisicn of the proiits of the prod- 
uct between the land-owner and the laborer that can be devised. The 
profits, however, either to the landlord or to the laborer, are very small, 
Neither the landlords or laborers get rich, nor do we here behold those 
sudden accumulations of fabulous wealth which have come to the own- 
ers of many of our Northern protected industries. What little profit 
there is, whether it comes from protection or otherwise, we divide fairly 
between the tenant and the land-owner. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand the gentleman to say that the rice 
culture in the South or in his State is carried on largely by independ- 
ent colored Jabor. Now, will he state what part of the proceeds of the 
land goes to ihe tenant and what part is retained by the landlord for 
rent ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The landlord receives one-third of the proceeds, 
the tenant two-thirds. 

Mr. WARNER. That isexactly what the landlord receives for lands 
used in the culture of grain on the same principle in the West. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is true, I presume; it is also the case in re- 
gard to corn raised in my own State, and I presume is generally the 
custom. 

Gentlemen have said that on an average 60 bushels of rice were pro- 
duced upon an acre of land inthe South. That may be true in certain 
parts of the South. No doubt it may be true in regard to certain parts 
of the rice lands of South Carolina. But in my district, where they 
raise upland or highland rice exclusively, and I am informed by my 
colleague [Mr. McCLAMMy ], in whose district rice isa leading product, 
that in his district also 20 bushels an acre is considered a large yield. 
I know in some sections of my district where they engaged a few years 
ago quite extensively in the production of rice this industry has been 
abandoned and they have gone back to the culture of corn, which is 
regarded as one of the least profitable crops we raise, these lands being 
in the main unsuited to the growth of cotton. 
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to-day. I have already spoken of the large increase in the importa- 
tion of these gums, which go directly to fill the place that would be 
supplied by the manufacturers in this country. We have been manu- 
facturing the gums or dextrines in the United States until within a 
year or two. I went before the Ways and Means Committee in 1884 
on this subject and endeavored to get an increase in the duty on dex- 
trine, because it was believed and stated that unless the duty were 
raised to a rate commensurate with that on other articles it would be 
disastrous to the dextrine factories in this country. 

\t that time we were manufacturing quite a large amount of dex- 
trine and gum in Rhode Island and other States, but under the opera- 
tion of the tariff those mills have been closed, and my information is 
that now there is not a pound of these gums manufactured in the United 
States, notwithstanding the fact that we have abundant facilities for 
growing the potatoes and that the manufacture would afford profitable 
employment to our own people. But the inequality of the tariff as it 
exists now, and as it is proposed to be perpetuated by this bill, is such 
that the foreign manufacturer of dextrine is enabled to put his goods on 
our market at a rate with which it is absolutely impossible for us to 
compete. At the present rate of consumption I assume that by saving 
for ourselves the manufacture of these substances we would give our 
farmers a home market for from three-fourths of a million to a million 
bushels of potatoes every year—a very important item. But the point 
to which I particularly desire to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side is this: Irrespective of the tariff upon potatoes or on their 
products, in view of the fact that we have placed and are perpetuating 
a duty of 15 cents a bushel on potatoes as they are dug from the 
field, we ought not to permit this highly-advanced product of potatoes 
to come in at a rate of duty only about one-third as much as the rate 
levied on the potatoes themselves. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the present rate of duty on dex- 
trine, burnt starch, gum substitute, etc., the articles mentioned in 
this paragraph, is 31.59 per cent., or 1 cent per pound. The duty on 
starch under the existing law is 2 cents a pound. The committee re- 
alized that that was an unreasonable discrimination against the higher 
product and they therefore lowered the duty on starch to 1 cent a 
pound. The effect of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] would be to increase the duty on dextrine, 
burnt starch, etc., to arate above 94 per cent., and if the importation 
under that duty kept simply at what it is now, instead of making a 
diminution of revenue by this provision of the bill, there would be an 
increase of more than $160,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I state very frankly that my object is not to in- 
crease the revenue, but is to prevent importation and to stimulate 
production at home. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Your object, then, is to make a prohibitory and 
exclusive duty upon this commodity ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thank thegentleman for hiscandor. Mr. Chair- 
man, I insist that upon substances so essential as these are in manu- 
factures this House would not be justified in putting a duty of 94 per 
cent, in order to make it prohibitory. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Inamoment. The gen%eman butafew minutes 
ago was joining with his friends on that side of the House—not by 
word of mouth, I believe, but in action—against the rate that was pro- 
posed to be levied on rice, one part of which was only fifty and odd 
per cent. Yet now he turns around and says that we ought to raise 
this duty on these articles from 31 per cent. to 94 per cent.! Now, I in- 
sist that that should not be done. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to make myself understood in regard to 
the ‘‘ prohibitory’’ question, because that is an expression that is easily 
misunderstood. When I said that my design was to make this duty 
prohibitory, I meant to make it prohibitory against the competition of 
a product which comes in as a result of underpaid foreign labor; I 
meant to make it prohibitory up to the point where importations of 
these articles shali come in fair competition with articles produced in 
this country by labor paid at remunerative rates. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not my friend believe that the rate he has 
proposed, 3 cents a pound, would be not merely compensation suffi- 
cient for the difference in wages but would be absolutely prohibitory ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, that is the fact. It certainly would be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I believe it would have the effect of enabling the 
American farmer to produce potatoes and the American manufacturer 
to produce dextrine at a profit. It would enable them to pay the farm 
hands engaged in raising the potatoes and the laborers employed in the 
manufacture the rates of wages that we desire to have prevail in this 
country, and would prevent them from being brought in competition, 
as they are to-day, with the underpaid labor of Europe. That is the 
object of our tariff, and that is the object I have in view in offering this 
amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The rate in the bill, 1 cent a pound, is the very 
rate which the gentleman’s own party fixed by the tariff of 1883. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I admit that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is not a reduction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I admit that. 
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Mr.McMILLIN. Weare proposing to let the duty stand where it has 
been under the existing tariff, and if there is any complaint to be made 
about wages having been lowered or manufactures having been injured 
or destroyed, the gentleman must complain of his own party. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] must recognize the fact that this bill proposes to remedy the 
defects of the existing law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does wherever it can do so; butit is not possi- 
ble to remedy every defect that is found in the law. We have reduced 
the rate of duty on starch to 1 cent, which is the rate on dextrine. We 
have destroyed that inequality. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thedebate on the pending amendment has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last word. I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to the 
fact that under the existing law, which the Mills bill does not propose 
to disturb in this respect, the duty on potatoes is fixed at 15 cents per 
bushel, and unless you adopt my amendment, or some other amend- 
ment increasing the duty on*dextrine and gum substitute, you will 
permit the advanced product of potatoes to come in ata rate only about 
one-third as high as that which is levied on the potatoes themselves, the 
duty on potatoes being 15 cents per bushel, and the duty on dextrine 
and gum substitute being 54 cents. Now, that certainly can not be 
advisable. It certainly is not businesslike. Either the duty on po- 
tatoes is too high or the duty on the manufactured article is too low. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If potatoes were used only for the production of 
this article then there might be some force in the argument of the gen- 
tleman; but he must remember that this is one of the least uses to which 
potatoes are applied. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iunderstand that to be the fact; but at the same 
time the ge ntleman must recognize that the stimulation of the potato 
starch industry has a direct stimulating effect upon the devoting of land 
area to the cultivation of potatoes, and to that extent tends to a cheap- 
ening of this product. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
of duty on potatoes, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iamnot; I am complaining that the duty on the 
product of potatoes is not so high as it ought to be. Let me call the 
gentleman’s attention to this fact, that under the present bill the duty 
on potato-starch is put at 1 cent per pound; yet it is understood and 
admitted that it takes on the average a pound and a half of starch to 
make a pound of dextrine; and the duty you propose on dextrine is only 
the same that you propose on starch. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But we correct the existing evil to the extent of 
one-half. Wedid not go below 1 cent, but did bring down the duty to 
the extent of one-half of the difference that originally existed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The trouble is that the correction is made in the 
interest of the foreign producer, not in the interest of the American 
farmer. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It would seem impossible to satisfy my friend. 
He complains that the duty on starch is too great as compared with 
the duty on dextrine; yet, when we attempt to make a reduction he 
says we are operating in the interest of the foreign producer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly I do; and this bill shows that Iam 
correct. Here is an inequality of duty between a crude article and its 
manufactured product, both being articles which can be produced in 
the United States profitably with proper protection; and yet, when the 
attention of the House is called to this matter the Democratic side, 
instead of removing the evil by putting up the duty on the article on 
which the duty is too low, attempts to remedy it by cutting down the 
duty upon the article on which the duty is low enongh already. Ido 
not think such legislation is in the interest of the American farmer or 
of the American people. I believe it would be better for our people if 
we could raise in this country every bushel of potatoes required for the 
manufacture of the starch or gums or other substances which go intu 
the multiform manufactures carried on in this country. It is the duty 
of the American Congress to adjust duties in the interest of the Amer- 
ican farmer, and not in the interest of the German or the English 
farmer. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
WARNER] insists upon making a comparison between the profits made 
by the Southern rice-planter and those of the Western wheat and corn 
grower. I think the gentleman does not take into consideration the 
fact that the two systems of farming are essentially different. I know 
myself but little about the yield of the Western corn and wheat lands; 
but I am informed by a gentleman who lives in that section, who 
comes, I believe, from the State of Ohio, that in his State it is not an 
unusual thing for an acre of corn to yield 30, 40, and sometimes as high 
as 60 bushels. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL], who sits 
behind me, says that where he lives the yield is sometimes 75 to 100 
bushels per acre. 

Mr. WARNER. Is there-any gentleman on this floor from the State 
of Ohio who will say that the average yield of corn in that State is 
more than 40 bushels an acre? I do not think there is. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say the average. 

The gentleman insists that this is a tax for the benefit of the land- 
owners of the South, and that it inures chiefly to the benefit of a par- 
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the cost of cultivating an acre of rice upon plantations of this charac- 
ter is estimated at not less than from $25 to $30. 

The great difference between this industry and all others lies in the 
fact that improved machinery can not be employed to any extent in it; 
and this brings about a sharp competition between the class of labor 
that is employed in the South upon it, the colored labor, and the labor 
producing the foreign rice, which receives as compensation an average 
of from 50 cents a month, not a day, but from 50 cents a month to 6, 
7, or 10 cents a day. And that is the labor you wish to make the 
colored labor of the South come in sharp competition with. As I have 
said, you can not employ machinery. Improved machinery is of no 
possible use there. It is pretty much all labor and labor in its most 
primitive form. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Do you not cover in that statement not only the cost 
of the irrigating ditches, but the labor as well? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. No, of course not. The ditches are dug at the 
outset. The plantations then have to be kept up and repairs made, 
and ordinary repairs are included in this cost. 

Mr. HOLMES. Now please state what it costs here by way of labor 
to produce rice by the barrel, bushel, or acre, so that we may have an 
opportunity of comparing it with the low-waged product to which you 
have referred. This labor is very cheap abroad, as the gentleman 
states. Now let us know what it is at home. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman may be extended. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Then let ussee if we can not arrive atsome under- 
standing as toe the time when the debate shall close. I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate be closed in five minutes on the pending amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment, 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
ments thereto. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask that it be fixed at ten minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will accept that. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
South Carolina for five minutes longer. 

Mr. HOLMES. What Iwas about to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina was to give the labor cost in his State in raising rice. Hehas 
stated the cheap character of the labor abroad producing the imported 
rice. Now, whatis it paid here? Whatdo the colored men of the 
South who labor in the rice-fields receive, and what is the cost per 
bushel, per acre, or per barrel? These are facts that will be interest- 
ing to the committee. What do they get per day or per month? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. ‘Thereis no rate per day or month in this industry. 
It is not employed on that basis, but it is altogether task labor. So 
much is paid for so much work. The work may be completed at any 
period during the day, 12, 1, or 2 o’clock, according to the skill of the 
workman and the character of work. 

All the statistics that have been given relative to the cost of labor in 
the rice industry in South Carolina are utterly misleading. Ordinarily 
no men are employed by the day and none by the month. It is in the 
power of the laborer to make such pay as he chooses, according to the 
amount of work hedoes. So far as cutting rice is concerned, it has to 
be done with an old-fashioned reaping-hook, not with improved ma- 
chinery. It must be all cut by hand, and must frequently be taken 
out of the field upon the head of the laborer. The price for reaping 
is $1 per acre, showing an enormous increase in the cost of reaping an 
acre of rice over what it would cost to reap an acre of wheat. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it not true that the average pay ot 
laborers engaged in the culture of rice is less than 50 cents per day; 
and is it not also true that, as a rule, they are paid in store orders and 
not in cash? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Not at all, asa rule. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then the gentleman has not been in- 
formed correctly 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Itisnottrue. Iwill undertake to say that nowhere 
in the world is there a better feeling existing between employers and 
their laborers than those engaged in the rice industry in South Carolina. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. What are they paid per day? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Thecultivation has diminished at least 50 per cent. 
and has thrown out of employment a great number of laborers. If it 
were not for the kindly feeling existing between the employers and the 


The pending amendment is a formal amend- 


I mean the pending paragraph and all amend- 


employ¢sin that section of country, and the care the rice planters have | 


for their laborers, it would be impossible for the colored race to exist 
without verging upon starvation. I will explain further. The inva- 
riable custom is that on these plantations laborers have their houses 
tree of rent; they have as much land as they care to cultivate free of 
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rent, and fuel and everything of that sort free; they are charged for 
nothing. The only condition of these favors is that whenever their 
labor is required they shall give it at the usual price for that character 
of work in cash. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
tion? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr.SPOONER. I want to inquire if you are in favor of protection ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. As an original proposition I would not set out to 
protect any industry merely for protection; but we find this condition 
attaching to this and other industries, and the question is how much 
to reduce the duties and thereby diminish the revenues. [Derisive 
laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the condition which confronts you? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. We have cut down the duty on rice 18 per 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Certainly. 


| cent.; more than twice as much as the general cut on dutiable articles. 








Mr. HOLMES. IfI understand the gentleman, he can not tell what 
it costs to raise an acre of rice. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. CertainlyIcan. Itcosts from twenty-five to thirty 
dollars an acre. Here is another difference. When you produce your 
wheat the farmer gathers the wheat and isdone with it. Whatisdone 
with rice? It has to be prepared for market by being sent to mill to 
be pounded and put in barrels, all of which is charged to the planter; 
then it is put upon the market. 

I state upon my personal knowledge that after the planter has run 
all the risks of that cultivation, furnished the land and the capital, 
risked the gales and freshets, after the rice has been thrashed by ma- 
chinery, more or less expensive, and is loaded for transportation to the 
mill, the cost from that time until it is sold is frequently 20 per cent. 
of the gross proceeds of the shipment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do not all of the expensive conditions of pro- 
ducing rice which you state apply to the production of foreign rice 
with which you compete? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Notatall. As I understand it, they are not sub- 
ject to the great risk of absolute annihilation—not injury, but annihi- 
lation in a single night—of an entire crop and almost the ruin of a plan- 
tation worth $40,000. Instances have been known where an equinoctial 
gale has so wrecked such a plantation that it had to be sacrificed for 
five or six thousand dollars. 

I have spoken of the abandonment of many valuable plantations be- 
cause the industry is not remunerative. When this occurs it must be 
borne in mind that, in consequence of the artificial character of the 
plantations, dams, trenches, and floodgates, the value of the property 
1s scon entirely destroyed and the land lapses back into its original 
valueless condition. Nor has any other crop yet been found that can 
be cultivated on these lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask to append a table of prices. 


Lowest and highest price of rice per 100 pounds in each year in the Neu 
York market from 1825 to 1886, inclusive. 


7 [American Almanac for 1838.] 





Lowest. Highest. 

















Year. Year, | Lowest. | Highest. 
| i 
a | $3.62 $4.87 
2.00 | oe ioc cena aia 3.25 5.37 
2.50 io... 2.75 | 3.75 
2.50 RIE BID ovidasccvensinveccel 3.00 4.50 
2.50 3.75 || 1860......000.. 3.00 4. 62 
2.00 3.50 |] 186]........000. 3.00 7.25 
2.50 | SE Ae eiigsesborsteaukiien 6. 62 7.75 
2.75 | BO WA ov ciaccdsscscivtoosices 3.7 8.50 
2.75 BB AN isi xckcnsicooil 7.00 15, 50 
2.25 3.62 |] 1865........... 9.75 14. 00 
2.75 4.50 |! 1866... 11.50 15. 25 
3.00 4.25 || 1867... 8.50 12.50 
3.12 5.00 || 1868. 8.25 11.25 
3.25 | 5.37 || 1869.. 7.25 10, 00 
3.00 | 5.06 || 1870.. 5.50 9.50 
2.75 | 4.00 || 1871........ 6.7: 9.75 
2.87 | 4.12 || 1872........ 7.50 9.50 
2.00 | BO I icc cet 7.00 9.50 
1.87 RI i iccanccnstvnecnes 6.75 10.00 
2.25 3.62 || 1875........ 6.50 8.50 
2.62 6:06 8 FOR veiceencntdeenesies 5.00 7.50 
2.87 4.50 || 1877.....00 5.00 7.00 
8.25 I SN WIR is sevcccacesseccocbes 5.50 8.00 
7.75 UG BIN eis wsiccoueeee 5.50 7.25 
2.25 | A ID ciseecsitrtonisions 5.50 8.00 
2.25 3.87 || 1881........ 5.00 7,75 
ce) eee 5.25 8.50 
2.75 | C00 Bi accticticdescnt 4.00 7.25 
3.37 4.50 || 1884 4.50 6.50 
4.12 | 4.62 || 1885 3.25 5.38 
2. 50 | 5.8 1886 3.00 5. 00 


- 





Mr. EZRA Lb. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber ought not to be surprised at the attitude which 
gentlemen on this side take on this question, although they seem to be. 
While we are all protectionists and believein protecting all of the prod- 
ucts, North and South, East and West, that need protection, we still 
are not such extreme protectionists as not to find in some cases the pos- 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, the answer may be made to this that w a 
necessity of all the people. I have heard that over and ove1 
30 itis; but it is not more@eedful than food. There is 
the other side of the House who can give a good reason for pr 
ugar and rice which is not an equally good reason in my m 
favor of protecting wool, and I defy any man to undertake it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has t ent t lebate on 
expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the pending } 
amendments thereto is now closed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As most of the ten minutes seem to h b 
occupied in discussing something not very germane to t I 
amendment, I hope I may be permitted to close the 1 t 
question by asking the members of the Ways and Means ¢ Lit 
as a matter of justice and logic and good sense, to correct the error in 





this case, as they corrected the error into which they found 


fallen in regard to glue. They replaced the duty on glue. I ask that 








my amendment, which will be a proper and relative proportion of du- 
ties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have no authority to accept the gentleman 
proposition. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 


ments thereto is now closed. [Cries of 
be no objection, the formal amendment 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment « 





the gentleman from Maine; which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 377 insert: 
**Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute or British gum, 3 cents per 


The amendment was rejected; there being—ayes 56, noes 77 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Raisins, 1} cents per pound, 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to amend the line just read by striki 
out ‘‘one and one-half’’ and inserting 
on raisins 2 cents per pound. Mr. Chairman, the rate of duty up 


two,’’ so as to make the d 





raisins under the existing law is 2 cents a pound; this bill proposes t 


attention to the fact that raisin production, commercially, is « 
paratively recent origin in the State of California. Three years a 


reduce it to 1} cents. In submitting my amendment I desire to « 


20 pounds each. Last year we produced about 800,000 boxe ry 


t 
year there are in the State of California about 15,000 acres d t 
the cultivation of raisin grapes. The season having been f bl 





there is a larger act thanever before. Those 15,000 acres « 
grapes will, itisestimated, produce probably a million and a half ce 


now unanimously consent to put the duty on potato-starch back 


to 2 cents a pound, and fix the duty on gum substitute as proposed in 
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raisins, sir. I hold in my hand a wholesale price-list of raisins, which 
I obtained from one of the grocery stores of this town, which shows | 
that the wholesale price ranges from 7 cents a pound to 40 cents a | 
pound. I will insert here a table giving the prices. It is as follows: | 
| 
| 


Raisins. 













Finest Dehesa layers, 6 crowns, 22-pound boxes ..... . sibs eriataiiiliaiiaiaiieadiiam aati $8.00 
Finest Dehesa layers, 5 crowns, 22-pound boxes .... 7.50 
One-fourth box, finest Dehesa layers, 6 crowns....... 2.25 
One-fourth box, finest Dehesa layers, 5 Crowns... ........ccccceccescsescseessosecsesees 2.10 
One-fourth box, finest Dehesa layers, 4 CrOWNDS...........s:00.csceeseeeeeee 1.90 | 
LODGOR IAVERG, ...cccccssececs ceccests 3. 25 
London layers, flat, balf box 1.70 | 
London layers, flat, quarter box.. basis .90 | 
Loose Muscatels, 5 crown, 22-pound boxes..............+. 3.50 | 
Loose Muscatels, 4 crown, 22-pound boxes.............. pesconenenniepeabaceey «aI TT 
Loose Muscatels, 3 crown, 22-pound boxes................ 2.75 | 
Loose Muscatels, 2 crown, 22-pound boxes... 2.00 | 
Ondara, Layers, fAinest............ccccccssseesersscecee 08 
Ps SNES scschimddeantnsaanresiciiinigipiamiatioentiamansiateadaesbins satunedtiees 07 | 
Sultanas, finest eguenpessiawctenebetbohd guotsabeonedaaidideaebbabetieetinwheeeves mes an 12 | 
SRRRRAD, OGG GAIT oe sinsetctcnients tatisdneaniciniioteninenteaeattitbuieipen eemesenieneneeagel 09 
California raisins. 
Lonse Muscatels, 3 crown, 20-pound DOXESD...........cccsccsesseeses cence sesersscescceevesess 2. 25 
Loose Muscatels,2 crown, 20-pound boxes 1.60 
London Layers, 3 crown, 20-pound boxes 2.90 


The import value of the raisins at the custom-house is 5} cents a 
pound, Now, raisins worth 40 cents a pound, and surely they are lux- 
uries, under the principles of this bill and under the principles as- 
serted by everybody, ought to beara higher duty. A higher tariff tax, 
if it be a tax, than 2 cents should be imposed even for the privilege of 
the market if not to secure protection to a home industry. 

The raisin production of California is very great. Attention has 
been called to it by my colleague [Mr. VANDEVER], butI desire to show 
how it has increased 1n the last few years. In1873 it amounted to but 
6,000 boxes, while in 1887 it was 800,000 boxes. Sixteen million 
pounds of raisins was the product of the last year, equal to 58,000,000 
pounds of fresh grapes. 

This year it is estimated that we will produce 1,500,000 boxes of 
raisins, or 30,000,000 pounds, consuming in their manufacture at least 
105,000,000 pounds of fresh Muscat grapes. But that is not all. Con- 
nected with this industry there are other industries, and these also wil! 
be injuriously affected by the reduction of the duty. 

Now, I will ask the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee, 
I ask my colleague [Mr. Bracs] who sits before me, whom I know 
believes every word I utter, why not restore this duty to 2 cents ? 
Why is not this a ‘‘condition’’ as in other cases there are ‘‘ condi- 
tions?’’ But I urge nothing of that sort now, Mr. Chairman. I wish 
to urge upon the Democrats of this House the concession of half a cent. 
If I dared to talk politics to them, Mr. Chairman, I would say more | 
Democrats than Republicans are interested. I do not mean to say | 
those Democrats will leave their party on account of the bill or stay 
in it on account of the amendment; but they would have kinder feel- 
ings for their party and better hope for the party if the amendment 
should be adopted. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from California has 


expired. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. The question is | 





on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from California, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word. 

I will state, Mr. Chairman, that the committee that formulated this 
bill and have undertaken to strike out half a cent a pound on raisins 
have not been very consistent when they come to consider the differ- 
ence in the price of raisins and rice to which they have added 100 per 
cent. You must remember the average price of raisins in this country 
is 10 cents a pound, The duty of 1} cents a pound on raisins makes 
15 per cent. protection. You have on the one side raisins and on the 
other side you have rice, which you raise in the South. On that we 
have supported the duty and are willing to stand by the duty of 2 cents 
per pound. That makes 100 per cent. you have on rice which you 
raise in the South. Now you are going to begrudge the people in Cal- 
ifornia the paltry sum of 15 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is incorrect as 
to the piice of South Carolina rice. He is referring to foreign rive. 
The price of Louisiana and South Carolina rice is 5 and 6 cents a 
pound. That is the price in London. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Let me tell the gentleman from Arkansas 
that if that imported rice came in free the South Carolina rice would 
sell at the very same price it does. I am a dealer in rice, and have 
dealt in it for twenty years. I knowall about it. It will not bring a 
quarter of a cent more in the open market to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We export a considerable 
amount of rice abroad, and that rice sells in the London market at not 
less than 5 cents a pound. Those are the official facts. If the gentle- 
man can furnish any information 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. You may have some little dainty articles 
fitted up for some of the nabobs in London, but the people of this coun- 





ee 


try are not that kind. They are satisfied with the plain domestic rice. 
‘The Chinese rice has no foothold in thiscountry. It is the East India 
rice that it comes in competition with. 

We have given them 100 per cent. on rice, and now they offer us 15 
per cent. on raisins. The raisin industry isa new industry. It has 
sprung up within the last five years. Five years ago you could find 
nothing of it, but now you findit. There is hardly a store in the 
Western States but what sells these California raisins. If this industry 
is left to itself and protected as it should be, the time will come when 


| foreign raisins will be driven out of the market and California will 


supply our whole country with raisins. 
But if this duty is reduced every year or two, as you propose to do, 
the result will be that less and less raisins will be raised, and the mar- 


| ket will be left open for foreign products to come in. 


Our friends on the other side contend that the reason they want to 
protect rice and the reason they want to protect sugar is because these 
products come into competition with the pauper labor of India and 
other countries. That is true. They are right in that respect, and 
that is just what we claim for all the other industries in the North. 
They want to put lumber on the free-list. Some one said it is true they 
want to put lumber on the free-list, although lumber is a product ot! 
the South. But that lumber does not come into competition with the 
lumber of the North. The whole country from the East to California 
on the border-line of Canada will be affected for two or three hundred 
miles into the interior by the reduction of lumber, while the South, 
Tennessee and Georgia, will feel no affect of it whatever. Why? Be- 
cause the freight is so heavy on lumber that they can not ship it into 
the interior without the transportation costing more than the difference 
of the duty. 

Therefore you gentlemen in the South can well afford to say ‘‘ we 
have put lumber on the free-list,’? because putting it on the free-list 
will never affect you, but it will affect us up in the North; and so it 
is with salt, and so with other industries. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, before I begin my remarks I want to 
make an inquiry. I understand that the question under discussion is 
raisins. Am I correct in that? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending paragraph. 

Mr. BIGGS. Well, sir, I was somewhat surprised when my distin- 
guished friend from Indiana [Mr. WHIT®], in discussing this para- 
graph, went back to the rice question. I rise here not for the purpose 
of discussing the rice question, or the lumber question, or the salt ques- 
tion, because all those have been disposed of. I rise for the express pur- 
pose of saying a few words on the raisin question. The distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana rose to make some remarks in favor of restor- 
ing the duty on raisins to 2 cents a pound, but he forgot his subject 
and went back to lumber and rice, and even to the question of free 
salt. I do not think there was any force in what he said, but I sup- 
pose that, for courtesy’s sake, I must admit it was an argument. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of protecting every infant industry in 
this country. I stand here and say that I am in favor of protecting 
the raisins and everything that we produce, not only on the Pacific 
Slope, but throughout the entire length and breadth of this country. 

Yes, sir; I want raisins protected; I want all the protection I can 
have for them and for our other industries; but, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen, I say without fear of successful contradiction that raisins 
are as well protected under this new bill as they were under the old, 
and now I propose to produce the proof. The duty under the old law 
was 2 cents a pound. Under that law there was a damage allowance 
of 10 per cent. on the invoice price if any case or box was damaged in 
the least. Under this bill there is nodamage whatever allowed. The 
raisin industry is one of the great industries, not only of the Pacilic 
slage, but of the whole United States, and it ought to be properly pro- 
tected; but I say that under the 10 per cent. damage provision of the 
existing law the duty was reduced to about the rate at which it stands 
in this bill, and leaving that damage provision out of the bill practi- 
cally restores the duty to what it is under the existing law. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. BIGGS. With pleasure. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Who pays the damage? 

Mr. BIGGS. The shipper or the importer pays the damage, not the 
consumer, Itis paid into the Federal Treasury as revenue collected 
by the people. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then how does the present bill affect the ques- 
tion of damage? 

Mr. BIGGS. There is no damage allowed under this bill, and I say 
that that change will make the duty on raisins the same as it is now, 
2 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do you want this bill passed ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes, sir. We want all the protection we can get on 
every industry in California. I tell you that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will you not give us a little in Ohio, on wool? 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes: I will give it to you if you can get it. [Laugh- 
ter.] But I am not discussing the wool question now, or thesalt ques- 
tion, or the rice question; I am discussing raisins. My colécague [ Mr. 
McKENNA] made a very correct statement of the number of boxes 
shipped, and of -vhat we propose to ship in the future, and I tell you 
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that we propose to supply not only the United States, but we expect 


~~ 


that ins de o! 
parts ot the world where they want a choice quality of raisins 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MORROW. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask the gentleman to yield whi! 
quest that all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be 
limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not feel that I have any control o 
ter, but so far as I am concerned I shall not occupy more than five 
minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
ing paragraph and amendments be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. FELTON. I object. 

Mr. MORROW. Say fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I accept the gentleman’s suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is made that the debate be limited 
to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I object. 
lowed on other questions. We now have before us one of vital inter- 
est to our State. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What time does the gentleman desire? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [ Mr. BraaGs] has given 
to this bill a character that I had not before heard attributed to it 
that it is a bill forthe protection of the industries of thiscountry. My 
impression, from the discussion I have heard on the other side of the 
House, was that the purpose was to reduce the duties upon the various 
items mentioned in the bill; and in accordance with that principle | 
understand it is the purpose toreduce the tariff on the article of raisins. 
It has been said over and over again that it was proposed to reduce the 
tariff in order that the consumer of the various articles on which the 
duty falls might obtain them at a cheaper rate. I do not know that 
such would be theresult; Idoubtit. But that has been the argument 
presented in support of the bill. Now, I understand from the state- 
ment of my colleague [Mr. Biaas] that the reduction of the rate of 
duty is for the purpose of securing greater protection. This is not the 
purpose of the bill, as I understand it, and it will not so affect our in- 
dustries, in my judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that upon this article of raisins the 
other side of the House can very properly vote with us for the amend 
ment proposed by my colleague [Mr. VANDEVER] to make the duty 2 
cents a pound, the same as it stands in the existing law; and for this 
reason; the production of grapes for raisins, as stated by my colleague, 
is a new industry in this country. It is one in which a large amount 
of capital has been invested. It is an industry requiring time for de- 
velopment. The growth of a vineyard producing grapes for raisins re- 
quires two, three, four, and in some cases perhaps five years. During 
this time the vineyardist, of course, has no income; hence, almost inevi- 
tably, before his vineyard makes any return he becomes indebted to his 
banker or to his friends for money with which to carry on his enter- 
prise. In this way many of the vineyardists of California are now more 
or less in debt, and will so continue until their enterprise is fully estab- 
lished and returns secured. 

Now, if you reduce this duty half a cent per pound at this critical 
period what must be the result? The vineyardist, who has been bor- 
rowing money to carry him along till the time when the business will 
produce an income, will be informed by his banker that he can have 
no more money, because this bill will destroy the small margin of profit 
which he would otherwise receive on his production. I am afraid seri- 
ous loss will be the result of this action now. 

We have just had under discussion the duty on rice. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House have explained why a protective rate of duty 
should be continued on the rice industry of the South equivalent to 
more than 100 per cent. ad valorem, and they have had the power to 
continue the rate. But now the very next article in the bill is that of 
raisins, on which the duty is 2 cents per pound, equivalent to 35.40 
per cent. ad valorem, and it is proposed by this bill to reduce the duty 
to 14 cents per pound. At this last rate the duty will be equivalent 
toanad valorem duty of 26.55 per cent. Is this discrimination against 
our raisin industry to be accounted for by the fact that rice is an in- 
dustry of the South and the production of raisins an industry of an- 
other section of the country ? 


twenty years we shall be exporting our pro 


» I make a re- 


ver the mat- 


[ask unanimous consent that debate on the pend- 


There has been unlimited time al- 
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lorem. The rate in the bill is a reduction to 1 cent per pound 
equivalent of 107.60 per cent. ad valorem. This is 4 red 
exactly 20 per cent. on the ad valorem duty 
Now, let us see how this bill treats raisins. The ] t duty on 
s is 2 cents per pound, or the equivalent of 30.40 per c 
rhe rate in the bill is a reduction to 14 cents pe 
i ‘ ] of 26.55 per ce 1 l s b re 
<0 | cent. « t i valorem 
You tenderly 1 ve t d the t 
the extent of 11 1 20 per cen e un 
t hed, and you then att I 
; duty 1 raisi = N W T ask ; { ’ alt 
possil » state of facts relating tot imed n sit \ 
in tl rates of d y Your compla ru tt 
valorem duty on ticles us dl l ¢ ui co imption 
e rice at the equivalent of 1 t 1 100 per « 
lorem and st 25 per cent. from ed ( I t 
rt ‘ c to 26 cant. al { 
These two icles come before the Ho with somewhat 
claims, though I contend that raisins present a much st 
for protection than does rice. As suggested to me by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] both rice and raisi re necessary { 
good pudding, and in this respect I suppose they have someth 
common, but apart from that it is proper that, with a 
terest of labor, there should be a certain percentage of protect 
both articles for the benefit of the home industry; but t 
reason why raisins should be less protected than rice. Agair 
ifornia the vineyard industry is very different from the rice 
the South. In the South the production of rice is by owners of 
tracts of land, securing crops from the first year In ¢ 
vineyards are generally small, and the whole indusiry rey 
great number of people, many of whom are poor, but who must pa 
tiently wait for returns. rhis industry is straggling into« 


| 43 


| made on imported goods, wares, and merchandise for dar 


The action of the majority in discriminating against raisins appears | 


peculiar and incomprehensible when we come to consider the proposed 
change in detail. The present duty on cleaned rice is 2} cents per 
pound, or the equivalent of 113.03 per cent. ad valorem. The rate in 
this bill is a reduction to 2 cents per pound, or the equivalent of 100.47 
per cent. ad valorem. This is simply a reduction of only about 11 per 
cent. on the ad valorem duty. The present duty on uncleaned rice is 
1} cents per pound, or the equivalent of 71.52 per cent. ad valorem. 
The rate in this bill is a reduction to 1} éents per pound, or the equiv- 
alent of 59.50 per cent. ad valorem. This is a reduction of about 16 
per cent on the ad valorem duty. 

The duty on granulated rice or rice meal is not changed, but con- 
tinued at 20 per cent. ad valorem. The present rate of duty on rice 
paddy is 1} cents per pound, or the equivalent of 134.50 per cent. ad 





From the best information Iam able to get as to the am I 
age and waste and destruction from various sources the amount is 
thing over 5 per cent. I am not prepared to say that it wou ~ 
9 per cent., the reduction proposed by the present bill. 
Mr. MORROW. The amount of protection arising from t 
of the provision of the present law would be infinitesimal. 1 
| ages to raisins in the course of transportation « ta int to 
thing. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not prepared to state what it w 1 
to. Whatever it is it would amount to an increase I 
amount of revenue was $813,000; outside the additions made to which 
I have referred would be about $200,000. The only comm I ve 
to make on that is to say that there is no pla where revenue is le 
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and is obliged to compete with the cheap labor of Spain and Portugal. 
| Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. McMILLIN. Ifthe amendment of the 
fornia should be adopted and tI 
in connection with other ] 
the duty on raisins as at present, 
Mr. MCKENNA. There oug! 
not be too much. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not going to argue that 





g g o question I 
simply desire to point out that the amendment would not s 
tain the duty as in the existing law, though the House might probah! 
suppose such would be the etlect, judging by the face of t 
ment 


Now, section 2927 of the Revised Statutes, which If will now ta 
time of the committee to read, provides that there shall be a1 
’ ’ 


may occur, whether as in this case through leakage or what not Phet 


vould be a reduction of the rate of duty in proportion to tl i i 

sustained by the merchandise. But this bill, under section 19, c! f 

that law and repeals it So that very fact of itself a& protection t 

those who are engaged in raising the production in this country 
Again, under the existing law and the construction placed the 

by the courts, there is no change made or duty on the package conta 


‘ } } 


ing these articles. But under the bill which we have under co1 


tion the packages have to pay duty at their value. Those t 
themselves are an addition tothe present rate of duty on art 
there is no change made in the existing law Hence I y the 


I 
of the amendment of the gentleman from California woald 
crease the rate of duty upon the present rate rather than to leav 
the present rate. 





needed than in the vaults of the Treasury of the United States 


is no one on the continent which needs it less than the United S 
We felt, therefore, the reduction was one proper to be mad 
Mr. MCKENNA. In consideration of the fact that foreign ra 
sold in the United States at wholesale at a price om 7 cent 
cents, why could you not make a re¢ tion of the revenue so 
else ? 
Mr. McMILLIN, Yes, perhaps we could; but every t 
to do it somewhere else, without one single exception, gent or 
the other side said that was the wrong place 
Mr. MCKENNA. But I have voted steadily against any reduction. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Thatisit. Where we have attempted to place 
it we have not had the co-operation of our friend from California. 

Mr. MCKENNA. That is not an answer to my question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Where else will the gentleman place it ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I think now you could afford to concede this 
much to that struggling industry, could you not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. There might be other things which would sustain 

the reduction as well. I do not pretend to say there are not, but at 
the same time the reduction here is not an improper one. 
The informal amendments, by unanimous consent, were withdrawn. 
Mr. FELTON. Imovetostrike out the last word. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if there is any other gentleman who desires to discuss this ques- 
tion, I will give way to him and let him do it, as this item has been 
very thoroughly discussed, the ground well thrashed over during the 
debate in its connection; but, sir, during the course of the long debate 
upon the pending bill I have listened with great attention to parts 
of if, and have noticed that very much has been said on both sides of 
the House in regard to the depressed conditions ef the agricultural in- 
terests of the country, the deplorable condition of the tillers of the soil; 
that their capital and labor were unremunerative by reason of the low 
prices of their productions. As a reason for this existing state of affairs 
gentlemen differ; some attribute it toone cause, some to another, such 
as the restriction of the circulating medium, the demonetization of 
silver, heavy taxation. But as arule by the gentlemen upon the other 
side, the tariff is held responsible. 

Now, sir, while they may be factors in the case, I believe the great 
reason, the fundamental reason underlying the whole subject to be the 
keen competition between those engaged in these pursuits. I believe 
it to be much keener than in many, perhaps in any, of the manufact- 
uring industries of the country. To comprehend this, one has but to 
look at the vast area of acreage now under cultivation, its wonderful 
fertility of soil, the rapid strides that have been made in it during the 
last quarter of a century—made possible by the wonderful transporta- 
tion facilities which have grown up—the vast area of arable land still 
awaiting the husbandman and to be had almost for the taking. The re- 
sult has been a production greater than the domestic wants of the 
country, and being practically without an export market for our sur- 
plus—certainly so at remunerative figures—as we are unable to com- 
pete in foreign markets with the cheap labor and cheap land of India, 
Southern Russia, Australia, and the Argentine Republic, also by the 
protection afforded those industries in other countries by the protective 
laws of their respective governments. 

Sir, I regret that in the brief time allotted to me I shall be unable to 
elaborate as I would desire to do this part of the question, but will say 
if gentlemen upon the other side of the House are sincere in their de- 
sire to protect the farmer and his waning interests and the people 
throughout the country generally, here is the opportunity to assist an 
infant industry. Gentlemen upon the other side of the House may 
smile at this expression, but it is essentially true, and if this interest 
is fostered but for a short time, for a few years, repeating the remarks 
made by myself on another occasion some little time since upon a kin- 
dred item in this bill, such will be the production of this article and 
such will be its perfection as to drive from the market all foreign com- 
petition and make it, though now a luxury, within the reach of every 
man, however humble and straightened his means. And, sir, for this 
reason, had I been present, I would have voted for the duty upon sugar 
as presented in the pending bill, and I now say to gentlemen on both 
sides of the House that if its protection is maintained I believe, and I 
have scarcely a doubt that within seven years from this time this coun- 
try will provide its own sugar and save to the nation and its circula- 
ting medium $100,000,000 in value per annum. 

Now, sir, much has just been said in regard to the duty upon rice. 
T am in favor of a fair duty upon this article in order to protect the in- 
dustry, and I say to gentlemen upon the other side of the House you 
have the negro element down South; itis largely increasing in numbers, 
and your first concern is how to furnish them with labor by which they 
can maintain themselves; and in my opinion to do so you will require 
all of the industries of which your soil is capable to be fostered—sugar, 
rice, and every other industry possible—and even then you may tind 
it difficult. 

Sir, I am a protectionist. I believe in the principle, and that it 
should be general and pervading our whole industrial pursuits, and 
that the tariff must exist as a whole or it must sooner or later be dis- 

sarded. It is asking too much of human nature to have granted to one 
section what is denied in another. 

Now, sir, thisindustry, for the present at least, needs encouragement 
and protection. Those engaged in it are mainly small farmers who have 
their all involved, and are just upon the eve of receiving the benefits of 
years of labor and at the expense in many instances of lost capital, pro- 
vided protection is not denied them. 

My distinguished colleague from one of the Northerv. districts who 
has just taken his seat has been the subject of some criticism in regard 
to his acts and votes upon this question. He is a good man, a clever 
man, and he tells us he is in favor of protection. Now, sir, it occurs to 
me that his great difficulty is that he is on the wrong side of the House 
and in the wrong party for a protectionist. [Applause.] 
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Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I want to reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] for a few moments. 
He says that under the present law there is a drawback allowed upon 
damaged articles of raisins imported into this country from abroad 
which perhaps is a protection to the domestic product. He gives no 
items making up the amount to which he refers, but admits that the 
damage allowed upon the product imported is insignificant and hardly 
worth mentioning in the course of this debate. Heshows a partiality 
upon his side of the question, and upon the part of my colleague from 
California on this side. 

He favors this product coming in here from abroad. That, I think, 
is a great mistake to our own people. 

Now, I want to say that if you restored California to the jurisdiction 
of the Spanish flag perhaps the interests of California might fare bet- 
ter than at the hands of some of these gentlemen on the other side; and 
I make that observation from this fact, that at the opening of this Con- 
gress a circumstance I alluded to the other day in a few remarks took 
place, and to which I then referred, when we were flooded with pe- 
titions from Portugal and Spain—producers of raisins—appealing to the 
Congress of the United States to reduce the tariff upon this product. 
They had already become aware of the fact that the competition be- 
tween the raisins of California and the raisins of Spain and Portugal 
was threatening that industry of theirs, and they appealed to the Dem- 
ocrats of this country, for they had read the utterances of the President 
of the United States, Grover Cleveland, upon the general question o1 
tariff upon imports, and understanding the attitude that gentlemen on 
that side of the House were taking, they appealed to them for a change 
of this tariff. They knew 1n that appeal they were appealing to their 
friends. 

Now, gentlemen, the question comes home to us to-day in the shape 
of the amendment that has been offered, and it must be remembered 
that California does not appear here as a suppliant for anything that 
she is not entitled to. She is a component part of this great Republic, 
and holds out now in the near future the prospect of being one of the 
dominating States of this great Union. Wecan not forget the fact that 
she puts bread into the mouths of our friends upon the Eastern sea- 
board, and that she puts gold into their pockets, and that to-day there 
is an exemplification of the force and energy of the American character 
displayed upon the Pacific coast that you will be unable to find in any 
other part of the land. 

This is one of our infant industries now rising in successful compe- 
tition with all the world. Be just if you can not be generous to the 
people; and remember that whea you come to California she always 
extends to youa liberal hand of welcome, an open and hospitable hand, 
and do not forget to be just in dealing with her. I venture to say that 
there is not a man within the sound of my voice to-day but that is 
closely and intimately associated with numerous persons upon the 
California coast. 

We are here in the house of our friends, and we ask you to consider 
our interests in this Congress, and in connection with that great raisin 
industry, in preference to the people who live upon the other side of 
the roar of the Atlantic. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

The question was put; and the Chair was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 77. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. VANDEVER] and the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN ] as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 67, 
noes 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 378 insert: Eggs, 5 cents per dozen, 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I yesterday received a numer- 
ously signed petition from farmers in my State, in which, among other 
things, they asked that eggs should be placed upon the dutiable-list at 
5 cents per dozen. In my speech which I delivered some weeks ago 
upon the tariff I called attention to the fact that in the three months, 
October, November, and December, 1887, we imported 6,594,672 dozen 
eggs, at a value of $1,115,725, nearly four and one-half million dollars’ 
worth of eggs perannum. Oneof my friends on the other side said in 
his tariff speech that he could see no good reason why the American 
hen should not be able to supply the demand for home consumption. 
I think, Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, that the American hen 
ought to be encouraged to supply the demand for the consumption of 
our eggs, and I think that this amendment will doit. I only said in 
my speech that I wanted a duty of 3 or 4 cents per dozen on eggs, but 
in obedience to the instructions received from the farmers in my State 
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send these quotations to the desk to be read, and I commend them to 

the attention of the majority of this committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SPECIFIC AND AD VALOREM RATES, 

{Extracts from Senate Ix. Doc. 72, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ‘ Report 
of the Secretary of the 1 reasury on the Revision of the Tariff,’ by the late 
Hon. Danicl Manning 
Page 36. ‘’ Whatever s 

the revenue by false invoices, or by undervaliuations, or by any other means, 


under an ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall | 


have been largely reduced, They are incontestably, they are even notoriously 
inherent in that system 

Page 40, ‘One advantage, and perhaps the chief advantage, of a specific over 
an ad valorem system is in the faet that under the former duties are levied by a 
positive test which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in 
possession of the Government and according to a standard which is altogether 
national and domestic. That would be partially true of an ad valorem system 
levied upon ‘ home value; * but there are constitutional impediments in the way 
of such asystem which appear to be insuperable. But under an ad valorem 
system the facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathered 
in places many thousand milesaway, and under circumstances most unfavorable 


to the ‘administration of justice. One hears it often said that if our ad valorem | 


rates did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent,, undervaluation and temptation to under- 
valuation would disappear; but the records of this Department for the years 
IS17, 1840, and 1857 do not uphold that conclusion.” 

e 41. Consigned merchandise, ‘‘The sending to New York of merchan- 
dise by foreign manufacturers and presenting it there for sale, or the taking in 
this country of orders, on samples, of merchandise to be delivered in New York 

t duty-paid prices arranged in our currency, is a growing fact which this Gov- 
ernment must face in selecting and prescribing rates of duty. Just as manu- 
facturers in other States of our Union send their merchandise on consignment 
to their agents to sell in New York, so do, andso will, European manufacturers. 
The ledgers of commerce and trade will more and more be written and kept in 
that city, and Jaws of taxation, State or National, immediately probable, are not 


likely greatly to impede or change the current. As buyers in New York do not 
go to New England to buy her staple manufactures, but find all the elements of 
buying in New York, so it will naturally be with European productions. If 
that is to be the case I do not think our existing ad valorem rates can in the 
future be honestly or satisfactorily worked under the existing conditions of our 
in voice law, our appraising law, and the force of consular and appraising officers 
Re a yours, 
DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
To the Honorable THE SPEAKER OF THE HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVE, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. In view of the fact that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEN] is substantially 
the same as that offered by myself, I ask unanimous consent to accept 
the gentleman’s amendment, and have it considered pending in tieu of 
Inv own 

The CIHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey will be withdrawn, and that of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEN] will be considered as pending 
in its _ e. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph now under consid- 
eration proposes to reduce the eight classes in which these products are 
now placed by existing law.to two classes only. It proposes to reduce 
the duties provided by the present law—noi to a very large extent, as 
appears by reference to the duties on an ad valorem basis; but by reason 
of the change from specific to ad valorem duties there will be created 
a difficulty which has not existed under the administration of the ex- 
isting law. The amount of this class of manufactured goods imported 
during the last fiscal year illustrates clearly, as it seems to me, the 
fact that the rates of duty imposed under the existing law are not too 
high, for the importation of these threads and yarns during the last 
fiscal year has amounted in value to nearly $1,000,000. 

| very earnestly commend the position which has been taken by the 

‘ntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEN] in favor of the retention 
of specific duties. ‘The amount of duty levied under existing law upon 
this class of manufactured goods is not so high by something like 50 per 
cent. upon the average as that imposed by the present bill upon rice, which 

ceived the support of the entire Democratic side of this House. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side, in advocating the retention of high duties— 
amounting to something like 100 per cent.—upon rice, have to-day 
called attention to the large amount of capital necessary for the prep- 
aration of their fields and for carrying on that industry; yet here is an 
immense industry which has grown up in this country, in which a vast 
amount of capital has been invested, in which the highest class of skill 
is engaged, and which gives support to a very large number of labor- 
ers, It is the leading manufacture in my own State and in large sec- 
tions of this country, and has produced goods competing more and more, 
nearly in all classes, with those of foreign production, as our ability and 
the perfection of our machinery have increased under the protection ot 
the tariff, until to-day the manufacturers of cotton goods in this coun- 
try are able to compete in many respects and in many classes of goods 
with the foreign manufacturers, and actually export considerable quan- 
tities of American-manufactured cotton goods to compete, even in Eng- 
land, with the cotton manufactures produced there. 

Yet yentiemen must not forget that in the finer classes of these goods 
the amount of labor involved is very largely in excess of that involved 
in the manufacture of the coarser grades of yarns and cotton cloths, 
and that the necessity for protection is particularly evident as touch- 
ing those classes of finer yarns and cotton cloths which fail to receive 
under the provisions of this bill that protection which they absolutely 
need for the continuance of this class of manufacture in this country. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


iccessful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade | 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ALLEN, ot 
Massachusetts, it was rejected; there being—nyes 50, noes 72. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





On all cotton cloth, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 


just read, and inserting what I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On all cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, and not excee ading r fifty threads to the square inch, count- 
ing the warp and filling r, per square yard 2 cents. 
DCMI Sis sacerpinsateiinitesusiticibandiaadiiasdebistiinien } cents. 
If dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed... cents. 
Exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hundre 1d threads to the 
square inch ‘i 
Se NIIE in ihsiiivaiecicignddnasepeupenigniabadhotes dhadaistncanins Peadetoreescscsecerts 
If dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed ; 
Provided, That on all cotton cloth not exceedi ng one hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp “and filling, not 
bleached, dyed,colored,stained,painted,or printed, valued at over 
Scents per square yard: 
Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 13 cents per square 
yard, there shall be levied, collected,and paid a duty per cent. 








idgcediiadnieeymienipivctneaiblabinnecane : cents, 
3 cents. 


2 
3 
4 cents. 





ee I itt snitetnilacns nike tet dahtiennnt: nsideegs vide enc evesiicieeyin sunita iain ate 35 per cent. 
Exceeding one hundred and not exceeding one hundred and fifty 
CPG OO SO DIINO TRG vcs ic rceeyaccse wissen avnt wwanceiniasanenstbvencksesicosres 3 cents, 
If bleached.. 4 cents, 





f dyed, colore d, stained, ‘pain ed, or ¢ printed.. 5 cents. 
Provided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding one hundred and not 
exceeding one hundred and fifty threads to the square inch, count- 
ing the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, valued at over 8 cents per square yard: 
Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 13 cents per square 
yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty per cent. ad 











I ca ee ne isin dial desi aanien asadienin een cehinhn minima 40 per cent. 
Exceeding one hundred and fifty and not exceeding two hundred 

Se ee re IS BI i snieveits censetinnesessscanescsevseavecsbantnossbebaduennees t cents, 
er NIT non xscenis «. delbaniocdndtimncaniipaniegs iin 4} cents. 
If dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed 5} cents, 
Provided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding one hundred and 

fifty and not exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, 

counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stain- 

ed, painted, or printed, valued at over 8 cents per square yard: 
Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, 

stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 13 cents per square 

yard, there shall be levied, collected,and paid a duty per cent. 

BE DRRRTOTR 600000 s0ssesescece scree casees cop sernsssacccovetscccesvenescooscesescevccsoceuscesos 45 per cent, 
Exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch «- 4} cents, 
ie RN civens soncsip wi witb eheverdessboecchgaibbeateste sonsbbbcsdertoubec .- 5+ cents, 
If dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed 6} cents. 


Provided, that on all such cotton cloth not bleached. dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 10 cents per square 
yard: 
Bleached, valued at over 12 cents per square yard,and dyed, col- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 cents per yard, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of per cent. ad va- 
BOTCON sow dntscrenrecccctsctiecsbnnstovgnensodnessse esvabnapestes scbaseneseces opawenccannsdenacense 45 percent. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ways and Means, 
in the bill before us, have set aside all the classifications of cotton goods 
provided by existing laws, and have adopted one sweeping basket 
clause, covering all kinds of cotton goods, which imposes an ad valo- 
rem duty of 40 percent. Itmust beevident toevery member of thiscom- 
mittee thatso sweeping a change as is here proposed is calculated to have 
a most important effect, and can not fail to produce evils which, it seems 
to me, the Committee on Ways and Means have not fully considered. 

It is, in the first place, a complete transfer of the cotton schedules 
from specific duties to ad valorem duties, and a complete change in this 
respect from the policy of the Government. It is inexplicable that so 
sweeping a change as this should be made in the face of the report of 
the late lamented Secretary Manning, showing conclusively that spe- 
cific duties are necessary in order to carry out the will of the legislative 
branch of the Government with reference to the imposition of duties; 
that ad valorem duties invite frauds—frauds which it is beyond the 
power of the administrative officers of the Government to avoid—and 
that ad valorem duties are practically, in the textile list, a premium 
upon frauds. It is certainly surprising that the Committee on Ways 
and Means, in the face of the advice of the Executive Department of 
the Government and of the official who is set specially to administer 
our tariff laws, should have brought in a proposition to adopt exclu- 
sively ad valorem duties for all cotton goods. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but the plan which is proposed is one 
that must inevitably tend to largely i increase importations of the class 
of fine cottons which we are endeavoring to manufacture in this coun- 
try, and which now come into competition in such a large degree, even 
under the present tariff, with the finer imported goods. 

And a greater difficulty arises from the proposed change for another 
reason. Gentlemen are aware of the fact that within a tew years new 
classes of cotton goods have come into use, printed, colored, and highly 
finished, and being in their character almost equal to silk. Now it is 
proposed to impose upon such goods as these goods, which we are just 
attempting to manufacture in this country, an ad valorem duty of only 
40 per cent. This is done in face of the fact that they are that class 
of commodities that are used in the main by the wealthy, and may be 
considered as luxuries. I invite the attention of gentlemen in ‘this 
connection to the report of the Treasury Department for 1887 upon 
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of this wholesale transfer from the specific to 
rem duties must be to greatly increase the difficulties en- 
d by our manufacturers in making all these finer classes of cot- 
oods, to invite and encourage the importations of such goods from 
abroad, and enlarge rather than diminish our revenues. We may in 
deed safely make the duty upon the coarser grades of cotton goods 
lower than the committee proposes in this bill, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
provided it is made specific, so that these cotton goods which the poor 
man buys may have a smaller duty than they do now. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. TIask unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes 
longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call the attention of the committee also to the 
fact that an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent. in textiles is equivaler 
not more than 30 or 32 per cent. specific, because of the undervalua 
tions which are practiced by British, German, and French exporters 
Therefore when the Mills bill seems to make but a small average r 
duction as expressed in an equivalent ad valorem duty, yet practically 
by transferring the schedules from specific to ad valorem duties and 
abolishing the classification it makes a reduction on cotton goods ot 
more than 10 or 12 percent. And while this would do no harm in 
coarse cottons, yetin the fine grades which weare endeavoring to manu 
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Importations of cotton clot 


Description of goods, 


BROWN, 


Not over one hundred threads to square inch in 
One hundred to two hundred threads to square inch z 
Over two hundred threads to square inch 

Exceeding two hundred, valued 10 cents or less 

Exceeding two hundred, valued over 10 cents. 


BLEACHED. 
Not over one hundred threads. a ‘ 
One hundred to two hundred ...............cc..ceceece 
Over two hundred scanned ; ‘ 
Exceeding two hundred, valued 12 cents or less. 
Exceeding two hundred, valued over 12 cents 





COLORED. 
Not over one hundred threads... 
One hundred to two hundred 





Exceeding two hundred, valued over 15 cents 


Table showing the duties prior to 1883; the reductions made in 1883; and 
the changes in the cotton schedule proposed by the Arkwright Club, 1883. 


Changes proposed 














| by Arkwright 
Duties prior to Reductions Club 188% 
| 1883. made in 1883. 
Reduction. Té 
Not exceeding 50 threads 

to square inch : Cents. | Per ct.| Cts. Per ct.' Per ct 
Brown.. 5 to 6 cents........ Now 2} 55 | 2 20 75 
Bleached ses weaee, OF to 6} cents.....; Now 3) 42 | 2} 28 70 
Printed, ete....... hausil 54 to 6) cents | Now 4} 304 il 41 

and 10 per | 

cent, | | 

50 to 100 threads: | | 
IIE se cnucedcesiot ninadenaiide 5 to 6 cents....... Now 2} 55 | 2} 10 65 
Bleache ......--cecee06 54 to 6) cents Now 3} 2/3 14 56 
Printed, ete 5} to6}centsand| Now 4} | @i4] lt 41 

10 per cent. | 

100 to 150 threads: | 
Brown 5 to 6 cents......... Now 3 4 1("); (*) 46, 
Rieached 54 to 6 cents...... Now 4 33 | (*) (*) 33 
Printed, CtC........0000. 06000 5} cents and 20 Now 5 29 | (*) (*) 29 


per cent. to 6} 
cents and 15 
| per cent, 


* No change. 





goods, in which it is said—and I refer to the report of the 
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per cent. 


teductions in six clauses equals 15.66 per cent, 
Advances in six clauses equals 13.05 per cent 
No change in three clauses. 
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facture, and of which last year goods invoiced at $29,000,000 and h 
much more were imported into this country, all of which we ought to 
l » made ourselves, the result would be, by the change fro1 per 
to ad valorem duties as proposed in the Mills bill, the $29,0)0 
ported last year would the very first year show an increase of tent een 
n ion of dollars, thus incre: ¢ the revenue, and at the 
king a serious injury to mills engaged in the manulacture of 
h goods to an extent the comm i hardly have appreciated 
When gentlemen of the con plate tl pl t rk 
ing of the proposed cotton schedule, es] ul the lig t! re- 
port of Secretary Manning upon the eff of ad rem duti d 
read the statistics—which I will print in th s 
as to how even under existing law fine manufa ed cotton 
cling under great disadvantages against the hig n d ‘ 
imported, in which there is so large a proportion of r,t ) 
see vood rcason for hesitating in the step w 1 they propose ) 
aud indorse the amendment that I have | sented, which « ( 
schedule recommended by the Arkwright ¢ b, ymposed « v ‘ 
roughly familiar with all the operat of « n mu 
1 amendment proposes to ma t! ( ( co é 
than the existing law on medium colo Lbs t is 
now, and to make a slight increase on tl I I ald 
be done, we should have the inter ot tl t ( ple 
of this country subserved, and at the t i ¢ 
the manufacture of the finer and better « es cotto 
largely imported from Europe. 
Mr. Chairmas I will print in conne hn wit I e I } 
stics presented by the Arkwright ¢ . 
Che statistics are as follows: 
wds r pi / j 
1838, be- 
fore prevent 1Ss4 bss 1Xx 
taril 
140, 434 23, 150 62 i ‘ 4 
4, 6D 68, 37 120. 241 6.9 I ‘ . 
5, O40 694, 902 174, 833 : { 0), 802 
380, G06 5 K ‘ is 
397 4 “ 
180,074 | 1,569, $18 735, 824 8,700 | 2 
9 6. 320 1. O81. 269 1.4 “ty 5 + | 
51, 6 6 m iM 116 {x “ , > 
70, 352 l 1, 659, 658 164, 1 . is) . 
2 ], 842 1 610,419 I 4,760 s 
] 4, 826, 589 1,878,114 1 
9,999,148 12, 454, 438 17,475, 865 | 14 717 f 5 
: 
390, 906, 655. 6 1. 047, 404 l 1,4 4 |, a 
10,970,270 | 3,298 2,901,359 | 3 1,536, 834 17, 58) 
896, 152 1, 609 1, 995, 647 t 418, (4) 1,4 Td4 
1,4 1, 153, 800 2 “4 4. oS 
5, 8U3 6. 299. 050 Ay2 } 1. 331 
12, 257,228 | 12,880,727 | 1 5,260 | 15,838, 4 3 ; ' 
Table showing the duties prior to 1883: the reductions mad 1X83, 
ete. —Continued. 
Cha seg! 
a tw 
Duties prior to neductions ‘ 
1583 mace W 
Adwance. 7T ] 
Cents. | Per chi Cts. Per ct. I 
150 to 200 threads: 
Brown. 5 to 6cents Now 3 4 I 29} 
Bleached 5} to 6} cents Now 4 ; { I a5 
Printed, ete 54 cents and 20 | Now 5 BP 5h Lo 
per cent. to 6; 
cents and 15 
per cent 
Over 200 threads: 
INES cnoncnasosoncqucsotnenin 5 to 7 cents. Now 4 { 12} var 
Bleached 5) to 7) cents Now 5 » 1 1 
Printed, ete 5} cents and 20 | Now 6 25 | I 124 
per cent. to 7} 
cents and 15 










































































Importation of yarns tnto the United State 
1 Rate 1385 188¢ 1887. Total 
Per cent. ; Pound Pounds. Pounds. | Pound 
QQ 10 6.000 113, 000 209, 000 828. 000 
40 15 173, OO 300, 000 624,000 1,097,000 
ho 20 111,000 157, 000 477, 000 745, 000 
60 5 240. 000 277, 000 322, 000 839. 000 
70 +S 72,000 14,000 £1,000 157, 000 | 
Pst) 38 43, 000 50, 000 32, 000 125, 000 
LU As 26, 000 79, 000 60, 000 165, 000 
Over 10 yO 277, 000 168. 000 118. 000 558, 000 
Tota ; 948,000 | 1,183,000 | 1,883,000 | 4,014, 000 
i tched colton qoods—~in million yards 
aa Is 
Imp sin 1s enitidinancabnsioutt i ona BD 000 | 
American machinery was being introduced to make this class of goods, the 
dem d for \ 1 goods was in« x. 
. » 
,uras 
RORIIOCOD Fah BG... .cnccenscadnensecesdzeseseventmessooctassinccsusemncsesoteeneueinsiguinns 12, 000, 000 
Imports in 1* — : : 17, 000, 000 | 
Imports in 15 ea Semin 14, 000, 000 
Importsin 1887 9, O00, 000 | 
The Am ni is are gradt iin in supplying the market 
I l« ge 2 threads i over 
Yards 
Im} in! 5. OO ” 
AY 1 an 2 g troduc« 
Yards 
Imports in i 9. 600, 000 
Imports in I+ ot . 9.000. 000 
Imports in 1 ine : 10, 690, 000 
Imports in 15887 . 12, 000, 000 
Notwithstanding the duty and domest »duction, imports are increasi1 
These goods are of the class referred to in the Treasury Department Annual 
Report (1887) of Bureau of Statistics, page 25, thus: * There are numerous 
cles of cotton * * * which are so elaborately manufactured and ornamented 
as to become more articles of luxury than many articles of silk which are classed 
as iuxuries 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offe red by 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY ]. 

The question having been put, the Chair was in doubt as to the re- 
sult. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayecs 5], noes 64. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On all cotton cloth, 40 per cent. ad valorem 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out the paragraph and insert 

‘Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 yards of 
thread, 6} cents per dozen spools; exceeding 100 yards on each spool), for every 
additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 6} 
cents per dozen,” 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to state that this 
makes the duty specific, as the law now stands, and makes a reduction 
of one-half a cent on a dozen spools of cotton. I would like to ask 
some member of the Ways and Means Committee if he would be will- 
ing to state for the imformation of this House what actuated them in 
making the duty on spool-thread cotton ad valorem instead of a specific 
duty, as itnowis? Ihope some member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee will give the House the explanation if he can why the rate was 
made ad valorem instead of a specific rate of duty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I will state to the gentleman 
that in the judgment of the committee a specific rate worked very great 
inequalities inthe cottonschedule. Whilethe matter is not so material 
in spool thread as it is in some other features of the schedule, still it 
worked an inequality there; and therefore, both to simplify the tax and 
reduce the tax as it bears at present upon certain grades of thread, it 
was deemed wise and proper to make the change. The gentleman is 
too familiar with the details to make it necessary for me to go into 
everything. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I could not hear what the gentleman said, but 
will read the explanation in the Recorp. 

Mr. KEAN. I desire to have printed in the REcoRD a protest in re- 
gard to this change of duty; also the cost of imports under the pro- 
posed tariff bill, with the per cent. of wages paid in this country and 
in Scotland 

rhe protest and tables referred to are as follows: 

New York, March 9, 1888. 
oosT To !I tT UNDER PROPOSED TARIFF BILL, ALL CHARGES, FREIGHT, IN- 
NOI AND COMMISSIONS EXCLUDED, FROM GLASGOW. 





One d {50 best six-cord thread: In hank “ gray,” unbleached. 
One pound of 50-100 gray, cost January 16, 1888, 3s. 10d. sterling, net....... 





Duty pro Bed, 40 POP CONL... nccoce.csccscoves 


l pound 100 equals 5 dozen thread 
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Per 
dozen 
Cost 2612 
ro finish ng and dyeing (2 
Loss in weight, 5 per cent juan ebend 01305 
Hank winding, spooling, ticketing, etc..............c.4 ccceseeeeeees 1000 
Dozen box, packing, et : sccccesesvecee : sonven O15 
ss ———- 14806 
1 dozen imported in gray, and finished here, costs . 40926 
1 dozen No. 50 best 6-cord thread, boxed, 200 yards on spool (price 
in Glasgow January 16, 1888), per gross, 15s, sterling. ......... $3.65 
Less trade discount, 10 per cent 7 2 oie 365 
Duty proposed, 40 per cent enenesece : . 41,31 
Per gross 4.599 
— — , 38325 
In favor of importing finished on spools...... - 02601 
If duty was 50 per cent. cost of 1 gross as above, net . $3. 285 
Duty 50 per cent.. ° 1. 6425 
4.9275 .4105 
1 dozen imported in hank, as above..... a“ ‘ ‘ - 40926 
If duty was 6} and 6} per 100 yards, cost of gross, as above .......... $3. 285 
Duty 6} and ¢ eyes becoucrrauraneonaneneeoeconens ae 
4.845 .400375 
Com paid for fin hank {7 t Paisley, Scotland, and Pa 
tucket. R. J.. for wee 887, by Me L& P. ¢ s 
Pound sterling. 8 
Paisley hour 
. ‘ . Pawtucket 
For one week's worl. os : 
. neolich | United (60 hours 
English 
States 
currency. 
: currency. 
8s. d. 
Cop. spoolers Sichinkhadegtatiasbaghevenvieeuinan 14 6 $3. 51 $8. 32 
Twister tenders..... .. : sebsonuce ‘ 99 | 2.37 6. 87 
Reelers......... tila aia code sctitieethsmeeieaial . 14 3, 3¢ 8.47 
Inspectors.... 12 6 3. 7.12 
Skein spoolers ll 6 | 2.79 7.67 
Spoolers........ 1] | 2.67 8.76 
Gross parcelers 7 2 4.20 | 9.51 
+ . | 7 oO er 
Second and section h 0 4 | 7.37 | 13. 50 
Bieachers: | 
Ics theesrsdencacuse ued 9 4 | 2.27 | 6.00 
ae : juaapadeae pranks 23 10 5. 80 | 
Dyers, men... 4 ; a al 22 MS 5.53 
_ | ; : pan seen 42.93 


AVERAGES—CALCULATED ON PAY-ROLLS OF 5,000 EMPLOYEs, 


Ja Asmoricn (per week Of GIG SWB) 0.00. ccc, crceveccovesecccevenececcescsens seresesenens $6. $2 
In Scotland (per week of fifty-six hours) 12s, 9d ......... nnens 3. 06 


Messrs. J. & P. Coats pay higher average wages (per week of sixty hours) 
by . 


(Or, say, 126 per cent. higher) for labor in America to finish hank cotton thread. 
Yours, truly, 
AUCHINCLOSS BROTHERS, 
Agents for J. & P. Coats, of Paisley, Scotland. 


Subject: Proposed duty on “ cotton thread on spools” by Committee of Ways 
and Means bill is 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Manufacturers ask and require cquivalent of 50 per cent. ad valorem, ora 
specific duty of 6} cents per 100 yards, and 6} cents for each additional 100 yards, 

New York, March 9, 1888. 

Dear Sim: The tariff bill as proposed by your honorable committee contains 
an inequality in its provisions that seriously affects the vested interests of the 
spool-thread manufacturers of this country. 

it proposes to place the duty on ‘spool cotton on spools” at the same ad 
valorem rate as “cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp yarn, etc.,’”’ namely, 40 
per cent., and take away all protection formerly afforded the labor employed 
in finishing the goods in this country; at the same time, by adopting an ad va- 
lorem rate, it opens the publicto the common danger of fraud by ‘‘shortlengths” 
and other deceptions practiced largely in foreigu markets. 

The making of six-cord thread of best quality from the yarn and hank isa 
large industry in this country. 

It employs about 9,000 operatives and $14,000,000 capital. 

It paid, in duties, to the Government in 1887, $423,759.58 on goods “not on 
spools,” yarns, etc, 

The tmporters of thread “ 
duty, 

About 26,000,000 dozens were manufactured and finished in this country last 
year as against imports of oniy 731,744 dozens on spools. 

To illustrate our point we sketch herewith memorandum account of cost to 
import a dozen of six-cord thread in “ gray " and finish it under your proposed 
bill, also cost to import, by your schedule, the same dozen all “ finished on the 


on spools" in same time paid but $51,222.12 for 


| spool,’ showing over 2} cents per dozen in favor of the British manufacturer- - 


all charges for importing and selling being excluded in both cases. 

A proper equality between the manufactured article and itssemi-manufact- 
ured state (on the present basis of labor) requires, for a parity, the equivalent 
ofa duty ad valorem of at least 50 per cent, on the former, if it is considered 
necessary to reduce the duty on goods in gray to 40 per cent. as you propose. 

We would respectfully urge on your honorable committee the wisdom of re- 
taining a specific rate per 100 yards on “ cotton thread on spools,” for the greater 
security it affords, both to the Government and the public, from frauds in length, 
and that this specific duty be a rate equivalent to 50 per cent. of net cost in 
Glasgow, say not less than 6} cents per 100 yards and 6} cents for every addi- 
tional 100 yards, the unit of commerce being a 200-yard spool. 
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in view of the magnitude t ere 
tice the proposed bill would ifl u « 
branch of our cotton industries 
Yours, very res 
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{Mr. Jonwnston, of Indiana, withholds his remarks for rev 


See APPENDIX. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
man from New Jersey [ Mr. LEHLBACH 
The amendment was rejected—ayes 56, noes 70. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Isendan amendment to th 
in after the paragraph shall have been disposed of. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





Brown and bleached linens, ducks, canvas, paddings, cot bottoms, d 
crash, huckabacks, | erchiefs her ma act s of ‘ 
or hemp, or of wh Lx sh be the co I 
chief value, not specially enumerat ro\ l for ad 
L’ro led, Thatcuffs, « irs,s ts 1 t n 
made in who or in part of linen, and n therw I led 





draulic hose, 35 per cent a 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the verb seems to be left ou 





the proviso, and I move to amend line 401 by inserting after th 
**hose’’? the words ‘* shall pay. ’ 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will find the verbthathe 0 
ing for at the beginning of > second s yn of the bill, which re 
that 

On and after the Ist day of July, 1888, in of the duties] 
on the articles hereinafter mentioned, ther hall be ied, col ted 
the following rates of duty on said articles sev 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will ask the gentleman as fn « t 





5 
I believe he was one some years ago) whether he thinks tl 
makes good grammar and good sense as it stand 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The language I have read applies all th 
through the bill, and it is not necessary to repeat it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butthe proviso isan exception which bre 
continuity of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. They will not even accept good gram 
[Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flax, hemp, and jute yarns, and all twines of hemp, jute, jut 
sisal-grass, ramie, and China grass, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Imove to strike out lines 403, 404, and 405. The 
effect of this amendment will be to leave these articles at the pri 
rate of duty. I understand, and gentlemen will correct me if I am 
misinformed, that when the Mills bill was first framed they placed 
these at 25 per cent. ad valorem. In the revised bill we find the duty 
reduced to 15 per cent. ad valorem. I would like the gentleman who 
has charge of the bill to state why this has been done. My amend- 
ment proposes to continue the present duty—35 per cent. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LEHLBACH, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend by inserting afte: 
the word ‘‘hemp,”’’ at the end of line 403, the words ‘* 25 per cent. ad 
valorem,’’ so as to read, ‘‘flax, hemp, and jute yarns, and all twines of 
hemp, 25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, in examining the existing tariff in connection with 
the table prepared at the Treasury Department for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, I find the present duty on this class of ar 
ticles to be about 35 per cent. ad valorem. I have been in communi- 
cation with some of the rope manufacturers of this country, especially 





those in the locality where I reside, and they inform me that a reduc- | 
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tion of the duty from 35 per cent. ad valorem, the present rate, to 15 | 


per cent. would be very hurtful to the industry in whiclt they are en- 
gaged. I consequently desire to appeal to this committee, especially 
to the members of the Committee on Ways and Means—the majority 
who reported this hill—and ask them why they cannot consent to fix 
this duty at 25 per cent. ad valorem, being 10 per cent. less than the 
existing duty. 

I submit this? proposition in the interest of this industry, an 
cause I take as my authority those who are engaged in the ma 
ure of rope and who use these materials. 

Mr. Chairman, we may theorize as much as we please; we may listen 
to those here and there who think they understand this subject; but 
coming down to the men who have a practical interest in this question, 
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in this bill. I have in my hand a letter from this San Francisco cord- 
age company 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. How will it hurt a cordage 
factory to reduce the duty on twine? 

Mr. MORROW. This factory manufactures twine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the establishment manu- 
factures cordage it puts twine into the cordage. 

Mr. MORROW. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A reduction of the duty on 
twine can not hurt the manufacture of cordage. 

Mr. MORROW. lamspeaking particularly with reference to twine, 

a & é I ore as 
which is one of the manufactures of this establishment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then itis not cordage at all 
that the gentleman is speaking of, but a different manufacture en- 
tirely. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘Therecis a cordage factory in San Francisco; that is 
the name it goes by, but they manufacture all the articles hamed in 
this paragraph. I ask this letter be read in support of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, April 12, 1888. 

DEAR Str: We understand that the Mills tariff bill as originally framed had 
duty on rope and twine 25 per cent. ad valorem, and the raw material (hemp) 
free; but as the bill now is the duty is only 15 per cent., which is not sufficient 
protection to enable us to compete with the rope factory in Hong-Kong, where 
they employ all Chinese labor at 25 cents per day, except, perhaps, their super- 
intendent; and European labor is only about one-half what we have to pay. 

If possible we hope you will be able to amend the bill so the duty will not be 
less than 25 per cent. ad valorem, 

We remain, yours, truly, 
TUBBS & CO, 

Hon. W. W. Morrow, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. We have the same facts from the 
establisment in San Francisco. We have the same facts from the es- 
tablishments of Philadelphia and elsewhere throughout the country. 
I do not see, therefore, why the Committee on Ways and Means can 
not take the results of experience from those who know what they are 
talking about. I appeal to my friends to yield to that amendment. 
Twenty-five per cent. is not too much to afford proper protection against 
foreign competition. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. O’ NEILL, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 49, noes 72. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Flax or linen thread, twine, and pack thread and all manufactures of flax, or 
of which flax shall be the component material of chief value, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PHELPS. I movetostrike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert “‘ forty.’’ 
I purpose to ask the courtesy of the House to extend to me an addi- 
tional five minutes for the purpose of discussing this paragraph, in which 
my home interests are indicated. As the hour is late 1 would be glad 
to ask the courtesy of the chairman of the committee now in charge of 
the bill to yield to a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, asking for 
the return te the House of the bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of 
pension to E’sathan Meade. 3 ree 

The message also furnished to the House, in compliance with its re- 
quest, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (H. R. 3300) to amend an 
act to enable the city of Denver to purchase certain lands for cemetery 
purposes. : y 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, in accordance with previous 
order, the House took a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 80’clock p.m.) was called 
to order by Mr. DocKERyY, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

WasninerTon, D. C., July 10, 1888, 
I hereby designate Hon. A. M. Dockery to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 


he sessi f the House this evening. 
Se eee ts ’ JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonny B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session under the 
special order for the consideration of bills granting the right of way 
through Indian reservations reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in cases where no objection is made. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that these bills be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that order will be 
pursued, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up the bill (H. BR. 10028) granting to the Wyo- 
ming Midland Railway Company the right of way through the Wind 
River or Shoshone Indian reservation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Wyoming Midland Railway Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming, for the extension of 
its railroad through the lands in Wyoming Territory set apart forthe use of the 
Shoshone Indians, commonly known as the Wind River or Shoshone Indian 
reservation; said railroad following the line of the Big Horn River from the 
northern boundary of the Wind River or Shoshone Indian reservation, and 
thence following said river and the Middle Fork of said river to Lander, witha 
branch from a point where the Wind River empties into said Big Horn River, 
aud thence following said Wind River in a northwesterly direction across said 
reservation to its source in the valley of the Wind River and Shoshone range 
of mountains, with the right to construct, use,and maintain tracks, turn-outs 
and sidings. 

Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 100 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said 
company shail also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way tor station-buildings, 
depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, not to exceed 
in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the extent 
of one station for each 10 miles of road, 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way and ma- 
terial, and provide the time and manner for the payment thereof, and also to 
ascertain and fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members 
of the tribe for damages sustained by them by reason of the construction of said 
road; but no right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any 
part of the right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon act- 
ual survey for the definite location of such railroad, and including the points for 
station-buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-sta- 
tions, shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which 
approval shall be made in writing and be open for the inspection of any party 
interested therein, and until the compensation aforesaid has been filed and paid ; 
and the surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted 
with due regard for the rights of the Indians, and inaccordance with such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may make tocarry out this pro- 
vision: Provided, That the President of the United States may, in his disere- 
tion, require that the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be ob- 
tained by said railway company in such manner as he may prescribe, before any 
right under this act shall accrue to said company. 

Sec. 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, That the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order within five years from the passage of this 
act. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the 
expressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they 
will neither aid, assist, nor advise in any effort looking towards the changing 
or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not 
attempt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occu- 
pancy than is heretofore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condi- 
tion mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and 
privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Sec. 6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out,in section 4,‘ five vears ’ and insert “‘ three years;”’ also, in the 
ninth line of the same section, insert ‘‘and if not so constructed within three 
years, as aforesaid, all rights and privileges herein granted shall become abso- 
lutely nulland void without further action upon the part of the Government, 
either executive, legislative, or judicial.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was considered, the amendments adopted, and the bill as 
amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PEEB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House that these 
bills are almost exactly alike; the only difference is in the name of the 
road to which the right of way is granted and the reservation through 
which it passes. It will promote very much the business to-night if the 
reading of the bills is not insisted upon, but that if necessary an ex- 
planation may be made by the member who calls the bill up. I ask, 
therefore, unanimous consent that that course may be pursued. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILWAY. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
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Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reserva- LEAVENWORTH AND RIO GRANDE RAILROAD COMPANY 
tion, in the State of Minnesota, Mr. HARE. _ I call up the bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering th enworth and Mo Grande | way Company t sti : 
bill? y F a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other ] 
' here was no objection. SPEAKER yt re Is there objection to the pre t 
I The bill was considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third | oj, 1 of the bi 
i time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ene wa ans clteetion, 
passed. ; The ¢ k reported the following amendments of the Committee on 
Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | [ndian iirs 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ions iil re : t~ 
table. Provided, That if sai vay vn OT 
The latter motion was agreed to. | community 1 Dy Couns gilt, oF ‘ 
FORT SMITH, PARIS AND DARDANELLE RAILWAY COMPANY. SF ee cant nentieaies Seint, the fat emit & tae 
Mr. HUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to report | herein granted, and i compan 
back from the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (H. R. 9260) with ' ee ee pe ; 7 
a substitute of the same title granting the right of way to the Tort rhe amendments were agreed to. 
Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and oper Mr. Cl i HEON. Mr. Speaker, does a report accompany the 
ate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that a 


. ry. . 1) oe . mp ies the bills | Ss 
through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State | CO™panies the bills in all cases. 





. . ; : = 3 M ner 7 } } ! 1 } , 
of Kansas, and authorizing said company to build a bridge across the Mr. CUTCHEON. _ I would either like to hear the report or a brief 
Arkansas River at or near the city of Fort Smith, Ark. tatement from the chairman of the committee as to the exte 
. There was no objection. ne: and also as to the general terms of these bills 1 I i to <« 
The report was ordered to be placed upon the Calendar. pensation for the right of way. 
Mr. ROGERS. AsI understand it, this substitute is an i dentica Mr. PEEL. 1 will state to the gentleman as I did to the | 
copy of the Senate bill. fore he came in, that no bill reported to-night grants a f 
Mr. NELSON. Has the Senate bill been reported ? land except what is absolutely necessary for the successful 0 
Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir, as I understand it. I ask unanimous con- the road. Similar bills have been passed by Congress tor t tt 
sent in lieu of the House bill to take up and consider the Senate bill, | Congresses. In all the bills except those in relation to the | 
which is a fac-simile of the House bill just reported by the committee. | Ory the compensation is fixed by the Secretary of the Int 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask if the Senate bill has been |} Mr. CUTCHEON. It was with reference to this partic 
a before the House committee and has been reported ? | granting the right of way through the Indian Territory, \ 


Mr. ROGERS. It has not; but the House bill is an exact copy of | to be a somewhat extensive right of way, that I desired to h 
the Senate bill. formation. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Have you compared it? | Mr. PEEL. I will state to my friend that all bills grant right 

Mr. ROGERS. I have, myself, with the assistance of my colleague. | 0! Way through the Indian Territory require the railroad to p th 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of opinion that this order | tTibe $50 ® mile for each mile used, and then for every yea ; 
asked by the gentleman from Wisconsin is scarcely under the technical operated $15 a mile; and to pay to all private persons w 10 | 


construction of the order made by the House, but if there be no objec- | CTY 12 the right of way damages for the property taken 





tion, the report will be accepted and the substitution which he asks | If they disagree as to the compensation to private parties, « 
‘ made. The Senate bill will be considered, the title of which the Clerk | ™) appeal to the district court having jurisdiction. If the 
will report. | agree + nlite porency they may appeal to the Federal court id 
The Clerk read as follows: pa laggy gama _ 
A bill (S, 2644) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris and Darda- | Mr. Cl i HEON. How “= in case of and held in s« 
nelle Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and | Mr. PEEL. That would not be the case in the Ind 


telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near | In any case where the road goes over land held in ser 
Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, and authorizing said company to build ; 
a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near the city of Fort Smith, Ark ” ; : 
2DaQ . : : ae Ch cate hwree aol . al 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask to offer an amendment to line 4 of section 9 | *#® ecTetary ol the Interior. =o he 
of this bill Mr. COBB. I would ask whether in this bil! there is a p: 


The amendment was read, as follows: obtaining the consent of the Indians. I do not think the 
Amend by inserting after the word “ built,’’ in line 4 of section 9, the follow- | OPPOS¢ d to the grant of all these rights of way through the In 
ing: ritory by bills that have hitherto been presented and ar 


viduals have the right to have the damages assessed, if not fixed 


‘‘And it shall not be necessary in such case for a forfeiture to be declared by prest nted to the House I have steadily oppost it m in « 
judicial process or legislative enactment.”’ | : : ee a ne rae a ; P 
ee ’ oe tm — 7 oe arena , : My reason for opposition is simply this: in bills which a 
Mr. ROGERS. I will explain the amendment by saying that this ine righta of way through Indian reservations—of course 
bill is in conformity with the general practice, requiring that this road | pitory can not be considered an Indian reservation—ther 
shall be constructed within a specified number of years. This amend- | oprnorated a provision requiring consent of the Indians to b« i 
ment is prepared for the purpose of providing that this right of way befeee the partic s to whom the 1 cht is cranted shall take unde 
shall be forfeited without judicial process or legislative enactment if Sie PANTO. WHINE Stn cn tlamnemn nemath « auestion 
the terms of the bill are not complied with within a limited time. Mr. COBB. Yea. sir = : 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Let the section be read as it will stand if the Mr. PERKINS. Is not the gentleman mistaken in that stat 
amendment is adopted. < Does not the gentleman remember the case of the Billings, ¢ 
Section 9 as proposed to be amended was again read. and Cooke City road as to which he reported so ea! 
"4 There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment | cecponded the report on the floor of the oe iat é 


adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to a third reading; and it | jy that bill that 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


the assent of the Indians should he 
not remember we have ever passed a right-of-way bi 
vision. Of course the allotment bills contain that pi 
gentleman may have them in his mind 


table. : Mr. COBB. Perhaps I have confounded the two 
The latter motion was agreed to. at Mr. PERKINS. I think vou have: because in the bills for that 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House | purpose we always provide that the assent of the Indians s 
bill 9260 and the substitute therefor of the same title will lie upon the quired; but in right-of-way bills we have never ins Sa 
table. ih | that character. 
There was no objection. |} Mr. COBB. I will notinsist thatisso; although it has! 
OREGON RAILROAD AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. | pression that a provision requiring the assent of the Ind 
Mr. DARLINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration for the Sen- | serted. 
ate bill 2526, granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company But be that as it may, my position in regard to th« hts of wa 
the right of way through the Nez Perces Indian reservation. through the Indian Territory is that the consent of the I n ould 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | be required to be obtained in all cases. In all the treaties t ! 
sideration of the bill ? been made between the United States and the five civilized tribes t 
visions, stringent in their chara 


There was no objection. ° have been inserted pr 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read | the Government of th I 
the third time, and passed. tribes inhabiting the Indian Territory the strictest | 
Mr. DARLINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill | invasion of any character. The y . tl 


e United States pledged itself to secure t 





was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on | made, contained a provision authorizing a right of 
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contention is that the insertion of that very provision was a pledge by 
the United States that no other rightsof way should be granted except 
upon the most urgent necessity, made to be manifest as @condition pre- 
cedent to the grant. 

These rights of way have been granted repeatedly, I know, without 
any special inquiry as to the existing necessity. It is said that com- | 
merce demands these grants, but, so far as the general public is con- 
cerned and so far as the Government is concerned, there is no necessity 
made manifest at all. The treaty stipulations are disregarded; the 
particular rights of the Indians are disregarded, and we are merely 
yielding to a clamor on the part of these railroad corporations to run 
their lines at pleasure through a territory that they believe to be in 
their way in making their connections. Is it right? I do not believe 
It 1s 

There is another consideration. It will be observed that I do not 
controvert the right of the Government to grant these rights of way. 
I think the Government of the United States has perfect authority 
and power to exercise over this territory the right of eminent domain; 
but the question is one of the proper policy to be pursued. 

Here is a people under the special protection of the Government of 
the United States, it is true, but by permission of that Government 
they are exercising all the rights, powers, and functions of a State gov- 


ernment. ‘They have their judicial department, their legislative de- 
partment, their executive officers, and all the machinery of a State gov- 
ernment, although they are not a State. 


The Government of the United States permits all this, and, in addi- 
tion to that, it has guarantied by the most solemn treaties that these In- 
dians shall not be disturbed in the exercise of the privileges guarantied 
to them under the treaties by any interference on the part of white 
men. Now, it is very evident that if we go on in this way, granting 
to every railroad company that may apply the right of entrance into 
the Territory, it will soon be impossible to execute the guaranty which 
the United States Government has given to these Indians of absolute 
protection against the invasion of their territory or any interference 
with them in the exercise of their guarantied rights. 

if they consent, all right. They can give their consent more intel- 
ligently than any other Indians on the continent. They have their 
tribal relations still intact. They have their legislative department, 
their council, their executive officers, and they themselves are suffi- 
ciently advanced in civilization to determine whether or not the en- 
trance of these railroads into their Territory will affect them injuriously 
or the reverse. If they believe it will be beneficial to them, they will 
say so. They are intelligent enough to understand the question and 
to know whether it will be a benefit to them or not. If it Will injure 
them, and we permit these roads to go’ in without proof of the neces- 
sity to the general public, we violate our solemn treaty stipulations. 

‘Therefore, if itis in order, I move an amendment to the pending bill, 
so as to provide that the consent of the Indians shall be first obtained 
before the right of way is granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please reduce his 
amendment to writing. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam sorry that my friend has interposed his objections 
on this particular bill. I had hoped that he would consent to let us 
proceed with it. I think I can say that this is the only bill that will 
be called up this evening granting a right of way through the Indian 
Territory. The other bills grant rights of way through reservations, 
and are measures to which I know the gentleman will not object. 

In reply to the views the gentleman has presented I have only to 
say that this no new question. 

f am perfectly familiar with the treaty stipulation to which reference 
has been made in which consent is given for rights of way for two roads 
through the Territory—one running east and west and the other north 
and south. Under that stipulation those two roads go through with- 
out the consent of Congress being required. As to other rights of way 
through the Territory the Government proceeds upon a very different 
theory. I do not think that any lawyer who has considered the ques- 
tion will for a moment doubt that the Government of the United States 
has the right of eminent domain over that Territory as much as it has 
over the gentleman’s private property or mine, or the property of any 
other individual. Under the law, as I understand it, the individual 
holds the title to his real property from the sovereign, the Government; 
the Government holds the right of eminent domain over it, and a cor- 
poration, for the purpose of carrying the commerce of the country, can 
apply te the courts and have the property condemned, and can force 
the right of way by paying the damages. 

Upon that principle Congress has exercised that right in regard to this 
Territory. These Indians certainly do not hold any better title to their 
lands than we hold to ours. Our consent is not asked when it is 
deemed necessary that a right of way should go through our private 
property; and it certainly is not requisite to ask the consent of these 
Indians when we proceed upon this principle and pay the damages. 

Mr. COBB. Does the Congress of the United States undertake to 
run railroads through a State without the consent of the State? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; because that power is conferred upon the States 
themselves. But this land under consideration is not within any State 
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or organized Territory; it is simply a portion of the soil over which 
the jurisdiction of this Government extends; and so long as that is the 
case we have the right to grant right of way for the purpose of estab- 
lishing great thoroughfares which are to carry the commerce of this 
country. 

It is not necessary to discuss the merits of this question at length 
with my friend from Alabama [Mr. Cops], because we can not agree. 
I know that he feels some scruples in regard to this matter. One bill 
of this character, giving right of way through the Indian Territory, 
has already been passed this evening, and this is the only other one, 
so far as I know, of the same character which will be presented to-night. 
It is a measure in which my friend from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] takes 
some interest, and he can state to the House the great commercial ne- 
cessity for this right of way. It may be that in other cases the neces- 
sity is not so great. The gentleman from Missouri is more familiar 
with these lines of road than Iam. I trust that my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Cops], when he hears the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri, will withdraw his objection and let this bill pass. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to urge strenuously my 
objection in this case, because I do not believe it would be of any use; 
and it is certainly not my purpose to stop legislation to-night by my 
opposition on this point. I believe it is pretty generally understood 
that the fate of the Indians is fixed; that they are doomed. The 
trouble is that nobody cares for an Indian, and the majority of the 
members of this House do not take the trouble to stop and reflect 
whether the safety and the rights of Indians are interfered with or not. 
These Indians are an outlying people upon our Western border. Our 
Western friends here are interested, of course, for their constituents in 
having these roads constructed. We in the Eastern States have begun 
to think it does not make any difference how questions of this kind 
may be determined; that the fate of the Indian is sealed, and there- 
fore it is useless to obstruct the progress of this so-called civilization. 

But I wanted to put on record my objections, more by way of pro- 
test than anything else. Idid not know that this bill was one in which 
my good friend from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] felt a special interest. 
I am very much given (I can not help it) to yielding to these private 
solicitations when they come from such men as my friend from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not know whether it is right or not that I should 
feel this way; but I can not help it. 

Mr. BURNES. I can give my friend from Alabama [Mr. Copp] one 
satisfaction in return for his courtesy and kindness. I can assure him 
that this road is being built by one of the strongest and best corpora- 
tions within my knowledge. It runs through the great city of my 
friend from Minnesota, Judge Rice. It isnow completed from Chicago 
by way of St. Paul to St. Joseph, the town in which I reside; and the 
work is now extending beyond my town in the direction of Leaven- 
worth, 30 miles farther, at which point it will strike Kansas and pro- 
ceed thence to the Rio Grande. 

I have no personal interest in the enterprise, but because the road 
runs through my town the corporation naturally expects, and the peo- 
ple there naturally expect, that I will do what I can to give the road 
an easy exit to the Rio Grande. Kansas wants this road, the people ot 
the West want it. I might say I believe the Indians would want it if 
their concurrence were asked, though I do not know that they have 
been consulted. The intention is in good faith to build the road in 
such a manner as to hurt nobody, while adding to the commercial facil- 
ities of half a dozen States. I believe my friend from Alabama is do- 


ing a valuable service in the interest of the public by sacrificing in this - 


matter a little of his prejudices and a little of his fears that we are 
treating the Indians unkindly or unjustly. 

Mr. COBB. I send to the desk my amendment. I will offer it, and 
let it be voted upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained 
by said railroad company in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior shall 
prescribe before any right under this act shall accrue to said company. 

Mr. WHEELER. Before that amendment is voted upon, I would 
like to ask my colleague [Mr. Cops] whether he has any information 
from the Indians that they object to this grant. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; though I do not claim that my knowledge on 
this point extends very far. I have talked with the gentleman who, I 
believe, is the representative of the Creeks, Judge Steadman, and per- 
haps one or two others. They have told me that they had repeatedly 
objected to measures of this kind, but their objections had been disre- 
garded, and they had ceased to make any contest about the matter. 
They feel aggrieved, however, that these rights of way are being granted 
without seeking the consent of the Indians, who they think ought, 
under treaty guaranties, to have same voice in these matters. That is 
what these gentlemen tell me. 

Mr. WHEELER. Havethey filed any written objection or protest ? 

Mr. COBB. They have not. 

Mr. WHEELER. No remonstrance has been filed by them against 
these measures ? 
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rhe question being taken on the ar dment of Mr. C l 
jected. 

The bill was ord d to b engrossed and read a third tim ind 
ing engrossed, it was ding id the third time, and passed 

Mr. BURNES n ved to re ( th v e bv which th bi \ 
passedi; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t 
table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

MONTANA, KANSA AND TEXAS BAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield now to my colleague [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H 
7223) tog ight of way through the Public Land Strip and Ind 
lerritory to the Montana, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company 
f otbe: purposes 

The SPEAKER 0 tem} Is the ( ec mtot pre ( 
sideration of the bill? 

anere W no ovjet on 

Mr, PERKD In explanation of one provision of the bill 
perhaps proper for me to state that this grants not only the right 
way through the Indian Territory, but through a portion of the Pu 
lic Land Strip. In the judgment of many members of the Committ 
on Indian Affairs it was not necessary to incorporate into the bill t 


eature; but in view of the fact that this Territory is in an unor; 
ized condition, that there is no land district, and no way of follow 
be of 


any plats, hence it was deemed necessary to incorporate it in this | 
and grant the right of way also through that portion of the Strip. 


The bill contains all the provisions suggested by the gentleman fré 
Arkansas, and which are generally em! 1 in such bills. 





Mr. ROGERS. What doesthe gentleman mean by the Public 
Strip? 


Mr. PERKINS. I mean that strip of land south of Kansas, and 
tending west a little along the south boundary of Colorado, known as 


se 


.0 Man’s Land.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the limit of time for building the 
Mr. PERKINS. Tw 
UTCHEON. And the same provisions as regards forfeit 
-ERKINS. rhe bill as originally introduced provided { 


ut the recommendation of the Committee on Indian 








years LA 
to limit it to two years “ 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Is the right of way made non-transferabl 
Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; with the right on the part of Cong: to 


regulate at any time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Have you any objection to incorporating 1 
same amendment which was submitted by the gentleman fi 
kansas a little while ago and adopted to hi 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection w 
it is in the bill now. 

The SPEAKER pro t The first questi 
several amendments proposed by the committee. 

Che amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I now submit this amendment, to come in afte 
word ‘* built,’’ in line 4 of section 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


l it is pos ib] 


; fey 
1vever; 





empore. is on agreeing 


dit shall not be necessary in such case for a forfeiture to be decla 
jud il process or legislative enactme 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third ré 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t! 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZONA. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield to the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Suir 
vyho calls up a bill in place of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
SHIVELY] who is necessarily absent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
7843) granting to the Citrous Water Company aright of way across the 
Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. {Is the reading of the bill demanded 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first ask if thereis ob 
jection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
make a brief statement. The report was only submitted to-day. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me say that I have no objection to the bill, 
but whether it is in order under the special order is a matter of doubt 
in my mind. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will explain this matter in a moment, 
so I think there will be no objection. 

The objectis this: Certain gentlemen, farmers in that region, are at- 
tempting to reclaim some desert lands by irrigation, and they have 
worked one ditch for conveying water a distance of 12 miles until they 
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way tothe Yankton and Missouri River Railway through the Yankton | 


reservation in Dakota. I will cheerfally explain any provision of the 
bill, if we can in that way dispense with the reading of the bill. The 
bill has been very carefully considered and conforms with all the re 
quirements. There are no amendments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the *):'1? | 

There was no o1,jection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- | 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUYALLUP VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to call up House bill 10113, granting 
right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation to the Puyallup 
Valley Railroad Company, and for other purposes; and ask the House 
to consider the Senate bill 2807. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has this bill been reported from the 
committee? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state to the House that the bill reported 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs is almost in the same words. 

There are very few differences, and the differences do not change the | 
sense of the bill at all. I ask to have the Senate bill considered in lieu 
of the House bill now on the Calendar and reported favorably from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The special order is for the considera- 
tion of bills reported from the committee. When the House bill is re- 
ported the gentleman may then ask unanimous consent to consider the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I call up House bill 10113 granting the 
right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation to the Puyallup 
Valley Railway Company. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I now ask unanimous consent to consider, in 
lien of the House bill, Senate bill 2807, an act to grant to the Puyallup | 
Valley Railway Company the right of way through the Puyallup In- | 
dian reservation, in Washington Territory, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- | 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the Clerk to turn to the bill and see whether | 
it contains the self-executing forfeiture clause. If not, I desire to | 
oiler an amendment to that effect. | 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to the amendment. 


The Clerk reported the amendment as follows: 

Add to the bill the words: 

And it shall not be necessary in such case for a forfeiture to be declared by 
judicial process or legislative enactment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 
10113 of the same substance and title will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, with reference to House bill 7843, 
presented by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmiTH], I would sug- 
gest that the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. PEEL], who made the 
motion to reconsider, withdraw that motion, the result of that action 
being that any one to-morrow will have the right to move to recon- 
sider in the House. I will ask the Chair if that wi)l not be the effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). Any gentleman may 
move to-day or to-morrow to reconsider, unless the motion to recon- 
sider has been previously made and has been laid on the table. 

Mr. ROGERS. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the proper way is to 
rise in the morning to a question of privilege and call the attention of 
the full House to what has been done, and then, unless some gentle- 
man desires to object or to insist that the bill shall not become a law, 
to call up the motion to reconsider and have it laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In either way it can be brought before 
the House. 

Mr. PEEL. My object in entering the motion was to avoid any 
charge that we had acted outside of the order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, we can not make any con- 
ditions now that will affect the bill. Only what was done prior to its 
passage can have any effect. The understanding was that the bill 
should pass to-night and then, in order that nobodyshould be taken by 
surprise, that any gentleman who desired to-morrow could move to re- 
consider, or call up the motion to reconsider. 

That was the understanding. It was not understood that the matter 
should be left open indefinitely. The bill is passed, but any one who 
desires to-morrow to move to reconsider can do so, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. That was exactly my proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any gentleman can move to-morrow 
to call up the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I can not be made a party to anything 
that has the semblance of bad faith toward the House. My judgment 
is that nobody contemplated any proceeding under this order this even- 
ing, except with reference to bills granting rights of way to railroads. 

I am not a member of the committee, but [I do not think that any 
member of the House should sit here and permit anything to be done 
that does not comply with the utmost good faith towards the full 
House. Therefore, if the chairman of the committee {Mr. PEEL] pro- 
poses to withdraw the motion to reconsider, I shall renewit. Ishouk 
have objected to the consideration of the bill myself, but for the state- 
ment of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Sneaker, it is entirely immaterial to 
me which course we take. The only thing that can guide me is the 
order made by the House, which brought me here thisevening; and as 
to the suggestion of bad faith, I wish to say that it is with me as it is 
with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Roaers], and in fully as emi- 
nent a degree in my case as it is in his, for I place myself second to no 


| man in that respect. But this order speaks of ‘rights of way;”’ it 


does not mention railroads. 

The chairman has said that his opinion is, and the opinion of the 
committee probably is, that bills granting rights of way to railroads 
were contemplated; but I did not come here to try to get a right ot 
way for a railroad company, but simply to seeif I could not get a right 
of way for an insignificant water-ditch for the benefit of a few farmers 
to enable them to raise crops there this coming year. I have been 
working at that bill from the time this Congress met to get it favora 
bly reported, and now I am met with the suggestion that my action is 
in bad faith because I do not happen to have a railroad behind me, 
This bill is not for a railroad right of way; it is only for an insignifi- 
cant water-ditch for the purpose of reclaiming some desert lands. 
What I object to is, that when we get into this House of 325 members, 
and any measure, however innocent it may be, which has anything to 
do with the Indians is brought up, it is sure to meet with this kind of 
objection. 

The railroads have all to be satisfied, but when I happen to call up 
a bill for the benefit of a few poor men who want to construct a water- 
ditch, somebody who knows that ‘‘Lo’’ has been imposed upon, lo, 
these many years, and who thinks that here isan attempt to steal some 
more lands from him, rises and makes some sort of objection, and the 
result is that the railroad bills get through, but the others do not. 
Now, this bill, in my judgment, is entirely proper to be considered un- 
der the order, and I do not think that the question of bad faith arises 
at all, or thatany gentleman upon this floor need be so sensitive in his 
honor as to say that the order of the House does not bind him, that he 
goes beyond the written word. 

I confess that I have not that knowledge of parliamentary law which 


| a longer standing on this floor might give me, and which would secure 
| my rights and the rights of the people I represent in this matter: but, 


while I confess that, I would like to have this bill left in such a con- 


| dition that at some time between now and the sounding of the trumpet 


on the last day these men may have an opportunity to get this poor 
little water-ditch through a small corner of an Indian reservation 
where there are only two Indiansliving. [Laughter.] Ido want that 
simple privilege. If the suggestion of the chairman has that effect, so 
that I or any one else can call up the motion to reconsider and the mat- 
ter can be finally settled, that is all I ask; but I do not want to leave 
this bill in jeopardy and let railroad bills pass granting rights of way 
through Indian reservations all over the Western country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think my friend has let his temper 
get away with his good-nature and his judgment. In what I said I 
did not mean to reflect upon him or upon any member of this House. 
I simply meant to exercise the right which every gentleman here has 
to construe this order for himself, and, as I said before, I did not and 
do not mean to be made a party to any transaction which, according to 
my interpretation of the order, would be in bad faith toward the full 
House of Representatives. That is all. My friend has not considered 
this matter fully. Suppose that te-morrow somebody should rise and 
move to reconsider cur action on this bill, on the ground that it was 
a violation of good faith; then we would have the whole discussion 
brought upon the question of whether the House at this night ses- 
sion had violated either the letter or the spirit of this order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I am perfectly willing to leave it in that 
position. 

Mr. ROGERS. But how much better position is the gentleman in 
when, the bill having passed, he enters a motion to reconsider, and 
then to-morrow rises and calls up that motion, thus showing that the 
action here has been taken in the most entire good faith. On the other 
hand, suppose two days have elapsed and somebody then rises and 
raises the question, not only the gentleman himself but every member 
here present will be put in the position of seeming to have taken ad- 
vantage of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider is entered 
and can be called up by any gentleman. 
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Mr. PEEL. The motion to reconsider is open, and I can rise in the 
morning and call it up and explain to the House why this action was 
taken this evening. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That is satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. Then the motion of the gentl in 
[Mr. PEEL] to reconsider will remain as it originally stood. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH HALL RESERVATION, 

Mr. PEEL. I now call up the bill which I send to the desk, 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone 


and Bannack Indians for the surrender and relinquishmentto United States 
of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, f 


FORT 


‘ oe } 








poses of a town site, and for the grant of a right of way through said r 
tion to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and for other purpos 

Mr. PEEL. While this bill provides for right of way, it does m 
and [ am not willing that it should be passed this evening without 


final action being left open for the House to-morrow. But the m« 

ure is @ meritoriousone. The Department has examined and approved 
it, and desires its passage. The taking of this town-site is in accord- 
ance with an agreement made with the Indians by commissioners on 
the part of the Government, the agreement having been subsequently 


approved bythe Department. The bill grants 600 or 700 acres of land 
for a town-site, the lots in which are to be laid off by the Government 


and sold at not less than an appraised value, to the highest bi 

and the money is to go into the Treasury for the benefit of the Ind 
These are in general the provisions of the bill, in addition to the right 
of way. I ask that the bill be considered and,passed now, but be le/t 
open for reconsideration to-morrow, when I will call the attention 
of the House to the matter, and if there is a single objection, it shall 
stop. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I want to make one request of the chai 
man of thiscommittee. Heconcedes that thereis more involved in this 
bill than the question of right of way. Now there is on our Calendar 
another bill from’ the Committee on Indian Affairs which has been 
unanimously reported session after session. 
fer on the part of the Cherokee Indians to the freedmen of money due 
them fromtheIndians. Thereis absolutely no objection tothe measure; 
the only trouble has been in obtaining recognition to put the bill on its 
passage. Iu view of the fact that no person, I am sure, will object to 
this measure, I ask the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
whether he can not permit this bill to take the sime course as these 
other measures. This is a matter of humanity. 

Mr. PEEL. I would be glad to accommodate the gentleman, but 
the bill to which he refers has no pertinence to the business of this 
evening. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. If it is necessary for the purpose of mak- 
ing the bill in order, you can puta right of way at the tail end of it. 
[Laughter.] I have no objection whatever to an amendment of that 
kind, in order to get the bill through. 

Mr. PEEL. I can notconsent to a requestof that kind. I: 
the bill which I have sent to the desk be submitted to the House; if 
there is any objection, all right. 

Mr. PERKINS. In addition to what the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. PEEL] has said concerning this bill, I wish to say that it was 
draughted by the Interior Department, and I holdin my hand an execu 
tive document transmitting it to the House, together with the treaty, 
and a statement of the equities in favor of the bill and the necessity 
for its passage. As suggested by the chairman of the committee, it is 
an important matter, and as it is a right-of-way bill, although coupled 
with other provisions, it was competent, in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, to call it up to-night under the order; but it was deemed best 
to do so with the understanding suggested by the chairman. The gen 
tleman from Idaho Territory [Mr. Dunots] isentirely familiar with all 
the circumstances, and will be glad, I know, to furnish any informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Utah and Northern Railroad Company already 
has a completed line in operation running through the reservation. 
This bill provides that the Indians be now paid for that right of way. 
Up to the present time they have never received any compensation for 
the use of their lands for this purpose. 

Mr. PEEL. This bill proposes to ratify the agreement which the 
Indians themselves made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the opinion of the Chair upon the question 
whether this bill is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). There is no doubt 
about the bill being in order at this special session of the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bh: 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Territory to the St. 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 


It involves simply a trans- 
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Mr. PEEI I yield now to the gentleman from Ala 
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Mr. NELSON. The 


gentleman from Alabama yields h 


d I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7261) granting the 1 
through certain Indian lands in the State of Minnesota to t 
head, Leech Lake and Northern Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pr 
sideration of the bill? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘There is an amendment I desire to incorporate in 

| section 9, which I think will perhaps meet the views of the i 


from Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows 

That this forfeiture shall follow without any 
soever. 

Mr. NELSON. That is to say, in the 
of the company to comply with the conditions of the grant of t ht 
of way a forfeiture follows. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would suggest to my friend from Minnesota t 
as bills containing this provision have been approved by the I’ 
and as it was prepared by the chairman of the Judiciary Co: 
after giving the matter full consideration, it seems to me it v ‘ 
better to adopt that form. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection; and will accept asa { 
the form suggested by the gentleman from Arkansa 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I offer the amendment in the same w 


event of a failure on th 


| that heretofore adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows 

And it shall not be necessary in such sc for a for e to be declared 
ative enactmer! 
l. 


judicial process or legis! 
Che amendment was adopt 
The bill as amended was ordered to be d for a third read 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and p 
Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil! 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to 


engrosse 





ABERDEEN, BISMARCK AND 


Mr. PEEL. 
FORD]. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7964 nting 
to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and 
across a portion of the Sioux reservation, in Dakota Territory. 


NORTHWI 


rERN 


I now yield to the gentleman from Dakota| Mr. G1 


Northwestern Railway right of 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present « 
sideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS. I move to amend this bill in section 5 by adding 
| what I send to the desk 
The Clerk read as follows 
Insert after th rd “ act sect ) and it t essa isuch 
case for the fort e to b ared al > gisia t 
ment.’ 
The amendment was adopted 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrozsed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim id 


| passed. 


ch the bh 


be laid on t 


Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by wl 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


The following amendments, reported by the Committee on Indian | table. 


Affairs, were read and agreed to: 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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NEWI tr AND KING’S VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PEE! I now to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Hen- 
M 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5830) granting 
to t] ew 1] Valley Railroad Company the right of way 
thr h th ] 1 reservation, and move as a substitute for the 
House bill t nate bill 1129 of the same title, which was favorably 
reported by the Con ttee on Indian Affairs to-day. I desire to state 
to the gentleman from Arkansas that the clause to which he has re- 
ferred in several of the preceding bills is inserted in this one. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would inquire whether the bills are substantially 
the same? : 

HERMANN. They are the same practically, and in addition 

they require the assent of the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill was considered by the committee this 
morning and was re ed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerks inform the Chair that this 
bill is not upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Senate bill was reported from the committee 
this morning favorably, and the House bill was reported back also, 


with the recommendation that it lie upon the table. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the | 


Senate bill. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Railroad Company 
the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
side ee of the bill ? 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


PEEL. I believe that is the last bill that the committee wishes 
to call 7. to- night. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In regard to this bill No. 5066, to se- 


cure to ‘the Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of certain 
proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883, 1 want to ask the 
chairmanif there is not some method by which we can have the bill 


considered to-night, subject to having it withdrawn in the morning if 


there is a single chjection; in other words, in that way to obtain 
unanimous consent of the House for the consideration of an unobjec- 
tionable measure. 

Mr. PEEL. I feel as anxious as the gentleman to secure considera- 
tion of the bill, but can not, as chairman of the committee, agree to 
call up a bill so manifestly outside of the special order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to accommo- 
date the gentleman from Missouri, but does not see, under the order, 
how this bill could be considered. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I understand that the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs expresses himself in favor of the bill. 

Mr. PEEL. I have already said so. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then he will call it up at the earliest 
opportunity. 

Mr. PEEL. I will. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Very well; I have got him tied to that. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 32 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bilis of thefollowing titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10785) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
= E. Harnie—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R, 10786) to remove the charge of de- 
se i. from Isaac Samuels—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10787) granting a pension to Richard 
Ashcraft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10788) for the relief of John 
Pittman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip 
Neuman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10790) for the relief of John Rudy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10791) granting a pension 
to Morini Wakefield Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 10792) conferring authority upon 
the county commissioners of Garfield County, Washington Territory, to 
tssue bonds—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10793) to enable the city of Pomeroy, in Washington 
Territory, to levy special taxes for the building of water-works, and for 
othe1 purposes—to th Committee on the Territories 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10794 granting a pension to 
Phebe H. Sever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 
stitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
nd referred as follows 


oe 
| 
| 
‘By Mr. BOU TELLE: Memorial of the gener: il conference of the 


+1} 





Congregational churches of Maine, in favor of legislation for the sup- 
pression of the liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Cullman, Ala., for an 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of T. H. Kimbrough, G. A. B. Dozier, 
| and other citizens of Harris County, Georgia, to amend the interstate- 
commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petitions in the claims of John Rudy and of 
Thomas Osburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Papers in the claims of Harrison Mills, 
of Charles Clarkson, of George Clarke, of George W. Goram, and of 
Henry Vanderhoof—to the Com nittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of W. L. Wasson and 37 others, citizens of 
Illinois, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Lester Sutton and 80 others, citizens of 
Seneca County, Ohio, in favor of the wool tariff fixed by the American 
Wool Growers and Manufacturers’ Association at Washington, Janu- 
ary 14, 1888—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Colorado, concerning the in- 
terstate- -commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. WEBER: Petition of the Knights of Labor of Niagara County, 
New York, in favor of amending the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of H. Warren Phelps and 62 others, soldiers 
and sailors. 





temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of James M. Davidson and 32 others, of Burton, 
Ala. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


| 
j 
| 
The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 


message from the House of Representatives on the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 196) declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved 
May 9, 1888. ‘The message will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House concur in the first amendment of the Senate to the 
joint resolution and concur in the second amendment of the Senate to said joint 
resolution with amendments as follows: 

On page 1, line 2, of the joint resolution, strike out the word “‘ passed "’ .and 
insert the word approved. : 

On page 1, line 2, strike out the word “ ninth” and insert the word “ twenty- 
eighth.” 

On page 1, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “ and approved,” and change the 
title so as to read : . ; 

‘** A joint resolution declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved 
May 28, 1888,” 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that theSenate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 


MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the House of Representatives: i 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the oy esolution of the Senate agreeing to the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 589) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment of the House was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
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made by the House of Representatives was agreed to. It will beso or- Mr. SAULSBURY I Lo 

dered, if there be no objection. 3 infor ! 
Mr.SAWYER. I now move that the Senate disagree to the amend > have had 

ment of the House of Represe1 juest a conference on th various custom-houses, and I suppose they e t 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 1 required without ti secretary of the Tr 
The motion was agreed to. i list of all the employés in the custom- ses of the « 


Tun . . 
by unanimous consent, the Pre sident pro tempore Ww 





s authorized to | | to me that 1 i u to ) im 

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, } nish us with a list of nu é ‘ ct 

DAVIs, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. when we havea to m 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. ges to various parts oi 1 y ° 

R. 948) for the relief of Wil I Fe 

twice by its title, and referred to the Com : “ep : 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. rales of awe 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ph een dismissed fro e@ 

del phia, Pa., and a petition of the Manufacturers Club of Philadelphia, service in the custom ho wh ld 

Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the Secret of the I to 

League Island navy-yard; which were referred to the Committee on he char r of ¢ 

Appropriations. custom-houses of t In It se 3to 


LT 
il 





e also presented petitions of the Junior Order of United Am 
thanics of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of Senate bill } Mr. HALI I do 
to regulate and restrict immigration, as follows: Fredonia Couns ! think 


Mex 
DIO 
No. 47, of Philadelphia; Diligent Council, No. 4, of Philadelphia; Gen- Ir. McCPHERSO)> [ ¢ yt know 

eral Custer Council, No. 206, of Johnstown; Good Will Council, No. 42 ! > make an i uiry of th ator la 
of Tyrone; General Putnam Council, No. 125, of Pittsburgh; Ellsworth resolution re¢ $an im 
Council, No. 14, of Philadelphia; Moyer Council, No. 166, of Moyer; | th iry, which mea l 
Philos Council, No. 188, of Madison; Invincible Council, No. 33, of Al- Lil very large extra 1 : of clerk 1 OF to give t 
legheny; Wilkinsburgh Council, No. 92, of Wilkinsburgh; Scottda that the Senator from Maine desiré 

Council, No. 102, of Scottdale; Middletown Council, No. 156, of Midd May I inquire whether the S t ition 
town: Warden Council, No. 182, of Stoners; Birmingham Council, No. me action } iken by the ¢ eeon Ap priat 


) 
‘ 





26, of Pittsburgh; Black Creek Council, No. 51, of Weatherby; New iting money f use of the Treasury Dep to 


Tripoli Grand Council, No. 204, of New Tripoli; Bridesburgh Council, | ployés at the custom 
No. 135, of Philadelphia; Security Council, No. 168, of Weaver’s Old Mr. HALE. No, not necessarz rl} - ( i ) 
Stand; Dravosburgh Council, No. 141, of Dravosburgh; Winona Coun- | the resolution if he examines it ea 

; 


cil, No. 163, of Germantown; Climax Council, No. 195, of Smithton; | for two months ago or re, and th 3 only to 
Bethany Coancil, No. 155, of Ruff’s Dale; General Marion Council, No. | ment that it should send these facts in forthwit I 
154, of Pittsburgh, and Codurus Council, No. 115, of York. ceeded unadvisedly, and have not been impatient; but 
The petitions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | t 
Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Pierce County, Wis- | titled to the information. It is La 
consin, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the inter- | ] 
state-commerce act; which was ordered to lie on the table. nished, and the resolution is only : ler to 
Mr. MITCHELL. I present the petition of M. S. Hellman, of ¢ lreasury of the forme: n,. and the 
yon City, Oregon, with accompanying evidence, praying for a rehear- | ought to be answe1 
ing in the matter of his claim for reimbursement for supplies furnished Mr. McPH} 
the Quartermaster’s Department, heretofore presented to the Senate, | priations in ord \ i 
and on which an adverse report was made, No. 85, first session, Forty- | the pay of the employés of the custom-hou 
third Congress. I move that the petition, together with the papers on Mr. HALE. No, si 
file in the case, be referred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. MCPHERSON. I would suggest, then, to the S« 
The motion was agreed to. Maine that he modify the resolution and not use the term ‘‘f 
Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 32 citizens of Davis County, | but say ‘‘at his earliest convenience. Chat would be a rem 
Iowa, praying that the schedule of duties agreed on by the representa- Mr. HALE. There was one resolution passed in tha 
tives of the wool-growers and wool-manufacturers at the city of Wash- | than two months ago. The Senator knows that this not 
ington may be enacted into a law; which was referred to the Comm happens, where a resolution of inquiry to which nobody 
on Finance. |} in. After the Senate waits a reasonable tin 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Groton and vicinity, in | a respectful manner to ask that the inform: fur? l f 
the Territory of Dakota, praying that no change be made in the tariff | wit ‘Forthwith ’’ means as soon as possible. It would not, It 
on flaxseed and linseed-oil, and flax lint; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. S 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Dofia Afia County, New | may get the information. 
Mexico, praying for legislation providing for the payment of claims Mr. McP] 
for Indian depredations; which was referred to the Committee on | originally intr al . 
Claims. | resolution. I want the Senate to have the informat 
He also presented a petition of 130 citizens of Jefferson County, Iowa, Mr. HALE. I do not think any Senator will o 
praying for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which | been impatient about 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. The PRESIDENT 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Council Bluffs, | ent consideration of the resolut the qu 
Iowa, praying for the extension of time of payment of the debt of the | sam: 
Union Pacific Railroad Company; which was referred to the Select | The resolution was agreed to. 
Committee on the Presidert’s Message transmitting the Report of the 
Pacific Railway Commission. 


wo months since the resolution was first 














| be fitting and courteous to put a first resolution in that way nd | | 


ne secretary ol the ire iry ) iat 





3 is only to rer 


pro tem 3 if there be » OD 


Mr. HALE. I nowask for the sideration of the 11 
CUSTOM-HOUSE EMPLOY Es. which I sent to the desk 
Mr. HALE. I ask, out of order, as I am engaged in the Committee | The PRESIDENT pro tempor Ther 
on Appropriations, to submit two resolutions at this time. The resolution was read. as follow 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire immediate |  posotmed ey ee 
action upon them? | rected to send forthwith to the Senat 


Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. | and appointments in the classified 





of the Senate adopted M 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the first | “| os 3 : : ai 
resolution will be read. he. e PRESIDI NT pro ere 0 » the 

The resolution was read, as follows: considerat on of the resolution 5 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to Mr. HOAR iS ould K to | of 
send forthwith to the Senate the information relating to employés in the cus- | there be a statute which authorizes one House of Cor 
tom-house service in New York city, called for by resolution of the Senate Civil Service Cofnmissioners to send information to that House ? 
adopted May 1, 1888; also, the information relating to employés onthe castoms Mr. HALE nt ink, nee al re , : é 
service at Baltimore, Md., called for by resolution of the Senate adopted May | oar. ALE. { the nator ob ) e resolu I w ‘ 
7, 1888, over. 

se IN Ewer . . , sR hink that shonld he } s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present Mr. HOAR I think that sh uid be known 

consideration of the resolution ? | ate in an awkward position if such were not t 
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Mr. HALE. If the Senator objects, of course the resolution goes 
over. 








The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts | 


object to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. No; I asked the Senator from Maine a question as to 
the authority of the Senate to give this direction. 

Mr. HALE. I have no idea that there is such an unapproachable 
majesty about the Civil Service Commission that the Senate may not 
send a proper inguiry to it. 

Mr. HOAR. *1 do not think that is a very good answer to the propo- 
sition made. The Senator from M 


to give that direction, that is all right. The Senator knows whether 


it has or not, or he would not introduce the resolution. If it has no | 


authority to do that, then the question will present itself to the Sen- 
ate whether it will make such anorder. Ido not think it is any mat- 
ter of unapproachable majesty. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to leave it to the Senate. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the inquiry of the Senator from Mas- | 


sachusetis is a very proper one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Unless I can get an answer to the question 
raised by the Senator from Massachusetts I shall object. 


Mr. HALE. Either Senator can object, and the resolution will go | 


over for a day. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware objects, 
and the resoiution lies over under the rule. It will be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3303) amendatory of ‘‘An 
act relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein 
mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 1888, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 3159) for the relief of the Oregon Paving and Con- 
tract Company, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of A. M. Anderson and 
others, reported it without amendment. 

He also submitted the views of the minority of the Committee on 
Claims to accompany the bill (8S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump; 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST. I rose, but scarcely in time, to ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill reported by the Senator from Delaware [Mr.SAULSBURY ], 
the bill of which I spoke yesterday. It is a mere formal amendment 
of an act we passed June 18, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pr@ptempore. The Senator from Missouri asks | 


unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3303) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes and 
amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 18, 
1888. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The morning business is not concluded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not yet concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the bill take any time? 

Mr. VEST. I think not; the mere reading of it will suffice. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will let the bill come up, but I ask the Senator to 
allow me to make a report. 

Mr. VEST. It is a short bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to makea report from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and then I shall have no objection to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair will receive reports of com- 
mittees. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2854) to execute certain treaty stipulations pro- 
hibiting Chinese immigration, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3304) to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States; which was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] asks for the consideration of the bill (S. 3303) amendatory of ‘‘An 
act relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein 
mentioned,’ approved June 18, 1888. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. What is now the order of business ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business is reports of 
committees, 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been this day re- 
ported, the Senator from Missouri asks unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to make some reports from the Committee 
en Pensions. 
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Maine offers a resolution directing a | 
certain public body to inform the Senate. If the Senate has authority | 


JULY 11, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That isin the nature of an objec- 
tion. : 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; and 

A bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R: 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva 
Eagle, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; 

A bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further con- 
sideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, which was agreed to. 
| <A bill (S. 674) for the relief of Felix Marcinkowski; and 
| A bill (S. 2429) for the relief of Charles F. Holly. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
| to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an ap- 
| praiser’s warehouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes, 
| reported it with amendments. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 
| <A bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 
; and 
| <A bill (S. 992) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing 
| Company, limited, of the city of New York. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| 

| 

| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 

| the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8180) to regulate the liens of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of the United States; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the bill and amemdments, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, Mr. RoGrrRs, and Mr. 

| FULLER managers at the conference on its part. 

| The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 

| ment to the bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Stannard, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Matson, Mr. CHIPMAN, and Mr. GALLINGER 
managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 

' 


lowing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- ° 


currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2644) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris 
and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through the 
Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas; 
and 

A bill (S. 2807) to grant to the Payallup Valley Railway Company a 
right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation, in Washington 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newportand King’s Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; and 

A bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company the right of way through the Nez Perces Indian reservation. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; 

A bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martha N. Kellogg; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs, Catharine K. Whittlesey; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman; 

A bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; 

A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; and 

A bill (H.R. 1983) to ratify an act entitled ‘‘An act creating the 
county of San Juan,’’ in the Territory of New Mexico. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Str it 
pore iin 3 a 4 te ull after the word “* year,” in line 4, of said amendment; and the S« 
Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3305) setting apart atract of land | to the same. 
to be used as a cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Phat the > recede fron 
‘ “ 7 aa : . . : I red 4, and agree to the san 
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the Committee on Public Lands. eral may r allow r and 
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to Mary K. Richards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to wo eae te soe - — nin me y 
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i Lewis Dolby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the (he Senate conferees agreed to yield to the House to the ext 
Committee on Pensions. propriating $25,000 for that purpose 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. Amendment numbered 2 was a provision for r nt, | ght, and 
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: priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, |“ yfr WoPHERSON. “y ask the Senator if there wa 
; and ordered to be printed. the rate of rental for third-class po es 
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tractors a certain sum asa penalty for non-performance. That remains 
in difference. The conferees agreed upon every other item of difference 
but that one, and that is still in difference between the two Houses. 

i ask for the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendment numbered 7, and ask a further conference with the House 
of Representatives upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate still further insist upon its amendment numbered 7, 
and ask fora further conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that motion is put I wish to say a few words. 

There is nothing in this provision which requires the Postmaster- 
General to spend this money. It is a discretionary fund. I do not 
mean to say that he can absolutely take off all the service between 
United States ports and those in South and Central America, but I do 
say that he practically has control over this expenditure to the extent 
of saying whether he will expend a small portion of it, one-half of it, 
or all. 

It is a fund designed to give him power to establish a better mail 
service, a more frequent mail service, a swifter mail service between 
the ports of the United States and the ports of South and Central 
America and the West Indies. 

The Postmaster-General objects to being endowed with this respon- 
sibility; and he says in substance in a communication to a member of 
the House of Representatives, which is contained in the RECORD of the 
4th day of July, that the service as at present carried on is satisfactory. 
With all due respect tothe Postmaster-General, I do not believe a word 
of it. It may be satisfactory to him, and to that extent, of course, his 
statement may be entirely correct; it may be satisfactory to the Post- 
Office Department; but it is not satisfactory to the business public. It 
is not satisfactory to the persons who use the mails; the facilities pro- 
vided by the United States, whether they be American or foreign ships, 
for carrying the mail between these ports, are not satisfactory. It is 
not a fair arrangement upon the part of the Government of the United 
States, which is under certain obligations, because it has reserved to 
itself the right alone to carry the mails of the United States. It is not 
a jair dealing with the Government upon this subject. 

Mr. President, we giye every year between $5,000,000 and $6,000,000 
for the purpose of carrying the mails or what are called the star-routes 
of the United States. The Postmaster-General lets contracts for this 
service, inviting competition therefor by public advertisement, and fix- 
ing at his own discretion not only the rate of speed but the number of 
trips between the various points. It is tothecreditof the Department 
now and heretofore that it never has sought to establish any very close 
relation between the returns to be received from that service and the 
expenditure on account of it. 

lt has been the policy of the American people to carry the mail to 
American citizens wherever they were to be found on American soil. 
In the most remote mining camps, in the newer agricultural commu- 
nities, everywhere where men go for permanent possession or business, 
the United States Government practically recognizes its obligation to 
carry to them the mail, and to carry it to them with a frequency and 
a celerity which has relation not to the amount of revenue paid, but 
which has relation to the necessities of the situation, and those neces- 
sities of course are commercial and social. 

If the mails of the United States had only been carried to those com- 
munities which paid for them—that is to say, where the revenues 
of the Department equaled the sum it took to pay for the mail serv- 
ice—there would have been no service west of the Mississippi River 
to-day practically, or it would have been confined toa few of the larger 
cities, and the border population of the country would not have been 
accommodated. But, Mr. President, the United States has adopted 
an entirely different policy. Where the people are it takes the mails 
to them. To-day there isa mail on horseback, to-morrow there is a 
mail in a coach, and the next year the mail is carried on a railroad. 

But an erroneous idea prevails about the relation of great places like 
New York, Philadelphia, and so on, to the revenues of the mail service. 
It is assumed that all the money which is put into the Treasury on 
account of mail service by the New York office is entitled to be credited 
to that place, and we hear a great deal of talk of the amount paid for 
clerk-hire and things of that kind out of the mail receipts at the New 
York post-office. There is not a mining campin the United States, there 
is not a hamlet anywhere under the flag that does not contribute to 
the revenues of the New York post-office. By just as much as these 


agencies of the Government and of civilization are extended, by just 
that much the mail receipts at large cities are swelled; but they are 
due partly in every case to the circulars sent out and returned and to 
the correspondence that goes to and fro between the large commercial 
center and every village and hamlet in the land. 

So, if there be an excess of postal revenue in New York, Boston, 
and Philadelphia, it is because of the policy adopted by the United 
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States Government of giving to the American people, however remote 
and scattered, the benefits of the postal service. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator if there has ever been 
any complaint by American citizens resident in South America in re- 
gard to mail facilities ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there has been. 

Mr. VEST. I have never heardofany. We had better be perfectly 
frank about this. The only complaint I haye ever heard—and I sup- 
pose every Senator is perfectly cognizant of that fact—has come, I pre- 
sume, from thesteam-ship linesin existence. I receive frequently slips 
calling my attention to the importance of additional mail facilities be- 
tween this country and South America, but I never heard of any com- 
plaint from any citizen resident in those countries. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave, and I have heard it very often. Of course, 
the American people do not gothere to permanently reside, and it is to 
their credit that they do not. They still retain their citizenship. 
They go there for purposes of domicile in connection with trade, the 
building of railroads, the selling of goods, and so on. They are to 
some extent a transitory population. They do not remain there year 
alter year as people do in the West. They go and come very largely, 
and therefore they do not utter such complaints; they are not heard in 
the shape of formal petitions as they would be if they were persons who 
lived there all their natural lives and to whom, therefore, the privation 
which the policy of the Government has brought to them would be 
more apparent and more dangerous and more damaging. 

But, Mr. President, this is a question of degree and not of kind with 
the Post-Office Department. I have in my hand a bill which, I violate 
no confidence in saying, because I am authorized to make the state- 
ment, was drawn in the Post-Office Department under the auspices of 
the Postmaster-General himself and introduced in the House of Rep- 
esentatives by the chairman of the Post-Office Committee, who was a 
member of the conference committee on this bill, which proposes to 
amend section 4009 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as fol- 
lows: 

But in cases where a contract shall be made in addition to the sea and United 
States inland postage— 

And it will be borne in mind that the maximum compensation now 
is acombination of the sea and inland postage upon the matter carried. 
This bill goes on: 

But in cases where a contract shall be made in addition to the sea and United 
States inland postage to be allowed under this section to United States steam- 
ships plying between ports of the United States and Central and South America 
and the West Indies, he may, by agreement— 

That is, the Postmaster-General may— 
by agreement with the owners or agents of said steam-ships, at an equivalent 
consideration therefor,— 

That is to say, he is authorized to fix the schedule of departures and 
the contractors shall name asatisfactory time within which the journey 
shall be made between the United States port and the foreign port— 


allow any sum not exceeding three times the sum of said sea and inland post- 
age, for dispatching their vessels without fail upon certain dates, to be specified 
in schedules covering periods of not less than six months each, to be agreed 
upon in advance by the Postmaster-General and said owners or agents. 


And then follows a provision very much like the one contained in the 
amendment now under consideration. 

So that after all, taking this bill as expressing the true sentiment of 
the Postmaster-General, it is simply a question of limiting his discre- 
tion to a maximum expenditure of $800,000, or the maximum expendi- 
ture of an unascertainable amount, which may be three times the sum 
allowed by the present law. 

Now, Mr. President, it may be worth while to know what we are 
paying for this service, and I have here a table prepared at the Post- 
Office Department showing it. To the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany, for the service between New York and Colon during the fiscal year 
1887—the fiscal year which terminated one year ago this month—we 
paid $15,340.62. We paid the same steamship company, for service 
between San Franciscoand Panama, $1,833. We paid to the New York, 
Havana and Mexican Steamship Company, for service between New 
York and Vera Cruz, $399.03. We paid the steamship company that 
carries the mail between Key West and Nassau—the name of the own- 
ers not given—$228.37. We paid to what is known as the “Red D 
Line,’’ between New York and Laguayra, $4,457.47. We paid the 
New Orleans and Central American Steamship Company, for service 
between New Orleans and Port Limon, $195.12. We paid Hoadley 
& Co.’s steamers for service between New York and Colon, $23.39. 
We paid Oteri’s line, between New Orleans and Truxillo, $199.55; to 
the Royal Mail Steamship Company, between New Orleans and Belize, 
$3,887.77; to the steamships connecting us with the Haytian Repub- 
lic, between New York and Cape Hayti, $205.30; to the. United States 
and Brazil Steamship Company, for service between New York and Rio 
de Janeiro, $10,804.35; to the Morgan Line, for service between New 
Orleans and Vera Cruz, $67.50; to the same line, for service between 
New Orleans and Havana, $192.81; to steamers plying between New 
York and Bermnda, $10.79; to the Clyde Line, between New York and 
San Domingo, $960.08; to Leaycraft & Co.’s steamers, between New 
New York and Cape Hayti, $30.32; to the steamer Alert, for service 
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that the Postmaster-General settles it in his letter, so that I need not 
argue the question. No man can answer him, or successfully contro- 
vert the truth of his statements. I hope Senators will listen while I 
read what he says. He recites the subsidy provision which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas read. The Postmaster-General says: 

SUBSIDY. 

The remaining provision of the bill is as follows: 

7. To provide more efticient mail service between the United States and Cen- 
tral and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes 
of this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed 
to contract with American built and registered steam-ships for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judg- 
ment will best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be fora period 
of not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding, 
for cach outwerd trip, $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course to secure the ends above set forth. 

‘The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the con- 
tractors, stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six 
months in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ships to 
depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated the Postmaster-General 
may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-Malf the con- 
tract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to depart 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the contract 
or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress.”’ 

it will hardly be claimed for this legislation that it is either demanded or re- 
quired, or that it can be utilized for the benefit of the postal service merely. 
‘The resources and powers of the Department have proved entirely adequate to 
afford to the citizens of the United States a foreign mail service equal to, andin 
most cases superior to, that of any nation in the world. Nine-tenths of our for- 
eign letter mail crosses the Atlantic, and the settled policy of the Department 
has been to employ the swiftest vessels from week to week for carrying the 
mails. The Department, at the request of prominent merchants, importers, 
and bankers of the United States having commercial relations with foreign 
countries, has endeavored to induce foreign postal administrations to adopt a 
similar policy to promote expedition and security in correspondence. 

Under the present system, on routes other than to European ports, mails 
have been carried in American steam-ships at four times the rates paid for 
transatlantic service, although no foreign vessel has ever refused or hesitated to 
necept the sea postage, or one-fourth the rate paid to American bottoms, Un- 
der the present conditions the Central and South American letter mai! increases 
at the rate of about 10 per cent. in weight a year, and the number of sailings to 
West Indian and Central and South American ports from the three ports of New 
York, New Orleans, and San Francisco increased in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, from 712 to 831. In addition to the compensation paid in money, all 
common carriers by water are greatly benefited by carrying the mail. Pro- 
vision for their benefit in Brazilian ports are as follows: Mail steamers are al- 
lowed to immediately discharge their cargoes, preference being given them be- 
fore any other vessel and before they have been entered at the custom-house, 
both on week days and on Sundays or holidays. 

They may sail atany hour, day or night, after they have received the mail, and 
can not be detained under any pretext whatever beyond the hour fixed for sail- 
ing. Similar benefits are provided for mail steamers at other West Indian and 
Central and South American ports. While the Department in every case bas 
given the preference to American ships at fourtimes the cost of carriage on com- 
peting foreign ships as permitted by law, yet in very many cases because of very 
much greater expedition or because of the absence of proper facilities in Ameri- 
can steamers, or because of very great delays, the other ships offering have been 
given the business at the lower rate on the principle that the first duty of the 
Department to our citizens under the law was to give them the best, most ex- 
peditious, and certain mail facilities within its resources. 

If there shall be superadded to the functions of postal administration that of 
administering a subsidy or a bounty for the promotion of American shipping 
interests I can readily see why, in practice, these two oflices must so conflict 
that, so far from being of advantage to and promoter of efficient mail service, 
such a subsidy, with such a purpose, in the hands of the Postmaster-General 
must antagonize and overbear the primary object of his office, which is to give 
to the correspondence of our citizens the best expedition and certain transmis- 
sion. Ifthe — or bonus system is to be revived, itshould be done without 
involving this Department in the complications certain to arise from adminis- 
tering it, and without hampering its fundamental rule of action, which is that 
the mails must go at all events. 

While we granted aid to Pacific railroads, with conditions imposed that the 
mails should be carried for a credit on the debt, yet the Department was left 
free to employ better or more expeditious routes in its discretion. The proposed 
legislation will be in effect a mandate to the Postmaster-General to contract with 
American-built as well as American-registered steam-ships for the transporta- 
tion of the mails to the ports of Central and South America and the West Indies 
fora period of not less than five years and with a compensation for each outward 
trip of $1 per mile. 

He at least assumes that he has no discretion in regard to the com- 
pensation, which he says is $1 a mile for each outward trip. Continu- 
ing, he says: 

There is no condition for advertisement, and, indeed, unlike even the British 
subsidy acts, competition is not contemplated or permitted, as the contracts are 
to be limited to American ships,and as to these will be practically limited to 
those now in existence, between whom there is comparatively no competition 
because of the number which can be me (te ae in the service. 

In the present conditions the pro lawmight as well have named the few 
persons to whom this money is to paid, Even the laws (Revised Statutes, 
sections 3976 and 4203) under which American ships might be compelled to carry 
the mails have been repealed (23 United States Statutes at Large, 58), and it 
goes without saying that the proposed legislation intends the Department to 
pay the maximum rate provided, ¢, ¢., $1 per nautical mile for five years, to these 
few persons, without troubling them ith oon negotiations as to terms, and, in- 
deed, as you will observe, without even the lodgment of discretion in the De- 
partment to designate from what ports of the United States the mails shall sail. 
It may be said in passing that presumably the “terminal points’ from which 
sailings will be made, if self-interest, as is usually the case, governs, will be those 
from which the greatest number of nautical miles may be computed, rather 
than from those at which the convenience and needs of the service would be 
suited. It may be noted also that the schedules of sailings are to be furnished 
by the contractors, and not by the Postmaster-General; altogether, from an 
analysis of the proposed legislation it would seem to exclude the exercise of 
any power of any representative of this Government to provide for this mail 
service in the interest of the people, except after contract, which must be on 
the carrier's own terms and alee the carriers have fixed the schedules accord- 
ing to their ideas of what the mail service should be, to compel them to con- 
form to their own expressed views and decision as to the public convenience 
and the public interests. 

I beg you to believe that in this criticism of the bill I am not commenting un- 
everebly at this place upon q policy of granting bounties to American ships. 
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I do think, however, that the carrying out of that policy should not be in- 
volved in the postal administration. Such gifts should be voted and given di- 
rectly, if the Government shall determine to pursue a policy of engaging in 
this branch of private business. With very great respect, however, to the 
framers of the bill, I do seriously object to that provision of the proposed legis- 
lation which places the mail service at the mercy of any firm, individual, or 
corporation. While, indeed, the subsidized lines might be compelled to carry 
the mails if tendered, yet the Department should be independent,and should 
at all times be enabled to send the mails by the most expeditious routes and 
make use of the best facilities afforded for that purpose from among all car- 
riers offering. The Department should be free to take advantage of all sail- 
ings, of increased facilities coming from increased business, of changes for the 
better wrought by time, extension of commerce, and competition, and should 
not be tied up for a decade to single lines of communication, unstimulated to 
improvement and all progress by the existence of a settled, inordinate, and 
certain income. 

Herewith I furnish you two tablesmarked “A” and ‘‘B.” From them you 
will see that the mails of this country were carried to Central and South Amer- 
ica and the West Indies for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, by foreign steam- 
ers at a cost of $7,936.27 at the single rate, and by steamers of American register at 
a cost of $39,381.57. The number of miles sailed by the foreign ships employed 
was 666,448; the miles sailed by the ships of American register employed were 
546,758. It will be seen, on the plan of payment proposed, which is fixed with- 
out regard to the amount of mail carried, that the service, which cost us in the 
fiscal year 1887 $47,317.84, would have cost us, if paid for as proposed, $1,213,206. 
It is estimated that the weight of mails will be for the next fiscal year increased 
20 per cent. over these figures, and from what I have before shown it will be 
seen that the number of sailings will be increased in about the same ratio over 
the figures given in Tables Aand B. The total cost of the sailings under this 
bill, predicated upon the business of 1887,can be but an approximate standard 
by which to estimate the cost under a provision of $1 for every nautical mile 
for each outward trip. 

But without regard to the cost, it is perfectly evident, from an examination of 
these tables and from the experience of the Department in affording the best 
attainable service, that ‘‘American-built ships’’ alone, with whom the Depart- 
ment can now contract under this bill,and with which it must contract for a 
term of years, can not perform the service absolutely essential. Heretofore, as 
I have said, whenever it has been possible and consistent with the best inter- 
ests of the public which this Department serves, American ships have been em- 
ployed to carry the mails at four times the rate paid to foreign ships; yet with 
this policy steadily maintained, to give proper service at all it has been neces- 
sary to employ other carriers, asshown by Schedule A. One of the most serious 
disadvantages from connecting the proposed subsidy with this Department will 
be that, even in cases where service is not furnished to certain ports by American 
ships at all, carriers that might be had will hardly suffer the enormous discrim- 
ination in compensation for the carriage of the mails. The conditions would 
certainly predispose human nature to refuse to perform the service at all. 

Again, it will not commend itself to our people if, with this enormous compen- 
sation, avowedly for the carriage of the mails, frequency of transmission shall 
be largely curtailed, even to ports touched by American ships, as must be the 
case where we pay one carrierabout two hundred and fifty timesas much as we 
offer for the same service to another. In my opinion the bill would not be ad- 
vantageous to the service, but the disadvantages would be positive in so far as 
this Department is concerned; while if it shall become a law, the Department 
will of course faithfully administer the fund in accordance withthe spirit of the 
act. I feel confident that such administration will result only in a very great pe- 
ecuniary benefit to a dozen individuals, at the expense and embarrassment of 
good service, and of inconvenience, injustice, and material injury to the great 
body of the people, whose money will be used in the purchase of those results. 

Considering this as a subsidy pure and simple, unconnected with the postal 
service, it becomes a question of general policy with which this Department has 
nothing todo, The subject has been ably and exhaustively discussed in Con- 
gress, notably in the Thirty-fifth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-ninth. You, 
sir, and other distinguished members— 


This is addressed to Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia— 


of the Post-Office Committee as at present constituted, have on the floor of the 
House presented the learning which the history of the subject, political economy, 
or the experience of legislationcanteach. It has been frequently demonstrated 
by the experience of this and other countries that to enable one line by Govern- 
ment aid to carry more cheaply and thus to destroy competition, does not pro- 
motecommerce.* The most successful ocean steam-ship lines of the Continent— 
those of Hamburg and Bremen—receive no pay from the government other 
than the moderate postage rates.t The British precedent is not in point and 
would not be even if Great Britain did not offer her mail service to the carriers 
of the world. ‘Her aims are political and not commercial. She must have 
constant communication with the colonies, and she has spent large sums for 
this object. She must have an efficient and capable transport service for the 
protection of those colonies.” | The views of that government are statedin Mr. 
Scudemore’s report (Parl, Papers 1867-’8, X1], 113) as follows: 

‘The question (mail subsidy service) can not be dealt with on commercial 
principles. * * * For the sake of keeping up such communication with the 
East as the nation requires they must set commercial principles at defiance, and 
cost what it may the nation must either pay them what they lose thereby or 
forego the communication.”’ 

Of course England may subsidize lines of ships to open up new markets for 
her surplus, because she freely exchanges commodities with such markets; and 
her policy is after establishing the commerce to steadily decrease the subsidy. 
If the policy of giving bounties to promote commercial relations with other 
countries be ever adopted again after the failures in our history, it would seem 
that its adoption should be deferred until closer commercial relations with those 
countries can be maintained, and are not antagonized by an opposing system 
of laws. 


I hope that language will be considered carefully by gentlemen on 
the other side when they are quoting what other nations doin order to 
build up commerce. They met in Chicago lately, and in their plat- 
form declared that they are going to keep the American markets for 
themselves; they propose to build a Chinese wall around the United 
States to prevent our people from buying anything produced abroad 
which can be produced at home at any price, in order.to protect home 
industries. 

They propose to take no step in the direction that other nations are 
moving in order to build up closer commercial relations with other 
countries, but they propose to antagonize trade with other people by an 


*Mercantile marines of foreign countries, Forty-ninth Congress Ex. Doc. 
No. 172. 

+ Forty-fifth Congress, second session, Ex. Doo, No. 38, Forty-sixth Congress, 
third session, House committee report No, 342. 
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opposing system of exclusion and restriction which destroys the very Mr CHACE. Mr. President, I have forgotten the fig LI 
idea of commerce with other countries. I will not, however, go into | should like to ask the Senator from Kansas how much the a t 
these questions now. that our Government has been paying for the foreign mail 





The Postmaster-General continues: | Mr. PLUMB. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887 

5 7 turns ha enartme nte the te moun S39! 

Comme rece in the very essence of its meaning is exchange. Itis not to s¢ re the D e rement P its the total amount at $ I 

and never to buy. | Mr. CHACE And whatis the Department willing to ex? Do 
n | I understand that to be $100,000 ? 


~) 


Never to buy seems to be Republican policy in dealing with fore 





. "a8 . ie {fr Pp IMR r » hill n amct fon OF nartmer nad j 
nations, according to the Chicago platform, if somebody here has the | Mr. PLI MB. Phe bill pre ed in the Department and 
same things to sell, even if he asks double price for them. He adds: | in the House of Representatives hy Mr. I NT, Of COTE 

. ae ’ . i man of the Poct-Ofice on tt \ es f , thre ent 
The individual or nation does not exist that will buy all one has to sell for | M48 0! the Post-Ollice ¢ os pl I vin nent 


goes back are needed for the creation of a merchant marine. The cargo out Mr: CHACE. That would be a little over S100.( 
will not be bought unless we buy in exchange, and it will be bought if we ars Mr. PLUMB. About $115,000. 
willing to trade. Until these conditions come, subsidies may maintain a line . . ; ; 
so long as the subsidy lasts and then the line will go down for want of legit Mr. CHACE. I want to read here, so that the »into 
the RECORD, in order that | men may see by an a ’ 
+ +} 
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mate trade. If, however, the subsidy policy is to be pursued, I venture to sug- 
this Government pays and what foreign go 








gest the Mexican method. Whena iparrives with acargo the tariff tax 
vided withthe ship-owner, the latter taking 50 per cent. of the duty on the goods 
he brings in payment on account of his subsidy. The trading-ship is thus en 
abled to remit to the consignor, if he will employ his ship, a portion of the gov- 
ernment duties,and ths the ship-owner is indeed enabled to promote trade 
with foreign countries directly. An improvement upon the Mexican method in 
the interest of the promotion of trade and of the building of ships to conduct it, 
would be to enable the owners and the builders to receive at the port of « 





wha 





same service; and after that I shall have a very few rem ) 


in regard to the letter of the Postmaster-Ge net ul 
While we pay $39,000 for this service, France pays $5 


3, 206,766.67; Bra vs $2,223,958 


Great Britain pays $3,2 
t ; 5 Japan $241,2 
ens in that country still a greater proportion of the duties imposed by the Mr. PLUMB. With theSenator’s permission. I wish t 
government upon the cargo : : I o~ 
in this way the Mexican ship would be enabled to get her cargo, charge a fair | rection. On looking a little more carefully at the provis 








| 
cash with no reciprocal return in profitable exchange. Cargoes out and car- authority to increase the expenditure to thi t es t t 
} 





eer for carriage a sell to the Mexican consumer at . price at which h to which I referred I find it pl sotionlly provides for 

could conveniently buy, take out a cargo ior exchange, and repeat the process ‘ 4 . 

5 AP - Y Tl $s as . Cs se 1 { l I ri I 

to the cultivation of much closer commercial relations with foreign countries four times as much, becau oe air construction ol 

and to the maintenance of Mexican shipping. Of course, the Mexican method | and I understand that to be the De partmen tal constructi 

is somewhat cumbersome, and the same end might be reacked without ind not only allow the sea and inland ; we, but they ma 

tion and without the payment of a subsidy by the removal or reduction of the ad . f; Beas. hs mates al & fans 

Mexican tariff on imports times that much for expedition, which makes about four 
While on the subject of closer commercial relations with South and Central | $150,000 

America, for the promotion of which the bill under consid ration is doubtless | Mr. CHACE. One hundred and fiftv thousand dollar 

intended, I call your attention to some interesting figures. Our total trade with : 

Brazil for the year ended June 30, 1887, was as follows: 











trifle more than the little bit of a government of Belgiu 








ein} 21°24 792 29 an here ra , sant of 
I ciiacihiseccinipiecdipwuastinuitideidinndeverquckien <innsaies inane . $52,955,591 | SIUM pays ¢ 134,% 13.32, and there are apy quanti ; ” 
Our total exports to Brazil were.. ‘ panauiainenets anes ponmnte  Gyehend country With a iarger population than Belgium, which popula 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon.. aonees ‘ yale 47, 076, 47 tion, if I recollect aright. of about 2.000.000 
id impose a tariff upon................. alice : 5, 876, 703 ~ +) 1 
We did impose a tariff upon......... ie asneg:  Tytewys I was about saying that Japan pays $241,250, and the rland 


Our total trade with Central America for the same period was as follows pay $101,975.60 for this service 


























Total ima POPES. 2020+ cesceseses sogeeveccoose ° . cdidittanted $7, 7 78 - . ‘ 1 
Total e3 norte “2 O06. 714 [ felicitate the Postmaster-General upon having e1 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon 7.195. 70 | portunity to make a tariff speec h to the Congress of the | 
» did impose a tariff upon............... Ai 6 | and I was somewhat interested to see that my friend } ’ 
Our total trade with Venezuela was as fo senator from Kentucky | Mr. Beck] realizes constant! 
Tot — imports teseeseeeseangane ceeees sen ereeseeseransaseennonnes $8, 444,967 | pulses so fully that he can never make an address upon : ect ‘in 
Tota exports. snenied crectebesceueser eccrecccese ecvcess », 4 | Stee Glaihia of Initaa @ - wither , : 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon : oe ceeneeseeeeoes eseece 8, 248, 450 the sé nate of the United States witho a . "Ws, & tari 
We did impose a tariff upon.......... pee 12,736 | Mr. BECK. Does the Senator think I made o1 ) 
Our total trade with the United States of Colombia was as follows: Mr. CHACE. The Senator made the Postmaster-t 
aa dale edi es nisiiatnabiicepaasidiliiennaannen $4,771 | for him, and it was a very good one, too 
Of the in sere = “d oe ateaticeasicnarticnaremneraenesnnene 7,1 > | Mr. BECK. I thought it was 
e® impo! e impose no tari upon Sceceescacceeoocesosese ° eccee oo, . ’ “mn , : , 
Ve did impose we iene Renae, <aleadbiebuargediiea oonininne 16, 594 Mr. CHACE. We were very happy to have a little va 
: . was , ] sneec} ‘the *T oO 
Our total trade with the Argentine Republic was as follows: was not the old speech of t ns senator 
ii ricsssibsncsinnnsisoeainadannenensciumisubsnmensssasindadnagsesencsonicececones $4, 104, 102 Mr. BECK. I think the Senator and his associates who a ym 
Total exports........ aan ORS ee 6, 364, 54 protected personally by a “—¢ ° protective tariff do not rel 
Of the imports we i imposed no tariff upon ceccosscceees “ 3, 347, 93 Mr. CHACE. Ne w, Mr. President, there are one or tw 
We imposed a tariff upon.. ieeunian 2 ; . ; , 
| spots in this tariff speech of the Postmaster-General enator 
Our total trade with ¢ hili was as follows: } | 
| emphasized, repeated, and varied in all sorts of ways the doctrine set 
Ti a $2,863,233 | . ¢ J : . . 
Total exporis..... . o« 3 | forth by the Postmaster-General. This idea that you can not trade 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff UPON ........ccccsssmecsscssoesssssscseeee 2,634,396 | with foreign nations unless you buy of them is a favorite theory of 
We Gid 1n1poSe & TAFT UPON............ececoscasseccrcceccoecssencareccses severe secsesee 28,897 | free-traders. The Senator himself said—I quote his langua “vou 
These illustrate the universal rule by which the limitations upon commercial | can not sell unless you buy; the Central American and South American 
relations and the carrying trade with all the countries of Central and So : 





; . people vil ot | ol goods unless we buy their ge 8 The h 
America may be measured. A comparison of the amount brought into the | le will n uy our good — . — 


country free of tariff with what we send in exchange is instructive. It sl uld | quotes the following figures: He says we import from Brazil $52,000,- 








be noted that of the Brazilian imports free of duty, the large proportion value | 000 in value a vear and we only sell her S48,000,000 [It seems to me 
is the item of coffee, after deducting which the lesson on exchange of trade as | that the boot is on the other leg. We are buying some six or seven 
bearing on closer relations with all’ these countries is the same, and the uni- | 
versal one. times as much of Brazil as we are selling toher. Soof Central Amei 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, ica We buy of Central America $7,000,000 and we only sell them 
DON > oe BRINSON, } | $3,000,000. “The argument of the Senator fails there, be cause we are 
Hon. James H. Biovunrt, : ey ere buying Nears much of Central America as we are selling 
Chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 'them. Weare buying of Venezuela $ ) 000 per annum and we are 
Post-Roads, House of Representatives. | only se lling she m $5,000,000. We are buying« f Chili $2 800,000-—— 
I agree with the Postmaster-General that we must take what the peo- | Mr. BECK. The Senator will please observ 
ple we seek to trade with have got to sell if we expect them to buy Mr. CHACE. Iam quoting the Senator’s figures as he read them. 
from us. That is what all the leading commercial countries of the Mr. BECK. And all we buy are things that we allow to come in 
world are doing to secure trade and cargoes for their ships both ways. | free, with a very few small exceptions. 
Does any man suppose that the world will buy from us unless we buy | Mr. CH ACE. Yes, but the Senator announced the doctrine 
something from them? Is it good policy to close our markets against | these people will not buy of us unless we buy of them. 
the world? If so, is it not good policy for them to close their markets} Mr BECK. C rtainly, and we do buy from th ch things as 
against us? Can we sell to everybody a und buy from nobody? I think | we allow to come in free of duty 
not. That, however, invoives, as I said, other questions which we Mr. CHACE. Yes, and we iy from them five to eight times as 
can discuss by and by. | much as they buy of us. 
All I have to add now is that the Postmaster-General demonstrates Mr. BECK. Free goods 
that from the time we began with the Garrison subsidy, followed by the Mr. CHACE. The argument is utterly futile and unavail 
Roach subsidy, and thesubsidy tothe Pacific Mail, that broughtso much | The Senator from Kansas[ Mr. PLuMp] very well suggests to me that 


scandal, we have built up no trade of any consequence, except in goods | we bought the same kind of goods of them when we were levying a duty 
admitted free ofduty. Wecan build up noneby subsidies. Thissubsidy | on them. We bought coffee, we bought the hides from Venezuela wher 
will not build up trade, but it will seriously embarrass existing postal | we were levying a duty upon them. [ut it makes no difference; peo 
regulations by giving asubsidy toafew men at the publicexpense, tothe | ple buy what they want and sell what they have to sell. That rule 
detriment of the public service and to the injury of every tax-payerin | applies universally and everywhere, and the ¢ 
the country. makes is against him instead of for him. We 


rgument the Senator 
r $29 000.000 of the 
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people of some dozen different governments in South America, twice 
and a half as much of merchandise as we sell to them every year; and 
yet the Senator rises in his place and says, ‘‘ You have got a villainous 
system; you can not expect people to buy of you unless you buy of 
them,’’ and all the time we are buying of them from two to ten times 
as much as they buy from us. 

But, Mr. President, what is the reason we do not sell to these peo- 
ple? One of the most important reasons, one of the most serious im- 
pediments to our trade with Central and South America grows out of 
the fact that we have not ample and ready mail communication with 
those countries. Merchants in this country exporting goods to South 
America are constantly sending their invoices by way of Great Britain. 

The Postmaster-General talks about sending the mail by foreign 
steamers. We had a fine illustration of that only two years ago, when 
the predecessor of the present Postmaster-General made a contract for 
carrying the mails with one of the English lines of steamers. That 
steamer took the mail as far as Para, South America, at a price which 
would hardly pay for carrying the mail from the dock to the post-office 
in the South American port. He took the mail to Para, and when the 
captain found he could make a better charter from there to London, 
he dropped the mails on the wharf and left them there. <A steamer ot 
the Brazilian and South American Mail Steamship Company coming 
along and seeing the mails there took them up and carried them 
through, and when she got to the South American port where they 
were to be delivered, because of their delay, because of their being 
delivered behind time, she had to pay a fine for the delay in the de- 
livery of them. 

Mr. President, this is in line with the whole policy of the Demo- 
cratic party—the party of repression of industry of every kind. It is 
in contravention of what is an established rule of every civilized nation 
except our own, that we should encourage and build up our own in- 
dustry. 

The Postmaster-General makes a very disingenuous argument. He 
says this money might as well be paid to a few persons named in the 
bill. Now, every man knows that the provision is simply that these 
contracts shall be let after advertisement, and not only so, but he may 
contract with one, two, three, or one dozen parties. But howis it with 
our inland transportation? Why will not the same argument prevail 
in relation to that? You make provision for the carriage of your mails 
by railroad. The Postmaster-General might object to the carrying out 
of that law for the same reason, because every man knows that the 
mail between New York and Buffalo is carried over a certain railroad 
this year and will be the next year. The argument would apply with 
equal force to that appropriation as to this. That is not the purpose. 
The Democratic party is the party of reaction, of retrogression. They 
are opposed to all enterprise, to the building upot the industries of this 
country. They have inherited from the Southern Confederacy, the old 
slaveholding Confederacy, the idea that there shall be nothing done 
by the Government to benefit the business of this country. 

One more remark, and thenI shall stop. Weread in the newspapers 
a few days ago some speeches made by some very eminent lights of the 
Democratic party at a meeting in Tammany Hall. Every oneof them 
made haste, and they almost tumbled over each other, to declare and 
attempt to prove that the Democratic party was not a free-trade party. 
Now, I suggest to them that they had better send to Tammany Hall 
this letter of the Postmaster-General. What does he say? He says 
that it is your fiscal system, your system of laws that is in the way of 
the increase of trade with South America. What does he mean? He 
means your system of collecting duties upon imports. He means that 
free trade is the shibboleth of the Democratic party. There is the real 
doctrine of the Democratic party. He wrote that letter before he had 
heard from Oregon. I wish to call the attention of the country to the 
fact that occasionally we get a fair and candid announcement of what 
the real opinion of the Democratic party is in regard to this matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am willing now to yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEorGE]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the Senator does that I should like to make 
aremark. I do not want to occupy time. 

Mr. PLUMB. This will come up to-morrow, and we shall have 
plenty of time to discuss it then. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not want to occupy ten minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE], by the usages of the Senate, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the Senator from Mississippi that if 
I had understood fully the situation exactly as it is, I should not have 
trespassed upon his good nature by asking him to yield. I did not 
understand that this matter would take so much time. I now yield 
that he may*go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the fisheries 
treaties in open executive session. 

Mr. GEORGE. Several Senators here have expressed a wish that 
another bill shall be taken up and considered, and it is immaterial to 
me whether I go on to-morrow or to-day. At their request and their 
suggestion, I withdraw the motion I have made, and I givenotice that 
to-morrow, at the close of the morning business, not the morning hour, 
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I will renew the motion and submit some remarks about the fisheries 
treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of ltepresentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 1427) granting an 
increase of pension to Elnathan Meade. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (8S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. STONE of Missouri, and Mr. Pay- 
SON, managers at the conference on its part. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site at Fort Omaha, 
Nebr., the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 

A bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; and 

A bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson County, Missouri, 
at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river naviga- 
tion between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles below said 
city. 





RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2644) granting the right 
of way to the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to 
construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from 
Fort Smith, Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter 
Springs, in the State of Kansas; which was, on page 7, line 19, after 
the word ‘‘ built,’’ to insert: 

And it shall not be necessary in such case for forfeiture to be declared by ju- 
dicial process or legislative enactment. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2807) granting to the 
Puyallup Valley Railway Company the right of way through the Puy- 
allup Indian reservation, in Washington Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was, on page 5, line 22, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to insert: 

And it shall not be necessary in such case for a forfeiture to be declared by 
judicial process or legislative enactment 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the question is put I desire to say a word. 

The Senate has taken notice, I presume, this morning of the number 
of bills that have come into the Senate from another quarter, authoriz- 
ing the construction of railroads through Indian reservations. I de- 
sire, if it may be proper, to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the fact that almost the entire legislation of this session in 
reference to Indian affairs will be summed up in the authorization of 
railroads to be constructed over Indian reservations. Whatever is 
necessary for the administration of Indian affairs, or at least the most 
pressing measures, some which have passed this body, some which 
have been long ago sent elsewhere, have for some reason or other, else- 
where than in this body, been laid aside for legislation authorizing the 
construction of railroads through Indian reservations. The Senate has 
been remarkably liberal itself in authorizing these roads, not more so, 
however, than the public good demands; but the complaint which I 
make in the name of the adiministration of Indian affairs is that most 
important measures of legislation are laid aside elsewhere for the sole 
purpose of authorizing the construction of railroads through these reser- 
vations. 

While the Department itself, in the necessities of administration, 
is pressing upon the committee of this body, and is pressing elsewhere, 
for absolutely necessary legislation, in other bodies by unanimous con- 
sent the time is set apart for the Indian Committee to make reports 
exclusively of bills authorizing railroads to be constructed through 
these reservations, while such pressing measures as pertain to the 
healthy and wise administration of the Indian Department can not 
find opportunity to be presented for action. That I felt it my duty 
to call the attention of the Senate and the country to, so that the 
lack in Indian administration this year will find its explanation in the 
remarks I have made this morning. 

I move concurrence in the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Am I now in order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REa- 
GAN] has the floor, but yields to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will begin again. In a protective country 
which keeps out foreign manufactures, when overproduction takes 
place at home, as a matter of course the factories must close. Does 
not the Senator think if in addition to our own market we had the 
entire markets of South America as well forour products, it would give 
labor here sieadier employment ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do think that, and I think we ought to pursue a 
policy and could pursue a policy, if we acted wisely and properly, that 
would effect that very purpose; and that is by liberalizing ofr com- 
merce, by reducing our protective system; but it can not be done, as I 
said awhile ago, by subsidizing ships, because no subsidy we can give 
to ships will reduce the cost of our commodities in foreign markets. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All commerce is barter. We cap not expect 
to continue commercial relations with a country unless we barter with 
that country. But take, if you please, one of the principal commodi- 
ties of the Senator’s own State, the cotton industry. There is no tariff 
upon raw cotton. ‘There is no country in the world that produces raw 
cotton to the extent we do, and we export it to the extent of thousands 
and tens of thousands of bales. It goes abroad. Why can not the 
labor of this country, in addition to supplying its own market, its pro- 
tected market, make cotton goods for South America, even if the la- 
borers work at less than protected pay on that particular class of cot- 
ton goods that go to South America? If the manufacturers and labor- 
ers jointly should adopt such a policy, the factory need not close at all, 
and if it should it demonstrates the fact that even the policy of absolute 
free trade would not help us to secure foreign markets. 

Mr. REAGAN. The statement I have made makes the best answer 
that I can give to the question the Senator propounded, that we have 
invested so much capital in manufactures that we are able to manu- 
facture, if the factories were run on full time, twice as much as this 
country can consume. We have by increasing the cost of material, the 
cost of clothing, the cost of food, the cost of rent, and by increasing 
the cost of all the elements that enter into the creation of our fabrics, 
made them so high that we can not sell them in foreign markets, and 
therefore we can not avail ourselves of those markets so as to keep our 
capital and cur labor employed; but if the Senator and others will 
consent to a reduction of the tariff to a reasonable standard, a revenue 
standard, not looking to that protection which seeks the exclusion of 
commerce from this country 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I want to assert 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me proceed. If it will be allowed that we shall 
adopt a policy that will enable us to manufacture as other people manu- 
facture and at the price at which other people manufacture, and that 
will not stimulate the investment of more capital than can be profitably 
and constantly employed, the evil will be remedied. 

Right here I wish to suggest, in the line of the question of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey, that we have pursued this exclusive policy, this 
policy of striking down our commercial relations with other countries, 
of abdicating our trade as far as we could with other countries, until 
the great agricultural interest of this country, the food-producing in- 
terest, the meat-producing interest, the cotton-producing interest, is 
threatened by Germany, by France, and by Great Britain with a re- 
taliatory policy. Remember that the great body of our exports areag- 
ricultural. I forget the proportion, but I think about four-fifths or 
more are agricultural, coming mostly from the Middle and Western and 
Southern States. This policy ofa high protective tariff, excluding com- 
merce, is being felt by those governments, and all who are familiar with 
what has been going on in them for the last two or three years know 
that they threaten a retaliatory policy, so that they will not buy to the 
extent they have our food supplies, our meats, our cotton, whatever we 
have of productions of that kind, and from year to year the suffering, 
the inconvenience, and the loss of the country in this respect will go on 
until the people by poverty, by distress, are at last driven to under- 
stand that the great body of the people of this country is being impov- 
erished and pauperized in order to make millionaires of a few men en- 
gaged in manufacturing and other monopolistic pursuits. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I entirely admit the argument the Senator makes 
that high duties are a hinderance tocommerce. No country can com- 
pete as a manufacturing country with another one which admits all 
raw materials for use in its factories free. I admitthat. I also admit 
that no line of steam-ships that we can run to-day, even by subsidy, to 
the South American states can compete with an English line of steam- 
ships that takes the product of those states to England when they are 
received into that country free of duty. 

But we are reforming our revenue laws. A bill is now pending else- 
where which undertakes to place raw material upon the free-list. 
Therefore, if the bill becomes a law, our factories will occupy an en- 
tirely diflerent position, and as to the question I raised with the Sena- 
tor from Texas about the cotton industry, certainly his plea of high 
tariff does not apply to that. If we can grow cotton in this country 
cheaper than it can be raised anywhere else, and we do, can we not ex- 











rt the cotton product to Soath America and undersell other countries ? 
he Senator answers in this way: that that can not be, simply because 
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the cost of living and of labor is higher and rents are higher here. Am 
I mistaken in my statement? If lam not, thenafter our home market 
is supplied labor can only find employnrent in its willingness to meet 
the world’s competition in foreign markets. And when we give up the 
South American markets we surrender the only spot of discoverable 
country on the globe which will in the future absorb our surplus prod- 
ucts. 

Mr. REAGAN, I only want to say that South America is not a cot- 
ton market; it is a cotton-producing country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The same applies to other cotton manufactur- 
ing countries, and a great deal of the exports of this country that go 
to South America are cotton goods. The English send cotton goods to 
South America as well. The South American states are not manufact- 
uring states, and although they raise cotton do not manufacture 
largely. I used cotton as an illustration because the American prod- 
uct stands in respect of cost precisely with the English product, except 
the increased cost of labor; and our labor is far better than English la- 
bor. Why, then, do we not export cotton to South America? 

Now, Mr. President, the question that I put to the Senator he has 
failed to answer, unless this be his answer, that because labor is higher 
here we can not send goods to South America. Which is better for 
labor to do, to become absolutely and entirely idle by closing up the 
factory when the home market is overstocked, or to labor for a time at 
less wages in order to enable us to export the goods to South America 
and compete with English goods? If cotton goods could be manutfact- 
ured in the cotton region of this country and sent to South America at 
1 per cent. profit, after paying a reasonable sum to labor, the manu- 
facturing industry would prosper. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to ask the Senator whether cotton raised 
in the Southern States could profitably be manufactured in this coun- 
try and sent abroad, sent to Brazil and other South American states. 
I ask him this question: If, with a tariff on cotton goods of about 30 or 
35 per cent., with the duty added to the price of cotton goods imported 
into this country, if you had every farthing of cotton manufactured in 
the United States under your protective system, so as to exclude all 
other cotton without paying 35 percent. duty, does he believe the man- 
ufacturers of this country would consent to send their cottons free of 
duty to the South American republics, when they were charging the 
American consumer 35 per cent. by means of the tariff duty? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Most assuredly, and I want to say that 50 per 
cent. of all the manufactured products brought into this country from 
England, Germany, France, Belgium, and the other manufacturing 
countries of Europe represent nothing more than the cost of produc- 
tion. They send their surplus goods to this country and sell them for 
money or what is to them the equivalent of money. The surplus ot 
their factories is turned into money at once, at some price, and this is 
the only country. which speculates on the future. Anything, at all 
times, will find a money purchaser here if the price ismadelow enough. 

Let me illustrate. I met an iron-monger from Glasgow coming to 
this country to sell a quantity of iron. I asked him this question, 
‘Why do you come to the United States tosell it?’’ He said, ‘‘Iam 
obliged to sell it for money, sir; and when it reaches the port of New 
York I want to sell it for what it will bring. I intend to pay the duty 
on it and take what there is left.’? Thus it is with the surplus goods 
of every country in Europe. Their mills do not close up; they have a 
market all over the world, and they use their markets to the best pos- 
sible advantage. 

Now, Mr. President, one word more and I have done. I have never 
voted in the Senate for a subsidy for anything; for steam-ship lines, 
railroads, or anything in the world in the shape of a subsidy that I 
know of. I am opposed to subsidies in the abstract, but I want to say 
here and now as to this South American trade that with me it is an 
exceptional case. These great republicsof South America are a part or 
our own continent, being like us and with us in interest, in sympathy, 
in everything that goes to make up a republican form of government, 
desiring to trade with us, doing everything in their power to encourage 
and increase the trade with us. Hereare Brazil, the Argentine Repub- 
lic, and many other of those states which have even granted subsidies 
to American steam-ship lines themselves to enable them to get commer- 
cial relations and postal relations with the United States of America. 
Here is the Roach Line that a few years ago was granted a subsidy of 
$100,000 a year by Brazil, but when it was found that the Government 
of the United States would not aid it at all the result was that the Bra- 
zilian Government withdrew its subsidy. 

I do not call this asabsidy. It grants $1 per mile to a steam-ship 
line for carrying the United States mails to the Central and South 
American states. I think it is only a just and fair compensation to 
induce lines of steam-ships to be rapid in their movements and capable 
of doing the commerce both ways quickly. i 

I think it is the very best investment the Government of the United 
States can possibly make. Here are steam-ship lines owned to-day by 
the British Government, by the German Government, which admit- 
tedly have almost three-fourths of the trade of Central and South 
America, that are subsidized by those governments. There is not a 
single steam-ship line ranning down the coast of South America to-day 
that is not a subsidized line by a foreign government except our own 
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steam-ships. Now, then, I notice in the very excellent letter which 
the Postmaster-General has sent us, that he, unwisely I think, stops 
exactly where I want to begin. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not yield to the Senator for a speech. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose the Senator will permit me to finish 
my statement. I notice that the Postmaster-General stops just ex 
actly short of where he should have stopped. He makes the admission 
that he is giving the very best postal facilities possible to be given with 
the resources at his command. Now, what are the resources? Why, 
sir, he is dependent upon the subsidized steam-ship lines of foreign 
governments to carry the mails, and they are a part of his resources. 
Supposing those resources should be withdrawn, and the postal rel 
tions between the United States and Central and South America should 
then be one-half what they are now, the simple admission that for all 
that postal trade during the entire year the cost was only $39,000 is 
to me asuflicient admission that we are not giving good postal faciliti 
or that we are robbing the steam-ship companies that carry the mails, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey thinks 
I have not answered his question. I am not sure that I know what it 
is, and I will not repeat what I have stated on the subject, but leave 
the record as it is made for others to determine whether my position is 
sustained, or whether he has put a question to me that I have not an 
swered., 
ment that the purpose of the subsidy—I call it a subsidy, the Senator 
does not, but I do not care what name you call it by—the purpose of 
the increased pay will not effect the end which it is said it is intended 
to effect, that of increasing the commerce of the country to any per- 
ceptible or valuable extent; and I say that, for the reason I have 
stated two or three times, our manufacturing establishments are sur 
rounded by conditions which make it impossible for them to manu- 
facture goods and put them into the markets of Central and of South 
America and of Mexico in competition with the goods of other countries, 
that make them cheaper and no amount of increase of mail pay, as you 
call it, no amount of subsidy to steam-ship lines, if you take it in that 
shape, can aid us in that difficulty. If we want to increase the ship- 
owning of the country, if we want to encourage ship-building, then the 
granting of money may aid in that, but it will not change the condi- 
tion of commerce between this country and those countries. It can not 
do it, and it is easy to see that it is impossible by a mere increase of the 
number of ships and the trips of ships to lower the price of commodities 
manufactured in this country so as to enable them to compete with 
commodities manufactured in other countries. That is all I have to 
say about that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
mail? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator asks me if they would not have some 
traffic besides the mail. If we want traffic we must adopt the condi- 
tions which will give us traffic. We must enter upon a liberal policy 
of commerce with the rest of the world, and buy where we can buy 
cheapest and sell where we can sell dearest, a principle recognized by 
all the writers on political economy so far as I know, and it is the cor- 
rect principle. We never can accomplish the end of increasing the 
commerce of this country with those countries by subsidies so long as 
we render it impossible for our manufacturers to put their commodities 
in those markets in competition with those of other countries. 

Mr. HAWLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to saya single word, if the Senator from 
Connecticut will bear with me a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to say afew words. I give way though. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As I said to the Senator from Texas, the steam- 
ship would require some other traffic besides the mail, even if it had a 
subsidy. The steam-ship lines that are already running between the 
United States of America and the South American states have stations 
established along the Atlantic coast. One of the lines after making its 
headquarters at New York and taking on carge, ccmes down to Nor- 
folk, where it has an agency established. It receives freight at Nor 
folk and it goes to Central and South America, where it has its agencies 
established also for the sale of goods. In other words, when thesteam 
ship lines are established they of necessity are compelled to establish 
commercial agencies, andin that way they aid and encourage commeres 
between the twocountries. That is the condition of things as it exists 


Would they not have some traffic beside the 


to-day, and it would exist to a much greater extent if the number of | 


ships was only increased. 

As I said before, I am unwilling to undertake to change the whole 
revenue and fiscal policy of our Government for the sake of getting the 
trade of Central and South America, but I claim it would not be nec- 
essary. A certain modification of our revenue laws, which would allow 
our factories to obtain control of the raw material at the lowest possi- 
ble price, taken in conjunction with intelligent American labor to put 
that material into the different products, would enable us to take pos- 
session of every one of the South American markets. I am unwilling, 


for one, to allow any European government to get control and hold of 


the markets of that country through its agencies, its commerce, its sub- 
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All the object I had in view in rising was to make the state- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| Yet raw material 
























































O113 


sidies, and everything of that kind, to the extent of driving out Ai 
ican industry and keeping it out. 
[ want a line of steam-ships from the Pacific coast, plying between t 
South American States and the Pacific coast. I want a line of stea: 
ps, or a dozen of them, on the American coast, plying along the coast 
of South America, and carrying the products of the North to that sout! 


ern hemisphere. I demand thatasaright, and I care not by what pro 


cess it may bereached. If the Government of the United States havea 
surplus of $600,000 as a profit in carrying the for 1 mail, I will gladly 
contribute that $600,000 toward the opening a id the holding of those 
markets. It is truethe Post-Office Department can secure postal facili 
ties, such as they are, at less 1 than this bill proposes, and we might 
continue this policy until we had no need of postal facilities with South 
America at all. Our rivals would haveso intrenched themselves com 
mercially that we should be compelled to admit that while th { 
progressive of all the nations we could not supply even the wants of our 
nearest neighbors. No foreign nation shall ever occupy any portion 
these American States, either to influence their policy or enjoy a 1 
nopoly of their commerce, at least with my consent, until after the 
United States shall have exhausted every means at its command to ] 
vent both these catastrophes. 

Nowhere else on earth would I venture to goin the same manner 
is to South America I would have and I would hold that market ag t 
all comers at all cost. Whether it can be done by subsidies Lk 
but I do know that capitalists desiring investment in st 
have said that they would build steam-ships and run them bet 
ports of the United States and the ports of South America, and run 
faster lines and do everything in their power to encourage and incr 
commerce, provided the Government would pay them the subsidy tha 
the British Government are paying to lines already engaged in the sar 
trade. Iam willing to trust them and totry it. Iam willing tot 
it for a single year, and I am not willing to postpone the efiort a 


hour longer. 
I regret that I have been forced into this debate to-day wit! ‘ 


1} ' | 
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single moment of preparation. I hope, however, it will be} 
and that I may have opportunity of presenting my vi 10 
upon this important question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator from Texas [M 


GAN ] to simplify the tariff question somewhat by declaring u 
J ! ‘ i 


cally that it is necessary to reduce wages in this country in o 
extend our foreign trade. 
Mr. RFAGAN. The Senator does not understand me that \ i 


12 ' 


hope. I have not said anything of that kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He confessed our inability to sell goods in ec 
countries through our inability to produce cheaply enough 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; but there are many elements tl 
into the production of goods besides labor; the cost of mate 
living of every sort and all the elements I mentioned enter into 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘Then he would reduce the cost of living 
it? 

Mr. REAGAN. I would reduce the tariff to a revenue stan ) 
as not to put the business of this country upon stilts and di 
our whole financial and commercial system. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itisverydifticult to understand what the r¢ i 


t 


standard is upon some goods. If there is next to nothing cor 

of a certain article that is produced here and it is preduced abroad, thet 
the duty is practically a prohibitory one; but to reduce that dut 
would be to invite importation and to increase the revenue. & 


extremely difficult, I say, as to many articles, to know what is ex 
a revenue standard. 


But the Senator puzzles me in another respect. He says we have 
given such encouragement to manufacturers that capital glu tine 
market; that there is too much capital employed in manufacturin 
and that we are producing goods too rapidly and have a sur; vd 


therefore have to stop. In the first place, there is no imaginab!« 
tem under which you can escape an occasional 
Chere is England, the paradise of the Democrati ; 
politico-economically the paradise, that has, more nearly than any 
other people, except it be the Turks or some equally mistaken people, 


’ 
glut of the mas t. 


party commercially 


| a free-trade tariff; and yetit iseverlastingly said in the English papers 


that they are suspending here and there because the market is glutted 
go in there free, and everything else goes in free 

except certain large classes of articles that the poor man consumes as 
much as do the rich, and en those they have their tariff. 

They get their whole hundred millions out of four or five articles of 
almost universal consumption, while we get the larger part of ours out 
of luxuries and things of that sort. We encourage the establishment 
of manufactures here, and at the same time we tax for the support oi 
the Government the people who are best able to pay. They say to us 
that free trade—for that is what they are all aiming at confessedly 
Watterson says the man is an imbecile who denies it—they say to us 
that free trade is proper, and yet this free-trade nation of Great Britain 
has as much difficulty as anybody else with glutted markets 

The gentleman makes another mistake in supposing that higher wages 
necessarily imply a greater price and costlier production. I can show 
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him the statistics of an English statistician who points out distinctly 
the fact that the American laborer produces more per capita than any 
other laborer; that a hundred Americans produce as much as one hun- 
dred and five, or one hundred and ten, or one hundred and fifteen—I 
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can not furnish exactly the figures, I do not remember, but a measur- | 


ably greater amount than the English laborer produces. Why? He 
gives the reason. Because he is better fed and better clothed and more 
intelligent, and will not live in the cabins those people are in. 

But the free-trader turns around and points to the fact that the cost 
of rent is higher here than in Great Britain; and the English free- 
trader thinks he has made a point when he shows that workmen have 
to pay more for rents here. It is because they will not live in the 
manner these people live. They will have meat more than once a 
week; they will have a better house and better surroundings; they 
will have a piano or a melodeon; will put on good clothes for Sunday; 
and we could not make them live here as they do there. 

The free-trade doctrine these gentlemen preach here—I shall not 
undertake to go into the subject generally—is simply a deliberate de- 
termination to reduce the cost of manufacturing in this country by re- 
ducing the rate of wages, and they might as well admit it too, and go 
into the Presidentia! campaign accordingly. 

I say, on the other hand, that the well-fed and well-clothed Ameri- 
can mechanical operative can produce more goods than anybody else 
per capita, and he does it by his better physical condition, being more 
active, intelligent, and capable; also because he has something to hope 
for and something to live for in this country; and he has better ma- 
chinery. It pays to pay higher wages. By paying higher wages you 
get a more rapid and a more excellent production, and in no case does 
it tend to lower prices. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the proposition be true that the American laborer 
produces more than the English or European laborer, is not that the 
reason for this increase of wages that he gets, and will not that in- 
crease of wages and higher wages go on if there is a reduction of taxa- 
tion ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He will savesomething there undoubtedly. Isee 
what the gentlemen are aiming at. “Throw off these duties and let 
goods freely come in at cost with a small percentage added. How does 
the laborer there live? Read the innumerable books, or go yourselves 
and see how he lives. Wages will be somewhat higher in this country 
anyhow because of the scale of living, perhaps, but take the duties off, 
put these men, then, upon an even plane of competition, the one man 
with his meat once a week and insuflicient clothing and insufficient 
education, and the other man well fed and well clothed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not want to cause cheap labor; Iam very much 
opposed to it. I think that the admission of the Senator is a complete 
answer to his own argument, that the fact that the American laborer 
produces more accounts for the increase of his pay. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not wholly. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that higher wages in America would go on not- 
withstanding a reduction of taxation, because the American laborer is 
more intelligent, the Senator says. Ithinkhe is. Because he lives in 
abetterhouse. Ithinkthatistrue. Because he has better machinery. 
I think that is true; and because he works longer. That is true. 
Therefore he gets more wages, so that the reduction of taxation does 
not necessarily involve the idea of a reduction of wages according to 
the Senator’s own theory. 

Mr. HAWLEY: The Senator had better take the floor. We shall 
have this out by and by, some other time, when it will be more satis- 
factory. It isa very inviting subject indeed; but just let me finish 
what I was going to say, and you may have the rest of the afternoon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not want any part of the afternoon. I was 
simply putting in my oar as the Senator is putting in his. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I have the floor in my own right. I am not put- 
ting in an oar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right; the Senator is perfectly welcome. 

I find the excess of production in behalf of American workmen either 
5, 10, or 15 per cent., but the difference in wages is anywhere from 20 
to 100 per cent. Soif you take off the duty you do not remit the men 
to an exact equality. You may do it so long as their political institu- 
tion, whether gotten from the vice or ignorance of the present or in- 
herited from the vice of ages, it makes no odds 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Please do not. I could not repeat the alphabet or 
the Lord’s Prayer when you interrupt me that way. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of the condition of wages and life over there, 
whether it results from vicious and stupid legislation now, or by the 
misfortune of centuries of precedent, ignorance, and stupidity, I know 
the particular consequences so far as our economic questions are con- 
. cerned. Their condition is far below ours, and they can compete un- 
favorably. 

The Senator from New Jersey said they send their goods here at cost 
in order to get rid of them, and keep their factories running at odd 
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hours. Our manufacturersknowallaboutthat. Our peopleare familiar 
with that dodge. But he spoke as if they habitually send their goods 
‘They can send their goods here at cost and pay 25 or 30 per 
cent. duty and stillcompete. Take your 25 or 30 per cent. duty off, and 
what becomes of competition then? They have to simply combine and 
glut the American market with goods, to sell under cost, and burst up 
a large number of our newer establishments. 

One single remark more and I will go away from this debate, which 
is just a little bit out of place on this bill. We make a mistake in 
thinking so much of foreign markets. Sometimes we overlook certain 
facts that ought to be taken into consideration. We have almost as 
much as we can do to keep up with the growth of the United States, 
and feed and clothe and manuiacture for it. 

Mr. DAWES. We could do it all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, and have 30 per cent. over. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it bother the Senator now if I should ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would bother me ever so much. Our growth 
in this decade will increase to the usual 30 per cent. or more, that is 
to say, it is, economically speaking, Spain annexed to the United 
States in this decade, a country just about equal to Spain. If we had 
had in these ten years sixteen or seventeen millions included within 
our outline, we should have said we had greatly added to our mar- 
kets. If we could take to ourselves in South America 17,000,000 peo- 
ple on that eastern coast and say we will furnish them with that trade 
(and right here at our own doors we have annexed it), we should think 
it a fine increase, and yet we are bringing right in by our natural 
growth and by immigration an addition of 30 per cent. in this decade, 














facilities in order to supply those people. 
about a foreign trade? 
Mr. STEWART obtained the floor. 
Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Nevadaallow mea moment? 
Mr. STEWART. I want to saya few words before the debate closes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. STEWART. I will yield for a few moments. 
Mr. REAGAN, [I listen habitually to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] with a great deal of pleasure, but I was surprised to 
hear the statement he made that in the free-trade country of England, 
as he calls it, they levy their taxes upon the necessaries of life while in 
this country they levy their taxes upon the luxuries of life; that is, 
England levies her principal duties upon whisky, tobacco, and rum, 
necessaries of life, while we levy our principal duties upon such Iux- 
uries as iron and steel, and the products of iron and steel, upon cloth- 
ing and the things we can not live without. So it seems to me there 
is some mistake in that. 
I know the habit of talking about free trade; I know how persist- 
ently we are to have false issues forced before the country; but I do 
not propose myself to be led off by them. Free trade is a term that 
I do not know exactly how to define. I suppose the Senator would 
define it to be a trade without taxation upon imports. That is what 
I would call strict free trade. If he means that, notwithstanding his 
statement I venture to say that there is not one in a thousand of the 
American people who propose any such thing or contemplate the pos- 
sibility of any such thing. 
There is another term in which we speak of England as a free-trade 
country. They adopt the policy of liberalizing their commerce. 
Others suggest that a free-trade country is a country where a tarift 
is levied for revenue only, and where commerce is liberalized as far as 
it can be liberalized consistently with the collection of the necessary 
revenue for the support of the Government. If that is what the Sen- 
ator means by free trade, then I am a free-trader, and I take it that 
most of the Senators on this side of the Chamber are free-traders of 
that kind; that is, free-traders in the sense of simply levying duties 
enough to farnish revenues for the support of the Government econom- 
ically expended. 
But the Senator from Connecticut made a remark (and I hope the 
Senator from Nevada will allow me to refer to it; I will only detain 
him a moment) to the effect that this country would do a good business 
if it supplied its own people with manufactures, and a Senator near 
by him suggested, ‘‘And all its own people require,’’ and that seemed 
to be assented to by the Senator. LI invoke the attention of the Senator 
and the Senate to the proposition: Suppose we adopt the policy of man- 
ufacturing for our own country, to the exclusion of the manufactures 
of all other countries, is not that an absolute destruction of commerce 
with other countries? If we do that, what is to become of the mill- 
ions of dollars’ worth of corn, of wheat, of flour, of pork, of beef, of 
cotton which we export to other countries? If we devote the whole 
energies of this country to building up millionaire manufacturing cor- 
porations, and in doing that strike down the agriculture of this coun- 
try, which is the pursuit of five-eighths of ts population, this being 
essentially and eminently a country of agricuilture, what sort of states 
manship, I ask, is that to be? 
Mr. STEWART. If I had been a free-trader at the commencement 
of this running debate, I think I should have been by this time in fa- 
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he would take the goods from that establishment and would expose 
them in Paris, or in London, or in Liverpool as the case might be, for 
sale at auction in certain broken quantities. Of course there would 
be no purchasers, nobody could go into that line of trade, and the 
goods would be sold remarkably cheap, and the consul would certify 
that that was the market price. 

sesides that, you have your ad valorem duties, and then comes the 
matter of expert grading. In that way an agent of a foreign manufact- 
uring establishment would get his goods in competition with the peo- 
ple of the United States. They have their trusts and their combina- 
tions, and they havethem through Europenow. Take off the tariff and 
there will be nothing but trusts. Every important merchant will have 
his trust, and he will fix the price of the article by selling a few broken 
lumps. So you can not avoid trusts. There are trusts and combina- 
tions on every article. When those trusts are broken up the prices are 
lowered. That is why they are so much lower now than they were. 
Take the article of borax, for instance. That rated over 30 cents 2 
pound, although it could be produced in India in unlimited quantities 
for 2 or 3centsa pound. We puta tariff on that article; the industry 
was built up here, and now the price is down to 6 centsa pound. It 
has broken up English trusts; it has broken up the trustsin India. I 
could cite numerous cases of that kind. 

[ am opposed to trusts, but if we are to have trusts, I would rather 
they should be American trusts, which we can deal with, and not for- 
eign trusts. If you break down your American markets you will have 
foreign trusts, as you always have had, represented by agents here 
called agents of foreign manufacturers. I believe in protecting our 
own industries, not only from foreign labor, but from foreign trusts. 
If we are to have trusts, we should have them at home; and then we 
could have committees to examine them. We could do something 
with them here. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few brief remarks 
to the Senate upon the subject of the conference report on the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

I am a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and gave my 
assent to the provision in the bill providing for an expeditious and 
regular mail service. I think this discussion to-day has been entirely 
foreign to that amendment and to the objects which it has in view; 
but as I propose to sustain the report of the committee by my own 
vote, I wish to state the grounds which will govern my judgment, 
differing as I do from the great majority of those upon my own side 
of the Chamber. 

The question presented in this provision of the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill is not in any wise connected with the subject of a tariff in 
its good effects or its bad effects, nor with the subiect of labor, except 
in so far as the laborer shares in the general prosperity or adversity of 
the country. The question presented is simply this: Is it desirable 
that the mails to foreign countries shall be carried in American ships, 
manned by Americans? Is it or is it not a desirable object to be en- 
couraged by public policy or to be discouraged? I apprehend there 
can be but one answer to chat question. 

Whether they shall be carried in American-built ships or American- 
owned ships is another question altogether, resting upon different con- 
siderations; but upon the proposition that this great Republic, repre- 
senting sixty-five millions of the most advanced and prosperous people 
upon the face of the globe, should be represented in foreign countries 
by the ordinary instruments of commerce which contribute to the civ- 
ilization of mankind and the improvement of the race, there can be 
but one opinion. How far that result can be reached by a mail service 
induced and encouraged by Government aid is the question to be con- 
sidered. 

If there were no commerce, if there was nothing but that intercourse 
between the different nations and peoples of the earth which is a neces- 
sity of our nature, there would be but one answer to the question, 
whether so large a portion of the human race, occupying so conspicuous 
a position in its political, its scientific, its inventive mind and progress, 
should be represented as other nations and peoples are, with equal dig- 
nity, by their own ships, whether built orowned in their country, sail- 
ing under their own emblem of national power. 

Mr. President, there can be but one answer to this question. 

Is it desirable as a public policy that the foreign mails should be car- 
ried in American ships, manned by American seamen? If so, it is be- 
cause there are reasons why it should be an established public policy 
of the people of the United States, and these reasons can be discovered, 
analyzed, and tested to ascertain their force and effect. What, then, are 

‘ these reasons ? 

1. Because the mails can be carried as expeditiously, safely, and suc- 
cessfully, looking only to the efficiency of the mail service, as on a 
foreign ship. 

2. When a desired public object can be attained in two ways equally 
as well, and one way will also attain other desirable objects of public 
policy, it is plain that the way which will produce the greater number of 
desirable results is the proper one to be selected. 

What, then, are the other proper and wise ends of public policy to be 
attained by the carriage of foreign mails in American ships? 
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The ship is the only means of communication across the ocean, except 
the electric telegraph. 

It is the only means by which the personality of a people may be 
made known to the people of another country. It is the representative 
and emblem of the national power and prosperity and advancement. 
The effect of the exhibition of superior power and enterprise upon a 
people is favorable. 

3. It offers an easy, safe, and expeditious method of transportation 
for passengers, trade, and commerce. This is a desirable object, and 
is the first step in a foundation for commercial intercourse between 
peoples ot different countries. It gives employment to and opportunity 
for American seamen and develops a taste for maritime service. This 
also is a desirable object. It furnishes native seamen familiar with 
seamanship for service in time of war and for the enrichment of the 
people in time of peace. None can truthfully or reasonably deny these 
very evident propositions. If they are true, it follows as a necessary 
consequence that if the mails can be carried as safely and as expedi- 
tiously in American vessels as in foreign ones that it is a wise public 
policy to have them so carried. Neither can it be denied that these 
results are worth paying for, unless the cost be too excessive and bur- 
densome to the people. 

Upon that point it is evident that if these results should be attained 
they will pay back to the people the cost and far more. 

Another object which results from the carriage of the maiis in Amer- 
ican ships, either partially or wholly, is that the people are thus made 
to contribute their part as a people to the improvements and the inven- 
tions and the progress of the age in naval construction and in the 
means of communication by ocean transit. 

But itis denied that the mails can be carried as expeditiously in 
American as in foreign ships, and the reason given is that in contract- 
ing with a ship to carry the mails without being bound to one line the 
authorities may make selections of the ships engaged in ordinary com- 
merce, and that the interests of commerce always demand, obtain, and 
furnish the greatest possible amount of expedition, safety, and prompt- 
ness of delivery, and that the mail service can be thus performed in 
the subsidized ships of foreign countries; but this is obviously an un- 
sound proposition even regarded from this standpoint alone. In what- 
ever may be the rates of speed and the degrees of safety and comfort 
now obtained by the subsidized ships of foreign countries and under 
the ordinary incentives of commerce, the proposition ignores all the 
probabilities of further improvement by American enterprise and skill 
and invention. It is further unsound because it can only be applica- 
ble when an established and large commerce gives steady employment 
to fast ships, and does not relate to those countries where there are no 
established commerce of sufficient value to give such employment and 
where the possibilities of future commerce rest in wise policies of en- 
couragement and development. . 

Again, it is an unusual proposition, because it is not true that if you 
give a particular subsidy to American ships to carry the mails, you 
can not also give employment to foreign ships to carry the mail in the 
interval of their trips. Again, it is said that this aid from the Govern- 
ment gives such ships a monopoly of the carrying trade, and enables 
them to prevent competition from other ships, carrying through the 
aid of the Government bounty at rates ruinous to other ships, until 
they drive them out of the trade. The objection is made that this is a 
subsidy in money; but the Constitution in providing that Congress 
shall have power to establish post-oflices and post-roads, expressly pro- 
vides for the payment of a subsidy in money, and every payment made 
by the Postmaster-General for the domestic and the foreign mails is a 
subsidy in money, and precisely in all particulars and in all respects 
the same as this amendment, the only difference is in the amount and 
the person to whom it shall be paid. No human intellect can point 
out any difference. : 

When the Postmaster-General prefers a steam-ship to a sailing vessel 
to carry the mails to Europe, he pays a subsidy for speed and safety. 

He does everything that this amendment does, except that he pays 
the subsidy to a foreign enterprise. 

Who is there that as between vessels equal in all respects will not 
prefer a ship of his own country? The State I in part represent has 
1,400 miles of seacoast; her splendid port of Pensacola, one of the finest 
harbors in the world, Tampa, and Key West, all looking out upon 
Central and South America—Jacksonville opening to the West Indies 
and South America—invite the aid of the Government to establish and 
send from them their mail-ships, giving speedier, more certain, and safer 
mail service. 

I have great respect for the Postmaster-General. He is an able man. 
He is a man of conspicuous devotion to the public service and he is an 
excellent administrator; but that does not make his views and opin- 
ions always sound. Let us examine and see upon what ground they 
rest. He assumes that it is not desirable that there should be any aid 
given by the Government to this mail service. If he does not do so, 
then he recognizes the propriety of this amendment except in so far as 
the amendment may not be so good as some other provision by which 
the aid of the Government might be given to the mail service. 

Is it true that the Government aid should not be given to any pri- 
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vate enterprise performing a public duty or a public function? What 
is government for? In its general legislation, in the establishment of 
a public policy, it is togive aid toenterprise, to industries, by 


of and incentives to human action. 


restraints 


the combined efforts of the people, may give aid to private enterprises 
wisely by legislation, but not by money, what ground is there for that, 
and who will point out the difference in the ideas where there is none ? 
Legislation by the Government establishing a general policy affecting 
the different interests of the people is as much Government aid as and 
sometimes far greater than any appropriation of money. 

These ideas are vain; they have no foundation. The Governmentis to 


foster and direct and encourage by the effect of its legislation the pub- | 


lic policies that may be wise and useful to the people. That is the 
logic, the theory, and men can not alter the truth, which is divine and 
bears its own consequences. 

If this be true, how then shall this question be tested? It is pro- 
posed that in those countries where there is no commerce, no ships, no 
American connections, the policy of the Government shall give artificial 
stimulus and aid to them by giving a bounty to encourage that which 
the commerce does not demand and require, in order that the future 
commercial relations of the country may be developed. 
of this will manifestly rest upon two considerations only. 
is, Will it have the effect designated ? 
ing that result that a contract should be made with Americans to per- 
form this service? There can be no doubt that if you will furnish the 
stimulus the Americans will doit. There can be no question that if 
the inducement be great enough from the Government the service will 
be supplied. 

But the Postmaster-General says it will limit his choice; that it will 
limit him to a service that will be slower and less expeditious and less 
certain. Then why not put in the contract a provision that this service 
shall be equal to, if not greater in speed during the whole of the period 
of time than any other, and that the contract shall cease and be de- 
termined whenever the contractors permit a greater amount of speed 
or a greater amount of safety or efficiency in the ships of other competi- 
tors, or by any standard that modern invention and progress may re- 
quire? There is no difficulty in meeting that view of the Postmaster- 
General by a contract which any one may draw, requiring the ships to 
be equal not only to the best now made but equal tothe best that may 


One of these 


be developed hereafter, if you will give sufficient inducement to the en- | 


terprise. This is the proper answer to the Postmaster-General’s prop- 
osition. He has the control of the provisions of the contract; let him 
make it so that whenever better ships and a better mail service shall 
be furnished by any competitor, foreign or domestic, the contract shall 
cease. 

The Postmaster-General admits the propriety of this amendment 
while he objects to it in his very able and ingenious letter upon the 
subject. He says that he has given four times as much to American 
ships as to foreign ships for carrying the mail already; that is the prac- 
tice of the Department. 


That is a concession of the whole subject. Why did he give the 


four-hundredth fraction of a cent. to an American ship instead of to | 
If it was wise to do it for a small amount, it is wise | 


a foreign ship? 
to do it for a great amount. If the consideration of favoring Ameri- 
can enterprise by the most infinitesimal proportion of increased pay 
is a wise one for the public, whatever consideration is necessary to pro- 
duce that result is a wise one for the public, within the limit that 
it shall not be so great as to be unreasonable and burdensome. 


He says that he gave this advantage to American ships, and if he | 
did to American ships, he did it upon the ground upon which the | 


amendment was adopted. 
benefit them. 


Of course we assume that he wanted to 


This question has nothing whatever to do with the effect of our do- | 


mestic policy of tariff or no tariff. I share in the general views upon 


that subject on this side of the Chamber, which will not permit the | 
imposition of burdens upon one part of the people for the benefit of | 


the other. I admit that the granting subsidies of money to enter- 
prises, however intimately connected with the public functions, is a 
dangerous power, but I undertake to say that the ocean mail service 
of this country is as intimately connected with its prosperity in peace 
and its defense in war as the maintenance of an army and navy, and 
that it bears precisely the same function, with the added one that it 
will develop the commercial prosperity of the country. 

To show how wild many of these propositions advanced against this 


amendment are, suppose we admit the proposition that the country is | 


burdened with an excessive tariff imposition. Suppose we admit, for 
the purpose of testing this argument, that the cost to the consumer in 
our own country is largely increased, and that an aggregate of 30 or 


CH 


40 per cent. upon the actual cost and the foreign cost of production is | 


imposed by our tariff policy, why would it not be possible for the man- 
ufacturer, who has received a benefit of 30 per cent. from the American 
consumer, although he may not be able to manufacture his goods at 
equal cost and upon terms of equal competition with the foreign pro- 
ducer, to dispose of his production in foreign countries at a competing 
price with those of the foreign country to any extent less the bounty 
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Is it wise to the end of produc- | 
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of the home consumption; but the very fact that he had a bount 
it at home, and the bounty of the protected market, would enabk 
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j not build either a Chinese wall or awa ult by non-intercourse laws 
| which will separate the peoples of the earth. The human race was 
made by God Almighty for free intercourse and the exchange of thought, 
| invention, and the products of labor. Thought is free, hop 
| the aspirations of the mind are free. Mankind as created by the Cre 
| ator will have intercourse with each other. Then we must p 
| it according to modern civilization, for the dignity of national 1 
and national intercourse, for the comfort and convenience of « 
| trammel it as you may, it must have communication. 
| In my judgment we might modify our existing system and cha 
| it vastly for the better, for the welfare and comfort of our own peo; 
| and for the promotion of foreign intercourse. But that is not the q 
tion here. It is to-day, as we stand, with $700,000,000 or $800,090, 000 
| of exchanges, or double that amount, why shall we not maint 
| national honor and the national dignity, so that an American « 
whether in South America, nearest to us, or in Europe, shall 
pride and dignity of seeing a vessel of his own country appear 
| foreign ports bearing the thoughts and the communications and t 
commercial interests of his own people, aud respected and h 
the representative of the great Republic? 
It is for these reasons, Mr. President, while I think a better 
| of bounty or of subsidy might be devised, that I am willing, as on 
representative of the American people here in the Senate, to vote son 
part of the public money for the transportation of the mails 
| most expeditious manner in vessels the best that have been or can 
constructed, which shall be American and representative of our p 
and our nationality. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the m 
of the Senator from Kansas {| Mr. PLUMB] that the Senate still fu 
insist upon its amendment numbered 7, disagreed to by the House, a 
| ask for a further conference thereon. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. REAGAN (when Mr. CoKE’s name was called My « 

[ Mr. COKE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. D 

If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. I would vote ‘‘yea’’ if it w 
for that pair. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY], but I have transtferr 
my pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore I 
vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock ]. 
would vote uponthisquestion. Ifhe were present, I should vote ‘* yea. 

Mr. PLUMB. He would vote the same way. The Senator from 
New Jersey, I have no doubt, may feel himself released from his pair 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Being so informed, I will vote. ; 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Ken 
“* yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name 
| Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). J am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland | Mr. WILson ]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HArRis] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Morriy] 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I find that my colleague [Mr. PAp- 
DOCK } is absent and apparently is not paired. 
my colleague and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 16; as 


Tam paired with 
I do not know how he 





I vote ‘ yea. 
I am paired with the Sen- 
It he were present, I 


I am paired with the Si 
NA] If he were here, I should vot: 


was called). I am paired with the 
FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 


If he were present 


[ will transfer my pair to 


4 
follows: 





YEAS—28 
Allison, Davis, Hoar Plumb, 
Blair, Dolph, Ingalls Pugh 
jowen, Edmunds, McPherson, Sawyer 
Call, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner 
Cameron, Frye Mitchel) Stewart 
Chace, Gorman, Payne, Stockbridg 


; Cullom, Hale Platt Feller 
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NAYS—16. 

Bate, Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Colquitt, Hearst, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, George, Reagan, Walthall, 

ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Fvarts, Morgan, Sabin, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Sherman, 
Butler, Gray, Paddock, Stanford, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Vance, 
Coke, Hawley, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Ly unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the managers of the further conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Mr. PLums, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave to offer, with the assent and approval 
of all the members of the Committee on the Judiciary with whom I 
have been able to consult, an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, to be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I wish to say that the amendment is 
to provide that the Joint Committee on Printing of the two Houses 
shall cause to be made a new and complete index to the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and all the statutes and joint resolutions since, 
that shall be a good one for the conveniences and necessities of every- 
body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, ms 
Cc lerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7547) granting the right of way to the Yankton and 
Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Dakota; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian reserya- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Do.ru] desire to proceed with the bill (S. 62) to provide for ‘fortifica- 
tions and other seacoast defenses? 

Mr. BLAIR. TI ask the Senator from Oregon to consent that the bill 
may be informally laid aside in order to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not consent to that. I have been a long time 
waiting for a full Senate to consider the coast defenses bill, and I do 
not know that any one wishes to discussit. Ithink if the amendments 
be read and acted upon we can have a vote uponit. I supposed the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr] intended to address the Senate 
to-da 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the pill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast 
defenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment reported from 
the Committee on Coast Defenses will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the Senator from Oregon hardly expects a 
vote upon the bill without further discussion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. Ido not know that any one desires to discuss 
it. If any one desires to discuss it the question will come up on the 
Army appropriation bill. I think we can take a vote upon it at once. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGr], who 
had the floor to-day by the courtesy of the Senate to speak upon the 
fisheries treaty, kindly gave way with the understanding that at the 
close of the debate upon the Post-Office appropriation bill I would have 

an opportunity to make a motion or obtain by consent of the Senator 
from Oregon the right to ask the Senate to consider Senate bill 405 in 
favor of these laborers, who have been now in three Congresses at least 
getting reports, always favorable reports in both Houses of Congress, 
but have never been able to get the consideration of their measure. 

Mr. DOLPH. I gave way once for the consideration of that bill, and 
we were unable to get a quorum to act on it. 

Mr. BLAIR. That was not the faultof the friends of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is sickness in my family and I desire to take 
them away as soon,as I can, and I want to have the bill disposed of. 
I think we can get a vote on it in half an hour, probably in a quarter of 
an hour, as soon as the amendments are acted on. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course if the Senator does not give 
press the request further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


way I can not 


The first amendment will be stated. 
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The Cuter CLERK. The first amendment of the Committee on Coast 
Defenses is to add, at the end of section 2: 


All of said appropriation to be available until expended. 


So as to make the clause read: 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, $21,500,000; for each fiscal year there- 


after for the period of eleven years, $9, 000,000, ‘and for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1901, $5,877,800, all of said appropriation to be available until expended, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word ‘“‘afore- 
said,’’ to insert ‘‘and the armament therefor, and the purchase of sites 
for the said fortifications, substantially;’’ and in line 16 of the same 
section, after the word “‘ ports,’’ to insert ‘‘ or the armament therefor; ’ 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3, That said sum shall be expended under the direction of the President 
for the purpose of providing fortifications and other defenses for the ports 
aforesaid and the armament therefor, and the purchase of sites for the said fort- 
ifications, substantially in accordance with the recommendations of said board, 
until Congress shall Otherwise provide, and shall be apportioned between 
said ports in aecordance with the consolidated estimate of the cost of said de- 
fenses found upon page 28 of said report, and the work shall be, as near as may 
be, commenced at the same time at each of said ports, and shall proceed as 
rapidly as said annual appropriations will admit of: Provided, That. if at any 
time the Secretary of War, upon the advice of the board of Army officers here- 
inafter provided for, and with the approval of the President shall reeommend 
to Congress any changes in the plans for the fortifications of any of said ports, 
or the armament therefor, work may be suspended upon the same so far as 
would become necessary if such changes should be authorized until after the 
adjournment of Congress, if then in session; and if not then in session, until 
after the adjournment of the next session thereof, when, if such changes have 
not been authorized by Congress, work shall be resumed under the plans rec- 
ommended by said board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment, was in section 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘by,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘a board of”? and insert the words ‘him, and he may 
appoint an advisory board of;’’ and in line 6, after the word “ be,’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘appointed by the President, and be;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 

Src. 4. The floating batteries and torpedo-boats reeommended by said board 
shall be constructed under the supervision of the Secretary of the Navy, but the 
plans and specifications for the same shall first be approved by him, and he may 
appoint an advisory board of not more than ten officers of the Nay y, who shail 
be removable at his pleasure. That all such vessels, except as hereinafter other- 
wise provided, shall be built by contract, and in the ‘construction of the same all 
the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the naval 
establishment,’’ as to the material for said vessels, their engines, boilers,and 
machinery the contracts under which they are to ‘be built, the notice of, and 
proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, and specifications therefor, and 
the method of executing said contracts, shall be observed and followed, and said 
vesseis shall be built in compliance with said act, so far as the same relates to 
vessels constructed under contract, save that in all their parts they shall be of 
domestic manufacture, and if reasonable bids can be obtained therefor, consider- 
ing the cost and risk of navigating and transporting the same, if constructe “dd 
elsewhere, the floating batteries and torpedo-boats intended for use on the Pa- 
cific coast shall be constructed on that coast. 

Thaamendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 5, line 18, after the word ‘ 
to insert the words ‘‘ have or shall;’’ so as to read: 


That no money shall be expended except in payment for steel accepted and 
delivered; that each bidder shall have or shall contract to erect in the United 
States a suitable plant. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 7, after the word ‘‘ by,”’ 
to insert the words ‘‘ the Secretary of War, who may appoint;’’ in line 
9, after the word “‘Army,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ who shall be ap- 
pointed by the President and,’’ and insert the word ‘‘to;’’ in line 11, 
after the word ‘‘ provided,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘so far as practi- 
cable,’’ and to insert ‘‘except when done at Government shops;’’ so as 
to read: 


Sec. 6. That the construction of the fortifications and their armament, the fab- 
rication of guns and gun-carriages for fortifications, submarine mines, and all 
such defenses except floating batteries and torpedo-boats, shall be under the 
supervision of the Secretary ‘of Wi ar, but before any money is expended on any 
such fortifications or other defenses the plans and specifications of the same 
shall be approved by the Secretary of War, whomay appoint an advisory board 
of not more than ten officers of the Army, to be removable at his pleasure. - A!! 
works as herein provided, except when done at Government shops, shall be 
done by contract. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, after the word ‘‘ con- 
tract,’’ at the end of line 12, to strike out the words ‘‘ the making ot 
which shall be governed by the laws and regulations of the Department 
in force at the time,’’ and insert ‘‘or otherwise, as may be most eco- 
nomical and advantageous to the Government.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I appeal to.the Senator from Oregon, who has pre- 
sented this bill, and, I think, offered these amendments, to permit the 
bill with the amendments to be printed, so that we may see them. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill was printed months ago, with the report o! 
the committee and an explanation of the amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the bill has been printed, but the 
amendments have not been. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been printed. 

Mr. PDOLPH. The amendments are reported by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator whether the report has been 
printed? I have not been able to find it as a separate document, and 


‘shall,’ 


The bill with the amendments has 
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the last place on earth to look for anything is the Con [ONA fr. DOLPH v' l 
hE RD. tte mVvings nal 
Mr. DOLPH. It was p ed four months ag 
Mr. COCKRELL. Asa separate document’ of t I Ls \ 
Mr. DOLPH. Asa separate document, a report : 4 
Mr. COCK REL! It is very strange that it is not so noted on t lL} 
Calendar and 1 noted « the bill I have no en able to 1d | 
iold of i ™ 
Mr. DOLPH. ‘That is a mistake. When the bill was first taken up ! the ] i ( t to cha 
the report and bill were printed in the RECO whi so contall ( 
the letters of the Secretary of Wat 
Mr. COCKRELL I remember something about the report or » th the ob 1 wil ‘ , 
papers having been printed in the Recorp, but I ni vw t t | the do tex 
in separate aocument io! i 3 3 
Mr. McPHERSON. bill now before the Senate rs will } ) 
it correctly, appropriates a very large sum of money through a serie I plan is certa 
years, the object and purpose of the bill being to commence a system le report on ¥ l 
of fortifications along the seacoast. ] vin 1 lortint I 
tions, it must be uy 1 make an appro 
priation ol } ind aol t é 
tinue 1t through t t i pri 
arry out the ent t 1 » tha 
pe that the mone’ Lo 
I do not know t ean Ir. HAM ) \ 
appropriation of 1 to { et ( 1 
tem of fortifications uj 1 ( I , 
pended $120,000, 000. er t was discuss 
very little in the com1 und tu ‘ ‘ 
stand that the bill was to be reported back to the § te 1 \ ally 
mistaken abou l ) es t » \ 
ber of that comn ry V ? id tha 
without any pla had i ‘ 
Dp my ¢ iwineer t T b tt ( 1 ) t ) 
to do was to t t to pro “ rf Ni ) } 
vide floatin 0 p t 
another. ‘Tl did not and l ‘ t 
not decide d lat ‘ y M TPH 4 





ner which would be sa ! 
[I do not know that this bill should not have further consideratior 1 t il } i ( 

this session of the Senate. As I understand, the Army appro} tion t 1 D e wa id l : 

bill makes an appropriation ofsome six or eight million dollars 


ifications, which, perhaps, is asJmuch as should be appropriated; but | from New Jersey acqu 











understanding that the Army bill does not touch the fortifications, a te there a! v1 

I am informed by the Senator from Maryland, I think it is a little p: ania | Mr. Ca LON | wh from Na ( 
mature for the Senate to decide to make an investment of $120,000,009 vote so »make a I 

without some well-matured plan before them. In addition to PHERSO? Phe Mr. J 

the first appropriation is made of ten or fifteen million dolla: ule as the majority report ¥ ma 

case may be, if it were not continued in after years, throug es of | Pennsylvania. Certainly 1d con 

years by an appropriation made every year to prosecute t ood. It is too large { 


result would be that we should be in the same shape then th we a either in ¢ t r ¢ e, ¢ 
to-day with respect to fortifications. ling its 


Mr. STEWART. 














I would ask the Senator how he prop t M AYN] I Li] t 

ire a plan if he does not mn some WW 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am ng « to ‘ ( l 
vith respect to fortifying our seacoast Whether it ' be « e | Mr. DO! I think y 
fortifications built upon the land o l “i ( 1» I { 1 i 

nsferred, as I said before, from to Lot i ition ) t ‘ 
matter that 1 think the Engineer ( { Enginec report he w : | t which t 
Jepartme nt oft the N; vy have not yetfu iy mat ired in their own! ids v 1 and th | ior ¥ 1 al tated in 
Therefore I do not t} tis well to proceed with side Ol ir. PAYS] ! Vv } 
of a measure which has not been well digested by a i ir. DOLPH t 

The PRESIDENT p 0 For the information ol ; lud 
the question having been raised, the Chair calls the attention } Champlain 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and others to the fact that this Mr. PLUMB. Mr. 


report, No. 603, was printed as a separate document, ord 1 on th in the discussion of t \ ) ‘ 
19th of Mareh ment of th ( 

Mr. COCKRELI I have a copy of it now, but, i 
I call the attention of the Chair to the point that the fact that there is ils with only a rt of t ‘ 


accompanying report is not noted on the face of the bill part Of 1t, that ot the st c 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is noted on the ¢ nda dition to that, I 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is true; but it does not appea t that within :; rtj rd of t 
of the bill that there was any report accompanying the ntatives what is knov ‘ f 


, Mr. DOLPH. This bill was reported from the Committe 1 Coa of the recular appropriat 


Welenses after several meetings. I am sure the Senat from New | tion by both H of ¢ 
é versey must have forgotten, though he was present and partici his question « t to 


the discussion, and I am pretty sure he was present t t f 


was adopted and I was directed to report the bill. int 
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now. ‘Therefore, unless I seem to antagonize some one specially, I 
shall move that this bill be made a special order for the 26th day of 
July, at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas a question. I 
have heard from a reliable source that the fortification bill, which will 
be here in a day or two, appropriates $35,000,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. Somewhere between thirty-five and forty million 
dollars. 

Mr. VEST. And here isan appropriation of $126,378,800 by the 
first section of this bill in addition. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that the amendment which has been pro- 
posed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the Army 
bill appropriates $6,000,000, and the trouble I find is in reconciling in 
these several ways the general question of fortifications in my own mind. 
I think, therefore, it would be advisable to have this matter go over. 

Mr. REAGAN. When this matter was before the committee I gave 
my consent and approval to the reporting of the bill by the Senator 
from Oregon. I felt all the time that proper arrangements ought to be 
made for the protection of our principal seaports and for putting the 
country-in that condition of defense which would not make us feel une- 
qual whenever any question of negotiation arises between our country 
and others. But I want to suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
when the Army appropriation bill was up the other day, and the 
amendment was offered by the Senator from Connecticut, appropriat- 
ing about $6,000,000 to enable the Government to make first-class steel 
guns, I supported that amendment, and supported it with a state- 
ment that I thought there was no probability of this passing, and doing 
that much towards the defense of the country than the present bill. 
On account of its appropriating a less amount of money I would like 
to see that, bill acted upon, to know whether that amendment is to be- 
come a law, and I should like to see the results of the action on the 
fortifications bill before this bill is acted upon. While I gave my ap- 
proval to the reporting of this bill I would be glad, if it met the ap- 
proval of the Senator from Oregon, that it should be laid aside for the 
time being. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, while for a month we have scarcely 
had a quorum of the Senate, I have been in attendance each day wait- 
ing to get a vote upon this bill. I desire soon to leave the city and to 
be absent from the Senate for a time, and it would be very inconveni- 
ent for me to have the consideration of this bill postponed to the time 
mentioned by the Senator from Kansas. 

{ listened with some impatience to the debate a week ago last Fri- 
day on the Army appropriation bill. When that bill was under dis- 
cussion and the Senator from Connecticut. [Mr. HAWLEY] was anxious 
to secure a vote upon his amendment, although greatly interested in 
the subject, I refrained from occupying the time of the Senate with any 
remarks, I did not intend atthis time to further discuss the bill under 
consideration. After much consideration of the subject, the Senate 
Committee on Coast Defenses matured and reported a bill, which was 
introduced by myself. It was submitted to the Secretary of War for 
his criticism, and by him to the Chief of Engineers, to the Chief of Ord- 
nance, and to the Board of Engineers in New York City, and received 
the approval of them all. 

The Secretary and every officer and board expressly approved the 
provision of the bill for an appropriation of the entire amount estimated 
for this work to be expended from year to year as required. 

I have before me the minutes of the meeting of the Committee on 
Coast Defenses, at which I was authorized to report this bill, which 
show that on the first baHot Messrs. HAWLEY, Hiscock, MCPHERSON, 
and Hampton voted for Senate bill 19. That was a bill £6 appropriate 
something like $9,000,000. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it in order to state what was dene in committee ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Perhaps not; but it has already been done, and I will 
say, inasmuch as the Senator from New Jersey has undertaken to state 
what he did in committee, that the minutesshow that he changed his vote 
and voted for Senate bill No. 62 after having voted for the smaller bill. 

This bill adopts the plan recommended by the Board on Fortifica- 
tions and other Defenses, appointed by the President under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1885. It makes an appropriation of the 
entire amount estimated by the board as required for the fortification 
of twenty-seven ports. It has been on the Calendar for about three or 
four months, and it has been the unfinished business before the Senate 
for something like a month. The report was printed in the REecorD 
when I first called up the bill for consideration. I think the Senate is 
prepared to vote upon it, and if it is proposed to enter upon this work 
at all, this bill should be passed. 

We may differ concerning some subjects relating to coast defenses 
(and I am sorry to say that we differ asto the necessity of coast defenses), 
but there are some facts that can not becontroverted. Noone will deny 
that the United States to-day is utterly defenseless against an attack 
by the most insignificant naval power of the world. We have some 
5,000 miles of seacoast, not including Alaska, with numerous harbors 
which will admit of the entrance of the gunboats and smaller war- 
ships of Great Britain and other European powers, and large harbors 
on both coasts that will admit of the largest war-ships of Great Britain, 
Fiance, Germany, and Italy, and upon the shores of these harbors mag- 
nificent cities with costly public edifices and palatial residences and the 
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accumulated wealth of a century, all of which could be destroyed in a 
few hours by the engines of destruction which are carried by modern 
war-ships. With no guns for the Army, and if we had them, with no 
fortifications on which they could be mounted but what could be con- 
verted into a heap of ruins by a few well-directed shots from a 5-inch 
steel rifle, we should be, in the case of a foreign war, at the mercy of 
the enemy until we could permanently obstruct the entrances to our 
harbors or could provide guns and fortifications. 

From the fortified harbors of ;Halifax and Bermuda the great war- 
ships of Great Britain menace our Atlantic coast and our commerce 
upon the Great Lakes, and from Esquimault on Puget Sound a battery 
of 80-ton Armstrong guns, either now or will shortly frown upon our 
unprotected coasts across the straits of Juan De Fuca, and her great 
war-ships under cover of these batteries menace our commerce on Puget 
Sound and on the Pacific Ocean. 

I desire to insert in the RECORD a list of vessels, classified according 
to draught of water and the ports which they can enter upon our coasts, 
Atlantic and Pacific, with the tables accompanying it, found in the re- 
port of the Board on Fortifications and other Defenses. 

The paper is as follows: 


LIST OF VESSELS CLASSIFIED ACCORDING JO DRAUGHT OF WATER AND THE 
PORTS WHICH THEY CAN ENTER, 


Class A.—Foreign vessels drawing 25 feet and over: Vessels of Class A, draw- 
ing between 26 feet and 30 feet, can enter the following-named ports at half tide: 
Eastport, Me.; Rockland, Me.: Belfast, Me.; Bucksport, Me.; Camden, Me.; 
Bath, Me,; Portland, Me.; Portsmouth, N. H.; Rockport, Mass.; Gloucester, 
Mass, (outer harbor); Marblehead, Mass.; Provincetown, Mass.; New Bedford, 
Mass. (outer harbor); Newport, R. I. (outer harbor); New London, Conn. (lower 
harbor); Fort Pond Bay, Long Island; Gardiner’s Bay, Long Island; Napeague 
Bay, Long Island; Smithtown Bay, Long Island; Huntington Bay, Long Island, 
Oyster Bay, Long Island; Hampton Roads, Virginia; Key West, Fla.; Santa 
Barbara, Cal.; Monterey, Cal.; San Luis Obispo, Cal.; Santa Cruz, Cal.; Cres- 
cent City, Cal.; San Francisco, Cal.; Benicia, Cal.; Trinidad, Cal.; Mendocino 
City, Cal.; New Dungenness, Wash.; Olympia, Wash.; Seattle, Wash.; Steila- 
coom, Wash.; Port Townsend, Wash. 

Vessels of Class A, drawing from 25 feet to 26 feet, can enter the following- 
named ports at half tide, in addition to those above mentioned: Salem, Mass. ; 
Boston, Mass.; Hempstead Bay, Long Island; New York; Lewes, Del. (break- 
water); New Orleans, La. 

Class B.—Foreign vessels drawing from 20 to 25 feet—Vessels of Class B, draw- 
ing less than 25 feet and more than 24 feet, can enter the following-named ports 
at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : Baltimore, Md.; Port Royal, 
8.C.; Vallejo, Cal.; Astoria, Oregon. 

Vessels of Class B, drawing less than 24 fect and more than 23 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: 
Bristol, R. I.; San Diego, Cal. 

Vessels of Class B, drawing less than 23 feet and more than 22 feet,can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: 
see R.1.; Norfolk, Va.; Wilmington, Del.; Chester, Pa.; Philadelphia, 


a. 

Vessels of Class B, drawing less than 22 feet and more than 21 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : 
Wood's Holl, Mass. ; Tampa, Fla. 

Vessels of Class B, drawing less than 21 feet and more than 20 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : 
Vineyard Haven, Mass.; Pensacola, Fla. 

Class C.—Foreign vessels drawing from 15 to 20 feet.—Vessels of Class C, draw- 
ing less than 20 feet and more than 19 feet, can enter the following-named ports 
at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: Calais, Me.; Nantucket, 
Mass. (outer harbor); Washington, D, C.; Annapolis, Md. 

Vessels of Class C, drawing less than 19 feet and more than 18 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : 
Edgartown, Mass.; Fall River, R. I.; Mobile, Ala.; Kalama, Oregon. 

Vessels of Class C, drawing less than 18 feet'‘and more than 17 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: 
Bangor, Me.; Portland, Oregon. 

Vessels of Class C, drawing less than 17 feetand more than 16 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to these before mentioned : 
Perth Amboy, N. J.: Charleston, 8. C.; Smithville, N.C.; Apalachicola, Fla 

Vessels of Class C, drawing lessthan 16 feet and more than 15 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : 
Stonington, Conn.; New Haven, Conn.; St. Mary’s, Fla. 

Class D.—Foreign vessels drawing less than 15 feet.— Vessels of Class D ,draw- 
ing less than 15 feet and more than 1/4 feet, can enter the following-named ports 
at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: Richmond, Va.; Beaufort, 
N. C.; Fernandina, Fla. 

Vessels of Class D, drawing less than 14 feet and more than 12 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned : 
Plymouth, Mass.; Barnstable, Mass.; Savannah, Ga.; St. Augustine, Fla, ; Gal- 
veston, Tex.; Newport, Oregon; Empire City, Oregon. 

Vessels of Class D, drawing less than 12 feet and more than 8 feet, can enter 
the following-named ports at half tide, in addition to those before mentioned: 
Newburyport, Mass.; Bridgeport, Conn.; Little Egg Harbor, N. J.; Atlantic 
City, N. J.; Edenton, N. C.; Plymouth, N. C.; New Berne, N. C.; Wilmington, 
N. C.; Georgetown, S. C.; Jacksonville, Fla.; Cedar Keys, Fla. 


Crass A.—Foreign vessels drawing 25 feet and over, 
Norr.—Sister ships, of same draught, are bracketed. 








Maxi- Maxi- 
Name of ship. mum Name of ship. mum 
| draught. | Senge. 
—-|! i 
| ENGLAND—continued. 
aioe Armored. re 
Sultan 27 11 |; Téméraire..... 27 2 
Devastation... 27 6 | Dreadnaught. 26 9 
Thunderer... | Triumph pedis = 26 7 
Rodney e7 3 || AlOXANAIA, ......cererceseereereeonee 26 6 
Howe........ adie - | NeISON.......0-cecereeeceeensenseenees 26 6 
Benbow | Saperdd ........ccccccsseresscesere-seees 26 5 
Camperdown 27 3 || Inflexible..............cccccceeseeeeees 26 4 
Auson a cid venosleneenetbeniaie 26 3 
Renown PIO 5 cccoscececee eccssnceston | 
Sanspareil..............00 a 8 I} Edinburgh............secceerssees }] 2% 3 
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CLASS A Fo a Se 9 ( ( . 
Max \ 
Name of ship Nal of s ae ‘ 
aug gk 
I AND—c¢ ed I t 
i IT L\ ‘ A 
Arm A 
Dandolo \ 
Neptune % 1|| Dette : , und Max 
Swiftsure 26 «1 ee 235 51D 4 
Northampton 3 9 einetpe Ai , Kaiser Max s 
Imperieuse . ) on - P gene 
Warspite..... j = — Haps r 
Armored Sa le 
dint Unarmored. Admiral Nakimotfl 4 
Shah 2 S Alexander II. F 
Inconstant 25 Minin 23 6] 
Viadimir Monomas . | Rad 
FRANCE, Dmitri Donskoi Laudon N 
Moskwa 5 
A f Admiral Arkass ) 
bs ; Catharine II ( 
Friedland 9 11 Sinope 25 0 
Trident 9 10 rehesme 
Colbert. 23 6 -_ 
7 helieu. 27 10 GERMANY. y 
ArCeAU........ | ’ 
Hoche 9 irm t j 
Magenta.. cyt : Kaiser > | I 7 d : - . 
Neptune... ; Deutschland —s Sy pe, né R . 
Amiral Duperré.......... witness 26 9 | Sslatton ‘\ - 
Charles Martel sci a SPAIN | Gyclops : pa 
Brennus.. ; kc j = s sorgor Krejset 
Amiral Baudin ae ) % 0 Armor Hecate Asia 
Formidable ......... ah we Vitoria o7 4| Hydra Upyt 
Duguesclin........ sansa } » 9 | Numancia 26 7 Dz 
Vauban / ‘ j = ’  Sagunto 25 11 
Unarmored. AUSTRIA aly DSO 
Tourville , ) - Call 
Duquesne........ j nse { l 19 
Custoza 26 9 | Ops t t “i = 
ITALY, regetthof 26 7 = I . 
Kaiser se AS W urte 
Armored. Erzherzog Albrecht 95 3 | Comusa Sot ! t« Bade 
Italia.. = ) K,. Erzherzog Rudolf 25 18 Olde =e 
{ Lepanto ........ a. 30 6 9 
. ‘ ‘ 
“ Andrea Doria ae rURKEY Modeste a , t 
Ruggie ro di Lauria } 99 8 _ 7 
Francesco Morosini j = Armored I 
Re Umberto. ocedenn’ 28 11 Hamidieeh 25 shetis 7 Bluche 
a es j a Messudieh 3 renedos Lf Stoscl 
lleroine ind 6 « Moltke 
i class (sneisna 
® CLAss B. Foreign vessels dra ng from 20 to 25 feet } stein 
ox I NCI Fre 1 
Carola 
ENGLAND, FRANCE—continued irmored Olga 
Mi 
Armored, Unarmored. r _ 
/ 19 phic 
| . Ke ne 
Ajax ceilidbini aeiea 2 a 0 Sfax 24 8 
Agamemnon......... j 2 Naide 23 0 lé 
Conqueror........ I > Dubordieu 2 8 ; . 
: 24 0 nan 1 
HELO .....c0rese ees 2 sense 5 Iphigénie 22 664 name 
AUGACIOUB 0.0.0 ccsccvesesccccesees | Aréthuse ‘ 21 7] l Not nat 
; Den VEGI C .....ccscscsessecceesecece } 23 8 | Duguay-Trouin 20 6] And we 
Iron PM Riccencecesccesseuceeces ) aes | Champla 18 
ee soscccees powsneees + ee] 23 «7 ITALY, } Du-petit-Thouars 1s 
Shannon ...... 23 «6 | Lapérous 
Orlando..... Unarmorcd. Nie 
Undaunted......... Primauguet 18 
Australia.... seus ; 2 0 Flavio Gioia 91 DD Estaing Zrinyi 
Narcissus.......... palin Amerigo Vespucci <* ° | La Clocheterie 18 Aur 
Galatea eee } Fabert Ls Fr Ist 
Polyphemus ; 21 3 RUSSIA } San 
REE cncuudinncinaiivecebsepies | 1 1 Seignelay - 
ee ehdcascernsmestnisecepccnees } Armored Forfait 
ee Villars - 
Unarmored, Peter Velikij 24 91! Roland 7 
; Not named... 23 0} Mag K.der N 1 
Raleigh ........... 24 7 General Admiral 23 0} Rigault de Genou 17 
Hecla..........: 24 3 Herzog Edinburgh 23 O| Felaireur 17 I 
4 NINN ss isnicceveseductevenuaeets 23 9 | Vaudreu 16 
4 ae 23 8 GERMANY ' Hugon 1 Dogg yar 
# a lus 23 3 Kerguelen ass rW : 
£4 — 23 0 Armored | Beautemps Beaupr on Atjeh 
4 — 22 1 , | Duchaffaut = rromp 
- Mercury ..............-. matianies 22 0 Preussen saetens »4 7 | Condor K. Emma de 
7 Leander and 3 others of class. 20 6 | Friedrich der Gross« ~ “ | pervier , der 
% Mersey and 3 others of class. 20 0 | Hansa 21 7 | Faucon De Buster 
le 15 eee 
‘ mt : | Vautou Van Speyk 
FRANCE. Unarmored, | Van Gale: 
| ITAL’ 
Armored. Leipzig 21 7 
. : Prinz Adalbert = | Unarmored 
, Dévastation ........cccccccererees } 2411 
G Foudroyant .. senerateeeneees S | = SPAIN | Stromboli 
‘ Redoutable ..... : 24 10 | Etna H and 
| Turenne.........0++00 Ul 24 10 Armored, | Tripoli 19 Iver H feldt 
ks Bayard......... snveseuse sessed = Zaragoza 24 11 Grito fordenskjold 
hs Terrible ...... ; coeseeeee | Not named ; 24 8] Vesuvio 19 VEE ap 
. SE ‘ “OT Mendez Nunez... 22 0} Giocanni Bausan is 
i Indomptable........ ‘ { —- | Savoia 17 C 
| Caiman oa aaneens Unarmored., Christoforo Colombo lf Fyen 
d La Galissonniére . 23 10 Staffetta 5 t. TI 
—_- us . i ‘ i = hi 
Victorieuse i deaing o } 2 8 Aragon.... 
Triomphante. ; S| pei ae Castilla... “% 0 RUSSIA. 
ST tii ckisciscoscensenocese vanes 21 10 || Navarra 
7 Tonnerre. soi , ) Reina Cristina Unarmored 
?u'mi 9 narmored, - 
Fulminante.. puainne d 21 4 | Reina Mercedes 21 0 
sith ctiacanianest } Alfonso XII -amjat Markurija 19 Svea 
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draught 
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t 
Bald sivas 19 6 
me és 18 4 
Ire 16 6 
Kft 
1 / 
OGTR TRCGROIG. ... »cceccseveonvasoces / 18 0 
Mukademi sain 18 0 
Idjilaliel — 17 O 
GREECI 
I ed 
Am Miauli 17 Oo 
RTUGAI 
Armored 
Vasco de Gama 19 0 


Unarmored., 
Alfonso de Albuquerque... 18 0 


BRAZII 





{rmored 
ine lo ere cvevcvevesceseste 20 0 
DaIB AGIA, osvn0vinepeneectpte<susaten Is 0 
[ ia more i, 
Cruzador “ B”’ .... ; 18 6 
EA MAUADRTD covcssvvesevccrcsveccecsss 17 10 
Almirante Barroso......0+...0+. 17 0 
Trajana... obosinessuanererdmal 15 6 
Crass D. 


ENGLAND, 


Unarmore l. 
Wild Swan and eleven | — 
others of class..............+ | 


Fantome and five others | 





of class oP eecenreeecesceeevouse i} 13 11 
Scout.. 0600 ecceneosaconece cesses 
a S| 14 6 
Archer and six others of | 

CVSS .....cscsene 14 ¢ 





Dolphin ..... 
Wanderer 
Reindeer and five othe: 





ge: 
oe 





ORABB. «00000000 socccessuocsonsnsesesees 14 ¢ 
ASOD sisccoces ; 13 9 


Ramble and two others of 
ee 





bk et ft 
> w Go 


Flamingo and three others_ 


ol to 
OL CiASss Cee eee eee eneeeeeee { 12 11 
Swallow and sister ship..... 12 0 


Albacore andtwo others of 
class 
Curlew... 
Landrail 





Redwing and nine others 











of class $ ve : 
) 10 6 
ewitt , cononenntenmeseves.t 
Linnet 5 10 11 
Coquette and six others of | | 10 11 
class So 
se { 10 
¢ 
Cygnett and eleven others { = . 
of class | 10 6 
AGOGO... ivabidctssesalnie . ea + 
CORT © inccemnssntneinninwts J] 10 6 
Fro e others of | 10 © 
class » to 
DRIES .. 6 cnc ccccccesesoverseccceses . ( 9 6 
Staunch and twenty-seven { 3» 
. to 


others of class.......... -| 


6 1 


Medina and eleven others 








of class 6 0 
rRANC! 
Achéron en paienia | 
Cocyt . i 
7 > { 
Phlegeton. duanadeasees B 11 10 
FORTE « craccecesewsersensusecoumpapass J 
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Name ship 
\ NTINE REPUBLI 
A? 
Almirante Browi 
N imed 
cl 
Ar ¢ 
a} tnt 
\imirante Cochrane. 


Blanco Encalada 
liuascar.... 


Una 
Esmeralda ...... . 


morcd 


Armored 


Tir ‘ 


I Ss i. u0eN,.. 


Chen Yuen...... 


Unarmo 
OO 
Nan Thin.,, 
Nar Shuin .. 





Techi Yuen Ee aia ‘ 

2. . _ } 

Chao Yuen nee ) 
JAPAN 


Armored 
Fu So 
Kon Go . ) 
Hi Yei . esccese ) 


Naniwea ......... 
Takachiho 
Tsu Kushi 
Kaimon 


Foreign vessels drawing less than 15 feet. 





FRANCE—continued. 
Armored 
PURGE, .csecsveess 
Grenade 
Miltraille 





Flamme.. 


Unarmored. 
0 Se 
Dumont d’Urville....... j 
Bouvet.......... 
Parsevyal ..... 
| jenénencisbeess 
Bisson......... srinicituatrepiesnen a 
La Bourdonnais .........-..... 
CRIB e000 vserce0e 
Voltigeur . seni 
Inconstant ......... 
PAODIR.....5.. 
Fulton 
Boursaint 
eR 
Comete .......... : 
Gabes 
Ee 
Scorpion .... 
Météore .... 
Aspic.... 
Vipére . 
Lionne scieciiiapbiaiiienane Nias 
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Capricorne ....... ‘ 
EEE cccckceesvuiatnnnimaiion 
Latin.... 
Lynx 
Etoile .. 
Bombe os 
Couleuvrine a 
ER 
Dragonne .... 
Fiéche......... 
ID x chiovndumiairneuitiin 
Sainte-Barbe ......... 
Salve....... ieluliinht 
Alert and seven of ciass 
































ITALY. 


Unarmored. 
Rapido ..... 
Scilla.... 
Cariddi... 
Pietro Micca _ 
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ip FI ccncsussccsticctonnnees 
he I csncitictcbisiiinees 
Guardiano .. 
Sentinella .. 














Maxi- 
mum 
draugh 


bh 8] 


12 
12 
il 
10 


t 


0 
0 


0 


0 
10 


10 
10 
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Criass D,.—Foreign vessels drawing less than 15 feet-—Continued. 
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Maxi- Maxi- 
Name of ship. mum Name of ship. mum 


RUSSIA, 

Armored. 
Vi \dmiral Popofl 
Novgorod 


Opriteni 
Razbojni 
Najezdnik 
Zabijaka. 
Strelok 








Plastun jal ‘ oa 
Vijestnik......... sisrisenuueien 
ES EES : 
Jermak...... pdusnnbiisuneteiiiatinn! 
Tunguz is 
Bobr peariiniahniieniae ! 
Sivoutels.......0000. J 
Wichr 

PI 5 cicciniencohitnginignnineniindl ) 
MER csdeurpenecuees shades 
eS) iastiniolmed 
Bruja 

Groza 
| Grad 
| Snjed ewes 

CROW ccecevecese 


| Dos« hd 








Ersch 


Jorsch 
GERMANY 
irmored 
Brummer. auicenila eet 
Bremse shale ti : ) 


Viper 
Wespe 
Biene . 
Scorpion 
Micke.... 
Basilisk..... 
Camiileon 
Crokodil. 
Natter 
Salamander . 


Hummel 


Un 7 mored 

Blitz : pubdaakeeionnee a 
Pfeil 
BGIOR 6s uasexs 
Zeiten 
Habicht 
Mowe. : 
Albatross...... Weaninbisated ! 
Nautilus.... 
Cyclops.. 








Volf.. . } 
id icndsit-ademaiatinnideldds ia 
litis. sieved (idtetiamde ee 


SPAIN, 
Armored. 


Duque de Tetuan........ 
PuigcerGs.........02..0000 


Unarmored. 


Re a ee 
Sanchez Barcaiztegui . j 
IRD cisanecwinbenn peltiicteiees 
Conde del Venadito........., | 
Cristobal Colon........... 
Don Juan de Austria.... 
Infanta Isabel... 7 
Isabel IT..... siaina ele ep Ouida 
ST vachidgibiarcns ecehd tu caiiieliaen } 
Concha.. 
Eleano......... 

General Lezo.............. 
Magellanes....... 














AUSTRIA. 


Maros 
LeItha......0000 





Unarmored, 





Panther .... -osacieiaigmebaaeain. t 
Sister ship. on 
BRIN ssi svionvenevetenemeasttanebenes , 
BBAIAte ......ccecseveveeseee nny 
Sebenico...... 

Lussin... 

Albatross. 


Nautilus 





HOLLAND. 
Armored. 


Draak 





draught 
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6 
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6 


il 


ll 
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draught. 








HOLLAND—continued, 
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, ” 
Haai } 
Wesp nb kopemecus } 
Luipaard... 9 10 
Panter Pee ee TT eee eee ee | 
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Matador.......... 9 10 
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IIUIIN inti. dndunauniinismaaiianinaeel ° 
Moza ‘ 
Merva 


Unarmored 


Alkmar. 14 8 
c 

Also alarge fleet of gun” { . - 
ES: icine crn scens rassdevwevnciers is 

( 6 38 


DENMARK. 


Armored 


Gorm 









14 5 
Odin 14 1 
Un t mored, 
TRIOS vins carctvtarivnventmeieanneie 12 5 
. ; 7 6 
Also a considerable fleet | hn , 
F TRO ecsccccoccservnwceies , oF 
of gunboats..... { 5 6 
NORWAY. 
Armored 
Thrundvang a ? 
OIE i. stivdhehinthipuCinetiebitabiines a 12 0 
Odin m 
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PESODITION cccrss cxsersvevecyess ll 3 
Unarmoread. 
Sleipner étueen sees aneuiiehen ) c 
rr 9 9 
Ellida seicitanselbiedibie viens I 
Also a considerable fleet of 
gunboats, 
SWEDEN, 
Arm yved. 
i I, vices incannseinctede 
Thordon. : 11 10 
UNITE uc chinienens ovecnnsudessseoweunet | 
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Seven monitor-type gun- 
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Three casemate gunboats. ... 5 5 
Unarmored, 
DBAtE....<cccve semnbinusia a, 9 6 
TURKEY. 
Armored, 
Ilesber 5 6 
GREECE, 
Unarmored, 
INE suing 0b onssiscenivascabaaouadiinsy 14 9 
REDD. civin vp ccsbivansuveibes 5 6 
SPOEBIA cos scscooreccceses 5 6 


PORTUGAL, 
Unarmered, 


Reina de Portugal............. r M 


I ccivivticscnevidndssnnnes ) 9 
{ 13 1 
a ee “ to 


{ ms 
BRAZIL. 


Armored. 





Sete de Setembro............... . 12 6 
Javary ) 

Javary.. Ssbooelen ; 110 
Solimores ........ 8s eeeeuenns ) 1 


Unarmored. 


Primero de Marco.. 
Imperial Marinheiro = 
Paranahyba ...........+++- abd ll 6 


— 












Marago... 6 0 
Guarany 5 6 
Traripe... 5 0 
Iniciadora....... pahiaincihee tata 5 0 
| Cananea and 3 others of class 40 
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ed ste r 3 : i } r 
While we are defenseless against an attack by a1 L } t! \Vho savs. except t 
great countries of Europe are providing not only for defer ‘ of date The South I Wi t to { 
aggressive warfare. The question is whether this defenseless « tion | Government worthles ns be e the n { i 
of our coasts is to continue. I confess Iam surpr y what in 1 make stec J { ! 
I 
to-day, and I was surprised the other day to hear the I t the mu harge gut t ] ite gun, who v 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the Senator from } ions upon the ¢ ernme! But no ¢ f t ‘ 
| Mr. COCKRELL |. HD ed to to the question ha if 
iy Che Senator from Missouri emphatically stated that we not need | of d ‘ 
; coast defenses; and I think i inference { l t Se t . ! 
tor from Kansas said that he 1 t, too If those Senators could ( ’ nd v \ 
nsure us for all ti nst war, I would ag it i ( 1 J be 
that we do not a But, sir, who can foretell the - rifie \ y and i { l ‘ 
ire? How can we judge of the future but by the past Wars ngots, rough | land rouch ied i / brant 
been and wars will be Even the United States, wit! le pea f 1 private 1 wad that th rnmen ild faba 
. . . . i i 
disposition of its inhabitants and its isolated situation, has n u 38 part that purp 
able to avoid foreign wars; and Europe is eitli 1a continual st one 1 fact { t nd one Na the 


war or in preparation for it. t th y 4 t for 1 ‘ 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Se 


























é ta 
tion at such time in his speech as it will suit The Hawley com ed 1 
Mr. DOLPH. I would prefer to finish what ed int! on Fort 
ie: If the Senator from Missouri believes, é t the head of wh "i pre rt Se ‘ ‘ 
ger of a foreign war, that is a sufficient reason why he sh lL 1 been eulogized on this floor as the best qua d | l that « 
a against any proposition for the defense of our coa submi sidered the subiect of coast def Dp] edt é 
he says, as I understood him to say, that when war is once upon us the | |] ndry Board. not only as to the cl f t 
: courage and patriotism and genius of the American people will pr 1 manner in which tl y should be pr 
a timely defense, that is mere idle declamation will take y« Further in that, Congress has acted on t 
r build guns, to construct fortifications, and instruct th the Navy is concerned Lif 
ES coast defense. lool it 1 R { I 
E We may prophesy of the coming of the millennium, w i tion to increase t priat 
: peace, we may sleep in fancied security only to be awakened by t for the purp of providing a} t at t VW 
rude alarm of war. ‘The history of the race has been the history o he gun factory there He certa 
constant conflicts of arms, and the same passions whic] unimated lit. Ima aken a { 
imankind in the past continue to animate them now. nato Mr. PLUMB ‘ he & 
believes that there is no danger of foreign war, and as he said that since Mr. DOLPH Certair 
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conservative, the propulsive power of that conservatism which is em- 
bodied in the Army, is such that once committed to a scale of expendi- 
tures they will go through with it; once committed to a form of ex- 
plosive or form of gun, they will go through with it to the end, even 
if the whole world were against them on that subject. 

In that same line, I have no doubt, and I do not think the Senator 
from Oregon has, that the intelligent opinion of the world to-day is to 
the effect that the heavy ironclads which have been built at an enor- 
mous expense by all the continental powers and by England, are ab- 
solute failures, except in harbor defense; that not one single one of 
them will ever sail away three leagues from the shore for any purpose 
whatever. 

The smallest torpedoes, the smallest charge of dynamite, managed 
with the least possible human ingenuity, will blow any one of them 
out of the water. And beyond all that, Mr. President, the power of 
offense is greater than that of defense, and the very moment it is de- 
termined that 30 inches of steel plate can be carried upon a frame, that 
very moment the inventive genius of offense determines upon a msisile 
and upon a power of propulsion which will destroy that 30 inches of 
steel plate. 

So I do not take any stock at all in this idea of the ironclads of the 
Old World. They will never moor outside of their own harbors, and 
I believe to-day, as is stated in a letter which I quoted the other day, 
that the dynamite guns, recently tried on the Hudson, which can be 
bought for $40,000 apiece, will furnish a more complete defense to every 
harbor in the United States than any ten field guns that could be 
mounted there; in the first place, by reason of the fact that it throws 
a dynamite shell which contains a power greater than that which can 
be communicated by any possible charge of powder, and in the next 
place by reason of the fact that the propulsive power is compressed air, 
that enables it to be thrown with greater accuracy than by the combus- 
tion of powder. 

In reply to what was said the other day, that it was not believed to 
he possible to use this projectile firing a shell 2 miles whilea shell could 
be carried 7 miles from the deck of a ship, it is fair to remark that no 
ship when it comes within 7 miles of any city on the Atlantic coast will 
come less than a mile of the nearest land point. So if one of these 
dynamite guns struck water within a mile of the farthest possible range 
where one of these ships could be stationed, and still reach any of our 
cities, it would be within the fullest and most accurate aim of the dy- 
namiteguns. Butthese are not guns for anythingexcept for longrange. 
They do not comprise the flotilla of the sea. ‘They are not good for a 
fusilade; they are no use at short range; they are only good for long 
range. Any one is perfectly safe within a thousand yards of any iron- 
clad, however formidable at 7 miles away. So these dynamite guns 
could be stationed within a mile and be just as safe from any projectile 
thrown from such an ironclad as it would be at Gibraltar itself, 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question? Every one of 
these great ironclads carries scores and hundreds of Nordenfeldts and 
Gatlings, so that you might as well get into a hornet’s nest as to get 
within a half mile ef them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, I:know the Senator from Connecticut is by his 
constitution, by his prejudices, by his prepossessions, determined to 
make it out that the steel gun to-day is the great gun of Europe, and 
therefore to be used by us. I can not get him away from that. That 
un-American idea will go with him to his grave. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I didnot say much about theory. I rely upon the 
practical results which have been demonstrated. 

Mr. PLUMB. What I have said is the final, ultimate fact that the 
ironclads are good only at long range; they are not good for close-by, 
and these dynamite guns, even if what the Senator says is true, might 
just as well be sheltered beyond any power of being reached by the 
ironclads within a mile as they could be at 10 miles. The best bul- 
wark of defense, the best weapon of defense, the best possible force is a 
dirt fort 100 feet thick, which is proof against any shot, and no amount 
of steel can possibly injure it. Therefore, Mr. President, we have it in 
our power to take these vessels as they come, but they are are not go- 


- ing to come. 


All this talk, I think, with due respect to those who utter it, grows 
out of the fear which was developed years ago when it was supposed 
that the ironclads represented the highest type of offensive and defen- 
sive warfare, which they do not. The British Government will not 
build any more of them; the Italian Government will not launch more 
of them; the French Government will not launch more of them. To- 
day America is proceeding upon the modern models; the ship, iron, it 
is true, but not with the bulwark of iron, which itself represents, not 
protection against a great projectile, but which with a vessel that has 
clean heels with which it can get away, and with a big gun at long range, 
will be very effective. But we here are proceeding to-day upon the 
theory that was in vogue five or ten years ago, when we have waked 
up out of a Rip Van Winkle sleep, out of the controversy between the 
House and Senate a few years ago. We are proceeding as though we 
supposed to-day the British were likely to come over here and invade 
us, as a very unfortunate outcome of the debate on the fisheries treaty. 
I confess I do not have any fear of that kind, although I say it prob- 
ably with some deference, but I feel when we start upon anything we 
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shall do it in such a way that we shall accommodate ourselves from 
day to day, and from time to time, to the very best that can be pro- 
duced by the inventive genius of this country; but if we start out with 
a preconceived plan to spend $120, 000,000, we shall spend iton that plan 
no matter what is determined about its being valuable or otherwise. 
That is what I object to. 

Mr. DOLPH. The upshot of all the Senator’s speech is that he pro- 
poses to do nothing and let the defenseless condition of our coasts con- 
tinue. I have said emphatically enough (and it can not be successfully 
controverted, for the Senator is not supported), that modern steel rifles 
are effective guns. They have been used in actual war. They are the 
guns by which Alexandria was attacked and shelled and the fortifica- 
tions there destroyed, and some of the modern war shipsof Great Britain 
have not only crossed the sea, but have from time totime been stationed 
on Puget Sound, where they threaten our commerce. 

I noticed this morning in one of the city papers a statement of the 
** Navies of Europe;’’ it is in the Post of this morning: 

An English bluebook has just been issued which gives the number of vessels 
contained in the navies of the different maritime powers of Europe, as follows: 

Battle-ships—England, 49; France, 30; Italy, 21; Germany, 15; Russia, 9. 

Cruisers—England, 87; France, 67; Germany, 29; Russia, 25; Italy, 21. 

Torpedo vessels and boats—England, 176; France, 140; Italy,138; Russia, 97; 
Germany, 96, 

I am not myself in favor of building armored battle ships. I think 
until we have fortified our coasts and have provided a navy of cruisers, 
cruisers that in case of war would scour the seas, destroy the commerce 
of the enemy, we ought not to expend money for these great armored 
ships. 

But to return to the question of guns, I hold in my hand the report 
I have already referred to of the Board on Fortifications made in Jan- 
uary a year ago, in which they say on page 11: 

Cast iron as material has been advocated on account of supposed cheapness 
and facility of manufacture, but the sole method of arriving ata sound conclu- 
sion in this respect is a carefulanalysis. A comparison has been made between 
breech-loading cast-iron rifles and Krupp’s steel rifles, which by no means sus- 
tains the claims either of superior economy or facility of manufacture for a cast- 
iron gun of power equal to one made of steel. On the other hand, the differ- 
ence of weight against the cast iron appears to be 66 per cent. of the weight of 
the steel gun, a defect which would greatly interfere with facility of maneuver 
and rapidity of fire. It would be singular if, after waiting for so many years 
with the alleged intention eee by the experience of nations foremost in 
the manufacture of heavy ordnance, we should begin the long-neglected de- 
fense of the country with accepting a material for guns which, after having 
been tried by leading European nations, has been deliberately rejected in favor 
of steel. The board emphatically recommends steel. 

Also, reading from page 32 of the same report: 

As to guns, the committee believes that nothing less than the most approved 
types for each caliber is admissible, and that for the most important sites not 
less than 60,000 foot-tons of muzzle energy will be imperatively necessary. 
These guns should be made of steel and manufactured in this country. They 
should possess the merits of simplicity, strength, and a construction approved 
by experience, 

Mr. President, in a speech which I made in the Senate on July 28, 
1886, I inserted a table taken from a speech made by Hon. JosEPH 
WHEELER, of Alabama, in the House of Representatives, showing the 
numbers of guns afloat at that date ranging 10 miles or upward owned 
by foreign nations, with the names, the maximum armor, the draught 
of ship, the number and caliber of guns, and also guns afloat ranging 
from 9 to 10 miles, which I submit now as a part of my remarks. 


Guns afloat ranging possibly ten miles or upward. 
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I also submitted a list, taken from the same source, of the different 
harbors on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, with the cities upon them, 
containing a statement of facts which are interesting, which I al 
ask to insert as a complete and unrefutable «nswer to what has been 
said by the Senator from Kansas in regard to the possibility of any 
war vessel of a European power being able to approach and bombard 
one of our seacoast cities without coming within range of a dynamite 


aiso 






gun. It is as follows: 
NEW YORK AND BROOKLYN 
These cities have a population of 1,772,962. One of these vessels could float in 
30 feet of water off Coney Island, beyond the range of any guns in our forts, and 





throw projectiles into the business part of the city of New York and to near 
every point in the city of Brooklyn. 

I would like to ask what would be the effect if a shell weighing 2,000 pounds 
should drop and burst at the corner of Wall street and Broadway, and what 
would be the further effect of a few hundred such shotsin New York and Brook- 


lyn. And yet such an occurrence is at this moment a mechanical possibility. 


Vy 


BOSTON, 

This city has a population of 369,832. An enemy’s vessel could lie in 30 feet ot 
water 5 miles from the State-house in Boston and throw these massive shel 
into Lynn, Chelsea, Charlestown, the navy-yard, East Boston, Boston, Can 
bridge, South Boston, Roxbury, and Dorchester. 


PORTLAND, ME. 
This city, with a population of 35,080, could be shelled by any one of the ves- 
sels described in the table, lying off to the northeast of the city, or tothe south- 
east, in more than 30 feet of water, at distances varying from 3 to 4 miles 


NEW BEDFORD. 

This city has a population of 26,845. Any vessel with such an armament as I 
have described could lie off in the outer harbor, at almost any point to the south- 
ward of the city, in 27 or 30 feet of water, at any distance the commander might 
select,from 2 to 6 miles, destroy the bridge to Fairhaven, and either exact a heavy 
contribution or lay the city in ruins in a few hours. 

PROVIDENCE. 

The harbor at this point has numerous shoals, which, in the absence of a pilot, 
would render it impossible for a hostile ship to approach it safely nearer than 
6} miles (Conimicut Point), but the high-powered guns I have referred to eould 
readily destroy the vast and important manufacturing industries which center 
at Providence, with its population of 104,857, from even a greater distance. 


NEW HAVEN. 
This city has a population of 62,882. Vessels could rest securely 4 miles from 
the city, in 30 feet of water, and destroy it in a very few hours. 
NORFOLK. 
The population of this city is 21,926. 


proach to within 7 miles, and, with high-powered guns, shell every foot of the 
city. 





BALTIMORE. 


This city, with a population of 332,313, is, in a great measure, protected by the 
difficulties of access,but it would be possible for vessels drawing not more than 
15 feet to sail abreast of the city, and some of the vessels carrying guns of 10 
miles range draw but 10} to 15 feet. 
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seaport 


Mr. President, this statement shows that a large proportion of ou 





seaport cities could be destroyed by an enemy’s sh p witho 1 
within range of a dynamite gun 
It seems to be easier to obtain an ippropriation for something that 


has not been recommended by the engineers or has been condemned 
; 
' 


xy them, or something that is still in the experimental stage, than to 


secure 


an appropriation of a dollar for legitimate coast defenses. My 
recollection of the last fortification bill which was considered in the 
Senate is that it contained a provision for acontract with the South Bos- 
ton Iron Works for the manufacture of cast-iron guns, which have been 
condemned for years by the officers of the Engineer and Ordnance 
Corps of the Army. There has been introduced into the House of Rep- 
resentatives during the present session a bill (H. R. 6525) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to contract with the South Boston Iron W: 
cast-iron guns and mortars to meet the exigencies of public defense, 
and a most remarkable thing connected with it is that there has been 
printed and distributed to members of Congress a brief on behalf of the 
company like a formidable law brief, an argument by Mr. Eppa Hun- 
ton, a Jawyer of this city, who undertakes to enlighten Congress and 
to make it believe that it is necessary for coast defense that the Gov- 
ernment should contract with the South Boston Iron Works for guns 
which are not recommended by the Secretary of War or the officers ot 
The Army appropriation bill as it came to the 
Senate contains a provision that isadvocated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas appropriating $400,000 for purchasing pneumatic dynamite guns. 
The New York Pneumatic and Dynamite Gun and Torpedo Company 
came before the House and asked for $4,000,000 to buy theirguns. It 
seems that afterwards they were willing to take what the House gave 
them, 10 per cent. of the amount. 

It would be interesting to know who compose this dynamite gun 
I think it would be a good thing for the Government to 





rks for 











tion of an untried invention and to cause to be inserted in a re 
appropriation bill $400,000 for the purchase of dynamite guns 
What are these dynamite guns? Guns in which compressed i 
used in place of powder, firing a projectile, a large light shell with a 
range of a mile or at most from 1 to 2 miles, with low velocity, firing 
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it into the air, a curved fire,'and the projectile moves so slowly in the 
air that I am told a man on a small vessel, and I donot know but one 
of the great ironclads, could get out of the range of it after it was fired. 

The Senator talks about accuracy of the fire of theseguns. A board 
was appointed to investigate and report upon that gun, and the com- 
pany declined to have an investigation under the supervision of 
an Army board. I have here copied, in a letter of the Chief of Ord- 
nance to the Secretary of War, a letter from the president of the Dy- 
namite Gun Company, in which he speaks about giving an exhibition 
of the gun “‘after a short delay to insure suitable weather;’’ that is 
tosay, it is a fair-weather gun. Like a small craft that can only goto 
sea when the wind is fair, you can only fire a shell from the dynamite 
gun with any degree of accuracy when the wind is favorable, because 
when the shell was flying through the air a gale of wind might blow 
it out of its course. This gun was tried under the supervision of the 
company in New York harbor, and they managed to throw a shell a 
mile, a shell containing a large charge of some high explosive, dyna- 
mite probably, and to destroy an old wooden schooner, but they had 
six months in which to sight it and range jit as at a fixed target, and 
upos the strength of this they claim that the gun has accuracy of fire. 
That is not evidence. That is different from firing it at a rapidly 
moving object. 

The effect of the shot does not depend upon the power of the gun. 
If you were to take the dynamite contained in one of the shells and 
throw it down on the deckof a vessel you would destroy it. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWes] asks if Iam not unjust in my 
criticism. Iam not unjust. The proposition to buy dynamite guns 
involves the question of their merits, and I am fortified with proois to 
substantiate my assertions. 

i am willing that the War Department shall make all the needed 
experiments. They may try this pneumatic dynamite gun, they may 
investigate the invention of Licutenant Grayden and others for firing 
shells loaded with dynamite from powder guns, and all the inventions 
that are offered, which promise good results. Iam in favor of a $600,- 
000 appropriation as now contained in the Army appropriation bill for 
the purposes of making experiments. Let the War Department ex- 
periment with this gun; but I do not want to see $400,000 expended 
for a gun that has never been tried under the supervision of the Army, 
and may yet prove a failure, or become worthless by farther improve- 
ments. 

Then again the Senator talks as if when Great Britain or other foreign 
powers were making a war on us they would run their ironclads right 
up within a mile of these dynamite guns to be destroyed. I have heard 
it said that becanse these «uns could be fired without noise and with- 
out smoke the enemy would not know where they were and would be 
drawn into ambush to be destroyed. But, sir, do you suppose that the 
naval vessels of Great Britain,‘rendezvoused at Bermuda or at Halifax, 
would attack New York, or Boston, or Charleston, or Savannah, or any 
of ourseaports without knowing precisely where our batteries were lo- 
cated? 

Then, if we had the dynamite guns where would we put them? I 
asked that question of an oflicer of the Ordnance Corps the other day. 
‘* Well,’’ he said, ‘‘I suppose we would have to put them upon the ma- 
sonry structures we now have. Wecan not put them in casemated 
batteries because they have a curved fire.’’ They are fired in the air. 

Now, suppose we should put the dynamite guns upon some of the 
existing fortifications in New York Harbor. A British vessel steaming 
down in twenty-four or forty-eight hours from Halifax, would lie 5 or 
6 miles out of the range of the dynamite gun, and with a shot from one 
of these built-up forged steel rifles that are condemned by the Senator 
from Kansas, would demolish the fortifications, the guns, and the plant 
to operate them. 

Connected with this plant there is a steam engine. It is necessary 
to keep a steam engine for every gun to compress the air. 

The Senator himself the other day admitted that the dynamite guns 
were probably not the best guns of the kind that could be made; that 
there would probably be improvements made in them; and if that is 
so, what is the justification for buying guns that are in an experimental 
stage? 

Then he spoke of the invention, which was mentioned by the Senator 
from Alabama, of a Mr. Smith, who had invented a gun to fire dynamite 
shells with powder. That gentleman is not the only inventor of that 
kind of a projectile. I hold in my hand the report of three trials of 
Lieutenant Graydon’s invention, which is an invention for firing shells 
loaded with dynamite from powder-guns. They may be fired from our 
rifle-guns, or our smooth-bore guns, from any guns we have, and from 
steel-rifles when they are manufactured. Two of these investigations 
were had by direction of General Sheridan under the supervison of Maj. 
Gen. O. O. Howard, at San Francisco. Since that time another trial 
has been made under the supervision of a board of officers convened by 
the War Department, and I read briefly from the report. The official 
report says: 

Shells charged with dynamite by Lieutenant Graydon were successfully fired 
from the gun and serious damage was inflicted on the turret— 

That was a turret of armor prepared expressly to test — 


this being especially the case in the third round, when penetration and disrup- i 


tive effect were combined. 
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‘i _— two main points of merit claimed for the invention were thus substan- 
iated : 

1, Tofire a dynamite shell from a heavy rifled cannon with the full service 
charge of black powder as the propelling force without injury to the cannon. 

2. To obtain full penetration by the shell before the dynamite was exploded 
in the target. 

By this invention dynamite is fired the whole range of the gun. But 
even if these pneumatic dynamite guns had been advisedly recom- 
mended by-the War Department as no longer experimental, they are 
not to take the place of built-up forged-steel guns. They are not to be 
any part of the system of fortifications recommended by the Board on 
Fortifications and other Defenses and by the Secretary of War. On the 
contrary, the Secretary expressly says that the appropriations for these 
dynamite guns will not lessen the appropriation necessary for the coast 
defenses one dollar. 

To estabiish what I say I will submit an extract from the last annual 
report of the Secretary of War, in which he recommends an appropria- 
tion for forged-steel guns. In speaking of the steel guns, he says: 

It is believed to be of vital importance that appropriations be annually 
made by Congress until our present need of modern guns is supplied and the 
aid that our steel industry demands is assured, As a step in this direction an 
appropriation of $1,500,000 for the forgings of 8-inch and 10-inch B. L. steel 
guns has been recommendéd in the estimates. This sum would procure the 
steel for about fifty 8-inch and forty 10-inch guns, and should be made available 
untilexpended. In this connection the Chief of Ordnance remarks as follows: 

“TItis not necessary to enter into a discussion of the necessity for seacoast 
armament, nor of the possibility of future disbandment of armies and the settle- 
ment of international controversies with the pen instead of the sword. What 
may be in the near or distant future in this regard the most astute statesman 
can not divine. Our dealings, however, are with the immediate present, and 
if the recurreace of wars are likely to follow ample preparation, Europe inarms 
would seem to indicate that the days of peaceful arbitration have not yet been 
reached. Jtcan hardly be recommended that while waiting for this future pos- 
sibility our shores should continue unguarded and at the mercy of the most in- 
significant belligerent. Rams and torpedoes and dynamite guns are powerful 
auxiliaries in harbor defense, but the war conditions yet obtaining will not dis- 
pense with the hard hammering of heavy shot moving with high velocity, be- 
cause these auxiliaries themselves need protection of a most perfect character. 

The dynamite guns with a limited range can not be left to the mercy of the 
much longer-reaching guns of the enemy’s ships. The attacking ships must 
be keptat a distance by heavy guns and long-range mortars, the comparatively 
low cost of mortars enabling us to compensate by numbers for any lack of accu- 
racy of fire. Asa projectile force gunpowder yet stands supreme. It strikes 
its terrific blow at long distances; its arm reaches many miles; it plants its 
blows with unerring certainty. We can not dispense with such a force, so 
readily handled, so thoroughly understood. Heavy cannon are therefore a 
necessity, and must be provided, and our unprotected coasts demand that they 
be provided speedily. 

“ These necessities also demand that they be of the most approved quality ; 
cannon of stecl, which have been adopted by the world after most thorough 
and satisfactory experiment and trial; cannon that will place this nation on an 
equality withthe most powerful. Itwillcost money, but not more than the loss to 
the cities of New York and Brooklynfrom one day’sbombardment. * * * The 
positive and practical experience of the Midvale Works and the Cambria Works 
1s to the extent of their facilities equal to that of foreign establishments, and 
these results are in a large degree the outcome of high standards, close specifi- 
cations, and most rigid supervision and inspection, enforced by this Depart- 
ment, I venturethe opinion that such important work can not be intrusted to 
better or more skillful hands than to the officers of the Ordnance Department 
of the Army.” 


He also refers to this dynamite gun, and this is the recommendaticn 
in his annual report: 

The purchase of one of these guns of 15-inch caliber— 

That is, of the pneumatic dynamite gun— 


is recommended in order to determine the full extent of their fitness for 
coast defenses. 


Then he proceeds to givea history of the gun. It will be seen that the 
Secretary recommends the purchase of one gun for the purpose of ex- 
perimenting. But after this New York pneumatic dynamite gun com- 
pany had made its proposition to the House of Representatives, a com- 
munication was sent to the House committee by the Secretary of War, 
in which he said substantially, as was stated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas the other day, that he did not regard the gun as any longer experi- 
mental; but he does say what I read in recommending the purchase of 
these guns: 

It is not intended by this recommendation to supplant the previous recom- 
mendations of the Department, which call attention to the great needs of the 
country in the matter of coast and harbor defense, and the necessity of having 
guns of modern pattern and construction of great power and range. The pneu- 
matic dynamite gun does not and can not take the place of such heavy ordnance, 
but will be a most important and necessary auxiliary thereto. 

I read from the recommendation upon which the appropriation con- 
tained in the Army appropriation bill is based, which the Secretary 
of War says must not and can not take the place of appropriations for 
these heavier or longer-ranged guns. 

Not being able to find in any printed document the recommendations, 
which had been made by the officers of the Ordnance and Engineer 
Corps upon this subject, I went to the War Department to get copies 
of the correspondence. I obtained a copy of a letter addressed to the 
honorable Secretary of War by General Benét, Chief of Ordnance, on 
the 24th of April, 1888, from which it appears, as I have said, that 
this gun company failed to make arrangements for trials of their gun 
before a board of engineers of the Army appointed for the purpose, 
and the board was dissolved. The Chief of Ordnance, in his letter to 
the Secretary of War, repeats his recommendation concerning this gun 
to the Secretary of War which was embodied in his annual report. 

e says: 

- _ War DrrartTMEnt, Washinglon, D. C., April 24, 1888. 
stm: I have the honor to return herewith the paper transmitted from Hon. 
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Tue Boarp or ENGIneers, ARMY BUILDING, 
New York City, January 8, 1888. 


GENERAL: The Board of Engineers, to which was referred by your indorse- 
ment of December 28, 1887, the letter of the Senate Committee on Coast Defenses 
of December 20, 1887, inclosing Senate bill 62 ‘To provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses,” have the honor to report that it has carefully exam- 
ined sections 1,2,3, andthe first twelve lines of section 6, being so aa of the 
bill as refers to the land or fixed defenses of the coast usually constructed by 
the Corps of Engineers, and beg leave to submit the following suggestions : 

Section 1 enumerates twenty-seven positions upon our coasts designated by 
the Fortification Board of 1835 as ports ‘“* where defenses are most urgent ,”’ and 
appropriates in one sum the cost of the works for these ports as estimated by 
the board, namely, $126,377,800, 

Section 2 divides the above sum into thirteen parts, one of which shall be 
— each year for thirteen years, beginning July 1, 1888, and ending June 

‘These sections appropriate in one bill the whole amount estimated for the 

works proposed, a change from the usual course followed in the construction 
of public works, but a change which, in the opinion of this board, will result in 
the most economical and speedy completion of the works in question. 
. All experiences in the construction of public works show that the great source 
of increased cost is the irregular and partial appropriations made for their erec- 
tion. From the suspension of operations it often happens that completed work 
is badly damaged by natural causes, and upon resumption of operations has to 
be largely repaired or else entirely renewed. 

This is also true of plant, tools, and appliances, while a still further source of 
expense is created by the dispersion of the workmen, who have become skilled 
in the several kinds of work in hand. With one appropriation made available 
in a term of years the work goes on continuously; advantage can be taken of 
the markets in the purchase of materials, and the entire work is finished in the 
shortest possible time and at the smallest cost. 

It is suggested that in line 9 of section 2 the following words be added: “ All 
of said sum upon appropriation to be available until expended.” 

In section 3, line 3, after the word “ aforesaid,” introduce the words “ and the 
purchase of sites for the said fortifications, substantially;” so that it will read: 
* That said sum shal! be expended under the direction of the President for the 
purpose of providing fortifications and other defenses for the ports aforesaid 
and the purchase of sites for the said fortifications, substantially in accordance 
with the recommendation of said board.” 

The Board on Fortifications of 1885 did not make any detailed plans for the 
fortifications of the several ports. They selected the ports *‘ where defenses are 
mosturgent,’’ stated the number,caliber, and character of the guns to be mounted, 
the nature of the batteries, whether turrets, armored casemates, emplacements 
in barbette or mortar batteries, together with submarine mines, but did not give 
any dimensions, shape, figure, or site tothe works or the number of guns in each 
description of battery, This will require careful study and may resultin adim- 
inution of certain calibers and an increase in others, and in the necessity of sites 
not now owned by the United States. 

This latitude, it is suggested, should be given the President. 

This board does not believe there should be any departure from the character 
of the fixed defenses suggested by the Fortification Board of 1885, namely: 
“Shore batteries, which may be armored turrets, revolving or fixed, armored 
casements and emplacements in barbette,”’ ‘‘armed with powerful cannon 
needed to repel attack from the most formidable ships.”’ 

In section 6 it is suggested that, if an advisory board isto be organized,in 
line 8, after the word “Army,” the words ‘skilled in fortifications, their arma- 
ment, and its use”’ be inserted; so that it shall read: “* * * advisory board 
of not more than ten officers of the Army, skilled in fortifications, their arma- 
ment, and its use, who shall be appointed by the President. * * *” 

But it is thought asmaller board would be more efficient. It isalso suggested 
that in section 6, line 10, after the word “pleasure,” lines ll and 12, and the first 
three words of line 13 be amended soastoread as follows: ‘“‘All worksas herein 
provided shall be done by contract or otherwise, as may be most ecenomical and 
advantageous to the Government.”’ 

Thisis the language adopted by Congress for the construction of river and 
harbor improvements, and bes been found to work with advantage to the United 
States. 

men pepee which were referred to the board in this case are herewith re- 
turned, 

Respectfully submitted. 

THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Colonel, Corps of Engineers. 


HENRY L. ABBOT, 
Colonel of Engineers, But. Brig. Gen. 


Cc. B. COMSTOCK, 
Lieut. Col. of Engineers and But, Brig. Gen. 
Brig. Gen. J. C. DUANE, 
Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army, Washington, D. C. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D, C., January 6, 1888. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate bill No, 62, re- 
ferred to this office for report, and in returning it invite attention to the report 
of the Board of Engineers herewith, the recommendations of which are con- 
curred in. 

It is believed that the appropriation in one bill of the whole amount estimated 
will result in the most economical and s y completion of the works in ques- 
tion. Experience has fully demonstrated that any attemptto carry on and com- 
plete works of importance by means of small appropriations made at uncertain 
intervals has always resulted in great increase in cost if not in utter failure, 

The proposition to adopt the report of the Endicott board as to the character 
of the defenses until otherwise ordered by Congress is regarded as judicious. 
The provisions of the bill, modified as suggested by the Board of Engineers, are 
considered suitable for practical execution so far as the direction of the work 
will be under the control of the War Department. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J.C. DUANE, 
Brigadier General, Chief of Engineers, 
Hon. Witi1aM C, ENpDIcoTT, 
Seerciary of War. 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washingion, D. C., January 11, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill No. 62, first session, Fif- 
tieth Congress, “to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses,” and 
to report on those provisions relating to the manufacture and purchase of ord- 
nanee material. 

Line 9 of - tion 2 should read as follows: “All of said sum to be available un- 
til expended.” 

In a ion 3, line 3, after the words “ other defenses,” add the words “andthe 
armament therefor; so that it shall read: “* * * * for the purpose of pro- 
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viding fortifications and other defenses, and the armament therefor, for the 
ports aforesaid.” * * * 

In section 3, line 14, after the word ‘‘fortifications,’’ add the words “or the 
armament therefor,” so that it shall read, *‘any changes in the plans for the 
fortifications, or the armament therefor, of any of said ports.” * * * 

In section 6, line 7, after the words ‘‘ for the same,”’ insert the words “subject 
to the ayproval of the Secretary of War, shall be submitted for reeommenda- 
tion to,” in place of the words “shall be approved by,”’ so that it will read, 
oe e519 ae _— and specifications for the same, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War, shall be submitted for recommendation to an advisory 
board * * *,” This change makes the section consistent with existing law, 
and with section 3, providing for this board as advisory to the Secretary of War, 

In section 6, line 8, after the word “Army,” the words “skilled in fortifica- 
tions, their armament and ils use,” should be inserted; so that it shall read: 

“An advisory board of not more than ten officers of the Army, skilled in 
ree their armament and its use, shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent. : 

In the same section, line 10, after the word “‘ pleasure,” lines 11 and 12, and the 
first three words of line 13, should be amended so as to read as follows: 

“All work as herein provided, except when done at Government shops, shall 
be done by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous 
to the Government.” 

In the same section, line 14, after the words “‘ established at,’”’ substitute the 
words “ Watervliet arsenal, New York,” in place of the words * Frankford 
arsenal, Pennsylvania.’’ The Watervliet arsenal was recommended as the 
most suitable site for a gun factory by the Gun Foundry Board of 1884, A re- 
examination of this site for the purpose ofa gun factory, and also of the Frank- 
ford arsenal, Pennsylvania, was made during the past year by a special board 
of ordnance officers. This board also decided in favor of the superior eligi- 
bility, on the whole, of the Watervliet arsenal, and the Department has already 
concentrated some gun plant and commenced work at that point. (See pages 
18 and 22, Report of the Chief of Ordnance for 1887, copy herewith.) 

In the same section, line 21, after the word “tempered,” insert the word “ an- 
nealed;’’ so that line 21 shall read: ‘‘ rough-bored, rough-turned, oil-tempered, 
and annealed stee!.”’ 

In the same section, line 36, after the words “ largest calibers,” add the words 
“required under the advertisement; so that it shall read as follows: 

“* * * The time of delivery of the smaller calibers to commence at the 
expiration of not more than eighteen months and that of the largest calibers 
required under the advertisement at the expiration of not more than three years 
from the date of the acceptance of the contract * wae 

In establishing a plant for gun steel,and in commencing the manufacture of 
guns, both economy and efficiency, as well as ultimate success, will more surely 
result by beginning first with the smaller calibers and working up gradually, 
after some experience has been acquired, to the largerones. (See page 3, report 
of House Committee on Ordnance and War-Ships, first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, copy herewith.) It is thought that the steel for guns of not more than 12 
inches caliber should first be procured. With the experience and pecuniary 
help thus gained the manufacturers couid produce more successfully the heavier 
masses required for the larger calibers,as 14 inches and 16 inches. 

In the same section, lines 40 and 41, after the words ‘‘erect at the,” substitute 
the words “ Waterviict Arsenal, West Troy, New York” in place of the words 
“Frankford Arsenal, near Philadelphia. Pennsylvania.”’ 

Inthe same section, line 46, after the words “ gun-carriages,”’ substitute these 
words, “ necessary equipments for said guns and gun-carriages,”’ in place of the 
words “Ordnance equipment;”’ so that it shail read: *‘ For finishing and as- 
sembling the guns adapted to modern warfare, up to and including the largest 
approved sizes, and for the manufacture of gun-carriages and the necessary 
equipnients for guns and carriages forthe Army * * *,” 

n the same section, line 47, after the words ‘ million dollars,” add the words: 
“And provided further, that to meet present necessities, and until the manufact- 
urers of steel in the larger masses is sufliciently developed, the Secretary of 
War may, at his discretion, contract for cast-iron bodies for breech-loading, steel- 
looped, rifled mortars, after due advertisement, and under the usual specifica- 
tions required by the War Department for procuring cast-iron guns; the mor- 
tars to be fabricated at the gun factory as hereinbefore provided for, or by con- 
tract,as the Secretary of War may direct.’’ The Board on Fortifications and 
other defenses reported that some seven hundred 12-inch mortars would be re- 
quired. The Department has under test a 12-inch breech-loading, cast-iron, 
steel-hooped mortar, which has given satisfactory results, and it may be for the 
interest of the Government to make part of the mortars on a similar plan. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
Ss. V. BENET, 


Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance, 


Copy of bill amended as herein suggested inclosed herewith. 

Hon. WILLIAM C. ENpIcoTT, 

Secretary of War, 'Vas\ ington, D. C. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I deeply sympathize with my good 
friend from Oregon and all others who are so sensitive about attacks 
being made upon this great country by foreign nations. I have no pos- 
sible fear. I can see no reason on earth which could induce any of the 
great powersof the world to engage in war with the United Stats. We 
are a peace-loving people. We are isolated from all other nations. 
England and Mexicoare the only nations that could attack us from their 
own soil. We must give the English statesmen and rulers credit for 
common sense, for adesire to perpetuate their own independence and 
prestige and power among the nations of the world. England owes 
her power to-day more to her commerce than to any other thing. She 
must maintain that in order to maintain her prestige in the future. 
England knows, all intelligent Englishmen know, that within ninety 
days after a war was declared between the United States of Ameiica 
and Great Britain her commerce would be swept from the ovean, her 
prestige would be gone, and would not be restored for years, if ever. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri what we could sweep her commerce from the ocean with? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We would build swift-going vessels, that would 
do it. We would build vessels inside of six months or ninety days 
that would go upon the sea and drive her commerce from the ocean. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose we could not take the vessels out of 
port? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Could not take them out of port! The idea that 
England, with her fleet, or Germany, or France, oy England, France, 
and Germany combined could blockade all the ports of the United 
States where we build vessels is perfectly absurd and ridiculous. 
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Mr. STEWART. Where are your ship-yards to build them? hen tl board itse 
Mr. COCKRELI VW \\ 1 1 them on any river thatis navi-. < f tly nee i 
gable. There would beno l about that We have t] y 
and the material and the skill to i ssels n t 
navigable streams of the United States. Where did the1 ‘ 
the late war build and const their ve 3 d where di ers 
the commerce of the | nited States‘ iree or I ve 
Mr. TELLE! hey were built i id, i ‘ 
Mr. CHA( by their political allies ito 
Mr. COCKREI r} iwsasa uple of what the ( wns can do : 4 
when American is pitted against American, and what would it be when needed t ack 
American d against any other nationality ? Then they » on 1 
Mr. TEi Will the Senator tell us where the rebels builtany | floatine defen 
wonderful vessels during the war? ~~ nw tteries di 
Mr. COCKRELL. The records show. The country knows it n harbors or close t ' i ' be 
Mr. TELLER. No, I do not. guns than any } ms dive 
Mr. COCKRELL. If the distinguished Senator has represented his : 5 2 
4 , . , , ’ » 1 ' ih i e Da es i 
great State so long in the Senate of the United States and has been | ,,., ’ i 
Secretary of the Interior and does not know anything about that, | ' j 
7 +: en e report t on and ) ( ( 
do not propose to spend my time in trying to enlighten him. + ‘ , 
Mr. TELLER. I believe they did build one clumsy vessel down Thala 
: ; : [ hold in my I t e] ‘ 2 
here in Vir ia, but it could hardly be calleda vessel. I believe that 1 eaten { t 
Te ee gs eg ; ‘ i iat rey ! ‘ ‘ ‘ ( 
was about all the extent of their building that they did not 1 th ‘ 
. Lilem I) i Ss = i , 
across the water. ‘ : ; ‘ 
z wer Th . ; . . ‘ iiSt of po W ae yt 
Mr. COCKRELL. England ean not afford toattack us. She has no ae ‘ ; ‘ 
. ° . . . ,y 1 With reteren 0 I . A 
motive forattacking us. Thereis noreason why weshould have a war | x-_., . 
: : . York I will read that 
with her. She would be the losing power 
Then you go to Mexico; and what would Mexico attack us for ; ; . ‘ 
rn 1% : ° . . , 1 me Sss8 “ / . 5 
Phere is no reason in the world why she should attack us. We have | batteries, 1 tt . 
no danger from that source. We have no danger from France. How | Fighteen t 
would France attack us? Would she come with her fleet around ou: fhe proposed arm } t rund 
coast? f caliber, kind, n ibe! 
Mr. President, this scare is simply ridiculous; it is farcical. It does 
not rise to any degree above that. ‘ : | 
What is this bill? Let us examine it. to a opriate 
$126,377,800 as the beginning; not as the | t ) 
vinning of a system of fortifications. : 
Mr. DOLPH. itis to be appropriated to defend the twenty-seven | 
principal ports. 
Mr. COCKRELL. At the principal places named, I understand. I | ,5 s 
have read it all,and Iam not speaking unadvised] I { Py 
proposes to appropriate $126,377,30 ) for the fortifications at tw : 
seven ports as the most urgently needed places. Others are to come Chen the report go 0 dL give 1e ot! . 
time, and where will it end? We are to have fortifications ar t the kind ot! \ . ea t [ f i 
pedo-boats anchored in a continuous line around our entire sea ; hundred and thirty-two torpedo-boat ave L provide 
Mr. President, look at the report of this board I refer to the ort ill—one hu Land thir yt evo to i é 
1 the Board on Fortifications or Other Defenses appointed by the Ir various points designat On |] t re , 
dent under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1885. On page 8 of | expenditures for these various >, aw : a 
that report it says: ranged, being a co idated it, r the } 
The subject of the defense of the coasts usu been t i cderens t iment a . I I 
suppe sition of the existence of a navy not eq 1 to the fleets « t é tpt armor, structurai mm tal, gril i} ar 
sufficiently numerous to impose upon him the necessity of call , , pea ey ‘ ’ 
; } and their arma i ne 1! é ma ) ) 
t > avoidance of k detachments from his fore but this v . — 
xird is not called to discuss, for it does not exist, and sicle poats, and then 
ind in the sequel t of the po i r defe he Now, tal ¢ these t s, the « t ( 
é iezvous for tig~hting ships of war, whe ~ have | I sea { 14 So" ¢ hy ‘ 
te numbers for operating in force ag e1 ; 
t} ct T = 7 ¢ 
PORTS ARRANGED IN ORDER OF URGENCY ’ . 
T TY Her fall . : d of gun 1 rtars, 3:2" 000, and ' d do 
['wenty-seven. They have been literally followed in this bill. he , ‘ 
5 : . : . a a irriag $9,411,"0 We « e then to ng ‘ 
entire twenty-seven have been provided tor in this bill Now, what e @1 ~~ Cn) ' ‘ 
; amen 18,8 i i ) 
does the board say ? rine } es and th is. 34.3 ‘ 
The list of ports is not exclusively arranged in the order of com rcial ‘ iodes Be i ea ca niin 4 eq , , 
portan some re re e being had to the facility of defending certain ‘ nd nn : = 
the g »r less period of which this task m ad I away 
Savannah, Wilmington, and oih 2M r ‘ Mr. Pr I ‘ ire ¢ 1 ! ‘ 
structions might be improvis V host 1 id 4 4 
[t is not possible to arrange th sint ‘ r of , 7 ad 
, because the necessity i na such ent I t ) 
ial g stretch of exposed coast, although the there ited favor this Certainly thev do Thevf } 
rit be inferior in wealth and importance to others to wh I 5 oe i ‘ 
oad portance to tl r arm st i , 
The board, in limiting the list to the names above, does not v it to b i The Army wo 1} eto hay 
stood that there are no other places along the coast which a f the in Navy would like t ve a r b ‘ | 
ce necessary to justify m res of defense. There are others tthe works . —— 
Q a tio I 
defense already existing at some of these, and the force of any } i it tion of tha . . 
k which would be direeted against th I 1k ! Mr. President. I no! fort , st 
itienlar attention at this time to their ¢ on i needs Chis is not t ne to ente } I ‘ 
Ihe board, in stat x “at what ports fe s or othe i ! t . 4 2 Onn ; 
irgently required,”’ presents the follow system now and spend me 
shall ronounce three-lo } 
ihen they give the eleven ports where fortifications are most urgently ib } ‘ 
. . }; possipie Cal { Oo! 
required: > . 
‘ tire me . | Mr. DOLPH Will the } i 
i cw rh 
San Francisco | wasted 
} Mr Ci ) 
i s |} Mr. DOLPH \ 
‘ | Mr. COCK 
; } Will your to ‘ i iy ¢ t 
s has I ‘ \ 2 





DOLPH have in army ? 





i 
ll. Rhode Isiand ports in Narragausett Bay | Mr. COCKRELL. I will sho ve 
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ns are most urgently needed. and Mr. DO\.PH. ‘That is what I should like to know 





Those are the ports where fortifi . | ! | 
yet the committee have reported in favor of the entire twenty-seven, | Mr. COCKRELL. They will be wasted jnst as tho f old iron 
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cannon that we have now are useless and thrown away, wasted, just as 
all the fortifications we have ever built are now utterly worthless. 
They are of no use. We spent millions upon them, 

The Senator wanted to know why we had an army. Does anybody 
suppose that our army of 25,000 men is depended upon by the United 
States to defend the honor and integrity and glory of this great coun- 
try in a war with any foreign power? It never has been. The vol- 
unteer goldiers, are the men who fight the battles of this country and 
upon whose shoulders its permanence depends. The regular Army is 
simply a nucleus, and has always been treated as such. It is to guard 
the Indians, principally. That is about the only use we practically 
have for it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no use for it for that purpose any more. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has been the case, and the Senator doubt- 
less has been scared over the Indians as he is now over foreign nations. 

But the standing Army is fornosuch purpose. Itis simply a nucleus. 
The Navy is not to rival the navies of the world. I want to know from 
the Senator if he proposes that we shall fortify the United States of 
America as France and England and Italy and Austria and Russia for- 
tify their frontiers and their borders? I want to understand that prop- 
osition, If that is the proposition, we understand this bill. If it is 
not the proposition, I can not understand it. 

Are we, the United States, a republican Government, at peace with 
the world, afraid of nqthing, not assailable successfully by all the na- 
tions of the world combined, to set the example of a frontier fortifica- 
tion like France, like Germany, like Austria, like Russia, and other 
nations, where they have standing armies of from 500,009 to a million 
of men? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator aliow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Are you in favor of any coast defenses, and if so, 
what? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not now, sir. I am not in favor of the ex- 
penditure of a dollar right now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the Senator wait until the surplus was 
disposed of and we had no surplus? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, that surplus! Oh, that surplus! Oh, the 
hungry horde that are rushing for that surplus every time, and every 
aspirant for notoriety of any kind has his long arms out for that sur- 
plus. Every job that can be brought into Congress has been brought 
here. Every man who has sensitive nerves and fears the great powers 
of the world and wants to make this a great country proposes to spend 
the surplus in fortifying ! 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator said a moment ago that this was not 
the time to enter upon the construction of coast defenses. I want to 
know why it is not the time, and if it is not the time now, when is the 
time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not the time because we are only in the in- 
fancy in the kinds of defense that will be necessary in the future. 
Weare only in the infancy of the manufacture of arms and of explosives. 
All the money that England, France, Germany, Austria, and Italy 
have spent in armored vessels and ironclads has been thrown away. 
I think recently France has introduced a gun which far surpasses any- 
thing, and it will cause all the other nations to adandon their present 
system of rifles. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator would wait then on his philosophy 
until human ingenuityis exhausted ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would wait until there were some circum- 
stances which justified the United States in apprehending war, and I 
do not believe that day will ever come. 

Mr. President, I appreciate the scare of both the Senators from Ore- 
gon and other Senators. They have cities. Millions of dollars would 
be spent at those cities. Their constituents want the money spent 
there. Their constituents are urging them up to secure these appro- 
priations. It is all proper in their view, it is all very nice to have this 
surplus distributed all over the country and spent here and there. But 
what use have we had for fortifications since 1812? We have existed 
a good long while as a nation. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator knows that we prosecuted a system of 
fortifications to 1875. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it is ail gone. 

Mr. DOLPH. So are the clothes we wore then all gone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They areall gone; weneverused them. It would 
have been far better to have distributed the money among the people 
than to have thrown it away in the way it wasdone. There werejust 
such scares as the Senator is trying to get up now, and millions of dol- 
lars were spent, but we have never been able to utilize them for a sol- 
itary purpose on earth and never will. You are talking about your 
fortifications now. Your grandchildren and your great-grandchildren 
will never live tosee them used. Itis money thrown away, absolutely 
and unqualifiedly. 

We started as a small country here. Weachieved our independence 
of Great Britain; we had the war with Great Britain in 1812. Since 
then, by just such advice and appeals asare being made to-day, the peo- 
ple of this country were induced to build fortifications all around our 
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coast for fear some enemy would attack us, and those fortifications are 
now moldering in ruins, inhabited by bats. No soldier would dare to 
take refuge behind them; they would be far more dangerous than if 
they were not there. We have never had to use them. 

We have lived in this country since the war of 1812 seventy-six 
years, three-quarters of a century, and we are less liable to be attacked 
to-day than we ever were in our whole history. Day by day we are 
growing stronger and more powerful. We have the territory where 
our population can increase and expand. We have the courage and we 
have the resources, and the nations of the world will never dare to com- 
bine, all of them even, against the United States inwar. There is not 
a particle of danger. 

You start out with $126,000,000. You had better distribute it now. 
You had better just give it away. You will never derive a dollar’s 
benefit from it so far as foreign nations are concerned. The only ben- 
efit will be to give engineers and officers and artisans employment for 
atime. They will put up these works, and after awhile they will be 
abandoned, just as old Fort Washington down here is abandoned, and 
just as all the other forts have been abandoned. 

[ referred the Senator from Oregon to the Lebel gun, I believe it is 
called, recently introduced in France, a weapon far superior to any 
gun that has ever yet been invented. Now I want to read the Senator 
an article from the New York Sun in regard to recent explosives. It 
is headed— 


MAY FIRE SNELLS 27 MILES—INTERESTING EXPERIMENTS WITH EMMENSITE— 
IT CAN BE USED IN ANY FIREARMS, 

A special car carried a party of fifty gentlemen to Harrison yesterday morn- 
ing to witness experiments with Dr. Stephen H. Emmens’s high explosive, em- 
mensite. Dr. Enmens has converted a farm-house half a mile south of the Har- 
rison station intoa laboratory and factory. He received his visitors in his work- 
shop. The inventor is partly paralyzed in his legs, and has to be moved about 
in awheeledchair. He hasan intellectual head and face, and his hair has turned 
yellow from constant handling of the materials of his explosive, Itis based on 
an acid analogous to picric acid, 

Dr. Emmens says that his explosive is absolutely safe to handle and very 
cheap. It can be used in firearms, smalior large. It burns slowly when ignited. 
It can be granulated in any size. Ile crushedalump of the powder ina power- 
ful stone-crusher. A smal! cartridge was loaded with some of this powder and 
the bali was shot with a pistol! through a one-eighth inch iron plate. Leaving 
the laboratory the party went out into the open fields. Four cartridges, con- 
taining in all 3 pounds of emmensite,were placed in bores four feet deep drilled 
into a mass of rock cropping out of a hillside. The cartridges were exploded 
by electricity, and the rock was broken into pieces small enough to be shoveled 
away. Mr. J. B. Cooper, a Colorado mine owner, estimated the amount of bro- 
ken rock at 35 tons. He said he had never seen anything like the effect of the 
explosion. 

In another part of the field a platform had been raised and targets erected. 
A dynamite cartridge placed upon a post in the field exploded when struck by 
a bullet from a rifle, while an emmensite cartridge was merely knocked from 
the post. Cartridges of dynamite, explosive pelecene. and emmensite were suc- 
cessively exploded on iron plates suspended by threads at the corners. The 
effect of the emmensite was to blow a large hole through the plate, while the 
same quantity of the other explosives merely bent the plates, 

Trial was then made with Springfield rifles. 


We have got plenty of them. 

The distance was 100 yards, and the target consisted of five boards, 1} inches 
thick, about 3 inches apart, and backed by an iron plate, With the ordinary 
service cartridges, containing 70 grains of gunpowder, the ball which penetrated 
the furthest struck the fifth board, while the two emmensite balls, driven by 
15 grains of powder, pierced all the boards, and were flattened against the iron 
plate. Successful tests were also made with a shotgun at 50 yards. 

The availability of the explosive for submarine blasting was shown by im- 
mersing emmensite coated with parafline in a barrel and exploding it by elec- 
tricity. A lump of emmensite thrown intoa barrel of water while burning con- 
tinued to burn almost to the last grain. The use of the compound for pyro- 
technical purposes was shown by burning it ina darkened room, Dr. Emmens 
also exhibited a multicharge accelerating cartridge of his invention, which may 
be used in any size of gun. Dr. Emmens estimates that with a gun 40 feet 
long— 


That is not a very long’gun— 

a range of 27 miles would be obtained. The Pittsburgh Steel Casting Com- 
pany is about to cast for him a 3-inch gun, 7} feet long, which is expected to 
throw a 25-pound projectile 6 or7 miles. Another invention of his isa ‘* torpedo 
gun,’’ which projects a winged cylinder, to which are attached cartridges that 
may be exploded by either a detonator or a time-fuse. 

Dr. Emmens’s visitors yesterday, many of whom are interested in the manu- 
facture and use of firearms and explosives, were unanimous in praising the 
adaptability and power of the new explosive. Among the spectators were, K. 
Kawahami, the Japanese consul; Signor Conti, secretary to the Italian consul ; 
General John P. Hatch, and Capt. J. H. Mortimer, United States Army; Baron 
Rt. Ouffroy de Véréz and his two sons, of France; Count d@Kapella, of Paris; 
A. ©. Ilobbs, of the Metallic Cartridge Company of Bridgeport; Ifred Bouvier, 
ot San Francisco, who came East expressly to witness these experiments; Dr. 
H. Hazard, aad J. H, Eddy. 

I read this merely to show the possibilities of these things. I say 
we are simply in the infancy of these matters. I am in favor of en- 
couraging by every wise and judicious and liberal means these inven- 
tions and keeping pace with them. I am in favor of our Government 
having machinery where we can if necessary manufacture, but I am 
not in favor of manufacturing the guns of to-day or erecting seacoast 
defenses or torpedo boats or these floating batteries or anything of that 
kind, or these fortifications. They will become useless, and the money 
will be thrown away. Ido not know what will be best. Let us be 
ready simply by encouraging the manufacture of these things, encour- 
aging our inventors, having the foundry or the means for manufactur- 
ing if necessary. I say to the Senator from Oregon and the Senator 
from Nevada that within thirty days earthworks can be thrown up 
around our coast in which guns can be placed that will be as durable 
against a siege as any of the fortifications contemplated in this bill. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Iask the Senator if any other sort of fort Mr. ¢ <RELI (re \ t ex 
can be made of any valu ulnst t pl nt arma i | ets yma the Ear s i 
of the world except wthworks nan ehical 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senat very pertinet tar the examples of monarchies and 
Thus far there is no materia ! ; ant 
Mr. HOAR. What is the questio : 
Mr. COCKRELI The question y i 1 t 
for i ! it would pre ( V wa t 
ments of t ts he world ? : 
Mr. BLAII Except earthwor \ 
M COCK RELI ) ept ) ‘ 
Mz ‘ l 1 
Mr | mn 
Mr r, and Mr. ( 
wood, : va ‘ i 
ti mn 3 
whether we can erect, as you! 1t call the 
make them thick e 1 to permanent] é OCI 
the kind contemplated in the bill, and are the only } Ir eI : 
works or sandworks wh can pro! itr ( ‘ | 
h STEWART. The Senatorstated mi I 
vi yuld tie at any tin W y 
i CUK j We ( 1 A} ’ _ M 1 
l ’ ‘ 
r. STEWAR How quickly ? LI 
Mr, CO EI I said to the S t I y ( 
vel u libera } L would e Irn co ' ‘ 
ermnnu { { t m ol 1 h gins 
sary. 
Mr f approp1 : 
const ; 
I Of truck 1 
fay fm machin ; : 
con t t! 
Si aS } } i 
can use if lof ¢ : 
. COL ill proba va 
out of stee t We may - 
that will u t possib S 
hereafter | We can i t 
chinery, and } Lou an 
that has been used. 
Mr. STEWART. I understood the Senator to oppose 
ment of the or f Yonnecticut |Mr. HAWLEY | th ra Arran i PpYwpp Op arn 
in which he pi ed to appropriate $6,000,000, m« I I IVUSE UI ws PATIVI 
Mr. CO% [ am in favor of helping tom wach \\ ‘ July 11, 188 
not machinery make a particular kind of gun, for then ae ; 
have to manufacture that gun, and it might become useless __ = MG SL0USS MCt a Ik 6 m prayel ‘ 
Mr. STEWART. I do not#think the machinery is confined " i , in, D : 
particular ¢ Chere is nothing of that kind in the amend It | +2¢ Journat of yesterday 8 pl MBG? Was read ane , 
is proposed to have such machinery as wil} manufacture an I LT! i 
understand. I SPEAKER laid bef t House the bill [ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam in favor of liberal appropriations; but I « nate amendments, to1 f 
not think the right sum was put in that amendment. irts of the United States 
Mr. STEWART. Willthe Senator name the appropriation he i Mr. CULBERSON. I; u simou 1t that the H ' . 
be willing to make for this purpose? concur in the Senate amen and to the conferent <ed 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose $500,000 or $1,000,600 would be pie he Senate. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That would put up about one-quarter of the pla Chere was no obiect 
necessary to make a big gun. ll Ee I he ¢ ill i ‘ 
Mr. COCKRELL. In your estimate. f the House the « 1 North Car ». Mr. H 
Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not my imate, but the estimate of tl 1e vent from 3 } Pox id tl 
who build them. iowa. Mr. FULLER 
Mr. DOLPH. In answer to the Senator from Mississippi | M ; 
GroRGE], I wish to say that there is certainly a limit to any gun that a DEALER - a 
has ever yet been built or projected, but there is no limit to the thick- eg re ae a iis 
ness of cast-iron, cast chilled iron, cast-steel, forged steel, or wrou ' ; a ee 
iron armor upon fortifications, so that there is no trouble about ; ae eae har shen tate 4 
ing fortifications that will be not only a sufficient protection agai eek aa , sot les Sia Mine tiie seas 
any projectile ever yet fired, but by additions to the thickness against | 5). ifouse. In that sole Ay oa oy Se ail eiin Mele ae ies 
any that ever will be fired by any gun that shall hereatter be invented “The SPE TY a hair e a1 al te t] . 4 reas anal ; 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is all imagination. eee ee ee ek See ee ee 
Mr. DOLPH. it is not imagination. ee eres ee ae oes ee oo gues. ne ip sy 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I |=" a agp a Hou ee eee = 
3} 1d hile ard : rt . | to furnish a copy his is a compliance with that reque 
should like to make one suggestion to him. When he talks about’ a Mr. HOLMA? Well G4 Ee : { 
million dollars to make a plant for the manufacture of guns, I wish to | go Gita on the —— 
say to him that the very first essential part of the plant he must have | "yy Gos ets a ae 
to manipulate the material after it is made can not be put up fora | Ane SEARLE. 4 ) t 
million dollars. The necessary hammer can not be put up anywhere ABD 
in this country for less than a million and a half dollars. | The SPEAKER also laid befe the House the bill (S. 2657) gra 


Mr. COCKRELL. [am willing to make it a millionanda half dol- | ing a pension to Emily J. Stannard, with House amendments disagres 
lars, if necessary. to by the Senate. 
Mr. TELLER. That is one item out of a great number. | Mr. MORRILL. I ask un: nous consent that the House t 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is the very thing, Mr. President. | upon its amendments, and agree to the conference asked for by t! 
Mr. TELLER. Let me say also that just before Krupp died, a few | ate. 
years ago, he added $7,000,000 to his plant in one year. | There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part 


of the House in this case the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. MATson, 
the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. CHIPMAN, and the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, Mr. GALLINGER. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

The SVEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1430) to for- 
feit certain land heretofore granted tor the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for other purposes, with House amendments 
disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Task unanimous consent that the House insist on 
its amendments to the Senate bill, and agree to the conference asked for 
by the Senate. 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part of 
the House the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. STONE, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Pay- 
SON, 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER NEAR CUMMINGS, ARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1315) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River ator near 
Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2851) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 14, 
1887; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request of 
the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, July 10, 1888. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (8. 1427) granting an increase of pension to 
Elnathan Meade. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be com- 
plied with and the Clerk will be directed to return the bill. 

There was no objection. , 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
it. SU80) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscai year ending June 30, 
1889, avd for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. It. 1983) to ratify an act entitled ‘‘An act creating the 
county of San Juan,’ in the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. Jones; 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. Kellogg; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine K. Whittlesey ; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Loanda Sherman; 

A bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; and 

A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to present a privileged report. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I rise to a question of personal privilege. In the 
Recoxp of this morning I am represented as having interrupted the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] on yesterday, and made the 
following statement: 

. Mr. Simmons, I desire to say that the reduction of duty on those articles under 
consideration meets with my hearty a val, and as soon as circumstances 
will permit, I hope further reduction will be made. 

What I did say or intended to say, and thought I did say, was this: 
I desire to say that the reduction of duty made by the bill (meaning 
the Mills bill) on these articles (meaning rice) meets with my hearty 
approval, and I shall be glad to see them further reduced as circum- 
stances will permit. I did not refer to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], because it was that which 
I had been opposing. In the latter part of the gentleman’s remarks 
he assumes that I did mean to declare myself as approving his amend- 
ment. My attention was diverted and I did not hear that portion of 
his remarks, else I should have disabused him at the time of the im- 

pression that what I had said referred to his amendment. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentieman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will 
withdraw the demand for the previous order. 

Mr. BLAND. 1 withdraw the demand for the present, 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.” 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ilouses on 
the amendment of the Senate, numbered 5v,to the bill ({1. R. 10233) making an 
appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
been unable to agree. 

W. H. HATCH, 

A. C. DAVIDSON, 

E. H. CONGER, 
Manacers on the part of the House, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

Cc. B. FARWELL, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Sena'e. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House further insist upon its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment and agree to the conference asked 
for by the Senate. 

Mr. RYAN. Is that the amendment providing for further experi- 
mentation in relation to sorghum sugar? 

Mr. HATCH. It is. 

Mr. RYAN. ThenI hope the Senate will adhere. It is too late now 
for me to move to concur in the amendment, but I hope that when the 
question comes before us the House will concur in that amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will adhere. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state in connection with this 
report, in order that the House may understand it, that the Senate 
placed upon the House appropriation bill an amendment appropriating 
$100,000 to continue experiments in the manufacture of sugar from 
sorghum. When the appropriation of $100,000 for that purpose was 
made in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress the Bureau of 
Agriculture, represented by the Commissioner, the manufacturers of 
sorghum sugar in the East, a representation from Kansas, and also a 
representation from the sugar-planters of the State of Louisiana ap- 
peared before the Committee on Agriculture and stated that that ap- 
propriation, in addition to what had already been appropriated from 
time to time, was all that was necessary or that would be required in 
conducting experiments as to the proper method of manufacturing 
sugar either from sorghum or ribbon cane by the diffusion process. 

The Department of Agriculture and all these industries were fully 
committed to that proposition, and the Committee on Agriculture, in 
making that report to the House of Representatives, stated the fact 
that that was all that would be required to complete these experi- 
mentations, and such was the language of that appropriation, to com- 
plete the experiments in the manufacture of sugar both from sorghum 
and ribbon cane. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will allow me to say aword by way 
of emphasizing what he has just said. The statement just referred to 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. Hatcn] was 
made in response to an earnest protest from the Democratic side that 
this was an inappropriate use of the public money, and that the appro- 
priation ought not to be made. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman is correct. A number of members of 
the House were opposed to making any further appropriations in this 
direction; but with that understanding, the appropriation was made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he has 
made or intends to make a,motion that the House farther insist on its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. ‘ 

Mr. HATCH. That motion is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ididnotso understand. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas expressed a desire that the House at a proper time should make an 
expression on this subject. Thinking that possibly the formal motion 
had not been made, I desired to suggest that we take distinct action 
now, as the Senate would probably pay greater regard to the action 
of the House if taken after dchate and serious consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. I have made the motion that the House further in- 
sist on its disagreement; and that motion is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman wil! find that the motion has 
not been made. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, no; the record will show that I made the mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been made and has been stated by 
the Chair. 

Mr. HATCH. - During the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress these same industries, in the face of the pledge which had been 
made but a year before, came back to the Committee on Agriculture 
and insisted that, by reason of the short crop of that year and a defect 
in some of the cuales which had been made, it was impossible to 
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conclude satisfactorily the experimentations without a further appro- 
priation. Upon the strong appeal then made and upon the representa- 
tion of the Commissioner of Agriculture that the value of the machin- 
ery purchased by the Government would be saved by a further appro- 
priation, the Committee on Agriculture and the House reluctantly con 
sented toa further appropriation of $50,000. That was to close up the 
matter. The Commissioner has made his final report. He has stated 
officially in a most positive manner that these experimentations, so fia 
as the Department is concerned, have been closed; in other words, that 
he has done all he could do by an appropriation of money. 

Mr.GAY. The gentleman has referred toarequest mace at the sec- 
ond session of the Ferty-ninth Congress for an additional appropri 
I wish to ask him whether the representatives from Louisiana joined 
in that request—whether it did not come exclusively from Kansas ? 

Mr. HATCH. Thegentlemaniscorrect. As I nowrecollect the cir 
cumstances, the demand for the continuation of the experiments on 
sorghum cane came exclusively from the representatives of that section 
of the country where sorghum was grown. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have for the last twelve or more vears ap] 
priated money from time to time in very generous sums for the conti 
uation of these experiments. They have been continued until I am 
satisfied that any additional appropriation will simply be in the nature 
of a subsidy to some firm or corporation owning asugar factory. There 
is no need of a single dollar to continue further experimentation; that 
field is exhausted; and if those who desire to do socan not make sugar 
with the information which has been given them up to this time by the 
Agricultural Department they can not make it at all. 

I wish to state that the Commissioner of Agriculture has not asked 
for this appropriation. Neither in the Book of Estimates, nor in any 
communication to Congress, nor in any official communication to the 
President, nor in any communication to the Committee on Agricultur 
has he intimated that he desired one single dollar for this purpose o1 
that he could properly expend it in this way. 

Mr. RYAN. Does the gentleman mean to have the House unde 
stand that the Commissioner of Agriculture does not desire this appro- 
priation ? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido. I feel justified in saying that he does not de- 
sire it, because he has made no report to anybody at any time asking 
for it, and he has stated positively that he has done all that, in his 
judgment, could be done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whom does this recommendation come from? 

Mr. HATCH. There is no recommendation so far as I am aware. 
Not a single one of these industries has come before the Committee on 
Agriculture at this session and asked anyappropriation. Nota single 
petition or memorial has been sent to the committee asking forit. It 
is sprung upon Congress by an amendment placed on this bill in the 
Senate, and there is no authority behind it, so far as we are able to 
find out. 

I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter which I have 
received from the State of Louisiana in regard to the work of this 
character which has been done there. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








NEW OgLeEans, July 4, 1888 

DEAR Str: E. H. Cunningham, of Sartartia post-office, Fort Bend 
sugar planter, proprietor of sugar land, Borden & Brevard plantations, h ’ 
acres of sorghum that he intends to work with his diffusion appa: for 
his cane ripens, and 1,200 acres of cane. His sorghum will be ready in a few 
days, and his cane October 1. 

His diffusion plant—made by Edwards & Hauptman, of this cily—hasa 
pacity of 300 tons per day. He has experts to operate it (including Mr. Swe 
son), and he will this season thoroughly demonstrate the 
practically, in the manufacture of sugar both from sorghum and 
committee can get reliable information from him without an appropriation 

Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. W. H. Hatcnr, 

Chairman House Committee, 

Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. Any one who has been in a factory where sugar is 
made from sorghum knows the statement made by that gentleman is 
made through ignorance. 

Mr. HATCH. I take it that he knows more about it than any gen- 
tleman on this floor, the gentleman from Kansas not excepted 

Mr. PETERS. I beg to say the statement made by him shows 
he does not know what he states. 

Mr. HATCH. 
this floor. 

But here is another letter which I will read. 





CHAS. G, JOHNS 


If the gentleman will allow me—— 


that 


I do not indorse all 
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Mr. HATCH (reading 


As a fact the money heretofore appropriated by Congress, and spent under 


the direction of a Government oti named Wiley, has not only been a waste 
of money but worse, as his misleading reports have caused many people to eta- 
bark in this business and in every instance lose their money. 


Chat I donot believe. While I believe this money has been extrava- 
gantly and wrongfully expended, I don 
Mr. PETERS. He reters to experiments made two years ago. 

Mr. HATCH. I wili read the letter through 
ind most thorough exp. et t ; ne was n i it Rio 


Grande, N. J., where, after losi: hundreds of t ‘ 3 of « s, and per- 


it believe that it has all been lost. 
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Mr. PETERS. Is there anything in that t vou do indorse ? 
Mr. HATCH. What I wish this House to lerstand is th Phat 
ve have for the last twelve years ippropriated } raily mo v im the 
direction of ascertaining everythi yssible in erence to the 
| manufacture of sugar from sorghum and to reach thisdiffusion | 3 
on the ribbon cane in Louisiana As far as it was possible to ¢ \Ir. 
Speaker, we have gone, and I say to the House now that every sing 
dolar appropriated in that direction is simply a subsidy to some ex 
sting factory, and you had better in good faith take the nam nd 
turn over to them the money given for this purpose. It is utterly im 
} ble for the Gover to learn anything new on this subject 
Ve have spent thousands and thousands of dollars in improved i- 
\inery which is now in the hands of the Government. We have em- 
alicia Sie teak a we +} wntry and FEnrov We have sent 
ployed the best experts in this country and | yp Ve have sen 
our chemists to examine the processes abroad. They have come back 
to us and closed their reports. There is nothing further to be done 
Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADA desire any time? 
If he does, I will yield to him 
Mr. RYAN rose. 
Mr. HATCH. How much time does the gentleman want ? 
ir. RYAN. I desire some time myself 
Mr. HATCH, I will yield first to the gentleman from Iliinois [Mr 


value of diffusion, | 


He has had more experience than any gentleman on 


this gentleman says, but I am going to read his letter, as I want the | 


House to know what the representative men throughout the country 
who are engaged in this industry have to say on this subject. 


PHILADELPHIA, Jw’y 7, 1888. 
Dear Sir: 1 see by the papers that your committee has refused to accede to 
the Senate amendment appropriating $100,000 for sorghum-sugar e 
and trust you will insist on your position. 
As a sugar refiner and grower I have kept myself posted on every attempt to 
make sugar from sorghum, and not one has been a success or offered any rea- 
sonable promise of success. 


That I do not believe. 
Mr. PETERS. Ishould think not. 


cperiments 


remarks for a few minutes more, in order to state 
most important point, which he has apparently neglected to stat 
namendment comes upon the floor of the House without re t the 
| Commissioner and this House puts it into an appropriation bill, this 
Hous l presumed to put t into that bill for some rea i. [f an 
amendment is put by the Senate into an appropriation b even though 
here is no report from the Commissioner o \orn ture o ‘ 
oficial of the Government, it is to be presumed the ive some rea ! 
good or bad, for putting it into that bill, and it seems to me that t 
tfouse conferees, in enlightening the House in the dischar their 
luties in the premises, ought to state t I l ‘ ! ! 
bad, by the co-ordinate branch of the legislature for inserting thi 
) the bill 
Mr. HATCH I will state to the gentlem ina ry few word [ 
have not heard any reasons. I have not seen one single paper, pet 
tion, memorial, or document of any kind from an tion of t! 
trv, ¢ ther to the House or the Senate, asking fortl nor have I heard 
i single reason urged on the part of the managers of the Senate in favor 
of it, except that in their judgment it is better 
\fr. ADAMS. rhey vive no Fé OS I eit it i€ { 
Mr. HATCH. I have stated about ali I have heard. 
Mr. RYAN addressed the Cl 
Mr. HATCH. How much time does the gentlen want . 
Mr. RYAN. Only ashort time. 
Mr. HATCH. ‘Ten or fifteen minutes ? 
Mr. RYAN. Perhaps not so muci 
Mr. PETERS. 1 want fifteen or twe n ‘ 
Mr. HATCH I yield to the gentleman from K t Mr. RYAN] 
ten minutes. 
Mr. RYAN, If in order, I « eto move to cor lr int se 
amendment. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is always in order until the: 
is finally disposed of by some action of the Hou 
Mr. RYAN. Then! submit that motion. 
I have listened with some inte t to thest i 
tleman from Missouri [|Mr. Harcn]. If nderstial 
is opposed to the amendment providing for further experit ition In 


} 


ADAMS }. 
Mr. RYAN. Ido not think, in view of the importance of this sub- 
ject, the gentleman from Missouri ought to close debate in a 
Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will have plenty of time 
wants to say about this matt 
Mr. RYAN. I willa ld to me. 
Mr. HATCH. Iam willing to vield to the gentleman from Illin 
if he will tell me how much time he wants 


Mr. ADAMS. I 


n pour. 


tO say ail ne 


sk the gentleman to yl 


from Missouri to con 


isk the gentleman l 
to the House the 











6134 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Juxy 11, 


sorghum sugar because the Agricultural Department has not come be- 
fore the committee and asked it. He has assigned no other substantial 
reason, so far as I have hex rd. 

ile admits here that the results of the experimentation under past 
appropriations have been fruitful, and are of sucha character as to war- 
rant the belief that we can in this country make from sorghum sufti- 
cient sugar for our own consumption, and perhaps for export. I know 
how difficult it was to get the last appropriation through. 

Jt was not obtained through the favor of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Hatcn]. If I remember aright, it was a Senate amend- 
ment that was antagonized by the gentleman from Missouri, as he is 
antagonizing this amendment to-day, and yet it was under that meager 
appropriation that experiments have been made that warranted such 
sugar planters as Mr. Cunningham in investing money in the business. 
The letter the gentleman read a moment ago regarding Mr. Cunning- 
ham is of itself the most satisfactory evidence that the experiments that 
were had at Port Scott developed beyond question that sorghum sugar 
can be made, and profitably made, in this country. 

Mr. Cunyingham is himself an old sugar producer or manufacturer. 
When the results of these experiments at Fort Scott became public, 
after these experiments had disclosed the fact that 98 per cent. of the 
juice of the cane could be extracted and the sugar made profitably, 
that planter and manufacturer wrote to the Department for informa- 
tion in regard tothe matter. Mr. Colman, then as now Commissioner 
of Agriculture, suggested to him that the best way to get information 
upon the subject was to go there and examine for himself and take with 
him his experts. He did go there and spent over two weeks of time 
himself in investigating the processes used. He kept his expert there 
over a month, and as a result he returned to his home and engaged in 
the manufacture of sugar from sorghum cane. 

Now, it is stated on the floor of this House that the Agricultural 
Department does not desire this money for fartherexperimentation. I 
am, with all due deference to my friend from Missouri, free to say that 
that must be an inference which he draws from the fact that the Com- 
missioner made no estimate for it, and that he has no other warrant 
for saying anything of the kind. 1 say here that I am satisfied, from 
information that is absolutely reliable, that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment does want the money for further experiments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will my colleagueallow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is not the reason the Agricultural Department did 
not ask a continuance of this appropriation because of a promise made 
last year that it would not ask for further funds ? 

Mr.RYAN. Iwasjust about tosay, ifI understand the matieraright, 
that there was a refusal on the part of the House Committee on Agri- 
culture to make that last appropriation of $94,000 until a pledge was 
extorted from the honorable Commissioner of Agriculture that he would 
not come to Congress again and ask an appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask the gentleman from Kansas to yield to me for 
a moment, because he has been misinformed, and I am sure he does not 
wantto make a statement that is not true. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that there is not a particle of truth in that statement, and wher- 
ever he got his information, he was misinformed. Nothing of the kind 
was done in committee; no pledge was exacted from the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, and the only pledge that was made was by the Louisiana 
and Kansas delegations and the Commissioner of Agriculture, volun- 
tarily, to the committee. 

Mr. RYAN. Iwanttosay thatall efforts to getit without that pledge 
were unavailing. I accept the statement of the gentleman, but I wish 
to add that my information is as I stated it. Itcame from avery high 
source, 

Now, sir, I do not care who made those pledges, whether the Kansas 
delegation—and if so, I am not one of them—— 

Mr. HATCH. I did not mean the delegation on the floor of this 
House. I spoke of the representatives of thesugar interests of Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not know who made the pledges, but I am in- 
formed that the Commissioner of Agriculture found it necessary in some 
way to make that pledge before he could get his appropriation. 

Now, sir, are we to stand here in the presence of an industry of this 
magnitude, with results that are before us of experiments made under 
a small appropriation of $94,000, and refuse to make this appropriation 
because somebody went before the committee and made a pledge that 
@he would not ask for any further appropriation? Why, sir, the field 

of experiment is yet rich. It is broad and fruitful. Experiments are 
to be made not only in the line of the processes of manufacture, but 
also in the line of the development of the quality of the cane itself. 

No man can foretell theimportance of this appropriation to the farmers 

of this country and to the American people. Judged by the past re- 
sults we would be absolutely derelict in the performance of a public 
duty if we did not continue this experimentation. Why, sir, we stand 
up here and by unanimous consent allow a public building to be con- 
structed somewhere, not of very great public importance, costing $100,- 
000, or even $200,000, but-when we are asked in the interest of agri- 
culture, which is languishing throughout the country, to promote an 
industry of vital importance to the farmers, when we are asked for the 
meager sum of $100,000, we have the head of the Committee on Agri- 


culture antagonizing the small and comparatively insignificant appro- 
priation. I hope, sir, my motion will prevail. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I nowyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS]. : 

Mr. RYAN. Have I no more time? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Ten minutes is enough for the gentleman. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘There are certain reasons why this appropriation 
should be made asI think; and I wish to briefly state them, so that the 
House may act understandingly. My colleague [Mr. Ryan] touched 
briefly upon one of these reasons, namely, the experiments necessary 
in the different kinds of cane. Those who have had experience in the 
cultivation of sorghum cane know that the season of ripening, so far as 
the making of sugar from the cane is concerned, is a very important 
item, and that the cane must be of such a character that it will ripen 
along in successive periods so that it may be cut and taken to the mill 
und the milimg season be prolonged as long as possible. One of the 
great difficulties of making sugar profitably from sorghum has been 
the shortness of the milling season. This cau be prolonged by experi- 
ments in the kinds of cane to be sown. In the first place, it requires 
cane that shall be sown early in the season, which shall ripen early; and 
then another class of cane which will ripen a week or two later; then 
another class of cane that will ripen a week or two later still; and se 
on, covering the entire milling season. 

The longer you can extend that milling season, from the ripening o1 
the first cane to the coming of frost, the greater will be the product that 
you can make inthe mill. So that it seems to me from this brief state- 
ment the House will readily understand the importance of the ex- 
periments in ascertaining just what cane is best to be sown first, what 
will ripen later, what will take the shortest period in maturing, and 
what will take the longest period. 

There are other experiments in connection with the matter, experi- 
ments as to the plan by which the juice can be extracted from the cane, 
boiled to a certain consistency and then stored in vessels to remain until 
winter comes on, whenit can be made upintosugar. Thereare experi- 
ments to be carried on in that direction which, in my opinion, will 
yield rich returns. 

There are other experiments to be carried on which are important on 
this subject. Itisimportant to experiment in relation to the latitude 
in this country in which this cane can be successfully grown. I believe 
it can be grown as far south as the middle of ‘Texas. I believe it can 
be grown as far north, perhaps, as the middle of Iowa. I believe it can 
be successfully grown in this belt; but it is to be determined by the 
experiments whether the cane can be grown in this latitude. 

It is not alone for Kansas that this appropriation is asked. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Harcu] mistakes Kansas as being the only 
State interested in this experiment and in thisappropriation. Such is 
not the case. We are desirous that this great industry shall be ex- 
tended throughout the latitude in the United States that isadapted to 
the cultivation of cane. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman answer me one question ? 

Mr. PETERS. If you will get me a little more time. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill not use up much of your time. Is it not a fact 
that the State of Kansas is paying to-day, and has been paying for sev- 
eral years, a royalty of 2 cents a pound on all sugar made in that State? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; it is a fact that the State pays a bounty of 
2 cents a pound on all sugar that polarizes ninety degrees. 

Mr. RYAN. But not for several years past. 

Mr. PETERS. But I will state to the gentleman from Missouri, as 
I stated to the House the other day, that that bounty had nothing 
whatever to do with the successful carrying on of the experiments made 
at Fort Scott last year. That was the result of the appropriation that 
we wrung from the Committee on Agriculture in the last House. I 
want to say further that there is a large field for experiment in testing 
and educating expert boilers. It is in relation to boiling I say the let- 
ter of the Louisiana gentleman indicates that he knows nothing about 
the subject. Hesent his experts to Fort Scott and they were there two 
or three weeks during the sugar season, but I say to him and this 
House that it is as utterly impossible for a man to become an expert 
boiler in three weeks as it is for him to become an expert miller in 
three weeks. The great skill required isin the boiling, after the juice 
goes from the diffusive battery into the vacuum-pan. The establish- 
ment at Fort Scott obtained a boiler who had been educated in the 
best sugar factories of Germany and who had also boiled in the Lou- 
isiana cane factories and in the beet factories of California. He came 
to Fort Scott, and it was through ‘his great experience and skill in 
boiling that the experiment was brought to so successful a conclu- 
sion. There, in the breast of that young foreigner only twenty-four 
years of age, rested almost entirely the secret by which sugar could be 
made from sorzhum after the saccharine matter had been properly ex- 
tracted from the cane, and by which it could be made in paying quan- 
tities which would render it a profitable thing to manufacture, and it 
is especially for the education of other experts in boiling that this ap- 
propriation is needed. 













































































1888. ‘ CN JNAL Las eo SF a ‘ . aie {; BP re 
Til TAN i n } 1 
< hn é ‘ 
h PETERS } 3 
m fr ( 
N 4 
1 j | Ls N , 
0 M i 
ir, PETERS ‘ 
Mr. TILLMAN é : ich as 
iv, P32 is \ f i l 
at t See ea l f a I 
al t ( tL \ 
Ax »f Sv col ed 98.1} 
you can 1 nd that gra f 
where else that will } 
Mr. TILLMA \ ! y rup ist t 
the other day, I went into the ea 1, the « ) l s 
on the ) igh the ecutting-1 } ito es 
the diffusion battery and into the vacuum-pans i » the cer trop 
gal t come out sugar l 1saw itp 1 [sp t \ - 
fr ctual kno 
} I 1 1 | one ol c necessities 
for this appropriation is to educate more expert boil o that this | 
industry may not be u he control of a few establishments which - 
have succeeded in getting services of expel We want to broaden | iN. ] 
the field for private enterprise. One of the great difficulties in Kan- | granulating sorg 
sas, as elsewhere, is that these expert boilers are so few, and the gen- | statement is correct, if th 10 fra 
tleman who proposes to make sugar in Louisiana will find that it will | covery for which the whole civilized w 
cost him thousands and thousands of dollars to educate experts in the | tude. I for one, hoy conf that 
boiling process before he can make sugar profitabl | 0 
1 mal gar at I the ex] rl 
i sto vacuum-pan from 4 o'clock 
“1or a t nevel it In ) 
ithe t mometer in th u 1-pan, and th 
on. be e his eyes of the consiste1 ( s 
S jr ut to 1 ‘ hn 
into the centri qu te ve t wond 1 d cat u SO p i 
touch on the p the miller to t en I eing le | the glucose of ¢ 
properly from the wheat. It would have been impossible forany man | the w l 
not an expert, not ha full knowledge o bus s, to tell i prol 
the material i 1t cons cy t turned into t by len 
ing-n Le it into the cer ugal, so that it 1 l squaring t ) 
u into su t x longitu 
{ Here the hammer fell. *‘crank’’ asserts that has done eithe 
Mr. PETERS. I would like tive minutes more, when you put } é 
ield ten 1 to t gentleman f i test is thoroug | )~¢ 1 f 
Cat AN hum will I fear t 
I vield oO! té » the ore ' ; 3 ] ea s ‘ ‘ 
[} sirup, « l I 
j yther re this appropriation is 1 ssary | the Hou g to I 
is ed which claims to cover this process. | these experiments, for I 
7 3 x tested in the irts, but it l prob- | t natu fa , 
a 3 det 1ined whether the patent is valid or not tended ¢ I 
al is appropriation to ke ¢ rimen > as to avoid | A reason t 
everything that is connected with the patent and thereby save the agri- | have a high tariff on sugar t 
cultural portion of the community from being placed in the power of | cal cane, beet rghum, 
the owners of the patent. Wewanttoavoidthat monopoly. We want | of either new | l 
the experiments to be carried on, not only for the purpose of doing away | enough for the peo] of 4 { { f 
with the patent, but also for the purpose of learning how to make sugar | millionsa ye: r 
without paying any tribute to the patent. This, 1 say, is anothe1 - | also \ 
soh why there is a nece or this appropriation. I thank - | of $1 oat 
tleman from South Ca TILLMAN | for his courtesy hat t 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. without claiming to be an expert | gl 
in the manufacture of : redd and studied som« at con- Here the | i 
cerning this subject. The great ficulty in manufacturing sugar out Mr. HAT } 
of sorghum is to granulate it. This has been the difficulty in regard Che SPEAKI 
to sorghum from the day it was introduced into the United States until Mr. GAY. I | 
now. Why, sir, long before the late war, Governor Hammond, of my Mr. HATCH. [1] 
State, formerly United States Senator, expended $30,000 ont of his | yield tot 
private purse in the fruitless effort to granulate sorghum juice, and he | Iowa [M1 
utterly failed. I know of many other Southern highly educated agri- Mr. WEAVER 
culturists who have sunk large sums in the same endeavor. wr thi l ( 
well-known fact that of the two saccharine substances which Fort th ¢ y 
the world with its sweets, one is called sucrose, which is the principle | appropriation bill by M 
of the sweet matter in the tropical cane, the beets, and which can be | senting the Seventh district 
dried by heat, and from which we get our sugar; the other, which is | of $50,000 h 
called glucose, is the sweet matter in grapes, sorghum, Indian corn, and | $25,000 
other substances. Glucose has never yet been conce! ed, dried, and | Ho s t 
granulated so as to furnish anything like the concentrated sweet or | been made, I t t 
granulated matter which issupplied by the sucrose principle; and that | authorized by Co: 
is the difficulty to-day. lam satisfied thatsomething besides the proc- Sir, there are some cont 
ess of attempting to granulate at any particular stage of the ther- | often find exhibitions of them in the legis] pn. V 
mometer, as intimated by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Petrrs], | ally appropriat t t 
must be discovered before that secret can be mastered. I know that scho to build expa n 
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various kinds of projectiles and other instruments of destruction and 
cruelty, yet when an appropriation is asked for the plowshare, for 
the carrying on of experiments in matters of agriculture, to make us 
a people of peace, a self-sustaining, happy, and prosperous country, 
we then are met with constitutional objections grave and solemn. 

I am not in sympathy with that method of argument. If the pro- 
duction of sugar from sorghum is still an experiment it is wise to con- 
tinue it. We have a Department of Agriculture as distinct as the 
Navy Department or the War Department, and it is just as legitimate 
to give that Department whatever is necessary to carry on experiments 
of this character as to make appropriations to enable the naval or the 
military departments of the Government to carry on their experiments. 
I trust the appropriation will be made. 

[ Here the hammer fell. j 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield now for four minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, two objections to this appropriation 
have been stated to which I wish to call the attention-of the House. 

The first objection consists in statements of Louisiana planters and 
Eastern sugar refiners that itis unwise to appropriate any more money 
for the development of the sorghum-sugar industry in Kansas and 
other Northwestern States. 

The second objection has just now been stated by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Rocrers]. It issimply this, that the original ap- 
propriation for this purpose, made a year or two ago, was an improper 
one, and was opposed by the entire Democratic side of the House. 

As for the first objection all I have to say is that the evidence of 
Louisiana cane-sugar growers and Eastern refiners is not entitled to the 
fullest weight on a question of thiskind. It would be extraordinary 
if this House refused to concur in the Senate amendment advocated 
here on this floor by the Representatives of those Northwestern States 
where the sorghum industry is of the greatest importance, merely be- 
cause objection is made by the Southern cane-sugar growers and the 
Eastern sugar refiners. They have a direct interest against the suc- 
cess of the sorghum-sugar industry. This sorghum sugar does not 
need to go through the refineries. We have heard that statement this 
morning. If it does not need to go through the refineries it comes in 
direct competition with the cane sugar from Louisiana. In that re- 
spect it is somewhat like the foreign sugars between No. 13 and No. 
16 Dutch standard, or rather as these sugars would be if they were not 
artificially colored before importation. 

We heard something about this the other day. We were discussing 
the extraordinary change in the text of the tariff bill made by the 
Committee on Ways and Means just before it was reported to the House. 
The change was attributed to the sugar trust. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. GAY] explained that it was due to the remonstrances 
of the Louisiana sugar growers. I wish I could quote his words, but 
I see they are withheld for revision. The substance was this: The cane- 
sugar growers did not want the foreign sugars between No. 13 and No. 
16 Dutch standard to go direct)y into consumption, and so compete 
with Louisiana sugar. So the committee changed the bill, making 
No. 13instead of No. 16 the dividing line between the lower and the 
higher duty. The effect is that a large amount of foreign sugar, which 
otherwise would go into consumption without refining, is artificially 
colored before importation. The effect of this is that the consumers of 
this country are compelled to pay a tribute to the sugar refiners. 

The development of the sorghum-sugar industry wouid have pre- 
cisely the same effect on the Louisiana cane sugar. Surghum sugar 
would come into direct competition with the cane sugar of Louisiana. 
Moreover, I have heard from a Representative of Kansas on this floor 
that in his opinion, if the experiments provided for by the Senate 
amendment were carried out a little further, sorghum sugar could not 
only be grown in this country to satisfy the entire demand, but would 
be independent of a protective-tariff duty. 

I do not attribute any narrow views to the Representatives of Loui- 
sianaonthisfloor. I simply say that the letters read from the Clerk’s 
desk, embodying the views of cane-sugar growers and Eastern refiners, 
are not entitled to any weight whatever. 

As to the second objection, which was stated by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Roarrs], the House can dispose of it without much 
debate. I believe the original appropriation made for this same pur- 
pose a year or two ago was an eminently proper one. It has been par- 
tially justified by the result. We have already appropriated $150,000. 
We had better appropriate $100,000 more in order to get the full ben- 
efit of the expenditures already made. 

Mr. HATCH. Several gentlemen have asked me to yield to them on 
this question, and as I have only ten or eleven minutes remaining I 
hope by unanimous consent my time will be extended twenty minutes, 

Mr. RYAN. I hope that will be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gay]. If he does not need the whole of that time he 
will return to me, of course, what he does not use. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of making any remarks on, 
this subject; but it is an interesting subject, and if the representatives 
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of Louisiana did not join in any request for additional appropriation in 
behalf of the sugar interest it was because we thought we were com- 
promised by the agreement in the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, when it was understood we would not ask for any further appro- 
priation for further experiments by the Department of Agriculture, in 
the interest of sugar. 

I, however, commend the energy and zeal of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, in the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, who moved an 
appropriation and succeeded in getting it for the continuation of the 
sugar experiment. I commend it because the country, not only in 
Kansas and Louisiana, but the sugar-producing interest in general de- 
rived incalculable advantage from the continuation of the experiments 
in the season of 1887. 

Now, we have not failed to join in this measure from any spirit of 
opposition to it, and are free to say here now that it can not fail to be 
advantageous. This is the most important and interesting subject now 
before the people of the United States; that is, the great sugar-pro- 
ducing problem. Sorghum juice immature is water, cane juice im- 
mature is water; as it becomes more and more mature, more and more 
saccharine value is imparted by nature. 

This is a delicaté property, and is to be sought for with intelligence 
and with experience. ‘The value consists in its inherent capacity to 
form crystals when properly condensed by evaporation. The juice, 
in its natural condition, is blended with other constituent elements 
of the plant, more or less hurtful to the valuable properties sought for. 
These act as clogs and hinderances to the assertion of the power to crys- 
tallize. Here steps in the valuable aid of chemistry, with its varied 
attributes, to ascertain and nentralize all deleterious properties. With 
the aid of proper natural agents and the application of graduated heat, 
sugar-makers seek to separate the constituent parts of the juice, so that 
as far as possible only pure, limpid sucrose may remain for the further 
manipulation into sugar. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman will permit me, the diffusion proc- 
ess leaves out all foreign matter, outside of the saccharine matter or 
juices. That is one of the great advantages of the diffusion process. 
When you force the saccharine matter through the diffusion batteries 
the foreign matter remains in the batteries, and the saccharine matter 
or juice alone goes through. 

Mr. GAY. Iwillsay to my friend that the diffusion process is a 
principle of saturation applied for obtaining a larger extraction of the 
juice from the plant. Now it has also its disadvantages, and these re- 
quire the scientific treatment of the juice, because the extraction by 
saturation with water of these weak juices (they are all comparatively 
weak), soon demonstrated that the degree of heat applied must not be 
so great as to destroy the capacity for subsequent granulation. Such 
agents were to be developed by science as would free the juice of the 
properties which hinder the natural assertion of the power of crys- 
tallization, clarify and cleanse the product to render it a commercial 
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Further experiments were necessary and were made. I will say 
frankly that the diffusion process I do not consider any better than the 
mill process, except that it isa natural and ingenious device to get 
more juice from the plant, and hence is a better and more desirable 

rocess, 

Mr. PETERS. But, if the gentleman will permit me again, under 
the crushing process the foreign matter in the cane went into the juice; 
but under the diffusion process, where the stalks are cut up into little 
pieces not exceeding an inch square, and packed in the batteries, all 
foreign matter remains with the bagasse or refuse matter in the bat- 
tery, while the saccharine juice alone is permitted to go through; and 
this makes the diffusion process preferable to that extent. 

Mr. GAY. I have said it is preferable to some extent; but if you 
saturate any plant by water so as to render it soft and get at its prop- 
erties, you at the same time give opportunity of saturating out and 
bringing forward into the product the deleterious properties which exist 
in the plant. 

Now, I admit that in this respect science has come to the aid of the 
cane-grower and the manufacturer of sugar, through the agency of the 
chemists of the Agricultural Department, to supply a deficiency of sci- 
entific attainment in this country. 

I will say, sir, that it is the misfortune of this country that so many 
of our young men turn their attention early in life to merchandise, to 
the various professions, all of which are overdone, while so few set out 
to become masters of the sciences which are so imperatively required in 
the successful prosecution of agriculture and the multiplicity of man- 
ufacturing interests all over the land. I am glad to say we have hon- 
orable exceptions and the number is increasing, but still the field is 
comparatively unsupplied. This is not the case in France and Ger- 
many, where such valuable education is more widely diffused and such 
assistance to the industries is more conveniently available and within 
the economical reach of all. 

That being our deficiency here, we need the aid of science. We need 
that character of technical education. [ence the demand for the as- 
sistance of the Agricultural Department. Abstractly aboutother matters 
they do not know any more than we do, and upon many subjects not 
halfas much. But it has been their opportunity to obtain such infor- 














mation; they have the advantage, laboratories and chemical tests and 
experiments, and hence have an advantage over usin thatrespect. We 
are therefore disposed to avail of their technical knowledge as far as 
the chemical processes are concerned in assisting us in the initial pro- 
cesses of this industry. 

My friend from South Carolina speaks of the efforts of Governor 
Hammond thirty years before the war to make sugar from sorg] 
which were unsuccessful. That has been the experience before and 
since the war in the ten thousand efforts which have been made to pro- 
duce sorghum sugar. Ido not know, but I have no doubt his experi- 
ments were made in open kettles with high heat in an attempt to 
granulate the juice. The failure may have arisen from the use of too 
high a heat, which destroyed the power to assert crystallization. 

Mr. GEAR. I presume he tried the old kettle process. 

Mr. GAY. And the high-leat process destroys the rij cane 
juice in Louisiana as well as the sorghum. We got 50 pounds to a ton 
under the old process, but since the introduction of the vacuum-pan, 
which is no more or less than boiling the juice at 
so as not to destroy the crystallizable properties of the juice, we began 
to develop an increased percentage, and hence we have a new cra for 
the sugar interest in Louisiana. Kansas, California, and elsewhere. 

This grows out of the fact that science has aided us, so that instead 
of getting but 50 pounds or 60 or 70 pounds out of a ton of cane, as was 
once the result, the last experiments in Louisiana developed about 220 
pounds of sugar from a ton of cane. In that way our people m 
on and learn, and if we will be guided by experience in such experi 
ments we will get moreand more sugar fromaton of cane. I will say in 
this connection that a gentleman from Illinois, one of Shr most enter- 
prising citizens, Mr. Daniel Thompson, of the parish of St. Mary, 
Louisiana, has published to the world that the entire preduct of h 
last crop gave him a yield of 176 pounds of sugar for every ton of cane 
ground by the mill process. Mr. Thompsoncame to Louisiana entirely 
unfamiliar with the sugar business; but after experiments running 
through a period of ten or twelve years with the mill process, by the 
aid of skill and capital, he has made a great success. 

It has been objected, Mr. Speaker, that this appropriation will not 
inure to the benefit of the agriculturist, but solely to the manufacturer. 

Now, sir, there would be no opportunity to rur a sugar factory wit! 
out the farmers of that neighborhood found it advantageous to 
sorghum; without the factory there would be no thought of raising the 
eane. Therefore, I regard their interests as identical, and that what 
will help one will promote equally the welfare of the other, each in his 
appropriate sphere. 

If I had the time, I could speak of the juice of the beet, which, when 
the first efforts were directed to utilize it as a sugar-making property, 
was found to be so refractory and abhorrent that it was only after the 
most careful and studious tests of science that it was harnessed into 
successful progress, and from that plant alone, under the support and 
with the governmental nursing required, Europe now produce 
half of the entire sugar production of the world. 

It is true that substantial ground has been gained, but since so large 
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a part of the forward march in the sugar industry towards real perma 
nence and success is of such recent acquisition, why should not every 
reasonable aid be given to further investigations and further efforts in 
the line of ascertaining the undeveloped, hidden mine of wealth which 
may be very near being discovered. 

As my time has expired, I must stop. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. CANNON. In the three minutes I want to say I am satisfied 
that for years past sugar has been made from sorghum, and that w« 
have made material progress from year to year in that direction, with 
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Mr. HATCH. I now yield one minute to the gentleman irom Vir- 
cinia | Mr. Yost]. 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, I simply want toemphasize the statement 
made by the gentl man from Kansas [Mr. Peters] to the efiect tl 
this demand does net come from Kansas alone. The Legislature of Vit 
ginia, at its last session, unanimously adopted a resolution instructing 
its Senators and requesting 3 Re pre it es to vote for an ap pppe io 
ition to establish an experiment station in \ ia for the mar wt- 
ure Of stuvar it of sora] 1 Ou et e feel tha ( lavea erest 
in this subject, asit promises to ope t i t I iT t 
Ciod. knows the agricultural interests need s n ling 
| Applause 


Mr. HATCH. As TI have 5 
twenty minutes to gentlemen who ai n favor « i} tion I 
d now In the few mi 
tion of the House to the fret 

Mr. WILKINSON. Excuse me for interruptu but can vou not 


esire utes of m 














cive me five minutes on this ques 

Mr. HATCH. I have not five: utes to s] \ 

Mr. PETERS. 1 ask unanimous consent 

Mr. HATCH. Istate to the H hat se who 0 
of this amendment and urging concurrence if t Ise 
have had over two-thirds of L the that f 
nearly three-quarters of the time. That oug 
ble gentleman. I insist now upon the regular ler and npen 
mainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman M é 
to yield. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly as the representat ¥ commit nd 
the manager on the part of the Ifouse I shot have time ¢ 1 to 
explain their position to the H« 1 have ed ba ‘ ! 
time to go over the ground, and I ne I will not be interrupted dur- 
ing the few minutes remaining to me 

Gentlemen talk about appropriations for experiments in he 
interest of the agriculturist The gentleman from Iowa, to wh I 
yielded three minutes, occupied the entire t I t I to lmpre 
the House the necessity of making experiments in behalf of t! 
eulturists. The Committee on Agriculture forthe last two or ti 
Congresses have been doing that pretty effectually They h estal 
lished in connection with agricultural colleges « ment sta ) n 
every State in the Union and in one Territory, and have given t t 
an appropriation of $15,000 each tor purposes of experiment 

I have stated as plainly and as fully as I have time to do that every 
single dollar recommended by the Committee on Agriculture has been 
appropriated and cheerfully appropriated by the Congress of the United 
States for experiments in the manufacture of sugar, both from sorghum 
and sugar-cane. Itisnota new industry, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina stated. It has been for years the subject of private enterprise 
The Government has taken hold of it and has gone as fir as in the 
judgment of the Commissioner of Agriculture and its employes was 


hecessary to go lor the publie food. 
get that this $10 | 
1e tax-payers, and this propos 
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If Into the por kets of two or three manufacturers 
talkin bout. It is simply to give a bonus an 
dozen establishments in the United States. bive 
propriation of $150,600 has gone into the coffe 
rers. The gentlemen know it. The Agricultt 
to Fort Scott, Kans.. and to Louisiana and m 
factories of these gentlemen, and these gentlemer 











the aid of these very experiments; and everybody will admit that it will American people got the benefit of 
be wonderfully desirable to produce the sugar in this country that we American people would I had the benefit of 
consume in this country Whether it will be done or not, I do not | it if the experiments had been properly conducted. e@ fact d 
know. veloped that was of any interest to the people has been patented by 
Mr. FELTON, It will be done if you do not take the tariff off. one of the employés of the ¢ tat t ery ¢ nt at 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will not take my three minutes | Fort Scott. 
of time to talk about the tariff, and will let me talk about this appro- Mr. PETERS. All that was pat 
priation to make experiments in ascertaining whether sugar from sor- Mr. HATCH. Yes; and the Governm«e of the 1 State 
ghum can be established as an industry in the United States, as it is | through the Department of Justice, to- mpting to set asid 
not now established, I would be very glad. that patent 
Whether it will be done or not I do not know, but is is worth the ef- A MempBer. And it will be set 
fort. Since I have been coming to Congress we have spent many mill- Mr. PETERS. All that was patented wa ch ( e in 
ion dollars to promote the mining industry. We have appropriated | the diffusion battery. 
$400,000 every year for the Geological and Geographical Bureau. We Mr. DUNN. Without which nothing could 
support the Smithsonian Institution. We found and promote schools The SPEAKER pro tempo Phe gentle es to yield. 
of technology, and agricultural colleges. Why not, in view of this great Mr. HATCH. Idon ( 1 I have r sted tlemen to 
interest, try every experiment which we can—try to produce in this | whom I have yielded myt ) liberally not to int n Kan- 
country the sugar which we require? When you consider the amount | sas is a c ant upon eve before this House he | 
involved, the $100,000 is a mere bagatelle. It strikes me nobod ever had ¢ nyth i the world. . ) 
should hesitate for a moment in voting that $100,000 for experiment money but th than any se é 
I would be willing to vote more if necessary, not to carry on the busi- Mr. PETE! L¢ sto keep our mouths shut n you 
ness, but for experiments; and if you find it can be done, for the tech- | make such statement 
nical education of the boilers and the special chemists and-others until | Mr. HATCH. No; i know you can not keep your mouth t, my 
the knowledge is disseminated and the industry placed upon its feet. | dear friend. under any circunistances 
Then we can let it look out for itself. Mr. PETERS. Not when you make such statement 
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Mr. HATCH. I have not made a statement in regard to this whole 
matter that the gentleman does not know is true, and he can not pro- 
duce a document from the beginning of the report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture on this subject down tothe present that will not justify 
every single statement I have made. 

Mr. PETERS. Well, Ido not think we are cormorants. We are 
here doing our duty to our constituents, and if you call us cormorants 
for that, 1 for one am willing to stand it. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not say the gentlemen were cormorants; I said 
the State of Kansas. I took particular pains to say that the State was 
acormorant,and I do not propose to withdraw thatremark. [Laughter ] 
She is even so greedy that she wants all the Republicanism there is in 
the United States, and she has got more of that than her share. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, I want the House to understand what the pending motion is. 
I have moved that the House insist upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate; and I am satisfied that if the House wishes 
to appropriate any furthersum for this experimentation, $20,000, or, at 
the outside, $50,000, is as much as the Senate wants or will insist upon, 
and is every dollar that can be expended for this purpose. Therefore 
to concur in the amendment of the Senate now appropriating $100,000 
would be simply dumping that much money into the Agricultural De- 
partment and requiring the Commissioner to spend it without any ne- 
cessity or preparation for it at all. 

how, it is not necessary for me to say on behalf of the Committee 
on Agriculiure that not a single proposition has been introduced into 
this House within the last ten years in favor of the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country that that committee has not led the fight for on this 
floor. The Committee on Agriculture willingly advocated here every 
one of these appropriations for experimentation in sugar-making until 
the parties themselves told us that they had all the money they eould 
properly expend, and we were bound to take them at their word. They 
told us they had enough, and, so far from the committee having forced 
any pledge of that kind from them, it was a voluntary statement made 
in open committee. 

i now yield a minute to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DunN], 
who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, Isend to the desk an innocent little 
amendment which, if adopted, will go far, I think, to destroy interest 
in this subject. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, Thatin making said investigation and experiments the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture shall not hire, rent,or employ any sugar-mill machinery 
or plant of any character whatever belonging to any private corporation, com- 
pany, er person. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘That means stop or put up Government works. 

The SPEAKER. To what does the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn] offer this as an amendment ? 

Mr. DUNN. I offer it as an amendment to the motion which has 
been made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry AN] that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. If the House concur, I wish it to be 
done with this proviso. 

Mr. PETERS. Do you realize that that virtually means doing 
nothing at all? : 

Mr. DUNN. I realize that it will totally destroy the interest of 
Kansas and of all other localities in this subject. 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. FELTON. I hope the gentleman will withhold his demand for 
the previous question until I can have an opportunity to ask him, as 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, for some information in re- 
gard 4o a change that has been made in this bill which is of very great 
interest to the people that I represent. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. FELTON. In the bill as it went to the Senate there was a 
provision—I am unable to turn to the section—for payment of expenses 
of experts to examine into some diseases of trees. When this bill 
was passed last year there was a proviso inserted that these experts, 
in the course of their investigation, should not go outside of the United 
States. At my solicitation, I believe, that clause was taken out of the 
bill this year before it went to the Senate. I see that it has been in- 
serted in the bill by the conferees. Now, I presented only a few days 
ago a set of resolutions from the State board of horticulture of Califor- 
nia, setting forth the fact that millions of dollars’ worth of property 
were in jeopardy by reason of the ravages of the white scale bug (/cerya 
purchasi). There are untold millions of these bugs and $20,000,000 
dependent on their extermination. It is of vast importance, to the 
fruit-growers especially, that they should get rid of this bug; yet a 
provision which would permit a simple trip of these experts to Aus- 
tralia, costing not more than $3,000, is denied to that interest. We 
hear constantly of the demoralized condition of agriculture in this 
country, yet this Congress refuses to appropriate $2,500 or $3,000 to 
take care of a great and important interest like this. I would like to 
know from the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture why this 
change was made and by whom. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman had been in his seat when we made 
the first report from the conference committee, he would have learned, 
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as he will find now by reference to the report then submitted, that the 
Senate insisted on that amendment, and the House conferces, after 
hearing the statements of the managers on the part of the Senate, rec- 
ommended concurrence in the amendment. I now yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Henprrson]. 

Mr. FELTON. One moment more. 

Mr. HATCH. Icannot yieldlonger. The matter to which the gen- 
tleman refers can not be opened at this time; and I hope he will not 
consume time unnecessarily. 

Mr. FELTON. So be it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the other day, when I 
was discussing the sugar question, my good brethren from Kansas ar- 
raigned me pretty sharply on the ground that the matter of making 
sugar from sorghum had been thoroughly demonstrated, that it had 
passed beyond the realm of experiment. 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I beg to say that no such statement was made. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Funston], his colleague [Mr. Perers], and the smiling countenance 
(without having expression in words) of my friend in front of me [Mr. 
RyAN] all confirmed the idea that this matter was beyond experiment. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Wait a moment. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not care to have the gentleman misrepresent me. 
I stated that experiment had developed the fact that sorghum sugar 
could be made profitably; I did not for one moment contend that further 
experimentation was not desirable. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not yielded to have the gentle- 
man occupy wy time. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam glad to have this dis- 
cussion confirm my position that this matter is still under experiment, 
and that the producers of sorghum are not yet prepared to turn out the 
millions of pounds of sugar necessary for the people of thiscountry. I 
say that the position of the gentlemen here to-day confirms the position 
I took the other day. Iam now, as I was then, heartily in favor of 
continuing these experiments, and am in favor of the $100,000 appro- 
priation for that purpose. 

Mr. PETERS. Then we forgive you. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am, however, confirmed in my po- 
sition that sugar should be put upon the free-list, or practically so, as 
these gentlemen are not prepared to supply the needs of the country. 
I believe that in time the genius of our people will make sugar from 
sorghum and beets in sufficient quantities to supply the wants of our 
country. But that time is probably very remote as yet; at all events, 
while we are experimenting I am opposed to paying nearly $90,000,000 
annually from the pockets of the people to enrich foreigners. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent that all gentlemen desiring 
to print or extend remarks in the REcorD may have leave to do so. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that leave will be granted. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent that five minutes be given 
to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WILKiNson], to address the 
House now—not by remarks to be printed in the REcorp after the 
question is disposed of. 

Mr. BLAND. Ob, we all understand this question. I call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. I have already yielded to the friends of this appro- 
priation more than three-fourths of my time. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. Do I understand the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. HAatcu] objects? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido, because I have yielded more than three-fourths 
of my time to gentlemen on the other side of the question. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The gentleman ought not to have read letters 
from parties who are interested against the diffusion process, and then 
decline to have those statements answered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] de- 
mands the regular order. Does the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
RYAN] accept the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn]? 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I desire a vote directly upon the motion to 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry An] declines 
to accept the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, and insists 
upon a vote on the simple motion to concur, which has preference over 
allother motions. If that be notagreed to, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas can move to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Iask that my proviso be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in making said investigation and experiments the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture shall not hire, rent, or employ any sugar mill, machinery, 
or plant of any character whatever belonging to any private corporation, com- 
pany, or person. 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the previous question on the pending 
motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask that the Senate amendment be 
reported. 
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they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of Fort Omaha, Nebr., the 
sale or the removal of the in.provements thereon, and for the purchase 
of a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; 

A bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; and 

A bill (1. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson County, Missouri, 
at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river naviga- 
tion between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles below said 
city. 





FORT HALL RESERVATION, 


Mr. PEEL. On yesterday, at the evening session, the House con- 
sidered and passed a bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agree- 
ment made with the Shoshone and Bannack Indians for the surrender 
and relinquishment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall 
reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, 
and for the grant of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah 
and Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Under the special order it was understood that bills granting rights 
of way through Indian reservations reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to which no objection was made were to be considered. 

In this case the right of way in this bill is coupled with a grant on 
the part of these Indians of some 840 acres of land for a town site, 
which is to be laid off by the Government and sold at not less than its 
appraised value to the highest bidder, and the money to go into the 
Treasury for the benefit of the Indians. The bill has been recom- 
mended by the Interior Department, in fact it was draughted by the 
Department; and we passed upon it lastevening because it was impos- 
sible to separate the right of way contained in the bill from the other 
provisions. 

lt was agreed, however, that there should be a motion to reconsider 
and leave that open until to-day. 

| now move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
to Jay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CITROUS WATER COMPANY, ARIZONA. 


Mr. PEEL. The same condition of affairs applies to the bill (H. R. 
7343) granting to the Citrous Water Company a right of way across the 
Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona. This bill was 
also passed, it being entirely unobjectionable; but as the spirit of the 
order applied to the granting of rights for railroads, there was some 
question as to whether this bill was within the order, and hence the 
same plan was pursued. 

I now move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
to lay that motion upon the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit a conference report. 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this report is quite lengthy, and I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading. It is signed by all 
the conferees, and it contains a reference to the numerous amendments 
in dispute between the two Houses. If the report was read, it would 
not convey the information perhaps that the House desires; and I ask 
instead that the reading be dispensed with and that the statement ex- 
plaining the report be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) ‘making appropra- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’’ having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from itsamendments numbered 13, 14, 20, 21, 33, 50, 56, 59, 
60, 61, 62, 63, 72, 77, 82, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 118, 120, 128, 161, 162, 163, 164, 167, 169, 
and 172. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, 7, 8, 10, 16, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 
46, 47, 48, 51, 54, 57, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 78, 80, 81, 83, 84, 86, 92, 93, 94, 105, 106, 
109, 112, 113, 116, 117, 119, 122, 124, 125, 127, 129, 130, 131, 136, 137, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 
148, 149, 151, 152, 168, 171, 174, 176,177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 183, 185, 186, 187, 188, 190, 191, 
and 192, and agree to the same. L 

Amendment numbered 1; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In line 13 of said amendment strike out the words ‘three 
thousand” and in lieu thereof insert the words “two thousand;”’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $3,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $43,864; ’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered. 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by saidamendment, amended 
as follows: Strike out all after the word “repealed” therein; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
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amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $20,400;"’ and the Senate 
azree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $400;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree te the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $11,600; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $615,000,” and strike 
out, in line 24, page 5 of the bill, the words ‘“‘on the” and insert in lieu thereof 
rer Nate tos “in the discretion of the commissioners on;’’ and the Senate agree 
tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
‘$144,600; ? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $38,600;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: “In line 9 of said amendment strike out ‘‘ Rhode Island 
avenue’ and insert * Boundary” in lieu thereof; in lines 10 and 11 strike out 
‘New Jersey avenue” and insert “* Boundary” in lieu thereof; in line 16 strike 
out “Sixth” and insert ‘* Fifth ;” insert after line 18 the following: * Thirteenth- 
street intersection to B street; Eighth street, from S strect to Boundary;”’ and 
in lieu of the sum proposed in said Senate amendment insert ‘' $191,400; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line9 of said amendmentstrike out the word “ Half” 
and insert in lieu thereof *‘South Capitol,” and after said line 9insert ‘* L street. 
from First to Four-and-a-half streets;’’ and in lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert ‘* $52,800 ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After line 2 of said amendment insert the following: 

‘Seventh street, from D street to Virginia avenue. 

“South Carolina avenue, from Seventh to Ninth streets.” 

In lines 9 and 10 of said amendment strike out * Pennsylvania avenue” and 
insert **G street.”’ 

And in lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘ $54, 400.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 10 of said amendment strike out ‘* Massachu- 
setts’? and insert ‘‘ Maryland;” and after line 12 insert ‘Sixth street, from H to 
K streets ;”’ and strike out line 19 of said amendment; and in lieu of the sum 
named in said amendment insert “$129,700; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
““$3,500;"? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$15,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $95,000 ;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows:,In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $90,000;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 74, 75, and 76: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 74, 75, and 76, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strikeout the amended paragraph 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

**Forthe grading and pavingof Fourteenth street northward from the Bound- 
ary,forthe grading and paving of Stoughton street and of Chapin street from 
Fourteenth street extended to ued Seminary, and the paving of Pomeroy 
street in front of the Freedman’s Hospital, $35,000; in all, $88,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: “Including retaining-wall on M street, at the approach 
to the new free bridge across the Potomac, which bridge is hereby placed under 
the jurisdiction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $77,000,’ and add 
at the end of the amended paragraph the following: ‘‘Provided, That no ex- 
penditure hereunder shall be made at a price higher than 27 cents per 1,000 square 
yards;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$105,000; ”’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows :*In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$958,971; "’ and in 
line 19, page 12 of the bill, strike out “sixty-four thousand three” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ sixty-six thousand eight ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbe 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the’Senate numbered 107, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$137,711;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, a to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum prop insert ‘‘$3,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an 
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same. On amer ime nt 87: Increases the amount for g tiny the-streets from 
Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement to | *100,000 to $105 aa ! > ‘ 1 t a 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with an On amendments ere R juires ele ‘ » be of 1,000 actual ins : 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert | of 2,000 nominal candk Sa that t f 
“$17,836; ’ and in line 3, on page 25 of the bill, strike out “ thirty-five” and insert | .O% amendment 4 SSNS & PFOVIGION Chat LhS APproprianon L0F harbor an 
in lieu thereof the word “thirty; *’ and the Senate agrce to the ne. river front shall include ‘‘other necessary items and services”? not mentioned 
.: aan aaeial in the paragraph 
J. C. CLEMENTS, On amendments %, 99, 100, 101, 192, 103, 194, 105 7, 109, 110, 1 ; 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, and 122, relating to schools: Leaves t 
LOUIS - McCOMAS, provision touching janitors for teare of building grounds as ! 
Managers on the part of the House. | the House, except that the care of ngs and rented root rited $44 
P. B. PLUMB, | per annum for each room instead of $50; fixes the amo pairs i 
H. L. DAWES, provements to school buildings, including construction of fire-proof stairways 
F. M. COCKRELL, to Lincoln Building, at $35,000 instead of *20,000; increases the amount chool 
Managers on the part of the Senate. teachers from $464,310 to $466,810; increases the nount for sanita prove- 
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ments in old buildings from $1,000 to $3,000; increases the amount for contingent 
expensestrom $20,000 to $22,500; incre&ses the amount for fuel from $20,000 to 
$22,000; leaves the amount for industrial instruction at $8,000, as fixed by the 
House; increases the amount for furniture for new school buildings from $8,000 
to $9,000; increases the amount for two new school buildings in the sixth school 
division from $10,000 to $12,000, and increases the amount for new school bnild- 
ings from $225,000 to $315,000, being for two new buildings in the first school 
division, one in the second school division, one in the third school division, 
one in the fourth schoo! division, one in the fifth school division, one in the 
seventh school division, and two in the eighth school division. 

On amendments 12%, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, and 135, relat- 
ing to Metropolitan police, increases pay of superfntendent of police from $2,600 
to 22,700; Increases the number of lieutenants from eight to nine. the number 
of sergeants from twenty to twenty-two, the number of privates of class ] from 
one hundred and fifteen to one hundred and forty-five; strikes out proposed 
increase of privates of class2from one hundred and forty toone hundred and 
sixty; increases the number of station-keepers from seventeen to ninetcen, the 
laborers from eight to nine, the drivers of patrol wagons from four to five; 
leaves the appropriations for repairs of stations, including police-court build- 
ing and cells, at $2,400, as fixed by the House; increases the amount of miscel- 
laneous and contingent expenses from $11,500 to $14,000; and appropriates 
$15,000 for purchase of lot and erecting and furnishing a station-house in north- 
east Washington, 

On amendments 136, 137, 158, 159, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, and 147, relat- 
ing to firedepartment: Provides for two assistant chief engineers, instead of two 
foremen acting as assistant engineers; increases the number of foremen from 
seven to nine, the firemen from seven to eight, the hostlers from nine to ten, 
the privates from sixty to sixty-six, and the watchmen from three to four ; in- 
creases the amount for purchase of hose from $3,000 to $4,500, the amount for 
purchases of horses from $3,000 to $4,000; appropriates $12,000 for erecting en- 
gine-house in Southeast Washington and furnishing the same, and $7,000 fora 
hose-carriage. 

On amendments M8 and 149: Provides for an expert repair-man, at $969, for 
the telegraph and telephone service, 

On amendment 155: Strikes out the entire paragraph appropriating $55,000 
for putting District telegraph and telephone wires under-ground, and provid- 
ing that the commissioners shall require ail telegraph, telephone, and other 
wires to be removed from streets and alleys wherefrom the District wires are 
taken or may be remoyed, and substitutes for the whole provision the following: 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not, after the 15th day of 
September, 1588, permit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, clee- 
tric-lighting, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of the 
streets oravenues of the city of Washington, and said commissioners are hereby 
directed to investigate and report to Congress at the beginning of its next ses- 
sion the best method of removingall electric wiresfrom the air or surface of the 
streets, avenues, and alieys, and the best method of interring the same under- 
ground, and such legal regulation thereof as may be needed, and they shall re- 
port what manner of conduits should be maintained by the city of Washington, 
if any, and the cost of constructing and maintaining the same, and what charge, 
if any, should be made by the city for the use of its conduits by the persons or 
corporations placing wires therein, and upon what terms and conditions the 
same should be used when required so to do, and for such investigation $1,009 
is hereby appropriated: Provided, That the commissioners of the District may. 
under such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize the wires of 
any existing telegraph, telephone, or electric-light company now operating in 
the District of Columbia to be laid under any street, alley, highway, footway, 
or sidewalk in the District, whenever in their judgment the public interest may 
require the exercise of such authority—such privileges as may be granted here- 
under to be revocable at the will of Congress without compensation, and no 
such authority to be exercised after the termination of the present Congreas. 
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On amendments 151 and 152: Increases the amount for contingent expenses | 


under the health department from $3,500 to $4,000, 


On amendments 161, 162, 163, 164, 167, 168, and 169, relating to the Washington | 


Asylum: Leaves the provision for the same as fixed by the House, exeept $3.0 is 
given for introduction ef gas. 

On amendments 170, 171, and 172relating to Reform School: Places the ex- 
penditures thereunder under the control of the commissioners, increases the 
amount for the support of inmates from £25,000 to $26,000, and strikes out pro- 
posed nd from $300 to $500 for grading, draining, and improving the 
grounds, 

On amendments 173 and 174, relating to the Industrial Home School: Places 
the expenditures thereof under the control of the commissioners,and appro- 
priates $1,500 for anew boiler and for repairing and restocking the greenhouses. 

On amendment175: Appropriates $2,500 for temporary food and lodging to in- 
digent persons, $1,500 of which sum may beallotted by the commissioners to the 
Washington Night Lodging House Association. 

On amendments 176, 177, 178, and 183 : Appropriates $1,000 toenable the National 
Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children to care for colored 
foundlings; romp $5,000 for erecting a ward for colored foundlings in 
connection with the Washington Hospital for Foundlings, and strikes out pro- 
vision requiring the commissioners to report to Congress whether any institu- 
-_ in the District has refused admission to foundlings on account of race or 
color, 

On amendment178: Appropriates $5,000 for additional accommodations for the 
St. Rose Industrial School. 

On amendments 180 and 181: Increases the amount for improvements to the 
buildings of the National Homeopathic Hospital from $2,500 to $3,500, 

On amendment 185: Extends'provision for emergency expenditures to “ other 
cases of emergency not otherwise sufficiently provided for.” 

On amendments 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, relating to the water department: In- 
creases the pay of one clerk from $900 to $1,000; provides for a draughtsman at 
$1,500, and six inspectors at $900 each; and reduces the appropriation for engi- 
neers, firemen, ete., from $135,000 to $130,000; and appropriates $31,000 for laying 
anew water-main from K street, northwest, down Fourteenth street to B street, 
southwest, 

On amendment 191: Strike out the following, which was inserted as section 3 
of the bill by the House: 

“That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed and authorized 
to apply such portion as may be deemed expedient of any surplus which may 
remain at the close of the fiseal year 1888, and of each fiscal year thereafter, of 
the general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess of one-half of those 
appropriations payable equally out of the revenues of the District and the United 
States, to the apenas oF the balance yet remaining unpaid of the debt of the 
District of Columbia created by the acta — July 15, 1882, entitled, An act 
to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes: 
Provided, That the amount of said surplus shall first be reported to the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and the Treasurer of the United States by the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury when called upon to do so.” 

On amendment 192 : Inserts the following as a new section: 

“That all moneys received from sales of animals or material of any sort pur- 
chased under appropriations, other than for the water department, for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, made since July 1,1878, shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the United States and the District in equal parts; 
and all balances of nm jumbia under sec- 
tion 3 of the act of June 11, 1878, entitled “An act providing.a permanent form of 
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government for the District of Columbia,” remaining unexpended at the end of 
two years from the close of the fiseal year for which such appropriations were 
or may be made, shal! be covered into the Treasury, one-half tothe credit of the 
surplus fund and one-half to the credit of the general fund of the District of 
Columbia.” 

The bill as agreed upon appropriates £5,015.521.32, being $335,108.05 less than 
as it passed the Senate, $519,520 more than as it passed the House, $769,750.66 more 
than was appropriated for the fiscal year 1888, and $220,381.03 less than was sub- 
mitted in the estimates for the fiscal year 1539. 

J. C. CLEMENTS, 


FELIX CAMPBELL, 
LOUIS FE. McCOMAS, 
P Manegers on the part of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER (before the reading of the above was concluded). 
| I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading, as this 
is quite a lengthy report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of the 
House that the report has already been printed in the Recorp and 
appears in this morning’s edition. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimeus consent to dispense with the further reading of the state- 
ment, ard that it be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. Imove to dispense with the morning honr for the call 
of committees. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope gentlemen will be given an opportunity to 
present their reports. 

Mr. STEELE. I have a report I wish to make. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to reports being presented. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, gentlemen having reports to 
make will be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk, 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. MILLs was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were file1 by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk: 


PURCHASERS OF COLORADO LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lahds, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9056) to protect purchasers of lands 
| lying in the vicinity of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn hy the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government as lying within the limits of 

certain railroad grants, and afterwards held to lie without their limits; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
| ing report, ordered to be printed. 





j 
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RELEASING THE ESTATE OF ASHER R. EDDY. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (Hf. R. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, 
late lieutenant-colonel and quartermaster, United States Army, de- 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official 
bond; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JESSE SPENCER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spen- 
cer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCIS P. VERNON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Francis P. 
Vernon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. DULCENA NEAL. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Dulcena Neal; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

J. I. BUGG AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg 
and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN N. DORR, SR. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 267) for the relief of John N. 
Dorr, sr.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the — Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3670) for the relief of A. W. 
Pollard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

















the Private Calendar, a ' i the accompanying report ‘ Ltol 
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Mr. STON] , from the Com ttee on War Clair I i < pe 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5889) { the relief cf Oldham County, Ken- Mr. PI I > 
tucky; which was referred to the Committee of the Whi | is : the | teles yhed by the A 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | | hich has ne 1 ¢ 
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bi H. R to grant a pension to : 
or ‘‘ John,’’ an Indian who aided in saving the $ ) ee 
L hit yple in the Indian ontbreak in Minnesota in the year 1 ee a ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- | , + #2 Bere to | 
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and for other pur \ ! 31 red to tl ‘ ‘ 
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report, ordered to be printed eee 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol neople of the [ ist 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. Applause on t | i 
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ie House is now in Committee of t " f ir. MII 
for the further ¢c ition of the bill the title of which the Clerk | HAIRMAN. The gentlema 
+7 . ok - 
will report. cluded his remarks. 
The Clerk read as follows Mr. PHELPS. Now, Mr. Chairman, ha I 
\ bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in r to th this appellate tribunal than tha lassed majority ) 
collection of the revenue. me, I y } i Oo f - 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. which they ha 1 in dark ] t 
The Clerk read as follows: | iph wh a re ion from ] 
Flax orlinen thread, twine, and pack thread and all manufactni i I nt. to 25 per cent. 1s in every rt lar a sta 
of which flax shall be the component mate 1 of chief y I | i- | 4 ‘ cht create this é l 
merated or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem, : ; P . 
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ceed for ten minut h n 
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any argument, and then withdrew into the dark private ) pi 
the Mills bill, a code of decisions which, like the laws of 1 Mi {it 
and the Persians, altereth not. This was the first step in 1 
drama, which, if it is suceessfully carried to the end, v i ‘ ae 
to the interests of American industry. For their next st dl hood across the in; they br t with t i 
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sunlight of the House and into the dangers of a discussion, forced to y, and their cour Chey built 
take it into the House, where the sacred personnel of their own bet nificent pal larger than l 
needed to be enlarged by the admission of the whole of the Democratic | W i th 
majority, there was but one step left, and in their desperation they | the pa at. th 
had the nerve totake it. Theysummoned their majority and imposed | of indu d tha f 
an oath upon every one of them that no Democratic member should Pp 





vote in favor of any amendment not adopted by the caucus, no matte \pplause on the Republican side 
how glaring was the mistake, the folly, or the injustice which the dis Chairman. my witne is William Barbo th 
cussion in this House might reveal. this vast establishment, the son of one of those brothers 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman a question 
Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand you to say that this 


grated from Ireland. William Barbour was born in Amer 
man of ardent patriotism, of the highest character, and of the gr 
responsibility. Through me he testifies here to-day, an takes the 
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responsibility of his words, He testifies that during the past five 
years, under the present rate of duty, the finer lines of thread could 
be manufactured in his Irish establishment more profitably than in his 
Jersey establishment, and that upon those invoices he has been paying 
$60,000 a year for duty. He says now that if the purposes of the 
Mills bill are carried out and this duty is reduced from 40 per cent. to 
25 per cent. it will be profitable for his concern to import four times 
the quantity they now import, and that they will pay upon those in- 
creased importations not the $60,000 which Barbour Brothers now pay, 
but $150,000 perannum. When William Barbour made that statement 
I turned quickly to the table where are the estimates of what is ex- 
pected to be the reduction of the surplus made by this reduction of the 
duty upon linen thread, and I found that the increased duty which 
this single firm of Barbour Brothers & Co, will be obliged to pay under 
the reduced tariff equals, or substantially equals, the whole amount 
which the framers of this bill expect to derive from the whole line of 
linen thread importations. Thereisareductionofthesurplus! There 
is a reduction with a vengeance, the result of which is that the whole 
amount which these gentlemen expect to get into their Treasury from 
this industry will be paid by a single establishment, leaving the rev- 
enues to be swollen way beyond their estimate and way beyond the 
present income by the duties which will be paid by other establish- 
ments engaged in the same industry. They are not so large as this, 
but they are large, thrifty, and existing elsewhere—in New Jersey, in 
New York, in Pennsylvania, in Ohio, and, I am glad to see, as one of 
the first beams of the dawning sun, even in the State of Kentucky. 

What further does my witness say? That if, as he supposes, his im- 
portations must need be quadrupled, inthat case he must discharge his 
hundreds of American workingmen and, worse than that, he must send 
back his machinery to Lisburn, in Ireland, from whenceit came. And 
just here, in order to show that the labor which the Mills bill takes 
from these American workingmen is not underpaid, he testifies to this 
fact, which he knows as an owner and manager both in the Irish 
mill and in the New Jersey mill. He is familiar with the pay-roll in 
each mill, and he testifies that on the Irish pay-roll there are the names 
of 2,900 British subjects who enjoy the blessings of free trade; that on 
the Jersey pay-roll there are the names of 1,400 American citizens who 
enjoy the blessings of a Republican tariff; and that the pay-roll which 
rewards 2,900 free-trade British subjects is substantial y the same as 
that which rewards 1,400 protected American citizens. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. Task unanimous gonsent that the time of the gentle- 
man be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. I shall have to object, Mr. Chairman. We want to 
get a vote on this, 

Mr. PHELPS. I shall not occupy more than five minutes more. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman does 
not speak often, and I trust his time will be extended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from New Jersey be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. If weare going to extend the time for one gentleman 
we must extend it for all. I shall object to one and all. 

Mr. WEAVER rose and was recognized. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New Jersey later. The Chair has already recognized the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from New Jersey 
is to occupy five minutes more, I shall be very glad to have him occupy 
it now. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am obliged to the gentleman. I move to strike 
out the last word in order to continue this testimony, but before doing 
so I wish to say that it does not surprise me that the gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] is unwilling to hear the truth even after he is 
buttressed by a caucus resolution which seems to hold him and his col- 
leagues firmly in hand. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman talks noth- 
ing but politics, I do object. If he was making an argument on this 
bill — 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Task that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] be made to keep in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the rules will be enforced. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Live up to them yourself, my friend. | 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to continue this testimony, 
and I will be brief in doing so. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I want to understand whether the 
gentleman can proceed in violation of the rules of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair stated the situation and supposed the 
gentleman from Missouri understood it. When thegentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PHetrs] had used up his time objection was made to ex- 
tending it. The :entleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] rose and was 
recognized, and the gentleman from Iowa thereupon yielded to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, who moved to strike out the last word, 
and is in order. The Chair was obliged to recognize the 
gentleman when he offered the amendment. 
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Mr. BLAND. If the Chair recognizes that as being in order that is 
what I object to. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I did not want to be deprived, even 
by the wonted discourtesy of the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. BLAND. There is no discourtesy-—— 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. PHELPS. Of an opportunity to state that my witness prefers a 
request. In view of the injury which he shows is done to his industry, 
I did not wish to sit down without also giving prominence to that re- 
quest. It seems to me it isa proper one. If this reduction be made 
and this bill passed, the Democratic majority which destroys his busi- 
ness should at least be—not generous enough—we do not expect that 
from a party which counts among its members the gentleman from 
Missouri; but that when they destroy the industry by which the Irish 
ancestors of Mr. Barbour were induced to bring their machinery into 
this country, and to pay 45 per cent. upon it, they should be just 
enough to pay the children and heirs of these pioneers the 45 per cent. 
which their ancestors expended when they imported that machinery. 
And I make the appeal the more heartily because, as I think I have 
shown, there is no way connected with this paragraph by which the 
gentlemen on the other side will have any opportunity to reduce the 
surplus unless they are willing to reduce it by paying back the 45 per 
cent. on the machinery which they banish from the country. 

If, as I have shown, the amount of income will be increased by the 
making of this reduction; if, as I have shown, workingmen by the 
hundred and thousand will be put out of employment; if, in addition 
to this, the machinery will be carried out of the country and its further 
capacity for use here be destroyed forever, then it is evident that, look- 
ing to the interest of the laborer and of the manufacturer and of the 
surplus itself (the only interest which gentlemen on the other side ever 
claim to pay attention to), this proposition to reduce the tax on linen 
thread is a mistake and a failure. 

But I am here also to say, not on the testimony of William Barbour, 
but as a fact, that they will not benefit the consumer, because ever 
since that industry has been introduced the cost of its product to the 
consumer has continually diminished. When Barbour Brothers intro- 
duced their Mackay thread for shoes they sold it at 90 cents a pound. 
They have reduced the cost to the consumer all these years, until now 
the price-list shows that they sell it at 57 cents a pound. First they 
sold spool-thread at $1.07 a pound; now they sell it for 68} cents a 
pound. Has the consumer been injured ? ; 

This reduction, as proposed in this paragraph, hurts every industry 
and disappoints every purpose which the committee had in mind. 
Ought not my amendment to prevail? 

And in view of this, which is only one instance of the brilliant series 
of mistakes which they have scattered all over the pamphlet of their 
Mills code [laughter], and remembering that it was the Republican 
party that introduced and developed the tariff and proved it to be the 
best enginery man ever devised not only to increase the production, 
but also to diminish cost, may I not confidently claim, as I do, that 
the American people when they come to pass upon the Mills bill will 
say, ‘‘For God’s sake let the Republican party who devised and who 
understand and who love this enginery, if it needs any repairs, make 
them themselves, and not leave them to the blundering of a half-hearted 
and ignorant Democracy.’’ [Applause. ] 

In connection with his remarks Mr. PHELPS submitted the following 


letter: 
New Yors, March 31, 1888. 

Dear Str: As a stockholder and director of Barbour Flax Spinning Com- 
pany of Paterson, N. J.. I wish to make a statement to you regarding the flax- 
thread industry, and to call your attention to the effect which the proposed 
Mills bill would have upon it. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the duty on linen thread is at present 40 per 
cent., this compary has paid on an average for the past five years over $60,000 a 
year in duties on the finer sorts of linen thread, finished and ready for market, 
which it was found more profitable to import than to manufacture here 

The Mills bill would cut down protection on these goods to 25 per cent., and 
as a consequence would shut down a large —— of machinery and throw 
hundreds of hands out of employment. Sbould this bill pass,I think Ido not 
overstate the case when T say that the company would find it profitable to im- 

rt four times the quantity previously imported. Therefore, instead of reduc- 
ing the revenue in this particular case to $37,500 it would in reality increase it 
to $150,000. 

While Iam an American born, and the industry I represent in Paterson, N. 
J.,is thoroughly American, I am also a large stockholder in a flax spinning 
company in Ireland; and that you may judge of the relative wages paid in the 
two countries, [ would state thatthe pay-rollsof the two mills, as recently com- 
pared, differed only about $500, the number of hands in the Irish mill being; 2,900 
against 1,400 in the New Jersey mill. 

There is not a system of linen-thread machinery in this country which has 
not been imported, paying a duty of 45 per cent. If the object of the Mills bill 
is to reduce the surplus, should it not embody a clause refunding the duty on 
eer, which, on account of insufficient protection, must be reshipped 
abroad? 

The German Government, as you know, has recently adopted a system of 

rotection. The company in Ireland with which I am connected,and which 
| os manufactured threads in Ireland for the German trade for the t twenty- 
five years, has been obliged under the new law to build a factory in Germany 
to hold its trade; and itis safe to say that the money taken out of Germany 
during the past ten years will be reinvested in Germany witbin a year. 


Yours, truly, 
WM. BARBOUR. 
Hon. W. McK rx ey, Jr., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal ot 
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interest to the eloquent words of the distinguished gentleman from New | 


Jersey [Mr. PHELPS]; but I am somewhat surprised to find him ad- 
vocating an increase in the rate of duty upon thread from 25 to 40 per 
cent. ad valorem and in the next breath claiming that he is a friend of 
the laboring men and women of this country. His amendment, if 
adopted, will increase the price of sewing-thread to the poor sewing 
women of New York and his ownState. The phrase ‘‘ American work- 
ngmen,’’ which the gentleman uses with so much fluency, is a ge- 
neric term; it includes the working men and women not only of his sec- 
tion of the Union but of mine. It includes the grangers of lowa, who 
were so unceremoniously dealt with and punished in the late Chicago 
convention, before which the distinguished gentleman was a candidate 
for the Vice-Presidency of the United States. I hold in my hand an 
interview published in the Washington Post of July 3—the present 


| 


month—an interview with the gentleman from New Jersey, which bears 


all the ear-marks of a candid and accurate re port of what the ge ntle man 

said. Iask the Clerk to read the ce that interview which 
have marked, in order to show how the Republican convention treated 
the Republican farmers of my State and the candidate whom they pre- 
sented for nomination. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So, too, ALLISON was more thought of than the votes indicated, but through 
all the discussion there had grown and strengthened the belief that the candi- 
date must come from a doubtful State. Even zealous HENDERSON could not 
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lowa |Mr. WEAVER], whom I regard as not belonging to the Rey 


| lican party himself, but whom I consider’ to be, as I said in the inter 


view, the chief of the gr: 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman is not ingennous, I fear, in the re- 
marks he has just submitted to the committee. There is not one word 
of allusion in that interview to myself. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does not the gentleman reside in lowa ? 


Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 


ngers and the very center of their activity. 


Mr. PHELPS Is he npt the chief leader of the rangers ? 
Mr. WEAVER. No, sir; but I am their friend 
Mr. PHELPS. Thenif he is not I do not know, and the House does 


not know, who is. 

Mr. WEAVER. I thank the gentleman for the compliment; but I 
was not a candidate before the Chicago cogvention, and the gentleman 
can not shirk the responsibility nor hide the ugly fact stated in his in 
terview. It was Mr. ALLISON who was punished because he lived in 


a Granger State which had enacted laws unfriendly to the railroad 


I have nothing to do with the Republican party of lowa, except to op- 
pose it, nor do I afliliate with Mr. ALLISON politically nor with those 
who supported him in the Chicago convention. The gentleman knows 
this very well, and there is no escape for him whatever | Applause on 

| the Democratic side. | 
It is the unkindest cut of all for sgentleman, who was a candidate 


claim that Iowa was in doubt, but what really destroyed the bope of Mr. AuLr- | 


son’s friends was the conviction that since the extreme granger sentiment had 


taken New York’s candidate out of the run it was not policy toselectagranger | 


candidate. In vain A.LLIson’s friends said that his personal record was that of 
aman who had held the seales between the two extremes, the prairie and Wall 
street. 

That failed to satisfy the leaders. 

What else could you expect? The answer was that his State is the home of 
the granger and the head center of its influences, and the convention admitted 
the force of the answer. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted that this is a 
truthful report of the interview had with the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 
insult, and they will answer once for all the defiant and impudent as- 


The farmers of Iowa will resent this open and undisguised | 
| State. Iam curiousto kt low what my friend from Iowa and coli 


sumption, openly avowed by the confederated monopolies, that the | 
| and candidate for President was subjected to in the convention I 


people of Iowa are to be disciplined and punished because, forsooth, they 
have dared toenact through their Legislatureanti-monopoly legislation. 
You were able to successfully boycott them in yourconvention. It will 
be their turn by and by. As the gentleman has eloquently stated, 
there is a higher court, the court of last resort—the American people. 
The people of Iowa and of the whole Northwest will give you a lively 
hearing in that court between now and November. 
the Democratic side. ] 

The farmers of Iowa were spurned in that convention, and the fact 
is established by the gentleman’s own stehement which has just been 
read. If he is not correctly reported, he is here to correct it on this 
floor. ‘The New York candidate, Mr. Depew, for whose defeat the re- 
taliation was visited on the Iowa candidate, said in aninterview pub- 
lished in the New York Tribune on the 24th of June, that the reason 
why the Iowa candidate was defeated was because he came from a 
State which had legislated in a manner unfriendly to the railroads and 
hence could not expect the support of the New York Central and con- 
nected interests. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

By unanimous consent informal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will renew the informal amend- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, I want to qualify my statement made to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] a few minutes ago. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 
Mr. REED. He is not only going to state the truth, but the whole 
truth. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I believe I stated to the gentleman 
from New Jersey what I had in my mind at the time and believed to 
be so, that I had been present at every caucus of the Democratic party 
in this House, but it has since been brought to my mind and I recol- 
lect that there was one at which I was not present. 


[Applause on | 


| as withdrawn. 


for P re sident and Vice -Preside nt, , belie ve, before the (Chicago convel- 
tion—— [| Laughter. } 

Mr. PHELPS. No; only for Vice-President. 

Mr. WEAVER. I say, Mr. Chairman, that it isthe unkindest ent of 
all for the distinguished gentleman to state in his place on this floor 
that the railroads punished Mr. ALLISON and the gentlemen si 
ing him because the Senator happened to live in the same State with 
myself. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I understand him to say in his interview that the reason the con- 
vention was opposed t » Mr. ALLISON was because he lived in a Granger 


ipport- 


wue 


[Mr. HENDERSON ] thinks of the treatment his distinguished Senator 





would like to hear from my colleague as to whether he indorses what 
the gentleman from New Jersey stated as a reason for the rejection ot 
e lowa candidate. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last two 
words. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 


HENDERSON, of Iowa. I renew it. 

I do not rise, Mr. Chairman, to gratify this burning thirst for infor- 
mation on the part of my colleague, nor am I stirred up by the fact 
that men are often loudest in their proclamations when they know least 
what they are talking about. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

I am not here to defend the gentleman from New Jersey in his inter- 
view. Iam not myselfa very prolific interviewer; and those who are 
swift to rush into the press with interviews must take care of them- 
selves when they come home to roost. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] But one thing I do want tosay, and that is I think 
I know something about the operations of the Chicago convention, and 
what operated upon the minds of the assembled Republican wisdom 
in that body. 

I think I know the reasons that led to the defeat not only of Senator 
= LISON, but of that other equally distinguished and honored gentle- 

in and soldier, and pre-eminently the representative, 
to > bel lieve, of the granger sentiment, Judge Gresham; and while I: im 
not here to entertain my colleague or toe ntertain my Democratic breth- 
ren with the incidents of a R ahi convention, I am here to 
this, that I donot believe, and to me it is absolute knowledge, that the 


as some claim 


| attitude of Iowa in respect to railroad legislation lost Senator ALLISON a 


| single votein that convention. [Applause on the 


Permit me to say that at one caucus when I was present such a | 


resolution as was referred to to-day was presented, but did not pass. 
That is all I know of the matter. [Laughter on the Republican side 
and applause on the Democratic side.] Of course when I make a de- 


nial I wish to limit that denial to caucuses at which I was present and | 


to matters within my own knowledge. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
mind of my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. I want tosay I identify 
that interview, and am pleased to notice on its reproduction with what 
courtesy and fairness I have stated the truth. Thereis nothing in the 
reproduction which affected me at all, except a certain lack of mod- 


esty in the gentleman from Iowa that he should publish in this House | 


Mr. Chairman, I “only want a minute to relieve the | 


that interview in which I stated that he [Mr. WEAVER] was “the | 


chief of the grangers and the very center of its activity.”’ 
When I said that in choosing a Presidential candidate it would not do 


[Langhter. } | 


to go amongst the extreme grangers, the reason was that the extreme | 


grangers in that State do not belong to the Republican party. Why 
choose from them? They belong neither to the Republican nor to the 
Democratic parties, but follow the red banner of the gentleman from 





Republican side. | 

I rank with my colleague in asserting the right of the people of my 
own State to control the ro ae that may be operated under the 
laws of that State. My friend and neighbor, Senator ALLISON, does 
not abate his belief that the sovereignty of the people should be retog- 





nized in the control of corporations; but neither the Senato 1 
Iowa nor niyself attempt to ride into power as some gentk o, in 
season and out of it, by playing the part of the arrant demagogue in 
regard to corporations. [Applause and laughter on the an 


side. ] 

I will say this much in regard to the interview of my friend from 
New Jersey—and in passing let me say that the State of New Jersey 
in that convention showed by its vote its confidence in the Senato 
from Jowa as a Vresidential candidate—but when my friend from New 
Jersey said in his interview that even HENDERSON did not dare to 
claim that Iowa was a doubtiul State, he told onesolid truth. [ Laugh- 
ter and applause.] I neverdid so claim, nor dol claimit now. lov 
as in the past, will this fall, in spite of rantings and misrepresentations, 
plant herself squarely in the front rank of the Republican States for 
Harrison and for Morton. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 


‘ 
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Not only that, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, but Iowa will show that 
its people, including its honest grangers, believe in a party—that they 
believe in principles which recognize America and American working- 
men, and which do not toady to the dictates of English interests and 
English representatives, whether they are at home or in the White 
House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. I was not disappointed, Mr. Chairman [laughter 
on the Republican side], in the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa, 
my colleague, who has just taken his seat. I knew that he would 
not take the floor without administering a,rebuke to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. I expected nothing else. I was not surprised, 
therefore, at what was said, nor was I surprised, forced as he was to 
make some declaration, that he used, before he took his seat, the word 
‘“‘demagogue.’’ [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] A man 
is a demagogue, sir, in this country if he is consistent and persistent in 
his opposition as against monopolies throughout his whole life. 

To avoid being a demagogue, in the opinion of the gentleman from 
Iowa, a man should go into national conventions with the monopolies, 
present your candidate, and then, when kicked out and slaughtered 
in cold blood by the monopolists, he must join in the wild acclaim 
over his own defeat and the humiliation of his confiding constituents. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

There is no demagogy in that. A man may do all that without 
being a demagogue. 

Now, while we have the open confession of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Prenps] that his interview was not only correctly re- 
ported, but that it was truthful in fact, and as we further have his 
ideas of Western men and how far they should be trusted in politics, I 
send forward to be read a letter from the acting Vice-President of the 
United States, to show what he thinks of an Eastern man. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHIcaGo, June 23, 1888. 
The following letter from Senator John J. Ingalls was received by a member 
ofthe Kansas delegation in the convention: 
“Vick-PREsIDENT’s CHAMBER, Washington, June 16, 1883. 

“Yours 13th at hand. It does not make much difference who is nominated, 
in my judgment. The candidates will cut but a small figure in the fight. We 
can elect anybody or we shall fail. 

[ Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

: Mt cag least conspicuous, and therefore the least complicated man will be the 
sest— 


[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 


somebody like Hayes— 
[Renewed laughter long continued. } 
in 1876. Among all the men named there is not one leader—no one whose per- 


sonal or historical relations to the people would make a difference of 1,000 votes 
inthe canvass. SHERMAN, ALLISON, Harrison, etc., have records that would be 
awkward on the tariff— 

[ Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
the currency, the Chinese question— 

[ Renewed applause on the Democratic side. ] 
ete. 

** Depew’s connection with railroads and corporations would be a heavy load, 
especially in the ———— States. We mightas well nominate Gould or Van- 
derbilt at once. y impression is that Alger or Gresham comes nearer filling 
the bill than any of the others, with some fellow like PuEe.rs, of New Jersey— 

[ Laughter on the Democratic side. } 
who could reach the conservative forces of the East and get contributions— 


[Renewed laughter. ] 
from the manufacturers and Wall street. But you can judge much better than 
I what is best after consulting with the delegates. 

“J have the use of the wires during the convention by the courtesy of the 
company, and you can therefore telegraph me fully at all times if anything of 
interest transpires. 

“Truly yours, 
“JOHN J. INGALLS.” 

{Shouts of laughter and applause on the Democratic side, long con- 
tinued. } 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, rose. ’ 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HENDERSON | may renew it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I did not apply the 
term ‘‘demagogue’’ to any one in this House; but one member in this 
House has had the wisdom to make the application. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] When consistent records are spoken of by my wor- 
thy colleague he introduces rather a dangerous theme, I think; but not 
for me. I have had an unbroken record since I was born and started 
in a black abolition underground railroad family of which I am not 
ashamed. My friend’s record I would not dare to trace. Time would 
not enable me to follow its meanderings. The gentleman has been 
pleased to give us a little literature to read. It has been suggested it 
was a stolen letter. 

A Member. A forged letter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will not say it was forged. I do 
not think it was. But it was a stolen letter; and those who want to 
use letters of that kind are at liberty to do so. 

Since we are reading letters and looking up the records of great men 
I send to the desk to have read by the Clerk some extracts from speeches 


made by my colleague from Iowa, which I think will be appreciated by 
my Democratic brethren who are always double shotted with applause 
when my colleague has something to offer that may inany way disturb 
his Republican brethren. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THESE ARE SOME OF WEAVER'S UTTERANCES ON THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY MADE 
IN PUBLIC SPEECHES, 

He said at Albia on July 18, 1866: 

“IT want to congratulate you first, fellow-citizens, on the suppression of purely 
Democratic rebellion, gotten up by Democrats for the democratic purpose of 
dissevering this Union and perpetually establishing human slavery. Now and 
forever it is establishing as an eternal truth that the Democracy in no place or 
State can ever be trusted with government. Asa party it should disband, just 
as a section of it did at Appomattox.” 

He said at Centerville in 1867: 

“Again has the Democratic party of lowa spoken. Why, sir, I am astonished 
beyond measure that a party with a record so utterly vile and wretched and 
wicked should be so lost to all shame and decency as to make an appearance 
before the loyal people of Iowa. 

; " They should be trampling in the wilderness of oblivion, and never more re- 
urn, 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
‘ ous in ajoint debaté with Col. H. H. Trimble, at Bloomfield, on September 

“Here we have the old fight over again. The Confederate Democracy, North 
and South,in which the infamous copperhead division of lowa appears, are 
again contesting with Grant for the safety of the Union. As at Donelson, he 
proposes to ‘ move on their works at once,’ and there is noesecape for this rank, 
traitorous horde, except in another surrender. Charge on them, fellow Repub- 
licans, and spare not one, not even « deputy road superviser, from total political 
annihilation.” 

[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

He said in Bloomfield on September 26, 1869: 

‘“What is the use of further arraigning the defunct Democracy, with all its 
hoary crimes, at the bar of public opinion? We know that its acts comprise 
murder, treason, theft, arson, fraud, perjury,and all crimes possible for an or- 
ganization to connive at.” 


[Renewed laughter on the Republican side. ] 


“Tt would be a mercy to put its record a million miles deep in the pit that is 
mentioned in Holy Writ; and I may add thatif a large and distinguished as- 
oan of its alleged statesmen were sent along it would only be common 
justice.’ 

[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

He said in Fairfield, September 18, 1870: 

“The Democracy, as usual, are loud in their opposition, but what did they 
ever do when they had a chance? Here in lowa they stole the school fund and 
nationally they stole the arsenals, the Navy, the Treasury, everything that was 
not red hot, and created the very devil’s rebellion. And these men appear and 
ask for your support. They should come on bended knee asking your forgive- 
ness for the unspeakable crimes they have committed and the wretched miscr- 
ies inflicted upon our common country.”’ 

[Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

He said in Keokuk, September 16, 1871: 

“The record of the Republican party appeals to the candid judgment of all 
men as unimpeachable, save, perhaps, that it was too ienient with the leading 
Democratic conspirators, The same old gang, save those who were shot or 
hung, are again oe, meg te get ion of the Government next year. 
Woe to them! for the loyal hosts will crush them, and crush them forever and 
forever out of all possible danger of such a misfortune to our common country.” 

He said in Oskaloosa, September 25, 1872: . 

‘No Republican ean ever, under any circumstances, haveany part or lot with 
the hungry, rebellious, man-hating, woman-selling gang one under the 
name of Democracy, a name so full of stench and poison that it should be blotted 
from the vocabulary of civilized man and handed over to the barbarism that it 
so fitly now and in all the past has represented.” 


[Prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 


He said at Stiles, September 11, 1873, in referring to the financial policy of the 
Democratic party : 

‘But, then, what could you expect from the poor, blind, diseased, decrepit, 
dismal, damned old Democratic party? ”’ 

[Prolonged laughter on the Republican side. ] 

He said at Monona, September, 1874: 

“There can be no doubt about the question at all. With greenbacks and na- 
tional-bank notes our business needs are well met. There can be no better 
unity of the paper currency than these. But the assaults of a party which 
through its financial legislation inflicted untold wrongs and robberies upon the 
people by permitting banks without a solid basis to issue a circulating note. 

* * The fact is, gentlemen, the Democracy never has been able to compre- 
hend the financial question. Between its inherent dishonesty and apparent 
ee it makes a petty but not unusual exhibition of its corporate, consoli- 
dated idiocy.” 

[Renewed laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
motion to strike out the last two words and move to strike out the last 
three. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I would like to inquire if Mr. Buanp 
is present ? a 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will now return the compliment of 
my colleague from Jowa, who favored me with a question, by asking 
him if he denies that he made these utterances as just read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ask him if they were true when made. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will reply in my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You will not grant me that answer 
now? Then, Mr. Chairman, I will say I have taken pleasure in hay- 
ing this matter read before the House, because I want to give my col- 
league credit for some of the best utterances that ever fell from his 
lips [applause on the Republican side], some of the truest indictments 
that ever were drawn the Democracy, drawn when he was one 
of the standard-bearers of the Republican party. 
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I did not hear these speeches made, but they have been published | this House for its fulland 1 nstat I \] 
again and again in lowa as having been made by my colleague. Ihave ratic side, | 


taken these utterances from the National View, published in Washing- | I ind, furthermore, that 1 n the bill 








ton, D. C., one «f the leading Greenback papers in the United States, | ver rea hed the Repu an Senate they emas« 
edited by one who has been, if not now, the secretary of the National | pu n Senator from my own State | Mr. ALLISON] was t 
Greenback party, and |! i at different times side by side with | 1 1 who accomplished t result H ny stabbed 
my colleague in advocating the interests of the Greenback party. note in the back with the word pt,’’ they now 1g 
We certainly have these utterances from sources that are entitled to er forth maimed and pl on t in limited 
credit I have watched with some care in the National View to e | ties, and then « ily on ‘ I ‘ 
any refutation or denial these speeches by the gentleman from lowa ind the Democracy of t N 
but none appeared that I was able to discover, nor have I everseen any | of the country bitterly opposed t 
public refutation of the n in lowa from my euengne. rency and its wicked convers 
While we are having tl 1e views of individuals to entertain the Amei in the winter of 1878 th passed a ) s 
can people l thought it not outof p! ace togive my colleague n opp a op to this dest! 110 ihe iitt dotr r ( r 
tunity to speak, as he did speak, from his heart and judgment when he | ershad aroused the ¢ l ma LJa id J 
gave those eloquent utterances. Democrats rolled uy ir sleev L we to rk their own p 
Now, Myr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. vith the results stated ppla t] ‘ tic side. M 
WEAVER. I renew Mr. Chairman. Republica n defiance of t party leader ied l 
As will be seen, the date of those led speeche \s 1 ) é Ly l I 
\ Mem Rk (on th Republi an side), You are pleading { il- ition with the ] I ts of 2 ist Sta ‘ L we 
ute of limitation, are you? ‘ nee in i | 1 


Mr. WEAVER. No, sir, never. I want to say those remarks were | have made it1 y | from , t \ 


ed in years past when the situation was entirely different vise you to 
what it is now, and are the oldest kind of chestnuts in my district and ive neve! ned the D 
in lowa. [Derisive eae iter on the Republican side. | YO matt fama me rt f U1 
gentlemen; they laugh best who laugh last. Waituntil I get through ick party has p vy merge 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a qu tions. While it is ti that I I l the ] 
tion ? party, I] : felt it to b ; ty to athiiat th that } 
Mr. WEAVER. No; Ican not. I will give the gentlema ] House, in my te, and my < 
wants. h I 
i was an ardent opponent of the Democratic party during the it tic party i tot 
slavery controversy. I espoused the standard of the Republican party ) se I 
before I was of age, and I followed it through good and through evil | t 
report, in peace and in war. The war ended, I opposed the Demo- it wl r 
cratic party in its attitude toward the question of reconstruction and nne 1d with the d ] v] t 
all of the questions that grew out of the war which constituted party | ent nd the right 
sues. I have no doubt that I uttered, if not the words contained in | man know t 
the extracts read before this House, words equally as forcible and sub- | I hav thing to old ¢ 
stantially similar. l] m] sin Io for t a 
Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. There is no doubt of that. t 1 al nt | ‘ 
Mr. WEAVER. I have nothing to take back with regard to m 1e did } urd, 
course on the issues that arose outofthe war. Itrelates to the distant | squai nd we prefer him t ni pol 
past, and it is wholly unnecessary. I followed the standard of t put up in the State.”’ Ap] n the] 
Republican party because I believed whilst I was doing it that th Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire tosay a4 
were right and were the friends of the poor, the lowly, and the down Mr. O’NEILL, of Misso Im to 


trodden; but when I learned that the Republicanism of 1877 was not Mr. HENDERSON, ot to 

the Republicanism of 1860; when I found that they had demonetized | my colleague. 

silver, which had been good enough for everybody from the time « Mr. O'NEILL, of M wm. TT 

Washington down to the time of General Grant; when I further learned | want to know, Mr. ¢ man, 

that the Republican party had passed the act of January 14, 1875, to | gent, com n 

convert the greenbacks into interest-bearing de abt, an - another act to | time to end this interjé 1 in ariff qu 

refund the public debt and make it payable in gold coin, thereby rob- | twaddle which is only the time of the |] 

bing the people of fully $600,000,000 in this single enactment; when Mr. H DERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chait J 

T found they had given away hundreds of millions of acres of th b- Mr. MiLLS. I ! 

lic lands and were making no effort to reclaim it; when I learned fur- | sior Let us vote 

ther that they sought to perpetuate the national debt and intended to Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us go i 

make it the chief corner-stone of national banking, and that bank-notes The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can o 

were to be substituted for greenbacks as oursole paper circulation, with | unanimous consent. 

the monstrous attendant evils of expansion and contraction at the will Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. LIrise to oppose the 

of the banking corporations, and when I read in the speech of Jon The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recogn 

SHERMAN, deliveredat Mansfield, Ohio, that such was to be the settled | purpose. 

policy of the Republican party, I concluded it was time for me to quit. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘How have tl gh 
And although I had been a member of the convention in 1877 that | colleague | Mr. WEAVER] confesses that the utterance 

nominated my colleague [Mr. GEAR] for governor of Iowa, and st made by him, but } he ‘baby “ 

supported him in that convention for the nomination, when I be: » | in the days of his adolescence. They were n 

acquainted with these facts I wrote him an open and frank letter say- | wish to ask my colleague, and would like him to an 

ing that I could no longer act with the Repubiican party. I could not | when he made those charges against the | 

do so because I found they were no longer the friends of the oo and | were true? 

that whilst we had emancipated four millions of human beings, they Mr. ML A801 N. He said so. 

were now, ee ious legislation, pursuing a policy which woul B, Mr. HENDERSON, of | The gentleman 








unless arrested, snsiave many more millions of the white people of | and he is sil sat ough in his seat now. Very w 
this country. The events of the past ten years have justified my | he changed his position because the Z epublican 
gravest fears. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I left them then | Ah! Mr. Chairman, I have li ved in Iowa since I was a 
and challenged them to open combat, and have never asked for quarter.| been an observer of the records of our publi 
nor struck my colors. I have delivered blow for blow, ever trying to | member of the same Republican State conv: 
keep within the bounds of proper political warfare. when he was a candidate for nomination for gov 

I left the Republican party when it had 80,000 majority in Iowa and It was the judgment of the Republican party of | t f 
4,000 majority in my Congressional district over all opposition wat ver! i 1, sh i be nomina 
that look like hunting for an office ? Does it not rather look like I was | ambitious friend. He was so non ed, and my fri 
following my convictions? I leave this House to judge of that matter. | in that Republican convention. Up to this time he h 
When I began with tl ie little band of Greenbackers to denounce these | the foremost. “po. ns of every Republican proposition t} 
great wrongs I found the Democratic party of the West, which I had | laid before the count financial propositions and a I 


I 





so vigorously fought in the past, unde t the leadership of the gallant | in a0 ite he stood forth ladiator defending Repu n 
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] and others, were leading in the | Republican pol I beaten ( 

& . ; ; , } ! 

good work of remonetization of silver, and they passed a bill through | tha it convention. Matured manas | ! 
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ment, well equipped in knowledge of public affairs, he was beaten on 
the first ballot in that convention. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Then, suddenly, within two short years, the grumbling com- 
mencing co instanti, this revolution took place; and the convictions 
which followed his blade at Donelson, that had led him up to a matured 
manhood, suddenly fell as though stricken by a bolt from God. All 
at once my colleague finds the Republican party not pure enough for 
him [laughter], and he suddenly jumps into the ranks of the rotten 
Democracy, as he has just described them. 

And now he gets up and tries to make this House and the country 
believe that he changed his position ! ecause the Republican party had 
become politically so corrupt. Did it become corrupt between 1875 
and 1877? What monstrous political revolution had taken place in 
the Republican party in those two brief years? Ah, ‘‘ Consistency, 
thou art a jewel!’’ But that does not describe my colleague. 

Again, in 1880, he suddenly broke loose from the Democracy and 
became the Presidential candidate of the Greenback party. At that 
time, in his speeches in the South and in other parts of the country, he 
drew an indictment against the Democracy showing how terribly they 
had fallen, describing their outrages in the South, their ballot-box stuff- 
ing; and above all things he appealed to the Greenbackers to oppose 
going into any combinations with the Democracy. [Applause and 
laughter on the Republican side.] Some are even mean enough to 
claim that he ran in 1880 as the tail of the Garfield kite to keep fusion 
from taking place between the national Greenback party and the national 
Democratic party. I do not say that was the motive; but he did us 
lots of good in that campaign. God bless him for that! [Laughter 
and applause.] We ‘‘downed’’ the Democracy. 

After that campaign of 1880, before he had time to let the blood re- 
tire from his beautiful countenance after the exertions of that cam- 
paign, he came back into Iowa and roared for fusion with Democracy, 
and got it, too; for he is an able man; we all concede and admire his 
ability. After denouncing fusion in 1880, he has since been working 
for it, commencing immediately after that campaign, and having ob- 
tained his seat in this House on that doctrine. Heis now enjoying the 
fruits of his latest flop as a Democratic member of Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS, I move that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 82. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the tariff bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole onthe state of the Union; and pending that motion I move 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto 
be closed in ten minutes; and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion for closing debate was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the order of the House all debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto has been closed in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Piers], who commenced the debate on the 
pending paragraph, promised us some proofs in regard to the effect the 
proposed legislation would have on the industries affected by it. I re- 
gret in the interest of practical legislation that the gentleman drifted 
into a political discourse, but I hope in the five minutes which are al- 
lowed to his side of the House he will give us the proofs he has prom- 
ised. We have had assertions, we have had prophecies, but we have 
had no proof of any kind submitted to the House. 

The present rate in the law is 40 per cent., and the duty on dressed 
line flax is $40 a ton. The duty on undressed line is $20a ton. Itis 
proposed by this bill to reduce the tax on the finished article from 40 
to 25 per cent. ad valorem, and to put undressed flax on the free-list, 
and in accordance with the amendment adopted in a previous part of 
the proceedings of the committee to put dressed line at $10 a ton. 

The question for us to consider is the amount of protection left and 
how it bears upon the labor engaged in this industry. The value of a 
ton of dressed line on the other side of the ocean is over $525. Ten 
dollars is less than 2 per cent. tax. If we adopt the form of calcula- 
tion of deducting that tax on the raw material from the protection 
given to the finished product we would have a net protection of over 
23 per cent. But, sir, the undressed line comes in free, and therefore 
in one sense and in one form it may be said that protection obtains to 
the extent of 25 per cent., and in no form or sense to less than 23 per 
cent. 

Let us compare this with the rates which have obtained in this line 
of business under past laws. Under the tariff of 1857 there was a pro- 
tection on the manufacture of flax of 15 per cent. ad valorem. Only 
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linen thread or twine had more than this, and that was 24 per cent. 
There was no tax then on the raw material which enters into flax goods. 
When that law was passed it received the vote of every gentleman in 
this House from the State of Massachusetts, and of every gentleman 
in this House from the State of Maine, and it received in its favor every 
vote from New Jersey. 

The duty proposed in this bill is nearly double that on all flax goods 
except thread and twine, and equal to the old duty on that. The pro- 
posed protection is nearly double. 

Is my time out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wanted to bring out one or 
two more facts. I ask that the time be extended ten minutes more; I 
will consume five, and let five be given to the other side of the House. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In 1861 in the Morrill bill 
the duty was made 30 per cent. on all flax goods and the tax was made 
$15 a ton, bothon dressed and undressed flax. Taking undressed flax 
as the base and at present prices, a little over $200 for such flax, this was, 
as we are giving, less than 23 per cent. protection net. But this bill 
carries over 23 per cent. It was considered entirely adequate then. 
Mr. MorRILt said some of the rates exceeded the needs of protection. 
It received every vote but 13 in this House of the entire vote from 
New England, New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. The pro- 
posed protection, then, is every bit as much as it is in the Morrill tariff 
bill of 1861, though we all admit that the need of protection grows 
less as time goes on. In the tariff of 1862 a slight increase was made 
in the flax schedule. 

At that time it was asked of Mr. MorRILL whether this increase 
was for protection. It was distinctly denied by him and by other mem- 
bers of the committee that it was needed by the industries or intended 
for the purpose of protection, but for temporary war purposes. This I 
brought out fully in my speech in the general debate. 

It was to be repealed as soon as the condition of the United States 
Treasury would permit. The title of the bill was ‘‘ An act increasing 
temporarily the duties on imports, and for other purposes.’’ 

Now, what is the labor cost? If you turn to the document which I 
hold in my hand, issued from the Interior Department, and from Mr. 
Seaton, the Superintendent of the Census, you will find he says that in 
the linen-goods industry, which is a fair sample, in this country 20 per 
cent. of the value of the goods is the extent of the labor cost in it. 

You ask us, therefore, to cover the difference between 20 per cent., 
shown to be the labor cost even here, and something less than 20 per 
cent. in other countries. We leave youa considerable margin to do it. 
We fix the rate at over 23 per cent. We leave, therefore, 3 per cent. 
more duty than there is labor in the entire product; and yet the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey who was going to give us some facts in con- 
nection with the matter—which have not been given—takes the po- 
sition that this is going to destroy the industry in this country, of 
which fact, however, he has, I say, failed to give any proof. These 
figures now relate to the industry as it has been built up in recent 
years. 

Sir, this completes the statement I wanted to make, and I now yield 
the remainder of my time to the other side of the House. 

Mr. JACKSON. Before proceeding with my remarks I desire to 
have read on behalf of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHL- 
BACH] the telegram which I now send to the desk, so that it may be 
insertedintheREcorp. This telegram is in confirmation of the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] during 
the course of his remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New York, July 11, 1888, 
Hon. HERMAN LEHLBACH, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 


We most earnestly urge you to oppose the proposed reduction in the tariff on 
flax, hemp, and their products, e pay from two to three times more wages 
than European manufacturers do. e can not, for this reason, even under 
present tariff, compete in fine grades with foreign manufacturers. The proposed 
reduction would destroy our industry here, increasethe revenue by quadrupling 
importations, and make the United States dependent on Europe for its supply 


of flax and hemp products. 
MARSHALL & CO. 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the peculiar character of the ent made by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. It isa form of reason- 
ing to which we have frequently treated by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. The gentleman seems to be able to satisfy his 
own conscience and the conscience of the majority here upon any of the 
great questions of protection growing out of this bill, if he is only able 
to show that at any time in the = the Republican party has not 
given any ae rotection to an industry than they are now offering 
to give by this bill. It is not often that they fairly have opportunity 
to make such comparisons, but they are eager to catch at the smallest 
oe of this kind. 

y, Mr. Chairman, we can well admit that there are industries in 
this country that the Republican party has not yet sufficiently pro- 


That was one of the things the Republican party had in mind when, 
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in its national platform, it pledged itself to a revision of the tarift 
duties. That revision means revision up as well as revision down. It 
means to keep in mind the great principle of protection, the great 
American principle which is to protect all the industries of this coun- 
try. Itis one of the things the Republican party may well be proud 
of—that it has always striven to improve the laws of the land; that, 
when new questions and new issues have from time to time arisen, it 
has been brave enough and honest enough to meet them. 

Mr. Chairman, the flax and hemp industries are of the class of in- 
dustries of this country that nevew have been sufficiently protected. 1 
confess that the Republican party has not done all it should have done 
in this direction. I support most heartily the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], and only regret we can not 
go further. But we can not expect to induce the committee to go 
further than the amendment proposes. 

I regret very much to be compelled to say that the majority has not, 
even with the information furnished them by our side of the House, 
exhibited any great willingness to adopt proper amendments to this bill. 

I take issue at once with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BrecKk- 
INRIDGE], who makes the statement that there is but 20 per cent. of 
labor in the production of flax and hemp. He certainly is mistaken 
in that respect. He gives some meager extracts from the census re- 
ports as authority. But a moment’s thought and reflection ought to 
convince any one that there is some wrong application in the facts and 
reports if they appear to show that in the production and manufacture 
of flax and hemp only 20 per cent. is attributed tolabor. Let me call 
attention to the facts, and he will at once see that in the larger classes 
ofthis product the quantity of labor must be far inexcess of 2U per cent. 

Take flax after it is grown and ready to be cutor pulled. I presume 
our friends would then call it raw material, but in fact it has required 
great labor to bring it to that condition. The land had been cleared 
and fenced by labor; the soil had been plowed and harrowed by labor, 
and the seed sown by labor. But flax when grown is of very trifling 
value, so little that in this country thousands of tons are burned be- 
cause the farmers are unable to utilize it. 


rotting or retting, rippling, and scutching—each requiring a large 
amount of skiled labor. 

The following description I ask to have printed will show more fully 
than I can describe the labor that is bestowed on flax before it becomes 
what is called dressed line and is ready for spinning. Itis then worth 
$200 per ton, nearly all of which is labor. Even then it is treated by 
this bill as raw material. 

There are two ways of retting flax, water retting and dew retting. Water 
retting is followed mainly in Western Europe. The bunches of flax are sunk 
in large shallow dams, and held down byturf. The water causes certain chem- 
ical changes to take place in the fiber, which softens it and fits it for manufact- 
ure. Dew retting is mainly in vogue in Russia. There the stalks are simply 


left on the ground exposed to the action of the sun, air, rain, and dews until 
similar chemical changes are brought about. 
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pare it for market. Our labor is higher priced than Europe and A 
and without adequate protection we can not take care of tlax In no 
industry s the difference in wages between our cout try and others 
more piainly shown than in the tlax industry I shall print with imy 
emarks a table showing this differ und which is a good illustra- 
tration of the advantages our laborers have over those of other coun- 
tries 

i want again to call the attention of Congress to the fact that the men 
engaged in the flax and hemp industries of our country are opposed to 
this bill. 

You tell us that you want raw material tree, so we can manufacture 
more than we do; but the men engaged in the business say no They 


understand very well that it is better for them to have laws that will 
encourage the growth of flax and hemp in this country than to be de- 
pendent on foreigners. 

Mr. Chairman, my time is so short that I can not say what I would 
like on this subject. I desire in great earnestness to impress on Con- 
gress that the reduction of duties on manufactured articles, as proposed 
in this bill, means utter destruction of the flax and hemp industr 

There are many irregularities in the proposed bill, and the duties 
are reduced out of proportion to other kinds of manufactures. This 
could not well be avoided when the bill was prepared, without the aid 
of men familiar with business. But I do not consider it necessary to 


| discuss this point. It is apparent from votes already taken that the 


majority of this committee will nut make any changes in this bill, no 
matter how imperfect it may be shown to be. I ask to have printed 
with my remarks two letters received from Messrs. Bentley & Ger- 
wig upon thissubject. They are gentlemen engaged in my district in 
the manufacture of flax and hemp. ‘They are intelligent gentlemen, 
who have had a long experience in the business, men of undoubted 
honesty and integrity, and what they say ought to have weight with the 
committee. 

As will be observed they corroborate what we have heard to-day 
from other parties interested in this industry, by telegraph and letters. 


| They all oppose the passage of this bill. 
But after the flax is grown it goes through the different processes of | 


After the stalks have been retted the seeds or berries are combed out. This | 


is called rippling. Finally the flax is passed through breaking or ‘‘ scutching”’ 
machines, which beat out the shives or wooden cores. It is then ready for the 
manufacturer. 

See, then, how much labor has been expended upon the flax in order to make 
even raw material of it. It has been sowed, pulled, tied, retted, rippled, and 
scuteched, Or, omitting the work done before it leaves the field in which it grew, 
it has gone through three separate and distinct processes before it comes to the 
spinning mill. 

Surely a strange sort of raw material this flax. Buteven yet it is not certain 
whether it is entitled to be called raw material, for half the people who know 
all about flax insist that it can not properly be called ‘‘ raw” until it has gone 
through still another process, called heckling. Heckling is done both by hand 
and by machinery. It isa combing process, and the flax that has passed through 
it is called ‘‘ dressed line.’’ The waste from the combs is called tow, and is used 
for coarser kinds of manufacture. 

Now, at last we have got to the raw material, for no one willdeny that dressed 
line flax is raw material, except the hacklers who have combed it, the scutchers 
and ripplers who have thrashed it,so to speak, the retters who have retted it, 
and perhaps the farmers who have pulled it. 


I will not detain the committee with descriptions of the further pro- 
cesses of this manufacture. In short, it must be subjected to drawing, 
roving, and spinning, each a separate and distinct process. These 
alone to make thread or yarn, there being in case of twines some addi- 
tional and different treatment. 

The large proportion of the cost of this product when it has become 
thread and twine that must be attributed to labor is apparent. When 
we follow it to higher stages of manufacture, such as linens, the cost 
of labor still increases, and we can see how far wide of the mark is the 


suggestion that only 20 per cent. of the finished product is attributa- | 


ble to labor. 

I have a purpose in making these statements. I want to show that 
there is no reason why flax in the condition called dressed line should 
come within the argument urged on the other side in support of this 
bill; that is, the argument that it should be permitted to come in free 
as raw material. Raw material is not a proper name for importations 
under the flax and hemp schedule of any article whatever. [For this 
reason I call attention to the fact that when flax and hemp come here 
it has then received a large part of its value from labor alone, and is no 
longer raw material. Labor has taken the straw of little value, and 
when it reaches us it is worth $200 per ton. 

Here at once we have the explanation why the farmers of the North- 
west burn thousands of tons of flax. Great labor is required to pre- 


Such statements ought to be suflicient to induce the majority to 
change their bill. Will they heed this testimony ? 

NEw BricurTon, Pa., April 16, 1888 

DraR Sirs: After struggling forty years, we have succeeded in estab 


» 
an important industry for manufacturing flax and hemp twine from American 
hemp and flax. About the year 1875 we made the first twine that was ever 
used on a grain-binder. Increasing the quantity each year, we now nu 
about 200 tons annually (in addition to other twines), all from American he 


thereby contributing to the success of that great labor-saving mach 
grain-binder. 


If the duty is taken off hemp and flax, we believe there would not be a pound 
grown inthe United States. We could not compete with foreign ma 
urers, nor even with manufacturers in our own country who are located 
the seaboard, as the freights would be against us and we would be und 


necessity of stopping our mill. Two hundred hands would be thrown « 
employment and the savings of two generations, invested in build 
machinery, would be rendered worthless. 

We would, therefore, most earnestly protest against the putting of fo i 
fibers on the free-list, and the lowering of existing duties on manufactured 
goods. 


Very respectfully, 





BENTLEY & GERWIG, Limirep. 
The Hon, the MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Washington, D. ¢ 


NeW Bricuton, PA,, July 10, 1888, 


DEAR Sir: Permit us to call your attention to a few pointsin the * Mills bii 
that directly affect our interests 

1. Whereas cotton and woolen goods are granted an average protection o 
about 40 per cent., flax, hemp, and jute goods are reduced to 15 and 25 pr 
This, wethink, isagreatinjustice. While cotton mariufacturers wet all tine 
ply of raw material in this country, we, as flax, hemp, and jute manufactu 3 
will probably be compelled to get our supply of stock from f ign counts 
on account of their being on the free-list, and thus freights would be against us 
in competing with foreign countries, while in cotton goods the advantages 
would be the other way. 

2. Then again on machinery. For cotton it is nearly all made he bec 








the cotton industry bas grown so large that the manufucture of 


| has developed as well and in same proportion, while the manufacture of flax 


hemp, and jute machinery has not been developed, because the flax and hemp 
and jute industries are yet in their infancy, not having been sufliciently pro 
tected and fostered. Hence the machinery for these fibers is imported at he 


duties, and this is simply because the machinery is quite complicated and « 


pensive. The demand for this class of machinery is yet so smal)! that it il 
not justify machinists in getting up necessary patterns and tools to make i 
machinery. The expense would exceed the profits 

Then again, we do not think it right that cordage, both tarred and untarr 






shonld have 25 per cent. duty, while flax, hemp 


and jute yarns, and all tw 
of same should only have 15 per cent It should be exactly the re . 1s 
' twines and yarns are finer than cordage, and hence more labor on thet t 
| should have 20 per cent. more than cordage, instead of 10 per cent “ I 
lastly, it is a mistake to have two duties on twines; one for hempand jute, and 


nnother for flax. It will lead to undervaluations and injustice, as the fibers are 
so similar that it would require experts to tell the difference ; and we could 





expect Governmnient inspectors to be experts on this class of goods Hence the 
higher class would be brought in ler the lower duties, greatly to our disad- 
vantage. In conclusion, we can not see any necessity whatever why a yo 
and struggling industry should be thus harshly, and as we think unjustiy, d 
with. Our profits have never been excessive. Our manufacturers have ne‘ 
had any combinations or trusts to control prices or labor. All we ask is rea 
sonable protection, and do trust the honorable House of Representatives 


duly consider our claims and our protest against lowering existing duti 
Very respectfully, 
> PENTLEY & GeRwiG, Limited. 
JOS. BENTLEY, Secretary. 
Hon, O. L. Jackson, 
Washington, D. C. 
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Fiax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Association, 1886. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask that a dispatch of three 
lines, which I hold in my hand, may be read and published in the 
RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ANDOVER, Mass., July 11, 1883. 
Ilion. Henry Canor LopGe, 
House of Representatives, Washinglon, D. C.: 


Reduction of dutieson manufactures of flax would probably entirely destroy 
an important American industry. 

Smirn & Dove MANUFACTURING ComMPANY. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
my remarks a letter to which I referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has that right under the general 
leave to print. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Has all the time been exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes still remaining. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to occupy those three minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. As I understand, the House ordered this debate closed 
in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House did. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- , 
souri that the gentleman in charge of the bill arose and asked unani- | 
mous consent that the debate be continued ten minutes longer. The 
Chair recognized the fact that that request was not in order, but as it 
came from the Ways and Means Committee and there was no objection, | 
the debate was allowed to continue. 

Mr. BLAND. I was not here or I should have objected. I do now 
object, and raise the point of order that the committee had no right to 
extend the time. 

Mr. BRUMM. It was done by unanimous consent. 
Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the point and will let the discussion con- 
tinue. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Some days ago I took occasion while we were 
on the paragraph in regard to flax to have inserted in the CoNGREs- | 
SIONAL RECORD a letter from Dunbar, McMaster & Co., of Greenwich, 
N. Y. Since that time, having an interest in this industry, I have 
taken pains to examine all that is contained in Secretary Manning’s 
volume, which he furnished to the last Congress. Not one of the let- 
ters bears on the trend of the reduction of this duty. The gentleman 
from Arkansas, in the remarks he made a few moments ago, seemed to 
think there was no infringement at all on the workers’ wages here. 
He fails to take into account this fact: That most of these great indus- 
tries that are affected now have come into this country and have been 
built up in this cquntry since the Morrill bill went into effect. Con- 
sequently what argument of the gentleman may remain in respect to 
the wage question and in respect to the difference between raw mate- 
rial products and wages can not certainly hold good now. 

Without trespassing farther on the time of the House, I desire to 
send to the Clerk’s desk the report of Secretary Manning, and have 
read a portion of the letter of J. R. Leeson & Co., of Boston, who are 
the agents of the Grafton Thread Mills. From that letter, Mr. Chair- 
man, the House can get exact data of the difference between one of the 
best running thread-mills in the world, at Johnstone, Scotland, and the 
Gratton Mills, in Massachusetts. 

The letter is as follows: 


Boston, November 6, 1885. 
Sim: Referring tothe Treasury circular sent to the Grafton Flax Mills, asking 
for information in regard tolinen-thread manufacturing, we beg to submit briefly 


our replies upon the main points suggested therein, 
* * * * * * 


~ 
Wages.—The wages paid throughout all the manufacturing departments at 
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t Work 60 hours per week. 


Grafton are fully double what are paid at the Johnstone Mills for exactly the 
same work. In many cases the Grafton ratesare 200 per cent, greater, and it is 
certainly within the mark to state that the wages at Grafton are double those 
paid in Johnstone for the same work and time. 

Machinery.—The machinery at Grafton was all imported, as no flax machinery, 
such as is there used is, toour knowledge, made in the United States. The duty 
on the machinery was 35 per cent., and on the brass and steel portions 45 per 
cent,ad valorem, With transit and other incidental charges adaed, the cost at 
Grafton was 50 per cent. higher than in Scotland. a 

Buildings,—Such experience as we have had of building in the United States 
leads to the conclusion that a mill here costs at least double what the same mill 
would cost in Scotland, With buildings and machinery costing 100 per cent. 
higher, it will be seen that a mill in the United States, fully equipped for run- 
ning, will involve double the capital and interest charges of an establishment 
in Scotland. * 

Supplies.—Gencral mill supplies are as a rule dearer at Grafton than at John- 
stone, although oils are somewhat less here; but on the whole prices here for 
supplies are higher than in Scotland. 

Coal.—This is a very important item, and it is considerably dearer at Grafton 
than at Johnstone. Coal has never been lower at Grafton than $4.50 per ton, 
while at Johnstone a similar quality could be bought for $1.25 to $1.50 per ton. 


| The cost of coal at Grafton, therefore, will be fully three times the cost at John. 
| stone. 


From the foregoing it will be seen that the cost of manufacturing threads at 
Grafton is very much greater than in Seotland: (1) the duty of 5to7 per cent. 
on the raw material used ; (2) building costs 100 per cent. more; (3) machinery 
costs 50 per cent. more; (4) coal costs 200 per cent. more; (5) wages are at least 
100 per cent. higher. Under such circumstances a protective duty on the man- 


| ufactured thread is absolutely essential to the existence of an American linen- 


thread mill. Taking into consideration all the various items of increased cost 
as enumerated, we are fully satisfied that any reduction of the present rate of 
duty on linen thread, which is 40 per cent. ad valorem, would entail the most 
serious results upon linen-thread manufacturing in the United States, and would 


| make it extremely difficult for domestic thread manufacturers to hold their own 


against foreign-made thread. 
We beg to remain, sir, with great respect, 
Yours, faithfully, 
J.R. LEESON & CO. 
Honorable SEcreTarny or Tuk TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The question was then put on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Pue.ps], and the Chair was in doubt as 
to the result. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Oil-eloth foundations, or floor-cloth canvas, or burlaps, exceeding 60 inches in 


width, made of flax, jute, or hemp, er of which flax, jute, or hemp, or either o: 
them, shall be the component material of chief value, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend in line 413 by striking out 
“twenty-five ’’ and inserting ‘‘forty.”’ - 

Mr. Chairman, our friends on the other side have set us the example 
of invoking here the opinions of persons not connected with this debate 
nor with the House of Representatives in regard to the current politics 
of the day, and the result of that invocation has been to draw out the 
opinion which was formed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
some years ago as to the consequences that would follow the induction 
of the Democratic party into power in this country. Following up 
that line of thought, I desire to have read an extract from a speech by 
a distinguished Democrat, made within the past few weeks and the sen- 
timent of which has gone unchallenged by the Democratic press and 
statesmen of this country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A REBEL SPEECH-—-GENERAL BRADLEY JOHNSON STIRS UP THE SPIRIT OF SECES- 


SION. 
WASHINGTON, June 7. 


The red-hot rebel speech delivered in Baltimore, yesterday, by General Brad- 
ley T. Johnson, formerly of Virginia, at the Confederate memorial ceremonies 
held there, is not the least interesting subject of gossip here. It isa valuable 
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instructed the legislators in Congress from that State to vote and us® | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, if my excitable friend will just 


their influence against the passage of that measure. 

[ lfere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I want just another minute to make 
more proof with reference to the Republicanism of those whom these 
self-constituted managers of the Republican party undertake to read 
out of the party. Asan independent Republican candidate, in oppo- 
sition to a man who is the leader of a faction of the party to which he 
belongs, I made a joint canvass of my district, holding a joint debate 
in every county of the eleven constituting the district; and 1 want to 
say to him that a Republican Legislature has enacted into law, and a 
Kepublican governor has approved as law, every one of the leading 
fundamental propositions which in that joint debate I affirmed. And 
when my colleague uses the word ‘‘ demagogue”’ he means to include, 
and does include within his meaning, the members of a Republican 
Legislature and a Republican governor, who had the temerity to enact 
into law the statute which the railroad candidate for the presidency 
at Chicago denounced as the ‘* confiscation Jaws’’ of Iowa. And these 
are the laws that a part at least of the Iowa delegation at Chicago 
were apologizing for to the railroad barons as the product of a crazy 
pack of demagogues who misrepresented the real sentiments of the peo- 
ple of the State. This is the sense in which the ordinary party boss 
uses the word ‘‘demagogue.’’ And I want to say right here that the 
time will soon come, if it has not already, when the epithet ‘‘ dema- 
gogue’’ as applied by the minions of the corporation bosses will be the 
only decoration worthy of an American in public life who wishes to 
represent the will of the people and not the syndicates and trusts. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move pro forma to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, the yearling Democrat who has just taken 
his seat [laughter] was not in my mind at all in the pleasant little col- 
loguy which I had with my other colleague [Mr. WEAVER], and I 
confess my surprise thaton such a warm afternoon the gentleman should 
jump into ademagogue suit never intended for him, for his size—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Louder ! 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, that is loud enough; the gentle- 
man hears me and understands me. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman repeat the last re- 
mark in which he used the word ‘‘demagogue?’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I say it surprised me not a little that 
my colleague and friend who has just taken his seat, whom I never 
thought of in my colloquy with the gentleman on the other side [Mr. 
WEAVER], should jump so hastily, on a hot afternoon like this, into 
the demagogue suit which was not cut or intended for him. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. ‘‘ Demagogue’’ or Democrat? 

Mr. REED. Either; it is the same thing. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have great doubts whether my friend 
[Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, ] knows himself which name should be ap- 
plied, if I should discuss him; he raises a doubt in my mind now. 
But if he thinks our colleague [Mr. WEAVER] is not able to take care 
of himself, I appreciate his generosity in coming to his aid. If he 
is defending himself, he is putting up a shield when no man drew a 
sword or threw a dart at him; and in that “defense he is only drawing 
a swift indictment against himself. I did not drawit. If he wants 
to air the campaign between himself and Colonel Hepburn, this is not 
the place, it seems to me; but I am not his guardian. If he wants to 
air before this House his triumph over his able and distinguished com- 
petitor, that is his privilege; I have no quarrel with the gentleman. 
If he wants to invite a discussion on or a comparison of political records, 
T am ready 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Does not the gentleman affiliate with 
the faction of the party in Iowa who have been arraigning the present 
governor as a demagogue—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not belong to any faction. We 
have no factions in the Republican party in Iowa. ~ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I want to get the gentleman’s definition 
of what he means when he uses the word ‘‘demagogue.’’ I want that 
to go upon record, because the Republican party, in its majority and 
its official capacity in Iowa, are demagogues according to his defini- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not want this taken out of my 
time. I want to say that the gentleman should have understood the 
term ‘‘demagogue’’ before flying into a passion at me, supposing I 
had made an allusion to him,which I have not. And what the arraign- 
ment of any Republican paper has to do with this question I do net 
understand. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will you answer my question? 

fr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, now, just keep quiet for alittle 
while, and I will answer to his heart’s content. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Do you deny that it is true that the 
Legislature of my State has adopted laws that part of the Republican 
press declares are confiscation laws? 
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keep his seat 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. And were you not a member of the 
lowa delegation representing that faction of the Republican party at 
Des Moines that was apologizing to Depew and the railroads for this 
action of the Republican Legislature ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let the galled jade wince. These 
gentlemen who have no party and no politics, but who think they are 
so big that they can be a party unto themselves, are easily disturbed. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will take care of myself without the 
assistance of my colleague. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. Now, if the gentleman is so anxious 
to compare records, 1 am perfectly willing to enter into that contest 
with him. So far as my belonging to a faction of the Republican party 
is concerned, I do not belong to a faction of the Republican party either 
in the State or the nation; nor am I one of these hot-headed fellows 
that fly into a passion at nothing. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Especially when you are in as tight a 
place as you are in now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Weil, now, will you just let me pro- 
ceed and we will see which is in the tight place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. And the gentleman can be exceedingly 
patronizing when he is in a different position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
is entitled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, if I can be permitted to say a 
word, and occupy the time kindly allotted to me by the committee, I 
hope I may do so uninterrupted by a gentleman who seems to consider 
himself hit whenever a gentleman points in his direction, but had not 
even a thought of him. 

He seems determined to thrust his record before this House. He is 
talking about monopolists and monopolistic legislation, and the criti- 
cism of a Republican paper and a Republican governor. I think the 
gentleman knows that I have been the consistent, lifelong friend of 
the governor of Iowa, and voted for his nomination when he himself 
was trying to defeat it. [Applause.] I think, therefore, I have been 
pretty consistent in my record as a friend of Governor Larrabee, who 
has stood, as he stands to-day, the champion of honest people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we will have a vote now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have been interrupted so much that 
I have not been able to say what I started out to say. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to proceed 
longer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have been interrupted so constantly 
that I have not spoken two minutes consecutively. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like to make some progress with the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman ought to have cried 
halt when the fight was going on on the other side. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman, my colleague from Iowa, have time to finish his remarks. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NELSON. Are we in Committee of the Whole on the state or 
the Union, or on the State of Iowa to-day? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). It seems that we are in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Iowa at present. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there isan amendment 
pending. 

Mr. BLAND. Both of these gentlemen had five minutes. They 
are therefore on an equality, and now let us have a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the five minutes’ time will be 
allotted to my colleague. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, I want to couple the request with the under- 
standing that five minutes will be the whole time; otherwise I shall 
object. If it is understood that that closes the debate on this para- 
graph, I will not object. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It will close the debate on the para- 
graph so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imust object to that, because if the amendment 
is rejected I have another substantial amendment to offer, and I desire 
to talk business, not politics. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman would still have five minutes for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, that his colleague be permitted to proceed for five min- 
utes? 

Mr. BLAND. I shall have to object. Both have had their five 
minutes. Let us get on with the public business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, BUCHANAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 











ae il RE cs 





Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 417 strike out ‘twenty-five and insert “ thirty-five 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I will not add anything to what 
I have already said on this subject t will be noticed the amendment 
I offer now is to increase the rate from 25 to 35, which is still 5 pet 
cent. below the present duty. I offered the other amendment at so 
low a rate to be enabled to ascertain whether this House would make 
any difference in the rate between the material and the manufactured 
product. I now offer the amendment at the rate which we should 
make in order to give anything like adequate protection. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us havea division. I want to see gentle- 
men on the other side rush out of the cloak-rooms. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 79. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gunny-cloth, not bagging, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Bags and bagging, and like manufactures, not especially enumerated or pro 


vided for, including bagging for cotton composed wholly or in part { tiax 
hemp, jute, guony-cloth, gunny-bags, or other material, 15 per cent. ad valo 
rem, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

Strike out as follows: 

“In lines 423 and 424 strike out 15 per cent. ad valorem and insert three-eighths 
cents per pound,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] what rate ad valorem that would be 
on these goods ? 

Mr. MILLS. I will state to the gentleman from New Jersey, if my 
voice can reach him, that we have only changed the ad valorem toa 
specific duty at a corresponding rate. 

Mr. KEAN. Why do you not do that on everything ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why did you change the rate on cotton from 
specific to ad valorem and on this from ad valorem to specific? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have passed over the cot- 
ton schedule, and I donot know that it is necessary to discuss it again. 
If the gentleman has anything to say about the proposed amendment 
I would like to hear from him on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would rather have it discussed intelligently 
than not at all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. I offer the following amendment to the pending 
paragraph: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 421, strike out the words “including bagging for cotton,” and at the 
end of line 424, insert the following 


Bagging for cotton composed wholly, or in part, of flax, hemp, or jute,l cent 
per pound, 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to detain the com- 
mittee but few moments in the discussion of my amendment. Here- 
tofere in the discussion of that provision of the bill putting burlaps 
upon the free-list I took occasion briefly to submit to the House certain 
evidence from the manufacturers of jute bagging in Missouri and from 
other parts of the country. My excuse for presenting this amend- 
ment, if an excuse be necessary, the industry not being in my district, 
but in a different part of the State, is explained and justified by the 
fact that the State I have the honor in part to represent on this floor 
is destined in the near future to take the front rank as the champion 
of the American system of protection. Her undeveloped resources, in 
which she is richer than any other State in the Union, will demand 
this of her Representatives. 


It is charged and undenied that every member on the other side of 


the Chamber is denied, by caucus resolution, the right to offer upon 
the floor of this House any amendment to this bill, unless his amend- 
ment shall first have been submitted in private to the Committee on 
Ways and Means and its consent obtained. A violation of this decree 
of King Caucus subjects the offending member to the pains and penal 
ties of the party lash and official displeasure. 

The members from my State and other States in which this cotton- 
bagging industry exists, under the overpowering iniluence of caucus 
dictation are compelled to remain silent. 

In the presence of the destruction of this purely American industry 
they are dumb. 

The thing which they would do often, as in this instance, they gre 
prohibited from even attempting, 

Of the 50,000,000 yards of cotton bagging manufactured in the 
United States nearly one-half is made in the mills in the city of St. 
Louis. This is one of the leading of the many industries of that great 
manufacturing center. Its existence is threatened by the provision 


under consideration, reducing the duty from 3 cents to three-quarters of 


acentperyard. Morethan fifteen hundred operatives are employed in 


RESSIGONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Messrs. Warren, Jones & Gratz, the agents of these mills in St 
Ww 
{ - v t { ¥ t r 
mt ‘ i izg y is ude esp r 
tha a sar ser se st 1 riaps - i 
l ‘ ‘ y _ eS & isn c bia , 
ps y, At pres \ this clas ds is import 
si wie ithis , rv } I i y over! yr catt 1 
ee-list would not ed lus t i sury at ‘ 
< derived \ sent ‘ ! < r 
cot 3 be ig ia = < ! t t 3 
petition among the Ame im ~ iving t the market to this con- 
in spite of the fact that the industry is protected \ ty on ported 
l’'rom this letter it will be seen that of the 50,000,000 yards of bag- 


ging used in the United States for baling the cotton crop of the South 
every yard is made in the United States, and, as before stated, nearly 
one-half is the product of the mills of the city of St Louis } 
this is an American industry built up under the American system 
protection. 

It is claimed that this is a bill to decrease the revenues and thus re- 
duce the surplus If so why reduce the duty on bagging for cotton? 
Not one yard is imported; not one cent of revenue collected 

Should this bill become a law, reducing the duty on this article 2 
cents per yard and thereby close the doors of the St. Louis and othe 
factories, 50,000,000 yards will be imported each vear, yielding a rev 
enue of $375,000 per annum, increasing the surplus by that amount 
The reduction of the duty on this fabric certainly will not enable the 
American manufacturer to sell the bagging to the cotton-plante: 
cheaper than now {s appears from the extract cited it is being sold 
to-day at nearly cost. The operation otf the bill will be to encourage 
the importation of this kind of bagging, and thus increase the revenue 
by the amount of duty collected. 

I shall now submit to the committee an extract from a letter received 
by me from the Standard Mills Bagging Company, of St. Louis 








If the bill is passed as it is, it will absolutely ruin every bagging manufactory 
in the United States rhe competition among the bagging manufacturers had 


| already forced prices down to the point that there is but little profit in the busi 


ness 


Messrs. Warren, Jones, and Gratz, reputable citizens of St. Lonis, 
from whom I have already quoted, say on this subject: 

Not a jute manufacturer in the United States could live aday with these prod- 
ucts placed on the free-list ; so, in addition to the destruction of millions of dol- 
lars invested in this class of business, thousands of operatives, absolutely de- 
pendent on it for their livelihood, would be thrown out of employment 

Like evidence from manufacturer after manufacturer can be pro- 
duced, but time will not permit. 

Sir, I fully recognize the fact that evidence piled mountain high will 
not change the vote of a single member on the other side of this Cham- 


i ber. You will vote on this amendment, as on all others, in accordance 


with caucus instructions. Yet, sir, I shall submit an extract from a 
petition to the American Congress signed by 161 workingmen and 
women: 

Sr. Louis, Mo., April 25, 1888 


Memorial of operatives of the Standard Mills Bagging Company of St. Louis.Mo, 


To the Congress of the United States 
Your petitioners would respectfully represent that they are operatives and 
employés of the Standard Mills Bagging Company of the city of St. Louis, Mo 
that the provisions of the Mills tariff bill reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and now pending in the House of Representatives, reducing the 
tariff on jute bagging to 15 per cent. ad valorem and placing burlaps on the 
free-list, will compel all the manufacturers of these fabrics in the 








United States 





to permanently shut down their factories, or wilh compel us, your petitioners, 
to work for the low wages paid to the operatives of Dundee, and after « short 
time the still lower wages paid to the pauper labor of Caleutta—in the former 
case less than one-half and in the latter case less than one-fifth the wages w 
receive 

Your petitioners would respectfully solicit your attention to the official re- 
port of Consul Wells to the State Department on the condition of juté rers 
of Dundee (Consular Reports on Foreign Labor, volume 1, page 86, and \ J 
2, page 4), wherein it appears that the average weekly wages of females are 
but $2.50; that 23,670 persons live in 8,620 single rooms hovels with noth- 
ing to lie on but the bare floor, and no covering but coarse burlap cloth, and 
that only oceasionally; that 74,374men, women, and children occupy 16,187 two- 
room houses, and that thys, from extreme poverty, overcrowding in ‘the 
vile dens,”’ filth, and neglect, they are subjected to all kinds of wretchedness 
infectious diseases, and immorality, with hardly a chance to raise th x 


to the level of a decent manhood and womanhood 


Your petitioners respectfully suggest that provisions of law which s ‘ + 
as wage-workers to the alternative of such unhappy « tions aS ar 
in these official reports can not be in accordance with the w 
orable body, and humbly pray relief therefrom 


Gentlemen, you may, nay, will turn a deaf ear to the pleadings of 
these and tens of thousands of other laborers of the country, but be 
ware of the ides of November; they will obtain a hearingthen. Inthe 
name of American labor I plead with you not to strike down t} 
dustry in my State, or any industry, to make a market for the pi 
of the half-paid, half-starved laborers of Dundee, or, what is stil! 
that of the cooly labor of Calcutta. 

Let me call the attention of my Democratic friends toa fi fac 
that can not be successfully controverted by any gentleman on this 


floor. The finest mills in the world for the manufacture of juts y 


the mills of St. Louis in the manufacture of jute bagging for cotton. | ging, including bagging for covering cotton, are situate in Calcutta. 
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The machinery in those mills is the best made. ‘The laboremployed 
is the cheapest in the world. ‘These mills have a capacity to turn out 
200,000,000 yurds per annum, the entire product being controlled by 
an English syndicate or trust. The jute of which the bagging is made 
is grown almost at the door of the mill. 

The effect of this reduction of 2} cents per yard on bagging used for 
covering our cotton crop is to put American labor in direct competition 
with the 6-cents-a-day labor of Calcutta. It is not difficult to predict 
the result. Is it, I submit, the part of wisdom to place the alternative 
before the intelligent laborer in our jute mills to either work for a wage 
approximating that paid the cooly laborer in Calcutta or to seek other 
employment? Tor one, I had rather so legislate as to increase the daily 
pay of every wage-worker in the United States than to be a party to 
any legislation, at the dictation of party or otherwise, to reduce his 
pay one farthing. 

Mr. Chairman, the cotton planter who uses the product of our Amer- 
ican mills is not being oppressed by a high or unreasonable price for 
the bagging he purchases. Lefore these mills were established in the 
United States he paid the foreign manufacturer from 18 to 24 cents 
for every yard of bagging he purchased. Now he gets American-made 
bagging for 7 cents a yard. Close these mills by unfriendly legislation, 
and in the near future he will be at the mercy of the English syndi- 
cate that controls the entire product of the mills at Dundee and Cal- 
cutta, and we will be sending to England $4,000,000 a year for foreign- 
made bagging that should be expended at home for the benefit of the 
wage-workers of America. 

It is not even contended that any one is suffering from the present 
rate of duty on bagging for cotton, unless it be the owners of the mills 
at Dundee and Calcutta. They and they alone will be benefited by 
the proposed reduction. Their interest and not that of the American 
manufacturer, laborer, or consumer have been consulted by the com- 
mittee. The duty under existing law on jute bagging for cotton is but 
little, if any, above the average duty on all the dutible articles enumer- 
ated in the bill. It is less than two-thirds of the duty you have left 
on sugar, and less than one-half of the duty you have placed on rice, 
necessaries of life that in my judgment should be free to every labor- 
ing man. 

It is true you have placed jute butts, from which this bagging is 
made, upon the free-list. At most this will only reduce the cost of 
production one-half cent per yard. The presentduty is 3 cents a yard— 
that is, 1} cents a pound. If you reduce the duty on the bagging an 
amount equal to the entire duty taken from jute, it would leave it at 

| cents per pound or 24 cents per yard. You are not satisfied with 
that, but make a cut of 2} cents upon each yard of the manufactured 
fabric, while the duty removed from the raw material, jute butts, from 
which the fabric is made is only one-half cent. In other words, you re- 
duce the wage of the laborer who makes the bagging in the city of St. 
Louis 1} cents on every yard of bagging his toil produces. Thus vou give 
the Dundee and Calentta manufacturer an opportunity to take possession 
of the American market. It is not strange, notwithstanding your pro- 
testations to the contrary, that you should receive English sympathy 
in your free-trade tendencies. 

As the London Globe puts it: 


On the broad question—free trade—Mr, Cleveland’s candidature naturally and 
necessarily carries English sympathy. 


The London Times in its issue of the 6th of this month thus speaks 
of President Cleveland’s letter to Tammany Hall: 


It would hardly be possible to put the free-trade case more clearly or more 
strongly, and yet such is the force of words President Cleveland shrinks from 
the use of the term “free trade,’ and in fact declares that those who taunt him 
with being a free-trader are deceiving the country. Free trade appears to be 
equivalent, in the language of American political controversy, to “enemy of 
the workingmen and of industrial enterprises.”’ 

That it should be so is one of the curiosities of politics and an extraordinary 
instance of the power of a phrase even over minds which are commonly shrewd 
and reasonable, for it is certain that the arguments which President Cleveland 
urges are those which Cobden used to employ forty-five years ago, and which 
any English free-trader would employ now. Such propositions as that taxation 
ought to be strictly limited by the needs of the country, that it is unjust to tax 
the whole community for the benefit of special classes, that import duties stifle 
production and limit the area of a country’s markets, are purely free-trade ar- 
guments. As such we are glad to see President Cleveland using them, though 
we are sorry forthe popular infatuation which makes it dangerous to give them 
their right name. 


The Daily News, of London, thus compliments the President: 


President Cleveland’s speech is more tothe point. He discusses the princi- 
ples at issue in the struggle and shows that he is the free-trade candidate in 
everything but name. The reservation is an important one for American party 
purposes. The President feels compelled to characterize the attempt to brand 
him as a free-trader as deception, but for all that the electoral conflict now in 
progress is a conflict between free trade and protection and nothing less. This 
isa very good conflict as things go. 

No one doubts but what the President is entitled to all the praise 
that the free-trade press of England lavishes uponhim. The proposed 
legislation in the pending paragraph leaves no room to doubt that you 
are his faithful followers in the direction of free trade. Under the plea 
of reducing the revenue, reducing the surplus in the Treasury, you 
strike down an American industry that hundreds of thousands of dol- 
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lars of duty may flow into the Treasury on an article from which an- 
der existing law not one farthing of revenue is collected. 

Your attempted legislation says ‘'as plain as whisper in the ear”? 
that you are controlled and directed by the free-trade tendencies of 
your party. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a word by way of reply to the gentleman on one or two industrial points 
presented in his remarks. In the first place, the gentleman mixes up 
the manufacture of burlaps with that of cotton bagging. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg the gentleman's pardon 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I mustask the gentleman not 
to interrupt me as my time is limited. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to say to the gentleman-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman please be 
silent and let me alone ? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; but Ido not want to be misrepresented. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You are not misrepresented. 

Mr. WARNER. I have not mixed up anything. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘The gentleman can not bring 
any manufacturer’s statement here to the effect that machinery which 
makes burlaps is adapted to making this bagging. If he can, I hope 
he will doit. Furthermore, the gentleman can not bring any manu- 
facturer’s statement here to the effect that there is or ever has been a 
yard of the bagging that is enumerated in this paragraph made any- 
where on the tace of the earth except in the United States. 

Therefore there is not in Calcutta a loom that can make this bagging. 
Of course they can start factories for the purpose of making it, but 
there are no such industries now existing in Calcutta, in Dundee, or 
anywhere else except in the United States, and no other cotton-produc- 
ing country except the United States uses this bagging. That is the 
statement of bagging manufacturers in the gentleman’sown State, and 
in other parts of the country. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman must excuse 
me. Iam speaking on my own authority, and I have these statements 
of manufacturers 

Mr. WARNER. Well, I have statements, also. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman please not 
consume my five minutes. I got him an extension of his time to seven 
minutes, and I have only five myself. Furthermore, the gentleman 
speaks of the reduction in the price of bagging as resulting from its 
manufacture here. Now, he knows that when bagging was worth 20 
cents a yard it was hemp bagging, not jute. 

He must know that the use of the jute-butt for the making of, this 
bagging dates only ten or fifteen years back, and he must know that it 
is the utilization of the refuse butt of the jute which has brought down 
the price of bagging. It is because we have substituted a cheap for an 
expensive material that the price has come down, and the reduction has 
nothing to do with the establishment of manrufactories in this country. 

The utilization of jute butts,which could be had at a mere nominal 
price, which were almost thrown away, which represented no more 
value than cornstalks do in this country, is what has brought down 
the price of this bagging. All along down through the period of the 
war we gave to our finer manufactures of jute no higher rate of pro- 
tection than is now given to the coarsest manufactures of jute. 

If along in 1862 and 1863 the finer manufactures of jute got such 
protection as 20 per cent. and 25 per cent., with a duty of five and six 
dollars a ton upon the jute butt, representing a very large part of the 
value of the butt, certainly when we give them 15 per cent. upon the 
very coarsest manufactures of jute, with free jute butts, we put them 
in a relatively better position than they were in with a duty on the 
butts and therates I have named upon the manufactured articles; and 
according to the professions of the manufacturers themselves, and the 
statements of the men who spoke on this floor for the industry, those 
rates were higher than were needed. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. Iam perhaps unfortunate in not having the clearness 
of expression which so eminently characterizes that distinguished gen- 
tleman; but I do not think i had mixed up the question of burlaps 
with that of bagging for covering cotton. We make little or no bur- 
laps in this country; we do make all the bagging for covering cotton. 
The machinery used in making this bagging has been imported into 
this country, paying a duty of 45 per cent., a duty which you propose 
to removeunderthis bill. Thatisafact, and without raising any ques- 
tion between the gentieman and myself—he may be an eminent ma- 
chinist—I have the record evidence that the milis of Calcutta can at 
anominal expense be adapted to the manufacture of this coarser grade 
of bagging used for covering cotton. The evidence exists, and will not 
be disputed on this floor, that every yard of the product of those mills 
is controlled by a foreign syndicate, a foreign ‘‘trust.’’ I say to the 
gentleman that the operatives in the mills in the city of St. Louis, in 
which nearly one-half of the cotton bagging consumed in the United 
States is made, as well as the men who own the mills, say that if a 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Grass cloth, and other manufactures of jute, ramie, China, and sisal-grass, not 
specially enumerated or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That 
as to jute, jute-butts, sunn, and sisal-grass, and manufactures thereof, except 
burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, this act shall take effect January 1, 
1889; and as to flax, hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp, and the 
manufactures thereof, upon July 1, 1889, 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
asking gentlemen on the other side to tell me why the rates are fixed 
as they are. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was supposed, of course, 
that this bill, if it took effect at all, would not take effect until long 
after the present crop had been sown. ‘There are crops in Kentucky 
and elsewhere of hemp and flax, and necessarily these crops were sown 
in the spring and will be cut in the fall, and will of course have to be 
rotted and broken out, and be ready for sale in the spring of 1889. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now with reference to the other provision fixing the 
date July 1. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will see that 
this paragraph is divided into two clauses, one the articles which would 
be apt to come in competition with American-grown articles, but not 
of the same character. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that the first or second part? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is the first part; that 
is, jute, jute-butts, sunn and sisal-grass, and manufactures thereof. 
Noue of these are raised in America. 

‘The second clause relates to those articles which can be raised in 
America and may come in direct competition with a crop which can 
not come into the market until after the Ist of January, and therefore 
this later date was fixed to cover the period necessary for the crop sown 
this spring to be sold. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to have leave of the 
committee at this time to insert in the REcorD a table showing the 
rate of wages in the State of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right under the general 
leave to do that. 

The table referred to by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, is as fol- 
lows: 

WAGES IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

There is probably no State except Connecticut, which is more injuriously af- 
fected by the present tariff than the State of New York, and this injury is more 
serious to those whoearn theirliving by day’s wages than to any other portion 
of the community. A careful examination of the statistics of manufactures in 
the census of 1880 will show this conclusively. Thatcensus shows that the in- 
dustries, in which the manufacturers of New York are engaged are generally 
those in which the materials are either the product of the forest and the mine, 
such as coal,iron ore, and lumber, or else materials in a still more advanced 


state of preparation. The totals of the census table for this State for the year 
1880 are as follows: 







Number of manufacturing establishments................ccc0+ccceee seeeee . 2,739 
CRIES GEA DENI OG, cvasesvescssesencene ‘seeovesecqnance wovgncnsvnnssnbomiecsevonenbaevssese $514, 246, 575 
Average number of hands employed: 

Males above 16 years..........--.+++0 nedbnpboonnepsonntnees ronesesshusasenest 346, 549 








Females above 15 years. L 
Children and youths..............+ ssesevs siniepndetsamemndida indiana 29. 
tk CAD BI vincenctetavecteintencstaeianiiintnninstistnarerineen 531,533 
Total amount paid in wages during the year............:ccseceereseeesseee $198, 634, 029 
V abun Of CRI OT i crineeietsincitinsesnmveneins $679, 612, 545 
Value of products of manufactOries..............c000sseccseseees ssesnsseseeesess $1, 080, 696, 596 


[t appears from this table that after paying the entire cost of material and 
wages and 6 per cent. upon the capital invested, $30,854,794.50, there was a bal- 
ance to the eredit of the New York manufacturers in 1880 of $171,595,227.50. This 
covered wear and tear, insurance, commission, and other incidental expenses 
of the business and the manufacturer's profit, 

It is apparent from this that the business of manufacturing in New York, in 
1880, was a profitable one to the manufacturer, and the question is how legisla- 
tion can be so shaped as to benefit the workingman without injuriously affect- 
ing the business, The argument that is constantly used by the protectionists 
is that it is of no use to the workingman to cheapen the price of what he has to 
buy if he will have no work with which to earn money to pay forit, This is 
undoubtedly true, and what the Mills bill proposes todo is to make such a 
change in the tariff laws that the price of the material employed in the manu- 
factures of the State of New York will be reduced without diminishing the 
wages of the workingman, but on the contrary, with a tendency to increase 
them, 

ihe average duty on materials that enter into the manufactures of the State 
of New York is 47 per cent. The duty on some of them isa great deal more 
and in many instances, as in the case of the duty on copper, is so high as to be 
prohibitory But taking the average of 47 per cent., what does this mean? It 
means that for every $100 worth of material purchased, the cost to the manu- 
facturer when delivered in New York is $147; that is to say, that the tax on 
the material is about one-third of the American value; which is that stated in 
the census table as that of the materials used in the industries of New York. 
It is true that in many cases the price of these m:/erials in this country is not 
increased as much as the amount of the tarifftax. But it is also true that the 
effect of the tariff tax upon these materials is in many instances to increase their 
price more than the amount which is paid in taxes to the Government. This 
1s due to two facts: 

First. The expense of transporting the material from the foreign country in 
which it is produced to this country, and 

Second, The profit which the importer who advances the duties to the Gov- 
ernment requires before he will sell the article which he hasimported, For ex- 
ample, an importer who has purchased tin-plates, worth in London $100,000, and 
has paid to the United States $33,000 as the duty upon them, will not sell these 
tin-plates for $133,000, bat will ask for them that price plus interest on his outlay 
and profit on his investment. This would raise the price to the New York 
manufacturer who uses tin-plates in the course of his business; as for example, 
in making tin-ware, or in canning tomatoes, or in roofing a house, or in making 
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a leader or any other purpose for which tin-plates are used, so that it is plain be- 
fore the goods actually get into the factory in which they are to be worked up, 
the cost of them would be at least $150,000. It therefore follows that the estimate 
that has been made, that one-third of the cost of the materials is due to the tariff, 
isa fairone, If the tariff on these materials were repealed altogether, it would 
consequently follow that the manufactnrers of the State of New York, instead 
of being compelled as they were in 1880 to pay over $579,000,000 for their mate- 
rials, could, if these materials had been on the free-list, have bought them for 
about $450,000,000, making a saving of about $225,000,000. This would have cheap- 
ened the price of the product without diminishing the wages of the workman, 
or the profit of the manufacturer, 

In fact, the necessary tendency of such a change in the law would be to in 
crease both. Mr. Wheeler showed very clearly in the recent joint debate in 
Boston that there were three things which affected the rate of wages—first. de- 
mand and supply; second, cost of material; third, the efficiency of the labor. 
Now, it is plain that if the cost of the finished product, the coat for the shirt or 
the can of tomatoes or the shoes or the house, is diminished by diminishing 
the cost of the materials, more persons would be able to buy the one or rent the 
other than there are now. This would increase the demand, and increased de- 
mand would increase the production. The wages of the laborer would at once 
increase. 

In other words, a hundred millions of this saving in the cost of the material 
could be paid to the laborer, and yet the price of the finished product could be 
reduced by $125,000,000, 

A very striking illustration of this is afforded by the course of the market for 
quinine, The duty on quinine was abolished, and quinine itself was put on the 
free-list in 1879. The manufacturers of quinine represented to the tariff com- 
mission in 1882 that it would destroy their business to keep quinine on the free- 
list. The following statements made by them before the commission are so like 
the statements of many of the manufacturers of the present day in reference to 
the Mills bill that they deserve to be quoted: 

Mr. Charles P. White, of New York City, said: ‘‘ We ask protection so that 
we may at least stand on a par with European manufacturers and not be driven 
out of the business entirely. We should be in a position where we can have 
some slight protection. If we can have all the duties that now exist on the 
articles we use removed, a 10 per cent. protection would be helpful to us. With- 
out the removal of such duties we should have at least 15 per cent., and this, I 
think, can not be considered as an excessive rate of protection.” 


By Commissioner Kenner, to Mr. S.G. Rosengarten: 


“Q. ILunderstand you to say that a moderate tariff on quinine, not exceeding 
20 per cent., and certainly equal to 10 per cent., is necessary for the continued 
manufacture of the article in this country ? 

“A. Yes, sir, asa business, We should keep on manufacturing it, of course, 
under any circumstance in order to supply our customers; but to make a suc- 
cessful business we must have some protection. You can see from the figures 
which have been presented to you how the business has fallen off.” 

But notwithstanding these arguments, Congress refused to restore the duty on 
quinine, and it has been on the free-list ever since. At the same time forests 
of cinchona, from the bark of which quinine is made, have been cultivated, so 
that the article itself has become a subject of agriculture as well as of com- 
merce, 

The effect of this has been greatly to diminish the cost of the material from 
which quinine is made, and this and the repeal of the tax have had the result 
of greatly diminishing the cost of quinine, so that one hundred 2-grain quinine 
pills, which cost the purchaser before the abolition of the tariff tax from $2.75 to 
$3,can now be bought for 50 cents. And the manufacturers of quinine have 
never been so prosperous nor the wages of the workmen employed in their 
factories so remunerative as they are at the present time. What more conclu- 
sive evidence could there be thatif the manufacturers could get cheap materials 
they would need no tariff protection, but could raise their wages and make more 
money than they now do? 

Another striking illustration of the statement that has been made is to be 
found in the legislation in reference to hides and leather. In 1872 the duty of 
1€ per cent., which up to that time had been levied on raw hides, was repealed, 
and they were put on the free-list. The effect of this can best be stated in the 
words of Mr. J.8. Moore: 

“In 1872, the last year when a duty was levied on raw hides, our export of 
tanned leather was valued at $2,865,800. In 1873, the first year after hides were 
free, the export value of leather arose to $4,362,174. Two years later, in 1575, it 
rose to $7,064,482." In 1886 the amount exported was $8,737,682; in 1887, $10,436,- 
138. This is four times the amount of the exports of 1872, and the production of 
the leather thus exported gave employment to many more workmen. 

The effect of this reduction has not only been to increase the exports of man- 
ufactured leather, but to increase and make more remunerative the wages of men 
who work in leather and the production of leather and leather goods for home 
consumption. 

I annex a table which shows the cost of material, the amount of wages paid, 
and value of the finished product, and the amount that remained to the manu- 
facturer after paying his wages and for his materials during 1880, and in the prin- 
cipal industries of the city and State of New York. If any mechanicor workman 
who works in any of these trades will take up this table and examine the part 
of it relating to his own trade he will see exactly what part of the cost of the fin- 
ished product in that trade is made up by the cost of the material and what part 
by the wages that are paid. 

He will find in almost every case that the cost of material is more than three 
times the amount paid for wages, and nearly or quite three-fifths of the value 
of the finished product. It will thus be clear to every person who will take 
the trouble to examine into the facts that the interest of the workingman can 
best be subserved by the repeal of the duties upon the materials which he uses 
in his work, and that the only persons that would be injured by such a change 
in the tariff are the owners of the forests and mines of this country, whose 
profits might thereby be diminished. But even in their case the probability is 
that the repeal of the duty on raw materials would give such an impetus to 
business, would increase so much the demand for the products of our manu- 
facturers, by diminishing their price and increasing the ability of the workman 
to buy the comforts and necessaries of life, that even those engaged in the pro- 
duction of lumber, the mining of ore, and the making of salt would not be seri- 
eusly injured. Even if they should, the whole number of persons engaged in 
these industries is not one-fiftieth of the population of the United States. 

The laws of the country have for nearly thirty years discriminated in their 
favor. On their account, and to benefit them, most burdensome taxes have been 
imposed upon every other industry. Certainly they have had their share, and 
they ought not to complain if some attention now is paid to the wants and re- 
quirements of the rest of the community, and particularly to the wants and 
needs of those who work in the factories and mills of Americaand who are now 
suffering from a tax imposed ostensibly for their benefit, but which really is an 
injury to them. 

It is all very well to say that the cost of each article is not very much increased 
by the tariff; but that is poor comfort to the man who earns, let us say, $5a 
month, Two dollars a month on his house rent, 10 cents on every hat, 15 cents 
on every pair of shoes, 5 cents on every can of tomatoes, 15 cents on every yard 
of carpet, a dollar on every suit of clothes, may not be much to the millionaire. 
To the workman they would make the difference between pinching economy 
and comparative comfort. And that is what we are trying to secure for him. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. the entire third section of the bill 
Mr. MILLS. I want to make a proposition now similar to that | ule, and then have the debate upor 

a which was made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the other | of it, with the right to offer amendments to 

e day in reference to the sugar schedule. I propose that the Clerk read | graphs. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman first permit a suggestion ? 
I have an amendment which I have not quite prepared to this preced- 
ing paragraph, and | would like to have the right to offer that amend- 
ment as soon as I can get it ready. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. I have no objection. 

I ask now that the entire woolen section be read, and then that it be 
open to amendment and debate. 

Mr. ADAMS. How far? 

Mr. MILLS. The whole of section 3, comprising sixty-one lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from ‘Texas that the entire schedule be read as one paragraph, and 
be then open to debate and amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I would like to inquire 
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of the gentleman with reference to the time to be given for debate? If | 


this is read as simply one paragraph, of course it is then in the power 
of the gentleman to move that the committee rise and close debate. 
Mr. MILLS. We have no intention of proceeding otherwise than 
was done in the sugar schedule. I propose this with a view of saving 
as much time as possible. Let the debate go on, and after awhile we 
will come to some conclusion as to the time. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from ‘Texas? 
There was no objection. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 








Sree On and after July 1, 1888, there shall be admitted, when imported, fre 
of duty: 

All wools, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals. 

Wools on the skin. 

Woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks. 

And on and after October 1, 1888, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed on 
the articles hereinafter mentioned in this section, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid the following rates of duty on said articles severally : 

Woolen and worsted cloths, shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every 
description, made wholly or in part of wool or worsted, not speciajly enumer- 


nted or provided for, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
Fiannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit gouds, and al! goods made on knitting- 


frames, balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and all manufactures of every 
description, composed wholly or in part of wool or worsted, the hair of the al- 
paca, goat, or other animals, not specially enumerated or provided for, 40 per 
cent, ad valorem: Provided, That from and after the passage of this act, and 
until theSst day of October, 1888, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and |ie is 


hereby, authorized and directed to classify as woolen cloth all imports of 
worsted cloth, whether known under the name of worsted cloth or under the 
names of * worsteds” or “ diagonals,” or otherwise. 

Bunting, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

Women's and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goods 
of like description, composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, 
goat, or other animals, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description not specially 
enumerated or provided for, and balmoral skirts and skirting and goods of sim- 
ilar deseription or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, made up or manufact- 
ured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, except knit 
goods, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 

Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ 
and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description or used for like pur- 
poses, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, 
or other animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, 
seamstress, or manufacturer (except knit goods), 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trimmings, head-nets, buttons, or 
barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments wrought by 
hand or braided by machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, 
goat, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, 
or other animals is a component material, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

All carpets and carpetings, druggets, bockings, mats, rugs, sereens, covers, 
hassocks, bedsides of wool, flax, cotton, hemp, jute, or parts of either, or other 
material, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Endless belts or felts for paper or printing machines, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

During the reading of the above, 

Mr. REED said: How does it happen that this is being read in this 
manner? 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Texas asked unanimous con- 
sent that the whole of section 3 might be read as one paragraph, and 
then be open to amendment and debate. 

Mr. REED. To be considered as one paragraph? 

Mr. MILLS. We are going to consider this just as we did the sugar 
schedule at the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON]. Ifany gentleman wants to offer a substitute for the whole, of 
course he can do so, and amendments to any part of it will be in order. 

Mr. REED. But we are to vote on the separate items? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. REED. And no limitation as to the debate? 

Mr. MILLS. Not yet. We will debate it for awhile. 

Mr. REED. But the understanding was here, I am informed, that 
there was to be no limitation to the debate. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, said 
that if there was reasonable debate it would be satisfactory. 

Mr. REED. Reasonable debate is rather an indefinite term. 

Mr. MILLS. I propose that there shall be a fair and reasonable de- 
bate. If you say two days, I shall not object. 

Mr. REED. Twodays! 

I think there has been a misunderstanding in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MILLS. Notatall. I simply did as my friend from Illinois 
invited us to do the other day in regard to the sugar schedule. 

Mr. REED. If there is an understanding that there is to be no limit- 


aticn as to the debate, there is no objection to the other part of it, 


| 
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Mr. MILLS. I would not say that there should be no limitation. 
It would mean the giving up of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Not at all. Of course if it was in any bad faith, or 
anything of that sort, I would not expect you to stand by it. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us take the same course that we took in regard to 
the sugar provision. What time does the gentleman propose? Let us 
see if we can agree upon something. 

Mr. REED. Ido not propose any time. I always understood asa 
matter of parliamentary propriety that there is no method of fixing any 
limitation to debate before the debate has begun. There can not be 
from the very nature of the case. 

How can you tell how many arguments you will allow before you 
know how many arguments are going to be started ? 

Mr. MILLS. I am not proposing to limit the debate, but I do not 
say I never would move to close the debate. I will give you fair and 
liberal time, as I did on thesugarschedule. You ought to be satisfied 
with the way we did about that. I do not propose to take snap judg- 
ment on anybody at all. 

Mr. REED. Of course we have the matter in our own hand; only I 
want it understood that’we are not to be regarded as filibustering if 
we do not get what we consider the proper amount of time for debate. 

‘The reading of the sextion as above was then concluded. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There was a section passed over temporarily to 
allow me to prepare an amendment. Ihave the amendment ready and 
will now send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Page 27, after line 440, insert : 

‘Provided further, That wherever any of the goods, wares, and merchandise in 


| this section mentioned are the product in whole or in part of convict labor the 


| Same shall pay treble the said rates by this section imposed.” 





| under the order, but 


The Chair put the question on the amendment, and was in doubt as 
to the result. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Lask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to state that I may 
print a few remarks on the item of oil-cloth. I know it is permitted 
do not care to avail myself of it without giving 
notice. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection. 

Mr. CASWELL. Before the committee rises I ask unanimous con- 
sent that leave be now given to offer amendments to this section and 
that the amendments may be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection. 

Mr. CASWELL. Several gentlemen have prepared amendments, and 
if they can be offered now and printed in the RECORD, members will 
be able to see what they are. 

There was no objection; and under the leave thus given amendments 
were offered as follows: 


ty Mr. PuGsiry: 

To strike ont the entire section. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: 

‘That the rates of duty to be levied, collected, and paid upon the three sey- 
eral classes of wool and hair from the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, as 
now classitied by Jaw, which may be imported from foreign countries, shall be 
restored and fixed at what they were on each of the three classes, respectively, 
of said articles at the time of the passage of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled 
‘An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purposes,’ any law 
to the contrary notwithstanding.”’ 

By Mr. BooTHMAN: 

Amend line 2, on page 27, by striking out the words ‘ there shall be admitted " 
and in lieu thereof insert the words “all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals;”’’ and after the words “ when imported,” in said line 2, insert the 
following: 

“Shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, 
into the three following classes : 

“ Class 1, clothing wools,—That is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools and 
wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New 
Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where,and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated in 
classes 2 and 3. 

“Class 2, combing wools.—That is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, 
Down combing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of Eng- 
lish blood, and usually known by the terms herein used, and also all hair of the 
alpaca, goat, and other like animals, 

Class 3, carpet wools and other similar wools.—Such as Donskoi, native South 
American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and including all such wools of 
like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt. Syria, and elsewhere, 

‘The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall be 
twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
washed; and the duty on wools of all classes which shall be imported scoured 
shal) be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
washed. The duty upon wool of the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, goat, and other 
like animals, which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, as 
now and heretofore practiced, or shall be changed in its character or condition 
for the purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the 
admixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, shall be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject. 

“ Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence 
exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 30 cents 
or Jess per pound, 10 cents per pound ; wools of the same class, the value whereof 
at the last portor place whence exported to the United States, excluding charges 
in such port, shall exceed 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound, and in addi- 
tion thereto 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

** Wools of the second class, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other likean- 
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Mr. COX. The third section of the act of 1879, under which the 
census of 1880 was taken, reads as follows: 


The Superintendent of Census shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and he shall receive an annual salary of 
$5,000; and the Secretary of the Interior may appoint a chief clerk of the census 
office, six clerks of class 4, ten clerks of class 3, fifteen clerks of class 2, with such 
number of clerks of class 1, and of copyists and computers, at salaries of not less 
than $700 or more than $1,000, as may be found necessary for the proper and 
prompt compilation and publication of the results of the enumeration of the 
census herein provided to be taken, 


Most of the clerks for whom this bill provides will not be called into 
use until the actual and active work of taking the census has been be- 
gun; then there must be almosta regiment of people to digest, tabulate, 
and copy the results of the census. Of course there must be an increase 
of force to some extent as our population has increased since the last 
census from 51,000,000 to something like 64,000,006. 

Mr. ROGERS. The matter which attracted my attention was the 
creation of ten separate divisions in one bureau. Ten chiefs of divisions 
struck me as a rather large force. 

Mr. COX. Instead of providing that these officers be appointed at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior or the Superintendent of 
the Census, \e classify them and fix the salaries. I think classification 
has now become a rule in the business of our Departments, and a very 
valuable rule. This arrangement has been recommended by those fa- 
miliar with this business—men who have been engaged in statistical 
work and know all about it. I accept their judgment as superior to 
my own ip a matter of this kind. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘This is a matter to which I have not given any con- 
sideration, and, of course, I would not venture to criticise anything 
that has been done by the committee; but noticing the organization 
proposed in the bill, it seemed to me the force was very large, and I 
thought that some explanation of this matter ought to be made, and 
go upon record, if we are to create a great bureau of this description. 

Mr. COX. Isuppose this bureau wiil not be at work for some time; 
we must first organize the business. Many of these officers will not 
be called into active duty until the work really begins; but the bureau 
must be created now. 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
{[Mr. Cox] why the committee has recommended an increase of the 
salary of the Superintendent from $5,000 to $6,000. It occurs to me 
$6,000 is a high salary—entirely too high. It is higher than is received 
by the head of any bureau that I now think of—higher than the salary 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. There are very few judges of our 
United States courts who receive such a salary. This work does not 
require a very high order of talent. Of course, it calls for accuracy and 
painstaking application; but I see no reason why the salary should be 
increased $1,000. 

Mr. COX. The Superintendent of the Geological Survey gets $6,000. 
I do not believe the Government can get the right kind of service in 
this case unless the salary be raised to $6,000. I think we all have in 
our minds a gentleman, now superintendent of the Department of La- 
bor, who, if he chose to go into other business outside of official sta- 
tion, could command a salary of $10,000. It was the judgment of the 
committee that $6,000 would not be too much for an office of this char- 
acter, for there is scarcely any office connected with the Government 
requiring harder work. Some of the officers who were connected with 
this work in the last census broke down. Thechief clerk, Mr. Seaton, 
became insane in doing work upon the last census; for this business 
does not merely involve taking the census and tabulating the results, 
it runs forward into apportionment and all sorts of calculations ramify- 
ing therefrom. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It should be remembered, also, that this isa tem- 
porary service. 

Mr. COX. Itis. Ido not object, however, to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. FULLER] moving an amendment to reduce this salary. I 
would like to test the sense of the House upon it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to suggest, also, to the gentleman that 
this is a temporary service for which this gentleman has toabandon his 
present business. 

Mr. COX. I would not object to the gentleman making a motion if 
he chooses to do so, as I should like to have the sense of Congress upon 
it. I believe the committee was unanimous, or practically so, in its 
recommendation. 

Mr. FULLER. Do we not take a vote upon the committee amend- 
ment? If necessary, however, I move to amend that amendment by 
reducing the salary to $5,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that a vote will be taken upon the committee amendment to strike out 
five thousand and insert six thousand. If thatamendment is rejected, 
the gentleman accomplishes his purpose. 

Mr. SENEY. I would like, before the question is taken, to ask the 
gentleman from New York to state how the salaries prescribed here in 
the third section compare in amount with those prescribed under the 
act of 1879? 

Mr. COX. I have just read in section 3 of the former act what the 
salaries were. I have not made a computation in the aggregate, but 
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there is not much increase over the former salaries. There is a pro- 
portionate increase of the force by reason of the increased work. 

Mr. SENEY. About what is the rate of increase ? 

Mr. COX. It is about equal to the increase in population. 

Mr. SENEY. I mean the rate per cent. 

Mr. COX. Not exceeding 10 or 15 per cent. at the most. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, another matter occurs to me in this 
connection, and in order to be formal I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of stating it. 

I would inquire of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] what 
part of this bill will indicate to the Secretary of the Interior when these 
parties are to be employed ? 

I do not see anything in the third section in regard to it except the 
creation of these offices and the authority to employ clerks at given 
salaries. Where is the limit upon the Secretary in this respect as to 
the date of the appointment? 

Mr. COX. The great body—the great army of officers—will not be 
employed until 1890; but the bureau will call into its service accord- 
ing as the emergency may arise such clerks as they may need, at which 
time their compensation will begin. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. When does the bureau begin? 

Mr. COX. On the passage of the law. 

Mr. ROGERS. But when are these appointments to be made? 

Mr. COX. When the necessity for the service arises; not before. 

Mr. ROGERS. Unless there is some subsequent provision which 
I have not been able to discover in the bill, I do not think this section 
is explicit enough on that point, and should be amended. 

We all know that these bureaus are matters of growth. When first 
created they started out with a small beginning, and have gradually 
grown until they have become, in some instances, great Departments. 
We create here, of course, this bureau in accordance with the judg- 
ment of men who are more capable of passing upon the question than 
myself, or, perhaps, than the House, unless it be those who have given 
careful consideration to the subject—we establish, I say, a great bureau 
where we employ so many officials at such and such salaries attached 
to the offices, and there is no discretionary power, so far as I am able 
to see, fixed in the Secretary of the Interior. The appointments are 
authorized under the bill, but as to when they shall begin or whether 
he shall appoint them directly the bill is silent. 

It oceurs to me, therefore, that there should be some provision leay- 
ing it discretionary with the Secretary of the Interior, and not compel 
him by a public law to create a great bureau to remain some time at 
least with a large force of officers in it with nothing to do, and at the 
same time to be drawing large salaries from the Government. 

Mr. COX. Of course we will have to trust something to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. The language of the bill is 
based upon that of the old law, and of course we do not presume that 
the Secretary will appoint this force until the emergency comes. They 
do not go to work at the beginning. There is a large amount of pre- 
paratory work to be done before these clerks will be employed, or the 
great bulk of them. a 

I will say to my friend, further, that in former bills on this subject, 
and especially the bill providing for the Tenth Census, no such provis- 
ion limiting the matter in the manner suggested was enacted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I know that the gentleman from New York is more 
familiar with this subject than any other member, and I would like 
to ask him if there were any complaints of abuses under the former 
act? 

Mr. COX. None whatever. The law was well executed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and by General Walker. Ido not think I would 
restrict the Secretary of the Interior in the respect the gentleman sug- 
gests. These clerks are only employed, as under the last census bill, 
when needed. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was going to suggest to my friend from New York 
that it might be well—it would certainly do no harm—to incorporate 
in this section that for the purpose of taking the Eleventh Census of 
the United States the Secretary of the Interior may, as the exigency 
requires, make these appointments. 

Mr. COX, I have no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will offer that as an amendment, using the words 
‘*as the necessities of the service may require.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the com- 
mittee amendments will be first in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will commit my amendment to writing, then, while 
they are being acted upon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like toask the gentleman from New York 
whether the object of the bill is to create a permanent bureau? 

Mr. COX. Not atall. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is that not the effect of the language of the second 
section? 

Mr. COX. No. This is a copy in that respect of the law of 1879; 
and we were compelled by act of Congress to abolish the bureau after 
a time, for it had gone along owing to the large number of publica- 
tions that were to be gotten out that dragged their slow length along 
through many years. 
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shape. It would be unusual, and I think it would be a a 
ment to the service, to make the amendment which the gentleman sug 
gests. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iam not suggesting an amendment to put a limit 15. KINS. |} 
in the bill, but I thought the phraseology in the second section w - ae ae 2 
such as to create a permanent bureau. = > led : : ) 
Mr. COX. I wish we could do that. It would be wiser to have all | fo.” ; sare paid 
our statistical bureaus coalesced into one. They do that in England, ” Mr. He ILMAN eas oe 
they do it in France, but we have not come to that point yet. The nN ona ll oo a ees pagar” “tram 
moment the census officials get through their work it is turned overto |.) ” , ee a 
a clerk in the Interior Department, where it is laid away and cared for - Mr W TTR of T ; _ 
until the next decennial period comes around. Pars ee t ees Sell aie tana ame cee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded on any | Seiaiean ae me sn Ee ee - it — oon 
F of the amendments except the one making a change in the salary? a as aches ae sate cage ton. Scones tie ig pe ge not 
p Mr. FULLER. Only on that. aiceciniamidedinen:, ie cue hates eeaimemanae ier ies 
: Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to call the attention of the | | au an ay” See oe oe ere ee eee 
chairman of the committee to what I think is a needed amendment. — yo puapmneenahalingtieg —valtctone, gcetde-cige cage <> eiemen. os. ypraepene 
Rian . ; at the rate Of S40 per year Congress ought to t theexampile to our 
In line 18 the salaries of the messengers and watchmen are grouped in |» oo), oe | Saw liheoa! ; Slee entite. Atal anita 
with the messenger boys at $400 per annum. I think it would be | oe es So ae een Soe ed 
better to strike out, in lines 19 and 20, the words ‘‘ messenger boys at | Spt, 9° SO CHICE LO OU, UU per annum. 
. > : i S : |} Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the ntleman ta yu 
salaries of four hundred dollars each per annum,’’ and to insert the a WOT of Tatton You 
a line 21, after the words ‘‘ per annum,’’ where they prop- 3 Mr. G ROSV EN yk. J Joes dhe tle n f : Ind 
: ae Wiens 8 baa female help in his own house ? 
Mr. COX. There is no objection to that. Mr. WHITE. of Indiana. I do 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I move that amendment. Mr. GROSVEN( R WI a ceil ieee 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. Mr. WHITE of In enn its ania lien nied Manian 
The Clerk read as follows: $3 a week onal heal Bree ry eee” : 
Strike out, in lines 19 and 20, after the word * messengers,”’ the words ‘‘and | * Mr GROS Vv ENC yR. One hundred and fifty dollars a vé 
messenger boys at salaries of fourjhundred dollars each perannum, nd insert _ ao , rae a a — ee 
the same words in line 21, after the words “ per annum.”’ Mr. WHITE, of Indiana Yes; and her board Does the Depart- 
The amendment was agreed to. ment board the women? If the Department boards the women and 
Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to ask a question of the gentleman from | pays them $240 a year I shall be satistied. The girl that I hire gets 
New York in charge of this bill. I observe that there are ten chiefs of | her board and her bed. I say the poor are continually ruled against 
divisions provided for in this bill, whilst in the act of 1879 there were | in Government employ [ see that plainly in the case of laborers em- 
no chiefs of divisions. There are also ten clerks of class 4 provided for | ployed in the Departments. I have no objection to paying large sala- 
here, whilst in the act of 1879 but six clerks of that class were provided | ries to the heads of Departments. I do not begrudge them their sal 
for. There are twenty clerks of class 3 provided for in thig bill, whilst | ries, and have never voted against them. I voted in or of paying 
in the act of 1879 there were but ten. This bill provides, also, for thirty | the chief of this bureau $6,000. I think if is« to this House tha 
clerks of class 2, whilst in the act of 1879 there were but fifteen clerks | we agree to the trifling addition I propose in the compensation of these 
of that class provided for. What 1 wish to ask the gentleman is whether | poor women, who are more in need of money than the heads of the De- 
this increase in the number of clerks is necessary. | partments. 
Mr. COX. Absolutely necessary. In the work of the formercen-| The ame d. 
sus the clerks worked all day and sometimes half the night, and also | The amen ittee reed 
on Sundays. They were driven all the time in order to get up the The Cle ment fi 
statistics for our apportionment, and no body of men ever worked more | « In line 17 s here t oc dd t 
faithfully. They were mere temporary clerks, as has been already | words ‘‘and employes.’ 
stated, and this increase is considered indispensable by those who are The amendment was agreed t 
experts in the matter. The Clerk reported the next amendment proposed by th 
Mr. ATKINSON. I observe, also, that the increase is in the more | as follows: 
expensive class of clerks, but perhaps that also is necessary. In line 19, after the word ‘‘ experts,’’ add the fo 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. If no separate vote be demanded on the sing cler led f 
amendments, the Chair will put the question on them in gross, except | ti » bond to the Treasurer of the United States in t f $50,000, whic 
the one as to the change of salary. The Clerk will report that amend- | °°" rs ad aes — a a d St ae eae daa ae pape 
ment. sha i he by him wanater i by virt a c 1is office iar th suret ate he p> ' on 
The Clerk read as follows: the Solicitor of the Treasury. Such bond shall be filed in the office of t 
In line 3, strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert “‘six.”’ ; pr toy S Sa treasury, to be by him putin sult upon any breach of the 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think there ought tg be a separate vote upon each The pees aan abdeiiall iil te 
proposition to increase the number of employés. Mr ROt “ERS. ood en i arle oo a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore put the question, and was in doubt as to The Cle rk report SA aa Mean a 
the result. Pea os foe eee ae 
A division was called for. teenie aekaee eRe s: Se ae 6, Sieant “Rom 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 9. 5 The a ae acalimeiaiintanaih se 
So the amendment was agreed to. hus C ee a or igen eo 
Mr. COX. I will say in reference to the question asked me by the - re eae oe oe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] that the chiefs of di- | y,)°%) ee ee a ee en ee es ee oe = 
visions in former censuses were chosen from experts and paid out of | the number, whether on re,of supervisors ef census,to be appointed 
‘ another fund. They were compelled to have experts at that time, as [ | within each State or Territory, who shall be appointed by the President of t 
a recall. That will account for the apparent discrepancy between the | United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The t 
i act of 1879 and the present act. | Each supervisor shall, before entering upon the duties of his office, take and 
" Mr. ATKINSON. I was not familiar with that fact. All the in- | subscribe the following oath or affirmat a arty 3 ee 
Ee formation I had on the subject I gathered from the text of the act of naa te ee eee diy ere ae ee 
e 1879. aie ad 
§ The Clerk reported the next amendment, as follows: tk of ect i 
i 4 In section 3, line 7, it is proposed to strike out the word “and” after the word | The committee recommend tl 
; ** stenographe rs,” and toadd, at the beginning of line 8, the words ‘*' and one dis- | In section 4 ‘ strik ) 1 1 “and,” and 
bs bursing clerk. adits Sine : ; ; Diet 
eS The amendment was agreed to. of Columbia 
a The Clerk reported the next amendment, as follows: | The amendments were acreed to 
FS After the word “taken,” in line 15, add: ; Mr. HOVEY ar the fellowine sunenidment. in line 19. section 4 
i Zee ane Saeeneny oe are many etee ee enemmteinel thewsteh | = Tie Clerk ri i the amendment, as follow 
4 ata salary of $340 per annum, two messengers and such number of watchmen . 
sy and pensesant mi en nee 7 id Se a mene oo. ach per on | In line 12, section 4, include in brackets the words 
1 aborers and skKilic¢ yorers ¢ . sac er é I ane mnarwomer t ‘ , TT . 
cs aaeien of $240 a h aa etanea ta may be frundubeamat te etary ain moh M r. OC X. I hat = right. 
t visions of this act.” The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I offeran amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After section 4 add the following: 

‘And any supervisor may at the discretion of the Superintendent be detailed 
for service in any other State.” 

Mr. COX. Ido not see the object of that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘Those who are familiar with some charges and 
counter charges that were attendant upon the taking of the last census 
will see the object. 

Mr. COX. I beg to say to the gentleman that I never heard of any 
complaints about the taking of the last census except in two places, 
one in Missouri and the other in South Carolina. General Walker, the 
Superintendent of the Census, and the gentleman then at the head of 
the Interior Department, a Republican, had the census retaken in those 
places under the supervision of the very men who had made the com- 
plaints, and the retaking showed the normal increase between the first 
and the second taking. I do not think the complaints were well 
founded, and although they had some little run in the newspapers, I 
believe no man ever made any charge in the House that was not satis- 
factorily answered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the objection of the gentleman from 
New York to an amendment like this? 


Mr. COX. Well, it is rather incongruous to have men designated to | 


go from one State to another. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. I suppose it wo&ld not be done except in a case 
where there was some suspicion of wrongdoing of some kind. 

Mr. COX. It would introduce confusion into the system and destroy 
its unity. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very large interests hinge upon this question. 

Mr. COX. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] 
and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that there was 
no trouble about this subject in the taking of the last census. This 
provision of the bill was drawn by the late General Garfield very care- 
fully for the bill for the Ninth Census, and I copied it in my bill for the 
taking of the Tenth Census. Many of the features of this bill, in fact 
the main features of it, were drawn by General Garfield after most 
careful study, and experience has since demonstrated the value of his 
study of the subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of INinois. This amendment does not propose that 
the discretion shall be exercised unless an emergency calling for the 
exercise of it arises, 

Mr. COX. Well, you do not want to provide for every imaginable 
emergency in a bill of this kind 

Mr. KERR. Would not the superintendent have this discretion 
without the amendment? 

A MEMBER. No. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have offered this amendment in order to relax 
to some extent the rule laid down in this section, which provides that 
these officers shall be appointed ‘‘ within each State and Territory.’’ 
My amendment simply allows the Superintendent of the Census, in 
his discretion, to detail some of these gentlemen for service elsewhere. 
Of course he would not exercise that discretion unless he thought it was 
necessary, and where it became necessary he should have the power to 
do it. As the bill stands it would be impossible for him to order asu- 
pervisor from Missouri into Illinois for example, or vice versa, and 
therefore it would be necessary for him if he desired to make such 
changes to come to Congress for additional legislation, or else to allow 
to pass what he believed to be defective work. The amendment leaves 
it all in the discretion of the Superintendent. 

‘The amendment was rejected—ayes 12, noes 18. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. Each supervisor of census shall be charged with the performance, 
within his own district, of the following duties: To propose tothe Superintend- 
ent of Census the division of his district into subdivisions most convenient for 
the purpose of enumeration; to designate to the Superintendent of Census suit- 
able persons, and, with the consent of said Superintendent, toemploy such per- 
sons as enumerators within his district, one for each subdivision, and resident 
therein, who shall be selected solely with reference to fitness, and without ref- 
erence to their political party affiliations, according to the division approved 
by the Superintendent of Census; but in case it shall occur in any enumeration 
district that no person qualified to perform and willing to undertake the duties 
of enumerator resides in that district, the supervisor may appoint any fit per- 
son, resident in the county, to be the enumerator of that district; to transmit 
to enumerators the printed forms and schedules issued from the Census Office, 
in quantities suited to the requirements of each subdivision; to communicate 
to enumerators the necessary instructions and directions relating to their du- 
ties, and to the methods of conducting the census, and to advise with and coun- 
se] enumerators in person and by letter, as freely and fully as may be required 
to secure the purposes of this act; and under the direction of the Superintend- 
ent of Census, and to facilitate the taking of the census with as litile delay as 
possible, he may cause to be distributed by the enumerators, prior to the taking 
of the enumeration, schedules to be filled up by householders and others; to 
provide for the early and safe transmission to his office of the returns of enu- 
merators, embracing ail the schedules filled by them in the course of enumera- 
tion, and for the due receipt and custody of such returns pending their trans- 
mission to the Census Office; to examine and scrutinize the returns of enumer- 
ators, in order to ascertain whether the work has been performed in all re- 
spects in compliance with the provisions of law, and whether any town or vil- 
lage or integral portion of the district has been omitted from enumeration; to 

orward to the Superintendent of Census the completed returns of his district in 
such time and manner as shall be prescribed by the said Superintendent, and 
in the event of discrepancies or deticiencies appearing in the returns from his 
district, to use all diligence in causing the same to be corrected or supplied; to 
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make up and forward to the Superintendent of Census the accounts required for 
ascertaining the amount of compensation due under the provisions of this act 
| to each enumerator of his district. 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer an amendment, which [ send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ census,” in line 11, the following: 

** Provided, That in the appointment of enumerators preference shall in all 
eases be given to properly qualified, honorably discharged soldiers or sailors of 
| the United States Army or Navy residing in the respective districts.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Concer]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Letit be reported again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. COX. Letit go. I have no objection to it as long as the mat- 
| ter is Jeft discretionary and the soldier is required to be fit for the pur- 
pose. But the soldiers are getting old now and we want young enu- 
merators, 

Mr. CONGER. The work comes at a pleasant time of year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. . The only point I see against it is one which some- 
body has whispered in my ear, that there may be some districts where 
properly qualified soldiers can not be found. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The matter is discretionary. The amendment 
only provides that ‘‘ preference shall be given.”’ 

Mr. MATSON. It seems to me that the language of the amendment 
just acted on ought to be a little different. In its present form it ap- 
pears to provide for the appointment of only such soldiers as have 
been in the regular Army. I presume the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
CONGER] intended to provide more especially for those who have been 
soldiers in the volunteer service. 

Mr. CONGER. I certainly did, and I supposed the language of the 
amendment would accomplish that object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, That is all right. 

Mr. CONGER. If there is any question about the construction of 
this amendment, I ask unanimous consent to insert the words ‘‘either 
in the regular or volunteer service.’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the amendment should read in this 
form: 

Provided, That in the appointment of enumerators preference shall in all 
cases be given to properly qualified persons who have served in the military 
or naval service of the United States, 

Mr. ATKINSON. During the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY], though I think the 
amendment in its original form includes every one that will be cov- 
ered by the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam perfectly willing to accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is necessary that the amendment be 
acted on by the House. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri as taken down by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in the appointment of enumerators preference shall in all 
eases be given to properly qualified persons honorably discharged from the 
military or naval service of the United States residing in the respective districts. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. As the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] has been adopted in the form originally of- 
fered this substitute can not be entertained except by unanimous con- 
sent or by a reconsideration of the vote already taken. Is there objec- 
tion to the entertainment of this amendment in lieu of that already 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment of Mr. DocKERY was adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 9 and 10 of section 5 strike out the words *‘and without reference to 
their political party affiliations,” and insert “and from each of the political par- 
ties in proportion to the number of votes cast for each party at the last preced- 
ing election for member of Congress in the Congressional district within whicb 
appointed, and,” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment, knowing 
that the language in this bill is the language of the law of 1879, but 
remembering also the fact that in the execution of that law the enu- 
merators, at least in my section of the country, were appointed equally 
from the two political parties then existing. 

My amendment provides a broader method of appointment. It pro- 
vides that these enumerators shall be appointed according to the num- 
ber of votes cast by each political party at the preceding Congressional 
election. Enumerators will thus be secured not only from the two great 
political parties, but also from parties casting a smaller numberof votes. 
This will serve to bring these enumerators as close to the people as any 
arrangement which could be made, and will make them as nearly as 
possible in harmony with the sentiments of the people. I think the 
amendment should be adopted, as thereby we shall secure a proper dis- 
tribution of these enumerators and possibly save our friends on the other 
side from the consequences of a change of administration on the 4th ot 
March next. 
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In line 23 strike out ‘‘ and a copy thereof nd ; : 
The amendment was agreed to. 2 of t ; 
Mr. ROGERS. I wish to inquire what is the object iT) ' 
. ’ . . . 3 + A A 
tion of secrecy which is imposed on the enumerators in ‘ 
1 ve - Al } t 
The language is: Me 
And will not disclose any information contained in l , 2 1 
ments obtained by me to any person or persons, except to my sup« I ee 
Mr. COX. The object is this, as any one can understand on i ‘ 
ment’s reflection from the nature of the census. People co to esata’ 7 
enumerators and ask for all sorts of information of th ulth « 
erty, as it may be, of their neighbors. Wedonot propose t 
such troublesome thing in order to accommodate any one king that 
sort of information and making inquiries of the enumer I ( 
vents the taking of the census if a1 is at the mercy of 
bors, who may gossip about his prosperity or otherwise. 1 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I can say from my own personal ; ‘ 
that it is impossible fully to take the census without some ‘ ; ive i 
quirement as this. a i iia ‘ 


Mr. COX. It has always been the case in every census which a atte inact aiiiies item iain tan thin Tes 
been taken, from the enumeration of the people of Israel, when t ' nie 
feared to be taxed or conscripted, down to the present time al ts 

Mr. BUCHANAN. They do not want the facts about th mp a a 
to be published in the newspapers. 














£ Mr. COX. They ure often reluctant to give infor » t ‘ Co 
: merators when people are inquiring as to their stand 1 t 
4 munity from idle curiosity or otherwise. sal aoe 
¢ There being no amendment offered to the section, the Clerk read the | }.. paste eoatterit. 1 
“ next section (9), as follows: MPS AS 
ae Sec. 9. It shall be the duty of each enumerator, after being qualified t Mr. CUTCHEO 
a manner aforesaid, to visit personally each dwelling-house in his subdivi at es 
a and each family therein, and each individual living out of afamily inany} eer 
% of abode, and by inquiry made of the head of such family, or of the member [r.COX. I 
Ea thereof deemed most credible and worthy of trust, or of such individua mn 6 nving t 
ing out of a family, to obtain each and every item of information and 4: eat ee 4] 
particulars required by this act, as of date June 1, 1889. And in case no pers Giineuss : 
shall be found at the usual place of abode of such family or individual ' Mr. ANDERS 
out of a family competent to answer the inquiries made in compliance witli t he Commi 
requirements of this act, then it shall be lawful for the enumerator to « : 7 ae 
the required information, as nearly as may be practicable, from the fan aS CLS 
families, or person or persons, living nearest to such place of abode, The Sup« ments of pi 
intendent of Census may employ special agents or other means to mak« and the othe 
enumeration of all Indians living within the jurisdiction of the United States . MN ct - 1 
with such information as to their condition as may be obtainable, class 2 ur. ys. a 
; them as to Indians taxed and Indians not taxed. one than of t 
a The committee amendment was, in line 10, to strike out ‘‘ eighty’ | [t requires more t 





; and insert ‘‘ninety;’’ so it will read, ‘‘ 1890.” facti bli : 
= , ‘ ‘ 
“ The amendment was agreed to {j Mr. ANDERSON, ot 
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compensation for each; and I move to amend by placing them on the 
same footing; thatis, tostrike out, in the sixthline, the word ‘‘twenty’’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifteen.’’ 

Mr. COX. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. The dis- 
crimination should be made between manufacturing establishments and 
farms, in this respect. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 12, as follows: 


Sec. 12. That the subdivision assigned to any enumerator shall not exceed 
4,000 inhabitants, according to the census of 1880: Provided, That in the Terri- 
tories and in the States admitted into the Union since 1880, the supervisor of 
census may appoint additional enumerators in cases where, in his judgment, 
the census can not be properly taken in thirty days by reason of the increase 
of population or the physical features of the said district. The boundaries of 
all subdivisions shall be clearly described by civil divisions, rivers, roads, pub- 
lic surveys, or other easily distinguished lines. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In section 12, line 2, after the word “ inhabitants” add the words ‘‘as near as 
may be.”’ 

In the same section strike out the paragraph commencing with the word 
* Provided,” in line 3, and ending with the words “said District,’’ in line 9, 
and change the colon after the word “ eighty,’’ in line 3, to a period. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether they mean by this section to make these districts 
or subdivisions to include 4,000 inhabitants under the act of 1880? 

Mr. COX. That is the object of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. The reason I ask is because there are many places, 
in the West especially, where townsof four, five, six, and ten thousand 
inhabitants exist now where perhaps there were not fifty people living 
in 1880. It will make some of the divisions exceedingly large. 

Mr. ROGERS. If my friend will pardon me, I will state that by the 
census of 1880 the town in which I live contained but 3,300 people. 
It is estimated now at 17,000. 

Mr. COX. This provides that they shall not exceed 4,000, as near 
as may be. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; but look at the remainder of the paragraph : 
** According to the census of 1880.’? Now, how would that operate in 
these places that I have referred to? 

Mr. COX. They will be divided into a number of districts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Look at Dakota. 

Mr. COX. That will be divided. 

Mr. CONGER. Can they divide it under that bill? 

Mr. COX. Certainly; it is to be divided into districts of 4,000 in- 
habitants as near as possible. 

Mr. CONGER. But as near as may be according to the census of 
1880; that would have to be the basis. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Why not strike out ‘‘ according to the 
census of 1880?” 

I make that as a motion. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee amendments are first 
in order. 

The amendments of the committee were adopted. 

The amendment of Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, was also adopted. 

The Clerk read section 13, as follows: 

Sec. 13. That any supervisor or enumerator, who, having taken and sub- 
scribed the oath required by this act, shall, without justifiable cause, neglect or 
refuse Lo perform the duties enjoined on him by this act, or shall, without the 
authority of the superintendent, communicate to any person not authorized to 
receive the same, any information gained by him in the performance of his 
duties, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall 
forfeit a sum not exceeding $500; or, if he shall willfully and knowingly swear 
or affirm falsely, he shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be imprisoned not exceeding three years, or by fine not exceed- 
ing $800; or if he shall willfully and knowingly make false certificates or ficti- 
tious returns, he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon convic- 


tion of either of the last-named offenses, he shall forfeit and pay a sum not 
exceeding $5,000 and be imprisoned not exceeding two yeara. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move, inline 17 of this section, to strike out 
‘‘and”’ and insert ‘‘or.’’ 

It will be noticed the punishments provided for here are both by fine 
aud imprisonment. The previous punishment was fine or imprison- 
ment both; and my own experience is such as to teach me that convic- 
tions are far more certain by juries when the punishments are in the 
discretion of the court in the alternative. I ask that this be changed 
by striking out ‘‘and”’ and inserting ‘‘or,’’ and perhaps it should be 
followed in the eighteenth line by adding the words “‘ or both.’’ 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. But we followed the lan- 
guage of 1879. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the present law had better be adhered to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam sorry the chairman of the committee has 
given his assent to this, if he has done so. I think that in the crimes 
of perjury and forgery there is no State in this Union that would per- 
mit any man to escape with a slight fine, and possibly not pay a cent of 
the fine. They are two of the worst crimes known to the category of 
crimes against property; and one of them is the crime of the false cer- 
tificate to the aggregate of the enumeration which affects the representa- 
tion in Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I drew my amendment hastily as the Clerk was 
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reading, under the impression that this referred to the punishment for 
forgery. lask to withdraw it, as I see it was not this section to which 
I wanted to apply it. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this section provides for a penalty 
where supervisors or enumerators shall, “ without justifiable cause,’’ re- 
fuse to perform the duties enjoined by this act. But suppose a super- 
visor or enumerator, with justifiable cause, should fail to perform the 
duties of the office, and therefore the duties of the office would not be 
performed, what arrangement or provision is there to provide for such 
an emergency ? 

Mr. COX. There is a provision in a subsequent section for that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Where? 

Mr. ROGERS. Permit mea moment. I wish to submit a remark 
that this language ‘‘ without justifiable cause’’ is objectionable here, 
and I move that it be stricken out. There is no court on earth that 
would give any legal sanction to such words. I do not recollect to 
have seen any legal sanction ever given to them by any court. Who 
is to determine what justifiable cause is? The words in themselves do 
not mean anything, and they ought to be striken out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask my friend if he will not in the same 
motion provide for putting in some words that ought togo there; ‘‘ will- 
fully,’’ *‘ maliciously,’’ or some other word that imports a crime. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, they ought to beinserted. I wish first to move 
to strike out these words because they have no legal signification. Sup- 
pose the court tells the jury it must acquit a man it he has shown justi- 
fiable cause. Howis the court to determine what is justifiable cause ? 
There is no legal signification to any suchterm. Itis wholly unknown 
to the practice of the law, so far as I am advised. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. In case of a trial would not that mat- 
ter be left to the jury ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; but who ever heard of the question being sub- 
mitted to a jury as to what was justifiable cause? It is usual to tell 
what the murder, the assault, or the crime is. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Justifiable cause is a matter a jury is 
called upon to decide almost constantly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Whenever that is the case the law defines what the 
crime is. Suppose a man is indicted for homicide and sets up justifica- 
tion. The court defines what is justifiable homicide. But what is 
justifiable cause here? Nobody can tell. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of IUinois. Although it may not be the casein your 
State, in our State juries find the presence or absence of justifiable 
cause. 

Mr. ROGERS. They find the facts, but the court tells what the 
law is. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. This comes under the class denom- 
inated mixed questions of law and fact, which are always submitted 
to the jury. 

Mr. ROGERS. Suppose one man curses another and that other 
shoots him and kills him. Would you submit to the jury the question 
whether he was justified in killing the man who cursed him? Inour 
country that would not be done. 

Mr. KERR. I suggest that the gentleman move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ without justifiable cause’’ and insert ‘‘ willfully.”’ 

Mr. ROGERS. That is exactly what I propose to do. I propose to 
strike out the words ‘‘ without justifiable cause’’ and insert the words 
‘willfully neglect or refuse.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. As I understand it, the point sought to be guarded 
against is this: That a man having taken the oath shall go on and per- 
form the duties. Suppose that man is taken sick and can not perform 
the duties. It is a willful act on his part nettodoso. It is an inten- 
tional act on his part, but he has justifiable cause for failing to per- 
form his duties. I do not see any difficulty about leaving the matter 
to the court, or to the jury under the direction of the court, to decide 
what in a given case is justifiable cause. In my State it is very com- 
mon to submit such matters to the courts. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend from New York is in error in his defini- 
tion of ‘‘willful.’’? If a man was taken sick and neglected his duties, 
the neglect on his part would not be willful. 

Mr. SAWYER. The failure is an intentional act on his part. 

Mr. ROGERS. It would not be a willful act, but anact over which 
he would have no control. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this is precisely the same language that was used in the act 
of 1879, ‘without justifiable cause.’’ It appears that that act operated 
satisfactorily. Ido not see that there is any marked difference between 
theexpressions ‘‘ willfally’’ and ‘‘ without justifiable cause.’’ Itseems 
to me that in practice the words are synonyms. 

I know full well that ‘‘ willfully ’’ is the expression generally used in 
criminal codes, but I believe that this language is synonymous with it, 
and I see no reason why an amendment should be made when practically 
it has no value. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Speaker pro tem- 
pore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BACON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and they were—ayes 7, noes 16. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the attention of the chairman of Mr. BUCHANAN. We are not legislating for the St 





























5 the committee, and I do it modestly and respectfully, to what seems | the | ted States 
* to me to be a defect in this bill which perhaps requires amendment | SPEAKER pro If no ar iment is oft i,t 
: The gentleman has said that in a subsequent section of the bill the | will report the xt sect 
difficulty pointed out by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS Mr. BUCHANAN. Iw isk to 1 r to t : 1] ulter for 
has been met. It seems to me, however, that the trouble | ! ! 
here. The Superintendent of the Census has general power; he is not e Cl read as 
limited geographically, but all the other officers provided for here . 
far as I am able to discover, have no jurisdiction outside of certain geo- 
graphical ] he supervisor is limited to his district; he has no | * of the heads a 
power outside of it; and at every point in the bill the word ea ; = : 
tully inserted ‘* within the district.’’ The same is true as to the e1 
merator. He is not only limited to taking the enumerat s \ 
his district, but he must live there, except that in one é ; : 
it is provided (and this strengthens the view I have take: f * 
suitable person can be found within the district another enumerat 
: may be appointed to go into that particular district and take the « 
% sus there. s « 
Mr. COX. Provided he resides in the county. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; he must reside in the county Now, the | P<" = . 
power to appoint a person living outside is limited to a certain ¢ : as 1 for er “ 
sion, and that oceasion is expressed in this-language: ‘‘in case it sha ae a i ae 
: be found in any enumeration district that no person qualified to p ; re et eee eo 
E form and willing to undertake the duties of enumerator resides in that t , 
i district.’’ If there is a person inside of the district who is qualified and : 
* willing to undertake the duty, then there is no power to appoint an Che amendment 
: enumerator outside of the district. Now, take the case suggested by t] Mr. BUCHANAN t ’ 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], where the enumerator is q Li. - 5 
fied and is willing toundertake theduty, but does not perform it, cit] Phe SPEAKER [f there be no object 
neglects or fails to perform it. It is true there is a provision in th ent W € entel 
bill for his removal and the appointment of somebody else, but t! Mr. CON | ! l tha t 
are extreme cases which might not be covered by that provision, and | throught 
it seems to me that a statute of so great importance as this ought to Mr. BUCHANAN At t Mi I it 
contain a provision that would be an eifectual barrier again any a Mr. Ct XN. Very : 
cident or any design on the part of anybody defeating the o ition of Mr. BUCHANAN ] move t nend by inserting i line 9 
the law. ( u » ce 'N : 
Mr. COX. If the gentleman will turn to section 22 he t 
provision: ; a sp 
That the Superintendent of Census, with the consent of the P lent ne amendment t 
any time remove any supervisor of census and fill any vac t I Mir. ROGERS [ S to o uw t to n 
or otherwise occurring; and the supervisor of census may, with tle t tig tign 15 | e toa é 0 
the Superintendent of Census, remove any enumerator in his distr t ; 2 ae 7 ; 
vacancy thereby caused or otherwise occurring ine is 1 ' or \ I e Iniormation i 
That provides for every possible contingency. There was no troub ect of this a ndment 1s to Pp ort t 
about this in the taking of the last census. No vacancy occurred that | POT@U0NS Who May Wililuily give lalse information to th , 
was not properly and promptly filled under the law. cane ae 
Mr. GROSVENOR. SButif the gentleman will bear with me, tha Ir. BUCHANAN ; : . , 
provision does not meet the point which I make. It says tl BESRMCHS « 2 ro 
the Superintendent of the Census, with the consent of the President, may tog mpc —_ 
ne remove any supervisor of census and fill any va tl e negicct to é true 
herwise occurring; and the supervisor of censu y, witht Mr. CO L thu t } in f l 
uperintendent of Census, remove any enumerator in his district and } . 
inecy thereby caused or otherwise occurring eee 7: 7 
But if the supervisor removes an enumerator he must appoint another | “0T@cea Bh tle = re ; 
man in the district, and if a superintendent removes a r} ’ 7 . ROGERS ' ' 
must appoint another one in the district. My point is that oe Peer 
in the bill power ought to be lodged in the Superintendent of the ¢ 
sus, In case any supervisor and his successor and the enun tor re . 
fuse to do their duty, to send somebody to take the census in that dis ) pe u 
trict. LIonly submit this as a suggestion. Iam not going too ! by th ge « 
imendment, and if the gentleman from New York [{ Mr. Cox of t} I 
opinion that the bill is sufficiently guarded on this point I h 10th ther i tion hi As 
ing further to say. Mr. BUCHANAN [fa pel es f 
Mr. COX. Judging by the operation of the former statute or refuses ”’ to » true informa 
sufliciently guarded. In every case of a vacancy occurring from a Mr. PETERS. If he give 
cause there was power to fill it promptly, and no trouble occurred und complete ar 3 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. ROGEI 
Sec, 14. That if any person shall receive or secure to | Pan ‘ I 
or compensation as a consideration for the employment of any pers As ¢ ent f M I? 
rator or ¢ lerk, or shall in any way receive or secure to h is ‘ j F 
compensation provided in this act for tl rvices ol any enumerator « er} L] 
he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction t Mr. HOLMAN. = I belie t ry} j 115 
be fined not less than $500 nor more than $3,000, in the discretion of t rovi n b 
Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend by striking out, i: 7 and | cover 
% 8 of section 14, the words ‘‘ less than $500 nor;”’ so as to1 hall peanol 
3 be fined not more than $3,000 in the discretion of the cou ho refu ( 
: Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [} x ne $3,000 it 1 
- s in the right line, but I think the language should read ull be ras; t r the two f 
5 fined in any sum not exceeding $3,000,’ etc : ‘ 11 
e Mr. ATKINSON. My amendment amounts to pi i 
4 thing ‘*Not more than’? and ‘‘not exceeding”’ are 
4 pirases. 
The amendment of Mr. ATKINSON was agreed to. 
g Mr. BUCHANAN. I will inquire of the gentleman fri New ¥ to he 
4 [Mr. Cox] what is to be done where the man can not or d t } \I fOLM ) rY 
4 the fine? I think the alternative of imprisonment in the d i very anomal mn t 
: the court should be provided. , 
Mr. WHEELER. Have not all the States a general law regulating 
° matters of this kind? 
ee -— ~ nn ee — wee = 
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This language may have been intended to cover only the last clause 
of the preceding section, where a civil action is provided on the one 
hand and a penal prosecution on the other; but in fact this provision 
of section 16 is applicable in terms to all the other sections of this act 
which impose a fine or enforce a penalty. 

Mr. COX. Section 16 provides the jurisdiction. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘The languageof section 16 is, ‘‘ where such offenses 
shali have been committed or forfeituresincurred.’’ It is not confined 
by any means to the offenses referred to in the preceding section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is provided in section 16 ‘‘that all fines and 
penalties imposed by this act may be enforced by indictment or appro- 
priate action at law in any court of competent jurisdiction where such 
offenses shall have been committed or forfeitures incurred.’’? The fines 
and penalties imposed for a misdemeanor may be enforced by a civil 


action. It seems the provision as tocivil suits shold be stricken out, 
as it occurs nowhere else in the bill. Section 15 would not seem to be 
required. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Why put this in at all? 

Mr. HOLMAN, It becomes necessary on account of the anomalous 
condition of a criminal action on the one hand and a civil action on the 
other. In line 19, I move to insert, ‘‘such officer or gentleman shall 
be guilty of misdemeanor and subject toa fine not exceeding $10,000,”’ 
and then strike out after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to the end of the section, 
and section 16 will be unnecessary. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The gentleman from Indiana proceeds on the idea 
or the theory that there is but a single penalty to be enforced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; criminal. 

Mr. ATKINSON. But in addition to that there is to be a fine to be 
enforced by civil action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is forfeiture. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Debt would be the appropriate action to enforce 
this penalty, but in addition to that, where a criminal offense has been 
committed it is provided the offender shall be imprisoned for a period 
not exceeding one year. So there are two penalties, one to be recovered 
under a civil action and the other by criminal prosecution. The sec- 
tion is right as it is, and section 16 is in harmony withit. I believe 
these two sections are copied from the act of 1799. 

Mr.COX. They are. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘There is no reason growing out of that act which 
would lead to any change like that which is proposed. When a law 
has worked well is it not better to stand by it rather than to create a 
new law, the former one having been found efficient? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I tried to express the idea which the gentleman 
has stated, that the last clause of section 16 contains a provision not 
found elsewhere in the law, and that is, it provides for a civil action on 
one side to enforce particular offenses and a criminal prosecution on 
the other. 

Mr. COX. In section 13 the gentleman will find the same thing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The chairman of the committee prefers the lan- 
guage of the present law, which any one will see is not artistically 
drawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask a question in reference to 
this section. It provides that these penalties may be enforced in any 
court of competent jurisdiction. Does that mean a United States 
court? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if he would not consent to strike out, in this section, in line 19, the 
words ‘‘less than $500, nor more than’’ and insert the word ‘‘ exceed- 
ing. 

Mr. COX. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Morrow], who calls my attention to the 
fact, that where a forfeiture to enforce any civil action to the amount 
of $500 would only be within the jurisdiction of the State courts, yet 
you would have the anomaious character of a statute where the civil 
feature to compel the forfeiture was to be placed in one tribunal, while 
the penalty was to be enforced in another. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That would be the case in any State court, if you 
were there, as well as in the United States court. The criminal cases 
are tried in a court of quarter sessions and a court of oyer and termi- 
ner, while the civil causes are tried in the court of common pleas in all 
States where the common-law practice prevails. You would have the 
indictment here triable in a district court of the United States and 
would have the civil action triable in the circuit court of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. MORROW. 

Mr. ATKINSON. They are the same action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume the gentleman is correct, because this, 
of course, would come under the provision of an act of Congress, and 
be in the nature of a forfeiture, and places the question of jurisdiction 
in the particular court suggested. 

Mr. MORROW. By a recent decision of the United States circuit 





I presume not 
Mr. Speaker 
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court for California the statute conferring upon the United States the 
right to sue has been recently declared subject to this limitation as to 
amount; so where the United States under the statute is authorized to 
pursue a defendant to recover, say, $500, under a recent statute of last 
year changing the jurisdiction of the circuit courts, it is now necessary 
for the United States to go into the State courts. 

Therefore my suggestion to the gentleman from Indiana was, that as 
an objection to the form of the statute it had this further objection— 
you might so divide this one offense that you would be required to 
prosecute in the State courts for the penal sum to be recovered under 
the form of the civil debt, while the penal offense would be answerable 
in a United States court. Now, the gentleman from Indiana proposes 
an amendment which leaves the whole case in the United States courts, 
to be recovered under its criminal jurisdiction. 

Mr. ROGERS. My attention had not beencalled to this before, and 
I was not aware of the decision of the court of California. + But un- 
questionably the gentleman states what is the law; and in order to 
get into the Federal court less than the minimum now fixed by law 
you must confer special jurisdiction, or else when you go into the court 
with something less than the minimum amount you are met with a- 
statute that says jurisdiction is not here, and you must go into some 
other court. You have thus under a statute of the United States to 
prosecute a man upon an offense under an indictment in the courts of 
the United States, and to prosecute him for the minimum amount un- 
der the State courts. It is doubtful to me whether you can carry your 
case there, and put the man under trial twice for the same offense. 

Mr. MORROW. In this case the penalty to be inflicted is one that 
Congress designs to inflict. Hence the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana is correct, that it gives the United States court power to 
inflict the punishment designed to be inflicted by this section. 

The Clerk read sections 16 and 17, as follows: 

Sec. 16. That all fines and penalties imposed by this act may be enforced by 
indictment or approgriate action at law in any court of competent jurisdiction 
where such offenses shall have been committed or forfeitures incurred. 

Src. 17. That the schedules of inquiries at the Eleventh Census shall be the 
same as those contained in section No. 2206 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, of 1878, as amended by section 17 of the act entitled *‘ An act to provide 
for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, with 
such changes of the subject-matter, emendations, and modifications as may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior; it being the intent of this section to 
give to said Secretary full discretion over the schedules of such inquiries. The 
report which the Superintendent of Census (if directed by said Secretary) is re- 
quired to obtain from railroad corporations, incorporated express companies, 
telegraph companies, and insurance companies, and from all corporations or 
establishments reporting products other than agricultural products, shall be of 
and for the fiscal year of such corporations or establishments having its termi- 
nation nearest to the Ist of June, 1890; the Superintendent of Census shall col- 
lect and publish the statistics of the population, industries, and resources of the 
district of Alaska, with such fullness as he may deem expedient, and as he shall 
find practicable under the appropriations made, or to be made, for the expenses 
of the Eleventh Census. 

The Clerk read the following amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

In section 17, at the end of line 11, make the commaa semicolon, and add 
the following proviso: 

** Provided, however, That said Superintendent, under the authority of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, cause to be taken in thesame schedule of inquiry, accord- 
ing to such form as he may prescribe, the namesof those who had served inthe 
Army of the United States in the war of the rebellion, and who are survivors 
at the time of said inquiry, and surviving soldiers’ widows. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have an amendment I wish to offer here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the committee’s amendment? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “ Army” in the proviso proposed by the 
committee the words ‘* Navy or Marine Corps.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I offer a further amendment to the same pro- 
vision. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Amend by adding, after the word “inquiry ’’ in the same previso, the words 
“together with period of service of each and the command or vessel in which 
such service was rendered.” 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that amend- 
ment. It is almost impossible to include it under our schedule, it is 
so large now. [ trust the gentleman will not insist. It may resultin 
striking out all the gentleman wishes to accomplish, if you embrace 
more than can be accomplished. 

I will say to my friend, from my observation and experience with 
this business and with these immense schedules that are made up at 
the Census Office and are carried around in the pockets of the enu- 
merators, that it is almost impossible now to get correct reports on 
these matters; and if you cumber the census-taking you defeat its ob- 
ject. I think we have done very well in adding the section which 
provides for the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. But so far as the 
present amendment is concerned we might as well propose to name 
the various regiments, the different departments of the service, cav- 
alry, artillery, infantry, etc., and have a schedule for the Army alone. 
We favor the amendment providing for giving the names of soldiers 
that survive and their widows, because there has been a call for it 
from various quarters, not only in this House, but outside; and the 
information thus gathered will be of great use. In one State, New 
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to facilitate the passage of the bill, withdraw the amendment on be- 
half of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposing to strike out the words indicated in lines 19, 20, and 
21, will be withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. 

The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

After the word ‘‘census,”’ in line 30, insert the following : 

‘He shall also, at the time of the general enumeration herein provided for, 
or prior thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, collect the 
statistics of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people, and make 
report thereon to Congress; but the amount expended for the collection of 
such statistics of indebtedness shall not exceed the sum of $250,000, which sum 
is hereby appropriated, and shall be immediately available, in addition to the 
$6,000,000 appropriated in section 20 of this act. The only volumes that shall be 
prepared and published in connection with said census shall relate to popula- 
tion and social statistics relating thereto, the products of manufactories, min- 
ing, and agriculture, mortality and vital statistics, valuation and public in- 
debtedness. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the committee any definite understanding 
as to the meaning of the language “‘ recorded indebtedness of the peo- 
ple,’’ as used in this amendment ? 

Mr.COX. Itmeansall judgments, all mortgages (chattel mortgages 
and mortgages on land), all liens of any kind information of which we 
can get by record. 

Mr. GROSVENOK. Government bonds? 

Mr. COX. information as to Government bonds is easily obtainable 
from the Department. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The people of the United States owe in fact 
the bonded indebtedness of the Government—the greenbacks and all 
that sort of thing. 

Mr, COX. Those matters appear of;public record and are provided 
for in another part of the bill. We can obtain all that information by 
calling on the Departments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not say ‘‘ morigages, bills of sale, and 
chattel mortgages? ’’ 

Mr. COX. Because ‘‘indebtedness’’ is a generic term and includes 
everything. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a little too ‘‘ generic?”’ 

Mr. COX. I think it fits the case exactly. We studied this mat- 
ter a good deal. If we should undertake to obtain statistics of the 
whole indebtedness of the people throughout the United States, it 
would probably cost a million dollars additional; therefore we propose 
to collect information as to indebtedness in certain representative por- 
tions of the United States, and then make estimates. We were led to 
adopt this provision by reason of expressions made in this House by 
various members on both sides—by references which we have had in 
the debates here to the indebtedness of the people. Among other in- 
debtedness, that of the farmers of the West has been called in ques- 
tion; nebulous statements of various kinds have been made, to which 
the gentleman from Ohio himself has called attention. We propose 
therefore to get as nearly as we can the statistics of the indebtedness 
of the people in certain representative localities, which would not cost 
the large sum that would be required if we should undertake to ascer- 
tain the whole indebtedness of the people. We do not propose to in- 
quire as to promissory notes and debts of all kinds, but only as to re- 
corded indebtedness, ascertaining perhaps 15 or 20 per cent. of the 
whole indebtedness of that kind, and then forming an estimate as to 
the rest. The collection of even this information will, according to 
the judgment of the Commissioner of Labor, cost at least $250,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the absence of data as to how much of the 
recorded indebtedness has been paid but not canceled upon the record, 
you will be just as much in the dark as ever. 

Mr. COX. ‘The gentleman in his speech the other day referred to 
the fact that the commissioner of statistics of Michigan had undertaken 
to collect statistics in regard to some forty-seven counties of Michigan, 
making, [ think, about 17 per cent. of the indebtedness of the people 
of the State, and forming a basis for an approximate estimate as to the 
rest. I think that was the only proximate accurate statement of the 
kind presented here. We propose to do something of the same sort in 
this case, so far as we can consistently with a reasonable expenditure. 
We have drawn this clause very heedfully, both as to economy and as 
to the accomplishment of the object to be subserved. I desire to make 
a part of my remarks a letter on this subject from Mr. Carroll D. 
Wright, the Commissioner of Labor. From an examination of this 
letter the House will see how carefully and upon what advice the com- 
mittee has acted. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU oF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1888, 


Dear Str: Referring to your verbal request as to methods which might be 
adopied in the Eleventh Census for the collection of the statistics of indebted- 
ness of record other than publie indebtedness, I have the honor to submit the 
following statement: 

The statistics of the indebtedness of individuals, whether the same be in the 
form of mortgages or debts otherwise secured, or general indebtedness through 
notes and bills payable, would constitute one of the most valuable lines of in- 
formation that could possibly be collected, 

There are three methods which naturally suggest themselves to one’s mind 
for the collection of such data. 

First. Through the population schedules of the census, by an inquiry di- 
rected to the head of every family or individual, responsible for any business 
transaction. This would include all farmers, business men, and others owning 
houses or having the care of families, or in any way individually responsible 
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to the public. The addition of the proper inquiries to secure this information 
to the population schedule would involve great expense, probably increasing 
the cost of the enumeration proper from one-third to one-half; that is, adding 
from $800,000 to $1,000,000 to the expense of the enumeration. 

On the other hand, the addition of proper inquiries to the population sched- 
ule would antagonize the census, so fur as the enumeration is concerned, before 
it commenced, and the enumerators would be handicapped from the start. The 
success of auy enumeration depends very largely upon the goodwill of the 
public and the willingness of persons to comply with the reasonable request of 
the Government for information concerning their affairs. All inquiries, how- 
ever, regarding the financial condition of the people have heretofore been met 
with great opposition, and undoubtedly would be again, although should such 
inquiries be added to the population schedule it is safe to say that from 10 to 15 
per cent., judging from past experience in such matters, would comply with 
the request of the Government and furnish the information relative to their in- 
debtedness. Of course, this indebtedness should be in connection with the 
value of the property owned by the individuals furnishing information. Such 
a canvass, therefore, would have for its result partial success in certain direc- 
tions, at great expense, and a damaging influence upon the whole census enu- 
merations, both as to population and manufactures, as well as agriculture. 

Considering the expense and the general injury to the work of the census, 
this method hardly seems advisable. 

Secong. The collection of the facts relating to recorded indebtedness, mean- 
ing thereby all chattel and real-estate mortgages, which are the subjects of rec- 
ord from the records themselves. Chattel mortgages are usually recorded in 
municipal records, while real-estate mortgages are usually extended on the 
records kept at county seats. If real-estate mortgages only were to be consid- 
ered, the registers of deeds in all the counties of the United States would have 
to be visited and the records thoroughly compiled. There are, in round num- 
bers, 2,700 counties in the United States. To collect the information regarding 
mortgages recorded in these counties could not cost less than $40 per county, or 
a total of $108,000. I think it would be quite impossible to do it for this sum, 
because, in order to secure any information that would be of value and which 
would lead to any just conclusions, the records would have to be searched fora 
series of years, and all mortgages minuted with reference to the assessed yal- 
uation of the towns, or townships, or of the whole county in each case. 

The proper sum of estimate for this work, confined entirely to county records, 
would be $200,000. It would be quite impossible to collect the information from 
the municipal records, so far as chattel mortgages are concerned, without either 
visiting every municipal government in the United States or corresponding 
with the proper officer in each municipal government, to secure the informa- 
tion, in which latter case compensation would have to be given. It is safe to 
assume that the expense in securing the indebtedness under chattel mortgages 
by this method would be far greater than by securing it through the population 
enumeration. Even if the expense of securing the information relating to in- 
debtedness through records was not objectionable on account of expense, there 
are obstacles in the way which render such a method unadyisable. The records 
ot mortgages would, in all cases, give the amount of the original mortgage 
debt; but,as a rule, payments on the original mortgage debt are not made mat- 
ters of record. So, where a man had given a mortgage on his place of $10,000, 
and had paid, say, $9,000 in part liquidation thereof, the indebtedness would 
still stand on record at $10,000; so the facts, or rather the results of any collee- 
tion of data from records would lead to vicious conclusions. 

This second method, however, would relieve the census of all antagonism 
through the inquiry into the financial affairs of individuals. 

Third. The employment of specially qualified experts to collect the informa- 
tion desired from representative communities; such collection to be made sub- 
sequent to and independent of the enumeration of the people in general. This 
method is free from objection in every direction except that of expense. It 
would not antagonize the public in any way, but it would lead to the most valua- 
ble results; thet is, it would give the valuation and the indebtedness thereon to 
such extent as the appropriation made for it might warrant. It would not give 
the facts for every farm and every property-holder in the United States, but it 
would give the facts for representative towns or counties, and by selecting 
eounties the information might be collected so as to show the property valueot 
each holding, and the indebtedness thereon, as originally made and as shown 
through the registry of deeds, further information being sought as to the pay- 
ments in part liquidation of the recorded debt. 

This method seems the most feasibleand the most desirable, taking all things 
into consideration. With an appropriation of $200,000 or $250,000 a very general 
idea of the indebtedness of the country might be gained; certainly it would be 
approximately correct so far as it went. If Congress saw fit tocarry the matter 
still further it would be merely a question of money; but to make any reason- 
able collection, on which any fair or just conclusions could be based, the sum 
named should be appropriated in addition to that named in your bill for the 
general purposes of the census. That is to say,if Congress desires to have the 
facts for representative districts or localities regarding recorded indebted- 
ness collected, it should make an extra appropriation for census purposes of at 
least $250,000, 

Trusting I have covered the points named by you, 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commiassioner, 
Hon. 8. 8, Cox, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CONGER. If the indebtedness appearing upon record in the 
various counties of the States be taken as the basis of these statistics 
the information will be so inaccurate that it would be unjust to pub- 
lish it to the world. Atone time an attempt of this sort was made in 
the State of Iowa; butit was ascertained that in probably every county 
of the State at least three-fourths of the chattel mortgages which had 
in fact been paid remained uncanceled on the records. In view of such 
facts, it would be unfair and unjust to publish to the world informa- 
tion obtained in that way as exhibiting the indebtedness of the people. 

Mr. COX. I concur with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Concer] 
in what he says to a great extent. It is the same with mortgages in 
several of the States. In Ohio mortgages are not canceled until the 
last installment is paid. We shall have to make inquiry with the aid 
of experts as to what indebtedness has been paid, and how much re- 
mains. It will help a nation as well as an individual to know just 
what burdens it is laboring under. 

Mr. CONGER. It is all guess-work. 

Mr. COX. It is more or less an estimate, I admit. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I would ask why the words in line 31, ‘‘or prior 
thereto’’ are used? Why are those words inserted there in regard to 
collecting the statistics relating to recorded indebtedness ? 

Mr. COX. The object is to commence the examination now, to be- 
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unanimous consent that the reading of the amendment may be dis- 
pensed with. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I wish toask the gentleman from Iowaif he does | 
not think that is already included in section 17, which provides that | 
the schedules of inquiry of the Eleventh Census shall be the same as | 
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those contained in section 2206 of the Revised Statutes of the United | 


States? 

Mr. COX. That is the fact. 

Mr. CONGER. In answer to the gentleman’s question I will say 
that it is, provided the Secretary of the Interior concludes to take this 
information; but there has arisen in my mind a suspicion that this 
was not intended, from the fact that the committee propose to strike 
out, in lines 19, 20, and 21, so much as refers to railroad corporations. 

Mr. COX. That is to be retained. There is no such object on the 
part of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. In order to be certain to obtain this information I 
propose this amendment. 

Mr. COX. It is already provided for. 

Mr. CONGER. Itisif the Secretary of the Interior is inclined to 
take it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 18, as follows: 

Sec. 18, That each enumerator in his subdivision shall be charged with the 
collection of the facts and statistics required by each and all the several sched- 
ules, with the following exceptions, to wit: In cities or States where an oflicial 
registration of deaths is maintained, the Superintendent of Census may, in his 
discretion, withhold the mortality schedule from the several enumerators within 
such cities or States, and may obtain the statistics required by this act through 
official records, paying therefor such sum as may be found necessary, not ex- 
ceeding the amount which is by this act authorized to be paid to enumerators 
for a similar service, namely, 2 cents for each death thus returned. Whenever 
he shall deem it expedient, the Superintendent of Census may withhold the 
schedules for manufacturing and social statistics from the enumerators of the 
several subdivisions, and may charge the collection of these statistics upon ex- 

verts and special agents, to be employed without respect to locality. And said 
Superintendent may employ experts and special agents to investigate in their 
economic relations the manufacturing, fishing, mining, cattle, and other indus- 
tries of the country, and the statistics of telegraph, express, transportation, and 
insurance companies as he may designate and require. Andthe Superintendent 
of Census shall, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, prepare sched- 
ules containing such interrogatories as shall, in his judgment, be best adapted 
to elicit this information, with such specifications, divisions, and particulars 
under each head as he shall deem necessary to that end. Such experts and 
special agents shall take the same oath as the enumerators of the several sub- 
divisions, and shall have equal authority with such enumerators in respect to 
the subjects committed to them, and they shall receive compensation at rates 
to be fixed by the Superintendent of Census with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That the same shall in no case exceed $6 per day and 
actual traveling expenses. 


The Committee propose the following amendment: 


Tn line 18, after the word “agents,” add the following: 

“To collect the statistics of and relating to indebtedness as provided in the fore- 
going sections and.”’ 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the amendment? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment of the committee, as follows: 

In line 20 strike out the word “railroads.” 

Mr. COX. I withdraw*that amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the amendment’? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment of the committee, as fol- 
lows: 

Tn lines 21 and 22 strife out the words “and the statistics of telegraph, express, 
transportation, and insurance companies,”’ 


Mr. COX. I withdraw that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the amendment? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read sections 19 and 20, as follows: 


Src. 19. That the enumeration required by this act shall commence on the 
first Monday of June, 1890, and be taken as of that date, and each enumerator 
shall prosecute the canvass of his subdivision from that date forward on each 
week-day without intermission, except for sickness or other urgent cause; and 
any unnecessary cessation of his work shall be sufficient ground for his removal 
and the appointment of another person in his place; and any person so appointed 
shall take the oath required of enumerators, and shall receive compensation at 
the same rates. And it shall be the duty of each enumerator to complete the 
enumeration of his district, and to prepare the returns hereinbefore required to 
be made, and to forward the same to the supervisor of his district on or before 
the Ist day of July, 1890, and in any city having over 10,000 inhabitants under 
the census of 1880, the enumeration of population shall be taken within two 
weeks from the first Monday of June; and any delay beyond the dates above 
respectively, on the part of any enumerator, shall be sufficient cause for with- 
holding the compensation to which he would be entitled by compliance with 
the provisions of this act, until proof satisfactory to the Superintendent of Cen- 
sus shall be furnished that such delay was by reason of causes beyond the con- 
trol of such enumerator. 

Sec. 20. That the sum of $6,000,000 is hereby fixed and limited as the maximum 
cost of the census herein provided for, exclusive of printing and engraving, 
and it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the Interior orthe Superintendent 
of Census to incur any expense or obligation whatever, in respect to said cen- 
sus, in excess of that sum; and the sum of $6,000,000, in addition to any sums 
which may be received for copies as provided in section 23 of this act, is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be immediately available, and continue available until the completion of 
the Eleventh Census, 
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The committee propose the following amendments: 


In section 20, line 3, strike out the word “and” between “ printing” and “en. 
graving.” place a comma after the word ‘printing,’ and after the word “‘en- 
graving” add the words “and binding,” placinga comma after the word “bind. 


ine. 


Mr. ROGERS. For the purpose of presenting this matter I move 
to strike out, in line 7, the words ‘‘six million,’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.’’ Ide 
this for the purpose of getting certain information, and also for the 
purpose of expressing some views on the subject. I would ask the gen- 
tleman from New York whether or not in the passage of the former bill 
the full sum provided for taking the census was made available at the 
time and continued available until the census was completed ? 

Mr. COX. No, sir; only three millions. We had great trouble 
and criticism for coming to Congress again and again for renewed ap- 
propriations; and so we considered it best in this case to give the full 
amount to complete the census without the printing and binding. 

The average is about the same now as it was inthe Ninthand Tenth 
Censuses, say 10 cents per head. If my friend from Arkansas wants to 
have a statement of the expense of the former census I have it before 
me, and can give it to him. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to have the aggregate. 

Mr. COX. For the Tenth Census the total cost, including printing, 
was $5,785,254.72, divided as follows: Enumerators, $2,095,563.32; 
special agents (which we have disposed of a good deal in this bill), 
$625,067.29; printing reports, $678,624.61; superintendent’s office, $2- 
385,999.50. One-half the expense named for special agents will be 
saved by this bill, because we do not order so many expert essays on 
subjects connected with science, like mining, ete.; and only pretend to 
give the productof our manufacturers in addition tothe ordinary enu- 
meration, reports, etc. Dedueting this saving in cost of printing leaves 
the total cost of the Tenth Census $4,794,096, or about 9} cents per 
capita of the population of 1880. 

Mr. ROGERS. How much did you spend the first year? 

Mr. COX. I think it took the whole three millions the first year. 

Mr. ROGERS. In other words, there will be very little of this money 
that can be expended before the Ist of next July; and in the mean time 
Congress will assemble. It does not seem to me essential to make an 
appropriation of $6,000,000 for the purpose when there will be no use 
for a considerable portion of the sum for about a year. 

It occurs to me that that is unwise and that it is not a proper ex- 
penditure to make. It may be that it will be wiser to increase the 
sum that I have proposed in my amendment $250,000, though I really 
do not see what they are going to do with anyofitnow. Idonot know 
anything that can be done with any portion of this appropriation until 
after the next session of Congress, and therefore I think it unwise and 
improper to make an appropriation at this time of $6,000,000 when we 
have not a particle of use for the money at present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What difference doesit make when our Treasury, 
as we are told constantly on the other side, is bursting with a surplus? 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, it makes a good deal of difference in many 
directions, 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, yes; it will make a difference in the election. 

Mr. ROGERS. This appropriation locks up in the Treasury unnec- 
essarily a large amount of money. Another point about it is that all 
political parties want to avoid as far as possible the semblance of any- 
thing that is improper. We donot need to appropriate now $6,000,000 
when the purpose for which we appropriate it can not be carried into 
effect at present and when the money is not really necessary. If we 
were appropriating for the building of a court-house or anything of 
that kind I would not propose to make ‘‘ two bites of a cherry,’’ be- 
cause in such a case we begin the work and goright along; but in this 
case we do not and can not commence until about the beginning of the 
next fiscal year. Therefore what is the object of appropriating $6,000, - 
000 and having the statement sent out to the country that we have 
appropriated six millions for which there is not a particle of present 
use? It has at least the semblance of wrong doing, and it is impor- 
tant to the whole country and important as a party mgasure that we 
refrain from doing anything that would bear that construction, and I 
do not think the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] ought to in- 
sist upon our making an appropriation like this at this time. I speak 
openly and frankly about the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
replies to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers], I ask him to 
observe the fact, which has been heretofore overlooked, that the three 


millions appropriated for the taking of the last census was appropri-* 


ated on the 3d of March, 1879, just as an appropriation might be made 
before the end of the next session of this Congress. Of course the ap- 
propriation must be made before the 4th of March, as the Congress ex- 
pires at that time. Therefore, judging from past experience upon this 
subject, it seems to me that no large sum need be now appropriated, 
and I do not think that any very large sum ought to be placed within 
the control of any Department which is not to be used within a short 
period of time. . 

Mr. ROGERS. I suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] that the appropriation can go into the sundry civil bill at the 
next session of Congress and answer all the purposes for which it is re- 
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In line 7 strike out six millions and insert one milion. as 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to make an inquiry of my fi the ae _s 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Cox]; and I wish also to 
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Mr. COX. 
almshouses. 
Mr. CONGER. Ido itat the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It may be well to ascertain the number of persons, 

Mr. COX. But not the names of those in almshouses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that amendment, to strike out the names, 
providing only forthe number. I wish to have a vote on my colleague’s 
proposition, but in the first place I want to put it insuch a form as he 
would agree to have if he were here. I do not object to the number, 
but I do not think we shoukd provide for the names. 

Mr. HOLMAN’sS amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and who are 
survivors on the Ist day of June, 1890;’’ so it will read, ‘‘ who served 
in the military or naval service and who are in almshouses.’’ They 
must be survivors if they are in almshouses, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. CONGER’S amendment as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 9. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

‘The question next recurred on the following 
mittee: 


I do not want to expose the names of those who are in 
I 


“sé 


amendment of the com- 


Insert as section 24 the following: 

“Sic, 24. That the Secretary of the Interior may authorize the expenditure of 
necessary sums for the traveling expenses of the officers and employés con- 
nected with the taking of the census, and the incidental expenses essential to 
the carrying out of this act, including the rental of convenient quarters in the 
District of Columbia and the furnishing thereof, and an outfit for printing small 
blanks, tally-sheets, circulars, etc.’’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add the following words: ‘‘and shall 
from time to time make a detailed report to Congress of such expendi- 
tures,’’ 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to that amendment. 

‘The amendment was adopted, and the amendment as araended was 
agreed to. 

The next section of the bill was read, as follows: 

Src. 25. That the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the taking of the tenth 
and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, and all laws and parts of 
Jaws inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby re pealed ; and all 
censuses subsequent to the Eleventh Census shall be taken in accordance with 
the provisions of this act unless Congress shall hereafter otherwise provide. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask unanimous consent to recur to page 15, for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to make an inquiry about this matter, 
whether the proviso 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentieman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to page 15, section 17, for the purpose of offering 
an amendment. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to insert the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word “indebtedness,” in line 44, 
railroad corporations, incorporated express, telegraph, and insurance compa- 
nies, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
page ? 

Mr. CONGER. I think not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It provides for the collection of statistics relating 
to railroad, telegraph, express, transportation, and insurance compa- 
nics. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In section 18. 

Mr. CONGER. But Iam referring now to the provision for the pub- 
lication of certain volumes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah, that is different. 

The amendment of Mr. CONGER was adopted. 

Mr. HOVEY. I want to add another clause to the same section, to 
follow what has just been adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from Indiana offering a further amendment to the section? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the last amendment “and a list of surviving soldiers, sail- 
ors, marines, and the widows of soldiers, sailors, and marines. 

Mr. HOVEY. There is no publication authorized of that class. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call attention to the language of the fif- 
teenth section, in reference to the penalties and forfeiture; and I ask 
leave to submit the following amendment, to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘shall,’’ in the nineteenth line, as follows: 


Forfeit and pay a sum not less than $500 nor more than $10,000, to be recovered 
in an action of debt in any court of competent jurisdiction, in the name and to 
the use of the United States, and in addition thereto shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be imprisoned for a period not ex- 
ceeding one year. 

And insert what I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 


not exceeding $10,000, to which may be added imprisonment for a period not 
exceeding one year. 
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Mr. COX. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, for the sake of perfecting the language of the 
bill, in section 13, line 8, I ask unanimous consent to recur to this part 
of the bill and strike out the words “‘ forfeit a’’ and insert ‘‘ be fined 
in any sum;’’ so that it will read: 

And upon conviction shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $5090. 


This provides a fine instead of a forfeiture. 

Mr. COX. All right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ought there not to bea minimumsum? That 
might bring it down toa dollar. It might be no punishment at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just submitted. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Why not say “fined in a sum ?’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. All right; I will accept the modification. 

The amendmentas inodified was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, in line 16 of the same section, the words 
‘* forfeit and pay’’ should be stricken out, and insert in lieu thereof 
‘*be fined in a;’’ so that it will read : 

He shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $5,000. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this amendment 
will be adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. Again, in section 15, line 11, in order to make the 
bill conform, strike out the words ‘‘ forfeit and pay’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ be fined in.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Again, section 10 should bestricken out in tofo. That 
has no application since the adoption of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to that, I presume, now. 

Mr. MORROW. I suggest that there is no need for striking that 
out. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
State court. 

Mr. MORROW. No; but this provides now that these fines may be 
enforced in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. ROGERS. As the bill is framed now, the jurisdiction is in the 
Federal courts. The Government loses nothing under the amendments 
which have been adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that the section be amended so as 
to provide that ‘‘all fines and penalties imposed by this act may be 
enforced by indictment in any court of competent jurisdiction where 
such offenses may be committed or forfeiture incurred.’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Arkansas in- 
dicate his amendment? 

Mr. ROGERS. The werds I propose to strike out are in line 2, ‘‘or 
appropriate action at law.’’ 

Mr. HOVEY. Let me suggest that you can not enforce an indict- 
ment. You punish by indictment. 

Mr. ROGERS. The word ‘‘ prosecuted’’ might be substituted. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘That all fines and penalties imposed by this act 
may be prosecuted by indictment or information.’ 

Mr. MCKENNA. The words used are good enough. 

Mr. ROGERS. T will not ask to have the word ‘‘ enforced ”’ changed. 
I think that is sufficient. I move to strike out ‘‘or appropriate ac- 
tion at law,’’ in lines 2 and 3, and ‘“‘or forfeitures incurred,’ in line 4, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORROW. I suggest that we insert after the word ‘ 
ment’’ ‘‘or by information.’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. I would not add those words. 

Mr. MORROW. I move to amend section 16 by adding, in line 2, 
after the word ‘‘indictment,’’ the words ‘‘or by information.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I now demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was ace ordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. COX moved to.reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 33 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 ©’ clock a. m. 


You do not want to enforce these by a suit in the 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 10796) granting a pension 
to Francis Pohl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10797) for the relief of James W. 
Kraggs—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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4 By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10798) granting a pension to| By Mr. TILLMAN (by: s ‘tition of John G. ¢ 





John Oakes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions I trator of Eliza ¢ ee, of Robert C. Bo i 
By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10799) granting a pen to Tyrel | Youmans, for reference « claims to the ¢ ( 
Hamblin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Comr ee on War Cl 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10800) for the benefit of Th K r. WASHINGTO LBW 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Tenneance. for reference of | s ta the Coustef ( eit ctre Shaan ( 
By Mr. FI PCH: A bill (H. R. 10801) for the relief of Sar 1 I mittee on War Clair 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. WHITTHORN 
By ae ee ee A bill (H. R. 10802) to increase the pension of | County, and of heir of Giles 7 iI 
James M. Ett 1e Committee on Invalid Pensi i r reference ol t Lr is tot ( I ( ( 
By Mr. L \ ‘FOL LI YITE: A bill (H. R. 10802) for the relief of Da- n War Clain 
vid Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Ry Mr. YARDLEY Petit l 1 eitizer NI 
By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10804) for the relief of . b Held, | Pennsylvania, p1 or ac 
sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. glass—to the Committee on W: iM 
By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 10805) for the relief of Mrs. Anna | 
: Hernandez—to the Committee on War Claims. rhe following petition for the re il or mod on ot t t 
By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia | revenue tax of $25 levied on di : ve referred 
: A. Helston ~ the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Committee on Wavs and Means 


By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10807) granting a pension to By Mr. LEE (1 suest): Of cit of Lou i County, \ a. 
Mary Speaks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 10808) for the relief of James W 


Byrd—to the Committee on Military Aflairs. Sue Ralowmng Pa pga meme : aie or { : ; 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10809) torefertheclaim of Andrew | "S temporary a d tor con ae ith her on ( 

J. Kirby against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the Com- illiteracy y, was refe rred to the Comm ee on Educatior 

mittee on War Claims. By Mr. HITT: Of Ira Mettler and 35 others, citizens of ¢ 


; . ’ : i = Ocle Yount; llinois. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to John W. Curtis—to gle County, Hin 


' 
| 
| 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. SENATE. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of H. T. Baily and others, against the | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D 
internal-revenue tax—to the Cheeses on Ways and Means. J 
\lso, petition of Henry Schlotman and others, favoring the anti- 
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By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of James W. Knaggs, for relief—to the | an endian fer the witli seeel al papers, I think in the case of Mrs. Fi 
Committee on War Claims. ces M. Wilkinson. where there had b been an adverse report. I wanted 
Also, petition of David Dawson and others, for licensing certain en- ns ime uire—as the order seems to have been adopted absolutely—w 
gineers—to the Committee on Commerce. the D2 rties would have the right to withd: a papers? ‘J 
Also, petition of Ellen A. McInerney, widow of Lott McInerney, | ;. — % ; re 
Company G, One hundred and sixteenth New York Volunteers, for a | _ > PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such orders are always taken 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. cs Re ‘oe the rule of the Senate 
By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of Tampa, Fla., | ~ Mr. PLATT. So th a the rule interprets itself 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Tampa Bay—to the Com- | The PRESIDE N” [ pro tempore Yes le pose the. « 
— on Rivers and Harbors. | the Secret ry, so that it is not neces { ‘ 
By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Resolute Council, No. 27, and ‘subject to “the rule.’ 
of Industry Council, No. 163, Junior Order of United American Mechan- | If there be no motion to correct or amend the Journal, it will 


ics, in favor of Senate bill No. 553, restricting immigration—to the Com 
mittee on Labor. 
By Mr. GLASS: Papers in the claim of Nancy P. Garison, of Benton Mr. SABIN presented tition of 146 citizen ‘aribault 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. fr. cogil gy aca rhe ee ea mag ee ee 
By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of 75 citizens of Oregon, for prohibi- | P™Y'2S ang ie ee eee a 


approved as read. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

















tion in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alco- Island of Cuba by the | _e on ee a ee 
holic Liquor aes to the Committee on Foreign Relation 7 oe a 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition for the reliefof DawsonT. Lamb, late | _ He also presented a petition of 17 citi ‘the inter edema ainatons 
of Companies C and D, Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Commit- | * on ee oa Ne ee eee eae neers 
tee on Claims. , | which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Also, petition of N. W. Morris, for relief—to the Committee on War REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Claims. Mr.SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of Jacob Held, sr., of Henderson, Ky., | to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. PADDOCK to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it Srvenebl v 

3y Mr. LONG: Petition and affidavits of Thomas Coyle and wife, for | with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 

relief—to the Committee on Claims. propriations; which was agreed to. 

By Mr. MILLYKEN: Resolution of the Congregational churches of Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 1 m Ww 
Maine, against the production, importation, and exportation of intoxi- | referred the joint resolution (S. R. 98) authorizing the Secret f th 
cating liquors—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. | Interior to accept the surrender of and cancel land patents to Indians 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition of Richard N. Bowerman, late lieuten- | in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 
ant-colonel Thirty-sixth Regiment United States Infantry, for reference Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to \ 
of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by him to t 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 130 citizens of Wyoming C int y, New | dry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved t 
York, for reduction of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office | amendment, together with the accompanying report in 1 
and Post-Roads. subject-matter, ferred to the Committee on Appropriat 1 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of James W. Byrd, for the removal of the | ordered to be vhich w greed to 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian A 1 an 

3y Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of Jasper B. Mann, of Carteret County, | amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry « appropriation 
North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to | bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriat 
the Committee on War Claims, | ordered to be printed. 
3y Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of George W. Weitknecht and others, | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af 
Es citizens of the Tenth district of Pennsylvania, for continuing work | whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed 
: looking to the eradication of pleuro-pneumonia, etc.—to the Commit- | the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably th 
tee on Agriculture. | moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropt 
3y Mr. STEELE: Petition of L. J. Gibble and 100 others, asking was agreed to. 
that each honorably discharged soldier be allowed to enter 160 acres of Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military A ffa to 
public land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. referred the bill (H. R. 5259) to rel Jacob G. Bost 
_— ea sna rn ag nen aren ry roar mae 
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charge of fraudulent enlistment, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1493) for the relief of J. Schriber & Co., of Cleveland, Cuya- 
hoga County, Ohio, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon 

Mr, COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of George M. Ochiltree, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report a resolution for action at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by full 
convnittee or such subcommittee as may be appointed by the chairman there- 
of, to continue during the recess of Congress the investigation authorized by 
the resolution of March 1, 1887, with the authority and in the manner and to 
the extent provided in said resolution ; and also to visit any reservations where, 
inthe opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investi- 
gations 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Chere being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that as the reso- 
lution proposes a charge on the contingent fund the rule might re- 
quire a different disposition of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

REPORT ON COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON,. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 99) providing for 
the printing of the portion of the annual report of the Chief of the 
Burean of Statistics on Commerce and Navigation for the year ending 


June 30, 1887, entitled.‘“‘Annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of 


Statistics in regard to imported merchandise entered for consumption in 
the United States, with amounts of duty and rates of duty collected.’’ 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

‘he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 20,000 copies of the report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics in regard to imported merchandise entered for consump- 
tion in the United States, with rates of duty and amounts of duty collected, for 
the fiscal year 1887; 14,000 forthe use of the members of the House of Represen t- 
atives; 5,000 for the use of members of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. The sum of —— dollars, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to defray the cost of the publication 
of said report. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move to fill the blank with “fifteen hun- 
dred.’’ The cost will be about $1,100. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 11, after the words ‘‘sum of,’ it is pro- 
posed to fill the blank by the insertion of the words “ fifteen hundred ;’’ 
so as to read: 

The sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why the discrimination in this case? I thought 
we had established a rule that the Senate was to have one-third and 
the House two-thirdsof such documents. Now there comes in a very 
valuable document, and 14,000 is for the House of Representatives, 
5,000 for the Senate, and 1,000 for the Bureau of Statistics. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That does not depart very far from that gen- 
eral rule. These figures were fixed because the resolution in that form 
came from Mr, Switzler, the chief of this bureau, and it seemed to the 
committee that it was well enough to leave it as suggested by him, 
giving 5,000 to the Senate and 14,000 to the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we are quite competent to judge of the 
number we want. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suppose so, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think the proportion fixed in the reso- 
lution is proper. I move to make it 6,500 for the Senate and 15,000 
for the House, in lieu of the 5,000 and 14,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘Then the Senator will have to amend the num- 


r. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution makes 20,000 the number. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. You had better say 6,000 for the Senate, 13,- 
000 for the House, and 1,000 for the Chief of the bureau. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not object to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution in line 7, 
so as to make it read: 

Thirteen thousand for the use of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives, 6,000 for the use of members of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the 
Bureau of Statistics. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


o>)? 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3314) for the relief of the heirs 
of Peter Poorman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3315) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military records of William I’. Pritchard and Will- 
iam 8. Pritchard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Aifairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (8S, 3316) granting a pension to Jasper 
N. Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee gn Pensions, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3317) for 
the relief of John F. Riley, collector of the estate of Samuel R. Hamil, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3318) to provide for the revocation 
of the withdrawal of lands made for the benetit of certain railroads, and 
for otber purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3319) granting the right of way through 
certain Indian lands in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech 
Lake and Northern Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3320) granting to the Duluth and Win- 
nipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3321) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Great Falls Narrow Gauge Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That Mrs. A. A. Coolidge have leave to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate her petition and accompanying papers, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Tervi- 
tory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7261) granting the right of way through certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 7223) to grant the right of way through the Public 
Land Strip and Indian Territory to the Montana, Kansas and Tetas 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (Hf. R. 7843) granting to the Citrous Water Company a right 
of way across Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway right of way acress a portion of the Sioux reserva- 
tion, in Dakvta Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland Railway 
Company the right of way through the Wind Riveror Shoshone Indian 
reservation. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 9th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2610) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across 
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company; 

An act (S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes- 
see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville, 
Ky.; 
aa act (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I offer it as an amendment to that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri pro- 
poses to amend the resolution reported by the committee by adding 
what has just been read. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, as far as the Committee on Pensions 
is concerned and so far as I myself am concerned, who drew the report 
now under discussion, it is a matter of perfect indifference whether it 
goes forth to the country in the shape it was presented or with the ad- 
dition of the President’s message in the Dougherty case. That case, 
with the message, has been referred to the Committee on Pensions for 
consideration, and will in due time receive all the attention which it 


deserves and be the subject of a report to the Senate. It is now in the 
hands of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT], who made 
the report upon which the bill was passed, for his advisement and con- 
sideration; but I deem it proper to say a word or two here in regard to 
the facts which the President did not place in their true perspective, 
as to being recent or remote—facts which were carefully considered by 
the committee, charitably considered, and, I think, justly determined. 

It would seem from the language used by the President of the United 
States in regard to this unfortunate woman, who, while working in a 
Government arsenal in making cartridges, suffered a severe accident, 
who lost her son, who had been made almost insane, as she says, wholly 
so—it would seem, I say, from the language used by the President in 
his message that she is at this present time a person of bad character 
and a drunkard. 

I took occasion when the files came again from the Pension Office to 
examine the record in that respect to find what ground there is for the 
assertions against her, I find that the police of this city report, and 
its latest report comes down no further than the year 1872, that this 
woman had before that date been arrested seven times and not nine; 
that the other two cases were of another person entirely; and that the 
President of the United States has gone back fifteen years to investi- 
gate the character of this poor, old, decrepit, half-crazed woman, for 
the purpose of putting an imputation upon her and thereby justifying 
the veto. From 1872 to 1888 this committee were advised that her con- 
duct had been proper. 

i find also, from the records of the Pension Bureau, transmitted to 
the Committee on Pensions for re-examination, in connection with this 
remarkable message, that on the 5th day of July, the date of the veto, 
a report as to her had been withdrawn from the files and delivered to 
the chief of police of the third Metropolitan district of Washington, and 
that it has not been returned. ‘The result of it all is this: That after 
the committee examined the action of the Pension Bureau, considering 
the case fairly and charitably, with care, the President of the United 
States has re-referred to that bureau the whole matter for its views as 
to the expediency of disapproving the action of Congress, and has gone 
back fifteen years in the records of the police department of this city 
to ascertain whether the woman at that time, so many years ago, had 
not, through her misfortunes or infirmities, been subject to the lapses 
from propriety which are detailed in the message; that all the time 
since, so far as we are advised by the most reputable authority in this 
city, she has been worthy of the charity which the committee in its 
judgment thought ought to be extended to her by the enactment of a 
pension act. 

In due time I assure the Senate that veto and all the facts will re- 
ceive the attention of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad this question has come up, and I hope 
it will be up every morning until some reason is assigned for this ex- 
traordinary proceeding on the part of the President besides the fact that 
it is within the power incorporated in the Constitution. I heard no 
other reason than that assigned by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] the other morning. The reason assigned by the apologists of 
the President all over the country is that he has this power. 

If the Senate will reflect a little they will find that there are many 
powers in the Constitution which may be abused. The President has 
power not to sign any appropriation bill and stop the wheels of the 
Government, and you have no redress. The Senate might refuse to 
pass an appropriation bill to carry on the Government; the other House 
might do the same. The very fact that these powers are intrusted to 
the different departments makes it possible for all persons having them 
in charge to abuse them. 

I can conceive no abuse liable to lead to more serious consequences 
than that the President of the United States with a salary of $50,000 a 
year and at an expense to keep up the establishment of several hun- 
dred thousand dollars more furnished by the Government, the whole 
country being dependent upon the proper conduct of that great office; 
I say I can conceive of no greater abuse than for the President to occupy 
his time in hunting about the police-court records to ascertain the char- 
acter of a poor woman fifteen years ago, to determine whether she is 
entitled to receive a pension for injuries received by her while in service. 

It seems to me that we can have that kind of service performed by 
cheaper-paid men. It seems to me there might be some other officer 
to do this detail work. I do object to the precedent that the President 
of the United States is to become a detective or that he is to examine 
all these details. If there is nobody in the country sufficiently honest 
to attend to these matters of small detail, then weareinabad fix. It 
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certainly can not be done by the head of the executive department of 
this Government. He has not the time; it is beneath the dignity of 
his office; it is not his business, and never was intended to be, and it 
never was supposed that any President of the United States would do 
more with the veto power than to protect his office from unconstitu- 
tional encroachments. That was declared over and over again in the 
debates in the convention that formed the Constitution. The univer- 
sal belief was that it would only be used on those occasions, but now 
we have the spectacle of its being used on disputed questions of fact 
with regard to verysmall matters with which the committees of the 
two Houses are charged, a Democratic committee in the other end, a 
Republican committee here, as conscientious and as honest commit- 
tees, I venture to say, as were ever in any Congress. And yet we 
hear these lectures day after day, the President upbraiding them for 
not performing their duty properly in regard to these small details, un- 
dertaking to say that they are not the judges of these facts when sub- 
mitted to them, but that he must deal in these small matters, and, as 
I stated heretofore, the whole expense, if all these bilis were permit- 
ted to pass, would be only about $24,000 a year. 

Why is it necessary for the whole form of government to be changed 
in order to have a competent person to investigate these details? If 
it be true that these committees are not competent, if we are to sit 
here and see the committees rebuked day after day, and their work re- 
pudiated and their characters destroyed—for it does affect the charac- 
ter of men to have their work characterized as it has been in these ve- 
toes—if that is the case, reorganize the Senate, reorganize the House, 
and appoint other committees. 

I venture to say, however, that no better men can be found in the 
Senate or in the other House than are upon these committees. 

This wrangle about facts of that kind is unbecoming in the head ot 
a@ great Government, and it was never expected of the President. I 
want these vetoes laid before the country, and I want the country to 
say whether the President has shown in any case such an emergency 
that he is called upon to exercise the veto to protect any of the consti- 
tutional rights of the Executive or to defend the Constitution in any 
respect. I want the country to judge of that. No bill can be passed 
but that an argument can be made against it; and because the Presi- 
dent has gone out of his way and made arguments against some of these 
bills on ex parte statements against them, is he therefore justified ? 

All our work may be criticised; we criticise it daily ourselves and 
properly; but to have it criticised in such matters by the Executive is 
changing the whole form of the Government. Although it may pass 
for the time being without notice, the time will come when these pre- 
cedents will come back to plague us on other matters than pension 
bills, other matters than claims; and others may use the precedent of 
two hundred vetoes in three years and assume the whole legislative 
power of the Government. 

I say it is one of the most serious matters confronting us, and de- 
manding more serious attention than anything that has come before 
this Congress, or is likely to come before it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishouldlike to call attention to one point in reference 
to these vetoes. The President in many of them seems to assume, 
after careful investigation, like that of a detective, or an investigation 
of any other character, that if he is able to fix upon the applicant for 
a pension a personal stigma therefore the whole country is under no 
obligation whatever and can be under no obligation whatever to give a 
pension to the applicant. I have not myself so construed my duty as 
a legislator in this regard. I have felt that when a man, whatever 
might be his personal character, had discharged his obligations to the 
Government, had risked his life, complied with his contract, and had 
suffered in consequence of his service to the country a physical disa-~ 
bility pensionable, if he were a man of the most excellent personal 
character, that he was equally entitled to the benefit of the country’s 
pension laws although in some respects he might not be up to the 
highest standard of personal behavior and character. I think we are 
bound by that rule. ’ 

We were willing to accept the services of everybody who was phys- 
ically competent to render them, and the life of the nation was saved 
very largely by men who had their little tantrums of drink andit may 
be other peccadillos, and some of them men who from time to time 
may have been guilty of serious offenses against the law; but it does 
not follow that because of these things, if they discharged their duty 
to the Government, in a way that if performed by persons of the most 
excellent reputation and character would have entitled them to a pen- 
sion, they are to be deprived of that benefit under the law although 
something may be shown against their reputation. A person may be 
guilty of the habit of using profane language and occasionally getting 
intoxicated, he may have even committed petit larceny or a breach of 
the peace, but if he has done his duty to the country he is entitled to 
his pension all the same, whether he be a man of the best character, or 
whether something can be said against his character. 

Now, in regard to this woman, she was pensioned by this special act 
because of the personal hurt she had received really in a dangerous 
employment, as dangerous almost as that of the soldier, in a cartridge 
factory, and forthat reason, and by reason of many other circumstances 
which bear upon the general merits of her case, this act was passed by 
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the two Houses of Congress. I think that even if the President had 
succeeded in establishing the fact that she was notin every respect the 
best of women, she still is entitled to the good offices of her country. 

I rose to say particularly in regard to this woman that only a day or 
two ago I received a card from Mrs. Dougherty and went to the Marble 


Room to see her, and she presented me a large envelope filled with tes- | 


timonials to her good name, and with a trembling hand and voice and 
tears in her eyes she said to me that the President of the United States 
had put an awful story about her in the papers of the country and 
begged that she might be vindicated, and those papers which I saw 
and passed back to her (and they will no doubt reach the committee; 
I hope they will, at least)—those papers, from many citizens, worthy 


people in this city, establish a high personal character on the part of | 


Mrs. Dougherty. I say this much in regard to her personal status. I 
do not know that anything can be said against her in the past. If there 
can be, it was certainly a gratuitous insult. 

I ask the Senators to recall their own personal history and the Presi- 
dent to recall his own personal history and say whether silence is not 
a welcome thing to usall. Let him whois guiltless cast the first stone, 
whether it be at one end of the Avenue or the other. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to make an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri—the amendment calling for the print- 
ing of all the pension veto messages of the President—to add these 
words: 

Together with the reports of the Committee on Pensions of the Forly-ninth 
Congress thereon, and the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment the fol- 
lowing: 

Together with the reporis of the Committee on Pensions of the Forty-ninth 
Congress thereon, and the views of the minority. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will not entertain seriously 

the motion to print 100,000 copies of the veto messages. It seems te 


5 


me a ridiculously small thing to do, and especially to publish a state- | 


nent about a woman, even though the statement is made by the Pres- 
ident of the United States under the circumstances. Upon the face of 
the statements made by the Senator from Minnesota, I would not vot 
to publish the message at all; but think of the idea of printing 100,000 
copies of a veto message on a pension bill about a poor woman! You 
had better pay her a pension ten times over. The cost of the publica 


tion would be ten times the amount of the pension she would get. It 


is simply a discreditable proceeding on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the motion of the Senator fir 


ym 





sixty millions of people. The Pension Bureau is one of the subsidiary 
auxiliary servants and creations of the nation. Clerks in that offic 
adjudicate these pension cases, and the President accepts the adjudica 
tion of a $1,200 clerk as superior to the judgment of three or 
dred members of Congress, and scolds us for overruling th 
his language, ‘‘in the most peremptory fashion.’’ 

Every act that is passed that changes an existing statute is an over- 
ruling of these subordinates, a new command to them to pursue a dif- 
ferent course hereafter. They are there te obey 1 
adjudications overruled. 

He says: 








is, not to complain of 


Adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overru i in the most pe torv 
fashion by these special acts of Congress, since nearly all the ben lar dl 
in these bills have unsuccessfully applied to that bureau for relief 


That is why they are here, because they have applied there unsu 
cessfully and they have been unsuccessful, not of necessity because the 
claims were unfounded, but the rigidity of general statutes makes it 


impossible to do justice in all cases. For what were the courts ot 
J 


| equity established during these centuries but to supply that wherein 


Missouri proposes to print 100,000 copies of all the pension vetoes that | 


the President of the United States has sent in. I must raise a point 
of order against that, but before doing so I will state my reason for 
doing it. Most of these vetoes have already been printed in the vol- 
ume ordered not long ago that contained the vetoes of all the Presi- 
dents up to date of the order. I have no personal objection to print- 
ing any reasonable number of the pension vetoes alone as an independ- 
ent document except this, that they give only one side of a case, and 
that if they should be issued by authority of the Senate and sent 
through the country without a protest, that might seem to imply a 


willingness at least to be silent under these grossly unjust insinua- | 


tions and comments of the President and his entire misconstruction of | 


the proper function of the veto power. 

For example, I do not wish remarks like these to go without a proper 
report of the committee of the Senate to accompany them: 

Unreasonable, unfair, and reckless granting of pensions by special acts. 

Eight hundred cases have been considered by the Senate Committee 
on Pensions during this Congress, of which three hundred have been 
reported unfavorably. 

The committee in the other House has a majority of Democrats, in 
the Senate a majority of Republicans upon these committees are men 
whose private and public lives are as reputable as that of the President, 


who are as good lawyers as the President, who are as faithful in the | 


performance of their constitutional duties as the President. I object 
to comments upon two committees of Congress and the two Houses ot 
Congress of that description from a President who is violating the Con- 
stitution by the character of his vetoes. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut in refer- 


ence to the last observation of the President he quoted, whether, on | 


the President’s construction of his constitutional duty, that he is a part 
of the legislative power and bound to examine and consider and ap- 
prove or object to every bill, he is not responsible for every single act 
of legislation that has passed Congress, except those that he has him- 
self vetoed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think so. I think the President makes a great 
mistake as to the function of Congress and the function of the Presi- 
dent. I do not propose, however, to go fully into the argument con- 
cerning the veto power, but I will briefly refer to the following state- 
ment in the same message: 


Adjudications of tiie Pension Bureau are overruled in the most peremptory 
fashion by these special acts of Congress. 


These two Houses of Congress represent the law-making power of 
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the statute law by reason of its universality is deticient—if I quote 
Blackstone correctly? This Congress is the great legislative court of 
equity to correct errors, to make exceptions, if it chooses to do so, and 
what is more common than for the Pension Bureau tosay in regard to 
a pension case unoflicially or even officially, *‘Our sympathies are 
with you; you really ought to have a pension, but the letter of the 
law is such that we can not grant it. Goto Congress.’’ And yet t 
President positively makes it an objection to these bills that the ap- 
plications have been once overruled there, whether by reason of the 
generality of the law or the impossibility of making out the case tech- 
nically under the law. 

It is the uniform practice of the Pension Committees to inquire first 
whether the application has been made to the Pension Bureau, and it 
the case be pending there, the committee makes it a rule to wait until 
it shall have been adjudicated, and then take up the question as to 
vhether equity does not require a different result. 

I object also to this remark of the President in his message, and iti 
among the things I wish to see replied toin any publication of the veto 





messages: 
Those with certain influence or friends to pushtheir claims procure pen ns, 
d those who have neither friends nor influence must be content with their 
te under general laws. It operates unfairly by increasing in numerous 
tances the pensions of those already on the rolls, while many other more «d« 
| serving cases from the lack of fortunate advocacy are obliged to be content with 


the sum provided by general laws. 

I am indignant, sir, at that which I would say outside of this Cham 
ber is grossly false. Whoare the friends of this poor woman Dougherty ? 
Who are her friends of power, influence, wealth? And in regard to 
99 out of 100 of the petitioners, what power have they over a Senator 
sitting here under his oath to perform his duty? Who knows them’? 
They are A, B, and C in the great list of humanity to allofus. They 
are known only by the evidence they send here, the certificates from the 
adjutant-generals of the several States, extracts from the rolls of the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office here, the affidavits of respectable citizens of their 
localities, etc. If there be one thing in which the great Congress of 
the United States imitates the Divinity it is in the mannerin which it 
listens patiently to the humblest and the least known in this and other 
matters. 

I raise the point of order that the proposition to print 100,000 copies 
of all of President Cleveland’s pension vetoes is against the rules, for 
it would require a volume of probably two hundred pages, and would 
cost far more than the rule permits us to order without the concurre1 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator proceeds, the 
Chair will state that the rule peremptorily requires that all motion 
print additional numbers shall be referred to the Committee on Print 
ing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not rise for the purpose of expressing any opin- 
ion in regard to the merits or demerits of this particular veto message 
under discussion, for I really know nothing about it, except what the 





a 





papers disclose. But there has been, it seems to me, a good deal of 


rather wild talk about the exercise by the President of his veto power, 
and a good deal of mock indignation has been manifested, I must think, 
for some other purpose than to get the bill passed; and many appeals 
have been made to our sympathetic feelings by Senators who have 
spoken in regard to this poor woman. 

I want to say, for one, that if it can be made to appear that injustice 
has been done to her, either to her legal rights or to her character, the 
Senator from Connecticut shall have my vote to correct it. 

Sir, I think it might be advantageous to have read occasionally some 
passages from a document which seems to have got into bad repuie in 
this body, to wit, the Constitution of the United States, and, with the 
permission of the Senate, I will have read part of section 7 of Article I 


| of the Constitution, beginning with the words ‘‘ every bill.’’ 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives ] Sen- 
ate shall, before it become a law, be presented to the President of the f ted 
States; if he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it with his ob- 
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jections to that House in which it shall have originated, who shall enter the 
objections at large on their Journal and proceed to reconsider it. If after such 
reco sideration two-thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be 
sent, together with the objections, to the other House, by which it shall like- 
wise be reconsidered, and if approved by two-thirds of that House it shall be- 


come alaw. But in all such cases the votes of both Houses shall be determined 
by yeas and nays, and the names of the persons voting for and against the bill 
shall be entered on the Journal of each House respectively. If any bill shall 
not be returned by the President within ten days (Sundays excepted) after it 
shal! have been presented to him, the same shall be a law in like manner as if 
he had signed it, unless the Congress by their adjournment prevent its return, 
in which case it shall not be a law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a good deal has been said about the 
violation of the Constitution by the President of the United States, 
because he sees fit in the exercise of his executive functions to with- 
hold his approval to certain bills passed by the legislative department 
of the Government. That provision of the Constitution, with all other 
provisions of that instrument, was evidently prepared with great care 
and with great caution. 

Mr. DAWES. And should be so exercised. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the Senator from Massachusetts says it should 
be so exercised, If he will excuse me for differing with such a distin- 
guished constitutional lawyer as that Senator is, I will say that ina 
great majority of cases I think it has been very judiciously exercised. 
That is my judgment. 

But if the Constitution has been violated, if the President has ex- 
ceeded his powers under the Constitution, the legislative branch of the 
Government has a very plain specific remedy provided by the Consti- 
tution. It says in terms that if two-thirds of both branches of Con- 
gress should not agree with the President’s action and should so record 
their votes by yeas and nays the bill shall become a law notwithstand- 
ing the objections of the President. So I can not quite see the force of 
this attempt to alarm the country, that the President of the United 
States is a usurper, that he has violated the Constitution, that he has 
been guilty of falsehood, that his own character is not above reproach. 

Sir, I shall leave those Senators who choose to characterize the head 
of a great Government in that language to have all the advantage that 
they think can be obtained fromit. For one, sir, I have too much respect 
for the high office to use that kind of language in speaking, in my oflicial 
capacity at least, and in a forum where he is not permitted to be heard. 
If 1 were called upon to express an opinion, I would say, what I be- 
lieve to be true, that this country is in much greater peril, that there 
is much more danger to the liberties of the people of this country from 
the usurpations of Congress, the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment, than from the executive. Wearein danger, sir, if some author- 
ity does not check this propensity on the part of the legislative depart- 
ment of this Government, of having erected upon the ruins of consti- 
tutional government all the evils of a parliamentary government with- 
out any of its advantages. 

I believe that the President of the United States has done this coun- 
try a very great service in the scrutiny and care and courage which he 
has manifested in the exercise of his constitutional right in interposing 
his vetoes upon many of these bills. 

Now, sir, it can not be charged, I think, successfully, and I believe 
it will not be, that in this matter there is any partisan feeling what- 
ever. I think that bothsides of this Chamber have voted with unusual 
unanimity and liberality in the granting of pensions to the Union sol- 
diers of this Government and to all of those who are dependent upon 
them; and it comes within my knowledge and within the knowledge 
of Senators upon this floor, that where there has been patent injustice 
in the exercise of the veto power the legislative department of the 
Government has promptly rectified it inaccordance with the provisions 
of the Constitution under which he acts; and if any injustice has been 
done in this case or shall have been done in one hereafter or has been 
done in the past, I venture the opinion that that injustice will be 
promptly remedied by both Houses of Congress. 

I therefore can not quite understand why this onslaught, this as- 
sault, this attack on the Chief Executive of this country should be en- 
tered upon with the indulgence of such epithets as I have heard this 
morning applied to him. I say that I can not appreciate and I can 
not understand it. I here and now pledge my vote and my support 
to override the President’s veto whenever it shall be made to appear 
to my judgment that he has been mistaken and has done injustice to 
the humblest citizen or the humblest individual in this country. 

Congress in my opinion has been toolax. I think I can afford to say, 
what is declared to have been improper on the part of the President, 
that it has been reckless not only in regard to pension bills but to many 
other acts of legislation, and the people of this country would have 
been in a very much better condition in my humble opinion if more of 
the predecessors of the present Chief Executive had exercised the same 
scrutiny and the same courage and the same independence in regard to 
the legislation of Congress. And in saying that, I do not intend to 
make in the remotest degree any reflection upon the patriotism or 
character of the distinguished men who have preceded him. Instead 
of being rebuked and denounced, my opinion is that he will receive the 
thanks of every patriotic citizen of this coun’ ry for the check which he 
has imposed upon this recklessness and carelessness by Congress. And, 
sir, in saying that, I plead guilty myself to the imputation and the 
charge, and I am prepared to take my share of the responsibility. 
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I will now repeat that if there is anything unjust or unfair or harsh 

| to this poor woman there certainly is intelligence enough in the Com- 

mittee on Pensions of this hody to demonstrate it, and if they do, I 

repeat my purpose and my willingness to override the President’s veto 

and see that justice may be done her in accordance with the provisions 

of the Constitution and with the orderly procedure of a legislative 
body constituted as ours is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina can 
not understand how this subject came before the Senate this morning, 
or to use, I think, more exactly his phrase, he can not understand the 
onslaught made upon the President of the United States. Sir, I re- 
ported from the Committee on Printing a simple, plain resolution to 
print an extra number of asomewhat unusual and elaborate report upon 
seven vetoed pension cases, because it contained an answer to many in- 
quiries made by citizens, and set forth though all too briefly, as I said, 
the views of the Committee on Pensions. 

Idid not bring up the Dougherty case. I did not bring up the 
President’s exercise of the veto power. The Dougherty case is only 
incidentally referred to here, because the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] arose to praise it and to specially adopt its language, and 
to desire that it might be printed in connection with a document to 
which it has no relevancy whatever. He brought the Dougherty case 
in here, and he brought it in by his proposition to override the rules, 
as he will see upon reflection, to print 100,000 copies of what would 
be a 200-page volume, containing all the President’s pension vetoes. 
He began a eulogy of the Dougherty veto. 

The Senator from South Carolina says that the President will receive 
the thanks of the country for his vetoes. Will he receive the thanks 
of the country for saying that among the innumerable widows and 
daughters of soldiers who are the beneticiaries of the Government, there 
are too many parallels to cases of drunkenness, larceny, and misde- 
meanor? Is that one of the things for which he should be thanked? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; I did not say a word or interrupt when the 
Senator was speaking. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I would not interrupt 
him without his consent, though I submit to interruption without the 

| slightest impatience. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I prefer that the Senator should wait until I get 
through. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted to correct what I thought was a misstate- 
ment on the Senator’s part; but I will do so afterwards. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TheSenator says the President will receive thanks 
for his vetoes. One of themcontains the language I have just quoted, 
which is a careless reflection upon the decency of allthese women. He 
will receive the thanks of the people, I suppose, for this expression: 

The theory seems to have been adopted that no man who served in the Army 
can be the subject of death or impaired health except they are chargeable to 
his service. 

TheSenator from South Carolinacan not make it appear that I havein- 
dulged in insults or personal reflections upon the President. I will not 
be guilty of that, but I intend tocomment freely upon his conduct within 
the line of public duty and without personal ill-will. And I say, as I 
said before, that the statement just quoted isuntrue. It is simply un- 
true that the theory has been adopted that from whatever cause a sol- 
dier dies his death is traceable to his service. But that it is so trace- 
able is true in a multitude of cases. There is no skillful veteran in 
the medical profession who will not tell you that no man who spent 
three or four years in that war, subject to its pliysical exposures, its 
terrible trials, has now truly an unimpaired constitution. 

I say further that the President will not receive the thanks of the 
people of this country for declaring, in the language I have before 
quoted, that ‘‘ adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overruled in 
the most peremptory fashion by these special acts of Congress,’’ when 
three hundred of eight hundred cases have been reported adversely; 
nor will he receive the thanks of the country for complaining that these 
persons have pensions granted after pensions had been refused by the 
Pension Bureau. He will not deserve the thanks of the country for 
declaring the conduct of Congress in this matter ‘‘ unreasonable, un- 
fair, and reckless.’’ 

Surely it is not a party question, as the Senator says. Indeed it is 
not, because it is a Democratic House that shares with the Republican 
Senate the charge of unreasonable and reckless and unfair legislation 
in this matter. Certainly this is such language as no President who 
ever was in that chair before him has used toward Congress. I appeal 
to the rhetoric and temper of these pension vetoes. Compare their 
terms with the language which, without an exception for a hundred 
years in all the messages of all the Presidents, has been that of delib- 
eration and courtesy and dignity and respect, and such as comes also 
from the Supreme Court, in dealing with co-ordinate branches of the 
Government. 

Now, sir, how many scores of violations of that sense of propriety can 
I furnish from these messages which are not merely disagreeable in a 
political sense—for with that we have no fault to find—not merely vig- 
orous, earnest, decisive, but they contain in them covert stings and in- 
sinuations concerning the wisdom, integrity, and common patriotism of 
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these great legislative bodies. Shall I make a bill of specifications and the framers of the Const 
There is scarcely one of his one hundred and seventy-eight veto mes- | importance to that featu iv : y 1 ‘ 
sages that does not contain something of the kind, even to the verge have hedged it about this provision of the Const 
of reflections upon the accidents to which soldiers in some branches of | fers upon the President t ht to veto bills which do n 
the service were peculiarly liable, as in the famous cavalry case ipproval. He has d t] as I | said, upon his respon 

But the Senator points to the Constitution, and he says that if the | and upon his judgment; and I repeat i he has violated the ¢ 
President does not approve a bill he shall return it. That section has | stitution, rin letter pirit, thes Dp hich 
a definite construction in the history of the Government. All the leg- | that power upon him ¢ Cong t I sy 
islation and all the vetoes have a general consensus of judgment as to | he may have mad i t ! 
the limitations of the words ‘‘approve it.’”’ It is not required of the | and tl liscussion of Pp 
President that he shall agree with us upon minute questions of fact to | du ler the Constit \\ 
which we have given elaborate consideration. Unless he is to ass it the slightest diffi 
to be an equivalent legislative body he must leave something to tl Mr. BLAIR obtained 
legislative judgment and power of Congress. Ali the legislat pow Mr. HOAR ] 
properly speaking, is committed to Congress. ply wa I 

But the veto power is evidently given to him, as the history of t] resolution which the § D [3 HA sked ft 
country shows, that he may allow Congress a ‘* sober second-thought I l 
in special cases; also that he may protect his own branch of the ¢ Mr. BLAIR. Iha I i, but I ' l 
ernment against interference and trespasses upon it; and further, that | important t tion s l be | 
1e may protect, if need be, the Supreme Court of the United § the S r i Mas 
from encroachment. These are the uses of the veto power. The Mr. HOAR. Y 
general construction and judgment of the country to that effect for a | HALE] reported from his com \ ( 
hundred years is shown conclusively enough in the fact tl I] ( ) sh « t 
predecessors vetoed but one hundred and thirty-three bill h 
ber runs up to over two hundred. Is this the first President in a « senate to give such a t 
tury who has found out the limitations of the Presidential e? ] 1 re tion and exan t that tl l aut ( ( 
this a new ‘‘ Daniel ne to judgment’’ to pass condemn 1 upon | that either |} 1. of t lat ( 
the illustrious line from George Washington down? Is it for him I has t rig t t am irtment of the G 
of them all, to assume the right to stigmatize the legislative branch i rd t it makes | 1 for t Li 
unjust, unfair, unreasonable, and reckless? Is he the only: who has : ! 
found that it is his business to be a judge of every minut Department as 
fact as if he was sitting in a dusty-foot court? So it would s to t | 

This is a new-fashioned Democratic party, which will put no limita- | t imim sage, exce] 1 t Treg 
tions upon a Presiden , Which has hedged its divinity about 1 } » which there is an ex) 3 statut 
a wall that even 60,000,000 people by their representativ st be- I call the attention of the Senat 
ware how they touch his majesty. who als ed in the objection, and I t 

Mr. BUTLER. I was very much in hopes that what observations I effect th 
made would have in a measure allayed the indignation of m 1 i 1] | S te will 
from Connecticut, and have induced him to pursue a more modera Mr. BLAIR. Mr. | ent—— 
and conservative course; but it is a little out of his way to manitest Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator willallow 
quite so much feeling in a matter of this kind. Mr. BLAIR. I prefer to proces 


I have stated that I thought the patriotic people of this count speak on this question, and it will soon 








would thank the President for the courageous manner in whicl I ( yurtesy at that t ) 
interposed his veto power. It was not quite fair for the Senato1 he PRESIDENT ) } ] : 
Connecticut to garble an extract from a veto message of the Presiden [Mr. BLAIR} is entitled to t 
and put me in the attitude of saying that the country would thank Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator ; ( 
him for that particular language, without giving the entire context of | cises the action of Congress in ence 
the message. lation with great freedom, and a 

I am no apologist for intemperate or improper language, if that is | in so doing by confessing t} 
improper language, which is used by the President of the United St greatest of all himself. I have no- 


or by a Senator of the United States. My judgment is thatthere is a | from South Caroli ng | nfess nd rt 
certain decorum which ought to be exercised in every department of | his word for it, and I doubt n it that the « 

this Government, one in dealing with the other. Iam not responsible | prove the proposition that he may have } 

for the language of the President in this particular message or any other. | himself and reckless in the « se and in the « 

He may have gone beyond the proper boundary, orhe may not. Ithink | I donot think he is justified by any fa 







he has quite a direct and, if 1 may use the expression, sledge-hammet gislat L¢ 
way in going at things that is pretty effective, something like the styl m Com ( ( 
of some of his distinguished predecessors in his high office. sn 
What is the remark of the Senator from Massachusetts ? é ( 
Mr. HOAR. I made the remark to a Senator at my side that th« ha en 80 
ones he went at with sledge-hammers seemed to be soldiers and widoy of p 
i Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says the President went at the soldi 
: and widows with a sledge-hammer style. Sir, I do not know that hi 
uses any stronger sledge-hammer than the distinguished Senator from t 
Massachusetts, when there was an opportunity to use sledge-ham upon née 
i mers. I never heard of his using any very destructive weapons at any h een vi 
i time, unless they were the weapons of language. But that isa matter ty (and I ask any one in the Senate Cham in H 
a for the President and the Senator from Massachusetts. Ihave nothing | sentatives, or in the United States to point rror if I co 
ry to do with that. I was simply discussing the veto messages in gen- | onc) that of all those cases which t re it has vetoed uj 
By eral, merits there has been none which was not a good sand Ww 
ot Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut says that the custom | ence to which there has come from paul t ted State 


eee 


and construction of that provision of the Constitution is so well recog- | the veto, afler the advertising of the facts to 

nized in this country that there can be no mistake as to what the | they were known and where t part 

meaning of the word ‘‘approve’’ is. Ishall not go into the diseussion.| to the accusations of the P dent Ch 

of that question with him. The language of the Constitution is very | something of in the State lissouri turned out 

explicit, very plain, and very simple, and I think is not susceptible of | another side to that, and that a Der 

any very great discussion. and ample response, esta r th ye 
The Senator then went on to say that the Democratic party was gis Phere have been a few 

ing a new construction to the powers of the President. I do n t 

derstand that the Democratic party has anything to do with it, The | another; but there ha 
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t un } lew cases, aS 1 


Pd Constitution of the United States settles that question. That r where the any da 

cs ulates the powers of the executive and the legislative and the judicial | the name of the persé foes 0 t j 
i departments of this Government. description, and ere | ed 

a The President of the United States places his construction upon it on | same person in the same ( 


his responsibility as President of the United States. He is plainly and | is safe. 


i unquestionably a part of the law-making power of this Government, Now, sir, in the last 
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of the regular chairman of the committee the duties of the chairman- 
ship devolved upon me during the most of the Congress, I took upon 
myself to send for all the papers in every vetoed case to re-examine 
them myself, every essential paper that there was in the possession of 
the Pension Office, and such evidence, in addition to that which the 
Pension Office possessed and the President possessed, as bore upon the 
merits of those cases. Ido not assume to be right always, but if it 
were my dying word I would say that, so far as I can judge, the Presi- 
dent vetoed quite as good cases as he approved, and, take them asa 
whole, the vetoed cases are cases of absolute merit, and the vetoes were 
outrages upon the rights of American citizens. That is my belief; not 
guilty outrages upon the part of the Executive, but outrages in the 
sense that he was wrong upon his facts and that it is the most natural 
thing in the world that he should get so. He could not re-examine 
these cases; he did not re-examine these cases. Every one of these 
vetoed cases which was examined or which had ever been filed in the 
Pension Office was referred to the pension officer with a request that 
the facts should be reported. The evidence in the possession of Con- 
gress does not go to the Executive, and of course the Department sus- 
tains itself, and the clerk who has been overruled, and who chooses to 
think he is snubbed when the American Congress forms a different 
judgment upon the facts than that which was formed by the clerk, re- 
ports the facts again and the President follows him. 

In some of the messages which he has sent to us, by reason of the 
curt and cavalier manner in which he expresses himself, one would 
think that if it was necessary for him to veto these bills he might have 
done it as a gentleman, not to say like a President. ; 

I had occasion to say something with reference to the Irish woman, 
Mrs. Dougherty, a few moments ago. Senators seem to question 
whether there is anything in these vetoes to irritate anybody, either 
the soldiers or those who took occasion to pass upon their claims in 
either branch of Congress. Let me read to Senators a case which oc- 
curred in the Porty-ninth Congress, that of Harriet Welch. I have 
the whole case here in the report of the committee in favor of allow- 
ing the pension, the veto message, and the report of the committee 
upon the veto message. The original report is this: 

Harriet Welch is the widow of Syreannous Welch, private Company C, Thirty- 
eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, who was pensioned for gun- 
shot wound of his left leg, received in the military service and in the line of his 
duty. The rate of pension was increased from one-half to three-quarters be- 
cause of increasing disability in the wounded leg. Again applying for increase 
of pension, he was directed to report for examination before the examining 
board of surgeons convened at Green Bay, Wis. Returning from Green Bay, 
Wis., he fell from the cars and was killed, September 7, 1877. 

John Hammer filed affidavit May 22, 1834, that ‘soldier's leg was so crippled 
that he could not depend upon it, and that it gave way many times and caused 
him to fall.’’ That itis his belief that in attempting to pass from one car to an- 
other while returning from Green Bay his leg gave out and caused him to fall 
between the cars, when he was crushed to death. 


In view of all the facts, the committee believe it to be their duty to report in 
favor of this bill, and recommend its passage with the following amendment. 


Which was simply one as to amount, and of course the amount was 


‘small. Those are the facts; that was the finding of the’committee of 


the Senate. The President vetoed the bill, and he said: 


The beneficiary named in this bill asks for a pension as the widow of Syrean- 
nous Welch, who was wounded in 1864 while in the service, and was pensioned 
therefor in 1867. In 1876 his rate of pension was increased. In 1877 he ap- 
pears to have applied to have his pension again increased, It is alleged that 
upon such application he was directed to appear before an examining board or 
a surgeon at Green Bay, Wis., for examination, and in returning to his home 
from that place on the 7th day of September, 1877, he fell from the cars and was 
killed, his remains having been found on the track the next morning. 

No one appears to have seen the accident, but it is claimed that he could not 
depend upon his wounded leg, and that it “gave way many times and caused 
him to fall.” From this statement the inference seems to have been indulged 
that his death wus attributable to the wound he had received thirteen years 
before. 

The widow's clalm, based upon this state of facts, was rejected by the Pension 
Bureau on the ground that the acaident resulting in death was not the result of 
his military service. 


Just as though it were not the result of his military service, if that 
is the limitation to the discretion of Congress if it be a case of merit 
or of commendable generosity to give the pension. 

And on an appeal taken to the Secretary of the Interior from that determina- 
tion the same was sustained. 

Now, this is what I call attention to, and I call attention to it be- 
cause I think it appeals to the honorable instincts of real men, of 
human nature even in its uncultivated form: 

Though this widow admits that prior to her marriage with the deceased sol- 
dier she had married another man whom she could only say she believed to be 
dead, I believe her case to be a pitiable one, and wish that I could join in her 
relief. But unfortunately official duty can not always be well done when di- 
rected solely by sympathy and charity. 

There was a woman who had lived with her husband and borne 
seven children, her husband had been wounded in the service of his 
country, and Congress thought that his death was attributable to the 
results of that wound; Congress thought that widow should have a pen- 
sion; and without the slightest occasion to call in question this domestic 
history, with not a particle of evidence anywhere to indicate that this 
woman had not been married honestly and upon a fair and legal pre- 
sumption of the death of her first husband, there seems to have been 
an intentional effort to cast upon her the slur of an infamous alliance 
and of illegitimacy upon her children, wholly outside of the record 
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and wholly unnecessary to reach the merits of the case. The com- 
mittee commenting upon the matter say: 


The principal facts upon which this claim is based are set forth in the previ- 
ous report of thiscommittee, which is hereto appended. The reason alleged by 
the Pension Office for the rejection of this claim is that the death of the soldier 
did not result from the service, The following newspaper account of his death 
appeared at the time: 

*Syreannous Welch (or Deuney, as he was generally called), a veteran and 
pensioner of the late war, was killed on the track of the Wisconsin Central 
Railroad, about 4 miles north of this place, on Wednesday night or Thursday 
morning last, and was mangled in a fearful manner, his head haying been cut 
into just above his eyes and his brains scattered along the track. He had been 
to Green Bay attending to some business relating to his pension and returned 
on the 11 p. m. train, He was known to have left Hilbert, but was not known 
to have ever reached Chilton, and it is supposed that he fell from the 1l p. m. 
train and was lying on the track, when the | a. m. train going north killed him. 
An inquest was held by Esquire Green, of this city, and a verdict rendered in 
accordance with the facts. The deceased was an industrious and hard-working 
man and was an engineer at Zech Brothers’ mill, and leaves a wife and seven 
small children to mourn his loss.”’ 


The committee proceed: 


The question is raised as to the legality of the marriage, which seems to have 
resulted in long colabitation and the birth of seven children. The claimant 
was married to the soldier June 7, 1868. There is nothing in the evidence to 
justify the slur which the President casts upon the chastity of this widow and 
the legitimacy of her seven fatherless children. Pensions have heretofore fre- 
quently been granted in cases similar to this. Human nature cries out aloud 
for the allowance of pension in such a case, and if this woman, with her seven 
small children, is to be deprived of it, your committee at least are glad that the 
responsibility rests elsewhere. 


From the reports in this large number of cases I might select others, 
many others. I was led into this debate from the circumstance that the 
Senator from Missouri moved that 100,000 of these veto messages be 
printed, many of which are libels upon Congress, offenses for which men 
in private life would aesail each other, at least in the courts; and I do 
insist that if 100,000 of these veto messages of the President are to be 
printed and sent broadcast all over this land, the committees which he 
assails and the individuals whom he assails in these messages shall be 
heard in the form of the reports of the committee upon these vetoes 
along with the accusations contained in the messages themselves. That 
is why I offered the amendment asking that with these veto messages, 
if they are to be printed, may go along the explanations, not to say in 
vindication, but the humble explanations of the members of the Pen- 
sion Committee, made through theirchairman in the last Congress; and 
if the resolution goes to the Committee on Printing, I trust they will 
bear in mind the great injustice they will perpetrate if they spread this 
slander and allow no opportunity for vindication to go along with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
has seen fit to characterize my observation with a good deal of freedom, 
and he complains that I have criticised the actionof Congress. He then 
goes on to say that I having confessed that I was the chief sinner and 
principally responsible for the negligence and recklessness of Congress, 
he had no doubt the evidence was quite sufficient to convict me on 
that confession. Ofcourse I yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire in the earnestness and devotion and fidelity with which he trans- 
acts the business of a Senator from a sovereign State. I know, sir, 
that he, ia that respect, is entirely beyond criticism; but I may be 
pardoned for saying that I think the greatest blessing that could over- 
take this country, to say nothing of this Senate, the greatest good that 
could befall us would be that the Senator were less faithful to the line 
of duty which he has marked out for himself, for I think if there has 
been any incumbrance, any incubus upon the sensible, orderly, re- 
spectable discharge of the duties of this body, it has been in the person 
of the Senator and the measures which he has introduced for our con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator please to specify what measures he 
refers to? 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, it would be absolutely im- 
possible to specify. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it would. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I might take everything he does in solido, 
and repeat the proposition. We should be infinitely better off if he 
were less attentive and would fatigue us less and fatigue the country 
less with many of the measures which he brings into this body for our 
consideration. Isuppose the Senator sets himself up as a model, and 
he feels called upon for an excuse for making the observations and 
criticisms upon me which he did. 

Well, sir, he says it ismuch more manly, he will pardon me for say- 
ing so much more in accordance with that standard which he himself 
attempted to establish a few minutes ago of manliness and courage to 
attack a man where he has the right to vindicate himself, as he has 
done in my case, than to attack the President of the United States 
when he knows the President has not the opportunity of replying to his 
aspersions. 

He says that the President atleast might send his vetoes in like a gen- 
tleman. Why, Mr. President, what a calamity, what a terrible calam- 
ity it would bé to this country if the standard of a gentleman had to 
be established by the Senator from New Hampshire! Why, sir, it 
would undermine, it would destroy every rule upon the subject recog- 
nized among civilized people. And yet the Senator says the President 
of the United States might at least have sent his veto messages in like 
a gentleman. God save the mark! 








1888. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


. . . ' 
He says that I, as a member of this body, discussed with too much 


freedom the action of the Senate and of the Congress in passing bills 
and making laws for thiscountry. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire inform the Senate and the country how many pension bills we 
pass per minute from that desk? We pass them so many per minute. 


I understand one hundred and forty-seven bills were passed in an hour | 


and ten minutes. 
supposed at least to guard with reasonable fidelity and attention the 


that Treasury one hundred and forty-seven bills to pay money in one 
hour and ten minutes—over twoaminute. Yet theSenator says I have 
been too free in criticising the action of the Senate, and upholding the 
President of the United States when he calls a halt upon that manner 
of doing business, and voting the money of the people out of the Treas- 
ury in that reckless way, under his power under the Constitution; and 
because I saw fit to advert to what I thought was bad practice, and 
which I think every Senator on this floor in his heart will admit is a 
bad practice, am arraigned, I am personally charged with neglecting 
my duty. 

I perhaps have not more courage than the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, perhaps not as much, but I have the courage to do what he does 
not seem to have—to admit when I have made a mistake, and not at- 
tempt to create a diversion with the facility of a demagogue appealing 
to the soldier vote of the country, and then arraigning me because I, 
as I thouglit, in a modest and perfectly proper and conservative manner, 
criticised the action of this body for recklessness not only in that re- 
spect, but in a good many others; I mean not only in respect to pen- 
sion bills, but tomany other matters. I believe every honest man will 
admitit, and in making that admission he does not necessarily cast a 
personal reflection upon the gentlemen constituting the committees of 
this body. I have said not one word of disparagement of any gentle- 
man of the Committee on Pensions. I have the highest personal re- 
spect for the chairman; I have the highest personal respect for the 
members of that committee; but they are not infallible, and neither 
am I. If I had any doubt of the virtue and propriety and wisdom of 
that provision of the Constitution, the conduct of this body and, if I 
may be permitted to say so, of the other House has justified, if any jus- 
tification were needed, the wisdom of those who framed it and made it 
a part of the fundamental organic law of this country. 

In making that statement I did not intend to do, and I did not in 
point of fact do more than what was my right within the strict rules 
of parliamentary propriety, as I understand them; and there was noth 
ing in my opinion to justify the Senator from New Hampshire in his 
arraignment of me, saying that I had neglected my duty and that he 
had no doubt the evidence was quite sufficient to convict me of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina can 
not escape the predicament in which he chose to place himself by in- 
sulting me for accepting his own words as the only proof I was looking 
‘to or that I know of that he is a negligent Senator. 
floor of the Senate and denounced the Senate and the House as reckless 
bodies, failing to discharge their duty with that attention to their oaths 
and their obligations with which a common carrier must transport a 
bag of salt in order to avoid liability under the law. That is what the 
Senator said, and he clothed himself with the larger share of the com- 
mon insult by saying that he confessed to it. I denied his evidence so 
far as I myself was concerned, based upon my own consciousness, and, 
so far as I know, any other of the Senators, oreven the Senator from 
South Carolina, for I believe he is really innocent of the charge, not- 
withstanding the exigency of this debate made it necessary for him, in 


The guardians, the representatives of the people, | 


OISI 


the land a quarter of a century ago there would have been free mei 
and a free ballot in his own Southern country as well as in the North 
and the institutions of America would not have been threatened with 
subversion and destruction by a too successful rebellion that flaunts 
itself now under the iorms of government and boasts that it does added 
work under the old flag. 

I am aware that it is getting to the time to close this debate to-day, 


i 


| but I wish to say to the Senator from South Carolina that while I claim 
Treasury which contains their taxes and their money, vote out of 


| open executive session will be dispensed with. 


He rose on the | 


no excess of courage and never expect to be called upon to exhibit even 
the ordinary courage of a Senator or a civilian, I shall not shrink from 
any test probably that he sees fit to subject it to. 

The Senator from South Carolina seems to think there is necessa- 
rily wrong legislation because one hundred and forty-seven pension 
bills were passed in an hour. I have seen vast sums of money, single 
items covering more than all the pension cases vetoed by the President 
combined, passed here just as fast as the Clerk could read line after 
line. Who found fault? Nobody. They were true and just charges 
upon the Treasury of the United States. They had been investigated 
by committees. They had been investigated by the Executive Depart- 
ments and acted upon without investigation by committees of Con- 
gress. Who ever found fault with that form of recklessness in I 
lation? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause. The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. GEORGE rose. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will be al- 
lowed to proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not proper that I should seek to retain the floor. 
I have said what I care to say. There may be an opportunity for re- 
suming the debate, if it be necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 


c1S- 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. GEORGE. Imove that the Senate resolve itself into open execu- 
tive session with a view to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama [| Mr. MORGAN] and the fisheries treaty in open 
executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive 
If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the last 
The Exec ive Clerk 


session. 


will report the pending treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty (Executive M) between United 
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- 
tion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 188%. 

Mr. GEORGE proceeded to addressthe Senate. Havingspoken over 
two hours, 

Mr. GRAY said: If my friend will yield to me, if it be agreeeble to 
him, I will make a motion to adjourn at this time, or if any Senator 


| wishes to have any other business transacted I will move that we go 


order to defend his Presidential candidate, when he was charged with | 


that which constitutes the lack of the ordinary qualities and forms of 
expression that attach to a gentleman, to say nothing about official in- 
tercourse, to confess to himself and to fasten upon this body an oppro- 
brium which does not belong there. 


Finding himself in that predicament, and I endeavoring to rescue 


everybody else, at least myself, and confessing that his own evidence, | 


for I could not doubt the veracity of a Southern gentleman, qught to 
be taken against himself, passed the matter along, and then undertook 
to vindicate myself and my own committee in the last Congress. I 
thought I had a right todoso. I did not understand that in so doing 
I was exhibiting the qualities particularly of the hero or the coura- 
geousgentleman. I did not suppose I was to be complimented with the 
insinuation that I probably possessed more of courage than the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. I never surmised that, nor that I might un- 
derstand what he means by insinuating that the Senator from New 
Hampshire is a demagogue. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Hampshire is no traitor. 
is not indebted to the mercy of his country for his life-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Andif he has offered measures here on this floor which 
have not met with the commendation or the approval of the Senator 
from South Carolina, God knows if they had met with his approval it 
would have been for his own good; and the Senator may see the time, 





He 


and the Senate and the country may see the time, when if the measure. | 
which I suppose he has principally in his mind, had become the law of | 





into legislative session. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like very much to have an opportunity toca 
up Senate bill 405. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam willing to do whatever is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate. I move that we go into legislative session. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall ask to take up a bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to take the Senator from Mississippi oft 
the floor. 

[Mr. GEORGE’S speech will be found complete in the succeeding 
day’s proceedings. } 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the object to 
he to enable the Senator from Mississippi to retain the floor to complete 
his speech hereafter. ‘The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


sion. 


ll 


The Senate is now in legislative ses- 


HOUSE BILLS 


REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian A ffairs: 

A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory totheSt. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7261) granting the right of way through certain jands 
in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. Rh. 7223) to grant the right of way through the Public 
Land Strip and Indian Territory to the Montana, Kansas and Tex 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting to the Citrous Water Company a right 
of way across Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, Arizona; 
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A bill (H. R. 7864) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway right of way acrossa portion of the Sioux reservation, 
in Dakota Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian 
reservation. 

APPOINTMENTS TO CLASSIFIED SERVICE. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, in the nature of morning business, toask that 
the resolution of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], which came over 
from yesterday and to which I interposed an objection, may be now 
passed. There will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Maine, coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commissioners be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to send forthwith to the Senate the information relating to certifications 
and appointments in the classified service in Washington called for by resolu- 
tion of the Senate adopted May 1, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the House of Representatives be requested 
to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cummings’ Landing, 
Lincoln County, Arkansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 62) to provide for 
fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside, unless the Senater from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has some other dis- 
position he desires to make of it, so that I may ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law. The Senate must bave observed the diligent effort 
I have made now for some five or six weeks to get this bill heard, and 
from my much speaking I hope they will consent to dispose of it. Will 
the Senator from Oregon assent that the fortification bill be tempo- 
rarily laid aside? It would be a very kind thing to do. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall consent if I can procure an agreement of the 
Senate that the coast-defense bill be laid aside to be considered imme- 
diately after the Army appropriation bill is disposed of. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would like to have that considered 
first, and I have no objection to that arrangement. 

Mr. HOAR. If it be laid aside informally it will come up again. 
That is the effect of it without any stipulation. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be laid aside informally. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to its being laid aside informally 
for the day. That will enable the Senator from New Hampshire to 
call up his bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator may get the arrangement he pro- 
posed, that it be laid aside until after the Army appropriation bill is 
considered. Then the bill I wish to call up would become the unfin- 
ished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to ask unanimous consent from the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be laid aside informally to be taken 
up immediately after the Army appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other 
seacoast defenses be informally laid aside, its consideration to be re- 
sumed after the completion of the Army appropriation bill so called. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield to 
me to call up a private bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the question be taken on my motion, and then I 
will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. BLAIR. I now yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator to yield to me to enable me to 
ask the Senate to take up a bill which I think will elicit no discussion. 


Mr. BLAIR. I can not yield to anything where I do not have the 
assurance that it will not consume time by debate. 
Mr. SPOONER. If I find thatit elicits debate I shall withdraw the 
request. 
Mr. BLAIR, Very well. 
MRS. SARAH L. LARIMER. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up the bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for impor- 
tant services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek 
Station, Wyoming, and for loss of property taken by Sioux Indians. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator designs to ask that the pending order be - 


laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will preserve the rights 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer the sum of $5,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full for valuable services rendered by 
her to the Government in the year 1864, by giving important information to 
Captain Shuman, in command of the United States troops, and others, of the 
evil designs of hostile Indians, while she was held in captivity by them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment. In lines 5 and 6 of the amendment I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,”’ 
and to add at the end: F 


Said sum to be paid out of any funds due to said Indians if there be any avail- 
able for such purpose, and if there be none,then out of any money in the 
Treasury not o appropriated. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The araendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri call 
for the reading of the report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can state to the Senator from Missouri, I think 
in a few words, the case, and it will take less time than to read the re- 


rt, 
poWhile this lady was traveling with her husband and a considerable 
number of people in 1864 she was captured by the Sioux Indians. A 
large amount of property was taken from them, I think the testimony 
shows about $10,000 worth. Her husband was in ill health, a wounded 
soldier of the Union, who had recently been discharged. She was 
captured, and in a day or two escaped carrying her child some 75 miles 
or thereabouts. She gave information to the troops of the United 
States, which it is established by overwhelming evidence prevented 
their falling into an ambuscade and their destruction. A small band 
of the troops, in violation of the order given in pursuance of the in- 
formation, fell into an ambuscade and were destroyed. 

A Mrs. Fanny Kelly, who was captured at the same time, and who 

also gave information to the Government which was beneficial, was 
some years ago paid $5,000 by the Government. The bill was $5,000 
for services and $5,000 for property. One of these sums was taken out 
of the annuities due the Indians, the other was appropriated out of the 
general fund in the Treasury in her case, and in support of her claim 
there was presented a statement signed by Spotted Tail, Swift Bear, 
and other chiefs and warriors of the Sioux Indians, acknowledging the 
massacre and destruction of property and consenting that payment be 
made out of the funds dueor to become due to the Indians. Of course 
that statement is just as applicable to the case of Mrs. Larimer as it 
was to the case of Mrs. Kelly, for she was captured at the same time 
and was in the same ion, so that there is no question as to the 
identity of the tribe, nor is there any question as to the capture and the 
outrage. 
There were before the committee, and are appended to the report, 
affidavits of the officers who commanded the Federal troops, testifying 
in detail to the information which Mrs. Larimer gave to the troops and 
to the value of that information. 

We were obliged to report against her claim for reimbursement for 
the property taken, because her title to it as against her husband was 
not satisfactorily established to the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inguire of the Senator to what In- 
dians the bill refers ? 

Mr. SPOONER. It refers to Spotted Tail and Swift Bear and other 
chiefs and warriors of the Sioux Indians, who acknowledged this mas- 
sacre and consented to the amount paid to Mrs. Kelly being deducted 
from their annuities. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not recited in the body of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; but it is recited in the report. It is simply 
stated in the bill that the amount shall be deducted from the funds 
due to the Indians if there be any funds available for the purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. Ought it not to be more specifically stated in the bill 
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itself, because it simply says ‘‘ out of any funds due to said Indians?’’ 
There are no specific Indians mentioned in the bill. 

The Senator will recollect that there are no funds properly due to 
the Sioux Indians, because all of their funds that they had at the time 
of the war to which I suppose this refers were confiscated into the | 
Treasury. It would not be proper to say a fund now due to those very 
Indians. 
moneys as were confiscated ’’ by a certain act. 


Perhaps it would be proper to say ‘‘to be paid out of such | 


| 


On two or three occa- | 


sions money has been paid to individuals which it was supposed right | 


to charge over to that fund, and it has been necessary to specify that 
particular fund. 
I think the Senator’s statement shows that the money ought to be 


paid out of any funds that are dué to the Indian tribe that committed | 


the offense, and if there are no such, and the moneys were confiscated 
belonging to this particular tribe, I think it had better be charged to 
that fund. It occurred to me that the Senator would hardly carry out 
nis own idea by the language of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no possible question as to the identity 
of the tribe. The administrative officers of the Government would be 
able to ascertain that fact without question. 

Mr. DAWES. Would they obtain it through the bill? Ought not 
the bill to specify it? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to put in the words ‘‘due to said Indians so 
holding her in captivity,’’ and if there be an official statement on record 
that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. DAWES. I should think the Senate ought to go further and 
charge it on to this confiscated fund, if there are no moneys due to 
thoseIndians. Thereare no moneys properly due to those Indians now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then under the bill it would be payable out of the 
general funds of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. That would be as long as short, for the money is in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be as broad as long. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This isa meritorious bill. It is an Indian dep- 
redation claim. It amounts to that. It is no more meritorious, how- 
ever, than perhaps some hundred other bills that are pending in vari- 
ous committees of the Senate. 


I make no objection to the passage of this bill, because, as I said, it | 


is a very meritorious bill; but I simply desire to call the attention of 
the Senate and of the various members of the committees who have 
this character of bills before them to the fact that it is high time to 
consider all the bills that are in committee which belong to this class. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the fact that there is 
a resolution on the table, which has been lying there for some time, 
providing for a special committee; and I hope that all the members of 
the Senate will join with me at a very early day in passing that reso- 
lution and raising a committee which will have nothing else to do, and 
which can take up this subject and consider it. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot want to antagonize the bill, but I wish to 
emphasize what has been said by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

This Indian tribe, a very large tribe, committed very gross outrages 
upon the people of the United States in the early days of our late war, 
and from that on down for several years. The whole tribe, or the 
members of it, are supported now by the United States as a gratuity, 
practically. None of them toil or labor, and all of them are fed and 
clothed by the General Government. 

There are in the Northwest, some of them coming under my per- 
sonal observation, 2 great number of men who suffered by their depre- 
dations, some of them being actually ruined, all of their property de- 
stroyed, and who in their old age find themselves practically destitute, 
not being aided or assisted by the General Government in any shape 
or manner. 

Up to 1859 the Government of the United States regarded it as its duty 


to make good to the citizens of the United States the losses they had in- 
curred by a failure on the part of the Government to protect them against | 


the Indian depredations that were committed prior tothattime. Since 
that date nobody has had any claim except by a special act of Congress. 
Occasionally some man who comes here and hires an attorney on the 
outside, who belabors Congress day after day, and week after week, and 
year after year, gets an appropriation to pay him for depredations of 
this character. I think in the last twelve years since I have been 
familiar with this body there have been perhaps as many as that num- 
ber of claims passed. There are a great number equally meritorious 
which are not provided for at all. 

I agree with the Senator from Oregon that there ought to be some- 
thing done to reimburse those people, who were not allowed to reim- 
burse themselves, as frequently as they might have done, by going after 
the Indians in times when it was scarcely to besaid that there was war 
with the Indians, when the whites were obliged to allow the Indians 
to take their stock and drive it away, knowing that the Indians were 
within their reach, rather than to precipitate a war, which would have 
allowed them to regain possession of their stolen stock. 

I think the committee that is charged with this matter ought tomake 
some effort to provide by some general system of law that this class of 





| 
| depredation ¢ laims. 


| 


| 








| 


| 





OS3 


cases should be paid. I know something about this case and the « 

case which has been mentioned. This case has come under my obser 
vation, and I agree with the Senator who presents it that it ought to be 
paid. It ought to be paid out of the money of these Indians, if mag 
| have any, and if they donot have any, it ought to be paid out of th 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. One observation made by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] ought possibly to receive some att aon from the Sen- 
ate. Sometime ago we established a bureau to investigate these Indian 
I understand that fourteen henienl of these claims 
have been passed upon by the bureau, and all that is necessary is fox 
Congress now to take them up. The evidence was furnished, passed 
upon by lawyers who are employed in that bureau, and the facts col. 
lated by examinersin the field; and yet neither House of Congress does 
anythingin the matter. Fourteen hundred of these claims have passed 
through “that bureau and are re ady now for the action of Congress, and 
yet no legislation is had, and I un \dertake to say that the youngest ot 
us will never see any. 

Mr. STEWART. The way is to have—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I think I shall be obliged to ask my friend from Wis- 
consin to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose we can have a vote on the bill now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me say that to-morrow and next day have been 
set apart for discussion of the fishery treaty. I hoped this evening to 
dispose of the labor bill, but it looks to me that we may fail to do it if 
this discussion proceeds, so that I can hardly be justified in allowing 
it to go on further. 

Mr. SPOONER. This claim does not involve at all the principle ot 
the payment of the Indian depredation claims. If there is to be further 
debate, I feel bound to withdraw it for the present, however. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


| shire call for the regular order? 


Mr. BLAIR. If there can be a vote without debate, I shall not do 
so. Otherwise I must ask for the regular order. 
Mr. DAWES. I move to amend theamendment by striking out the 


words I have indicated and inserting: 


To be paid out of the unpaid annuities stipulated to be paid to said Indians 
under the treaties, but abrogated and annulled by the act approved February 
16, 18653. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the dictation of the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. REAGAN (to Mr. DAWES Let the bill go through. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the amendment. Senators are impati 
and think it is sufficiently definite. If they are satisfied, I shall 
press the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
shire demand the regular order? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to a vote, but I can not yield to 
further debate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill tocompensate Mrs. 
Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military author- 
ities in 1864, at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming.’’ 
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Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


ACCOUNTS UXDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 
The bill provides that whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, 
has been employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States since the 25th of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting 
eight hours a day’s work, shall be paid for each eight hours he has 
been employed as for a full day’s work, without any reduction of pay on 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

All claims for labor so performed in excess of eight hours per day are 
referred to the Court of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis that 
eight hours constitute a day’s work, and judgment is to be given 
against the United States in favor of each claimant for the amount 
found due, to be paid as other judgments of the Court of Claims against 
the United States. 

An amendment was reported by the Committee on Education and 
Labor, in section 2, after the word ‘‘limitation’’ in line 9, to strike 
out: 

Or payment made or receipt given for a less sum per day than the full price of 
a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act. 

So as to read: 

No statute of limitation shall bar the right of recovery. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope it will be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Now I offer an amendment at the end of line 14 
of section 2: 

And provided further, That any amount allowed under this act toany claimant 
shall only be paid to such claimant in person, or to his administrator or heirs. 

I want to cut off claim agents and attorneys from getting three- 
fourths of this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send the amend- 
ment to the desk in writing ? 

Mr. COCKRELL prepared his amendment and sent it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 14of section 2 it is proposed to add: 

And provided further, That any sum allowed or found to be due to any claim- 
ant under this act shall only be paid to such claimant in person if living, andif 
dead to his administrator or widow and heirs. 

Mr. BLAIR. The general law as it now stands is supposed to pro- 
tect the Treasury and claimants against the raids of agents as fully as 
they need be protected. I will send to the desk to be read section 3477 
of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tion. What does the Senator mean by the payment to a claimant in 
person? Does he mean that he must go to the Treasury? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not have that meaning? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not atall. The payment must be made to him. 
The payments are all made by warrants, and they must be delivered 
to the claimant, and not to the claim agent. That is the difference. 

Mr. HOAR. Sent by mail? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thousands are sent by mail. 

Mr. HOAR. I know what they do now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I want; the warrants to be sent by 
mail directly to the claimants. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the phrase the Senator uses has a known leg- 
islative meaning which he can state better than I can because he has 
more experience in such matters. He says now that the money shall 
be paid to the claimant in person. That would not, in the ordinary 
parlance, include the sending of a check or draft by mail in my judg- 
ment. If I should testify that I paid the Senator in person and he 
should prove that I sent it by mail, would not that be a contradiction ? 
To secure what the Senator wants, I think he had better put in two 
or three words which will make that meaning beyond question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly willing to put in any words the 
Senator may suggest to carry out the meaning. 

Mr. HOAR. Say “or sent by mail.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. ‘‘Or by draft payable to his order.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Or by draft payable to his order.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. No,I do not want it payable to his order. I 
want it payable to him. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure the Senator does not want to have anything 
inserted that will entangle this matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainiy not. 

Mr. HOAR. If the warrant is payable to him, he will have to go 
to the Treasury to get the money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; any bank will pay it. After the war- 
rant is issued it is as assignable as greenbacks or United States bonds. 

Mr. HOAR. No, not when it is expressly payable to order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is payable to aman he does not have to put 
in the words “ or order;’’ he can assign it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How can a bank carry it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same as any other draft payable to order. 
If it is payable to a man it is payable to his order. There are no such 
words required in a warrant from the Treasury Department to make 
it assignable. 

Mr. HOAR. Putin the words ‘“‘in person or by warrant sent to him 
by mail,’’ and then they will issue it in the ordinary form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, they will issue it in the ordinary form. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
reported at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And provided further, That any sum allowed or found to be due to any claim- 
ant under this act shall only be paid to such claimant in person, or by warrant 
sent to him by mail, if living, and if dead, to his administrator, or widow and 
heirs, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will now read the 
section of the Revised Statutes sent up by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3477. All transfers and assignments made of any claim upon the United 
States, or of any part or share thereof, or interest therein, whether absolute or 
conditional, and whatever may be the consideration therefor, and all powers of 
attorney, orders, or other authorities for receiving payment of any such claim, 
or of any part or share thereof, shall be absolutely null and void, unless they 
are freely made and executed in the presence of at least two attesting wit- 
nesses, after the allowance of such a claim, the ascertainment of the amount 
due, and the issuing of a warrant for the paymeutthereof. Such transfers, as- 
signments, and powers of attorney must recite the warrant for payment, and 
must be acknowledged by the person making them, before an officer having 


authority to take acknowledgments of deeds, and shall be certified by the offi- 
cer; and it must appear by the certificate that the officer, at the time of the ac- 
knowledgment, read and fully explained the transfer, assignment, or warrant 
of attorney to the person acknowledging the same. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the general law which applies to the collec- 
tion of all claims of this character and all other claims paid from the 
Treasury, and I do not see any necessity for any amendment to the 
bill in that regard. The Senator from Massachusetts, who I see is not 
paying attention tothis now, although he did alittle while ago, has more 
constituents interested in this than anybody else, and I would like him 
to frame the clause in such a way that they can obtain their money 
without trouble or embarrassment to anybody. I only wish to get it 
so that it will be satisfactory and right. Ido not see any occasion for 
an amendment to the bill, not the slightest, and I object to the amend- 
ment for that reason. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law which the Senator has had read at the 
desk has been upon the statute-book for many years, and notwithstand- 
ing that law is upon the statute-book it is of daily occurrence that the 
Treasury officials send to claim agents and attorneys here in Washing- 
ton the warrants that are issued in payment of claims. I now have 
two constituents whose warrants have been kept in the hands of claim 
agents here, one for a year, an $800 or $900 warrant, and another for 
eighteen months. They get hold of them; they can not use them, but 
they will not deliver them up until they can get 35 or 50 per cent. out 
of the warrant. An attorney has gone into the courts of this District 
and tried to get out an injunction to prevent a Secretary of the Treasury 
from issuing a duplicate upon my application that a duplicate should 
be issued of a warrant which he had taken, and which, refusing to de- 
liver to the proper owner, should be treated as a nullity. The matter 
is now pending in thecourts. In another case there was a controversy 
between the home attorney and an attorney here in regard to a fee and 
the amount of it, and there the warrant has been held in the hands of 
the attorneys here for nearly eighteen months, according to my recol- 
lection. The party entitled to it can not get his warrant. 

Now, if this bill becomes a law, just the moment these warrants are 
ready to be issued parties will come in with their powers of attorney 
and demand that these warrants shall be delivered to them, and under 
the law they have a right to have them delivered, as it has been de- 
cided from time immemorial. They will put the warrants in their 
pockets and tell these men, ‘‘Give us 25 or 50 per cent. and you can 
have theewarrant.’’ If this bill passes without this restriction it is a 
law for the benefit of the claim agents purely and solely, and not for 
the benefit of the laboring people. The claim agents will get the lion’s 
share of the whole thing. I want these words putin so that there shall 
be no doubt upon the question that these laboring men if they are en- 
titled to anything shall get it themselves, and not have 25, 50, or 75 per 
cent. deducted by claim agents or attorneys who have done nothing for 
them in any manner, shape, or form. I insist upon the amendment as 
an absolute necessity to guard the interests of these claimants. 

Mr. BLAIR. If an abuse of the kind which the Senator speaks of 
exists it is in violation of law, and I certainly am willing to make a 
special law for this case to prevent any abuse, though I think it can not 
occur except by violation of the law, which expressly provides that no 
assignment shall be made. I have no objection to the amendment if 
the Senator knows of abuses that are arising. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an assignment made. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Department issue the warrant to nobody but 
to the party himself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been universally ruled otherwise. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a violation of law. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It has been the universal rule. Other Senators 
here knowit. The Senator who is chairman of the Claims Committee 
will sanction what I have said. There is no doubt of it. Every one 
who has had occasion to investigate such matters knows thatis the way 
the warrants are issued. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then why has not the Committee on Ciaims, of which 
the Senator himself has been so long a distinguished member, given us 
general legislation which would provide against the abuse? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has never been any complaint until within 
the last few years. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why did not the Senator provide against it in the last 
few years? Now the Senator says there is an abuse. I will not take 
up time, but put it in the bill so that there shall be no abuse in this 
case at all events; butif it exists it is in direct violation of law. I 
hope the Senator will go further with his vigilance and give us a gen- 
eral bill to correct the abuse entirely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That any sum allowed or found to be due to any claim- 


ant under this act shall only be paid to such claimant, in person or by warrant 
sent to him by mail, if living, and, if dead, to his administrator, or widow and 


heirs, 
Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to strike out ‘‘ administrator or widow 
and heirs’? and insert ‘‘ personal representatives,’’ so that it will read 
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or 


‘and, if dead, to his personal representatives. 
every person who has a right to it, whoever it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the universal phrase. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will beso modified. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would be the technical interpretaticn of 
‘legal representatives ?’’ 

Mr, HOAR. ‘Personal representatives,’’? not ‘‘legal representa- 
tives ’’—a different thing altogether. A personal representative is an 
executor or administrator, unless by some peculiar system of legislation 
another party in interest comes in. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘“ Legal representatives’’ would not do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to ‘‘ personal representa- 
tives’’ being put in. 

The PRESIDENT gro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. AsI understand this bill, Ican not vote for it. This 
is one of the most unjust propositions that has ever been made. The 
eight-hour law of 1868 has been for twenty years in operation. Per- 
sons who agreed to work ten hours a day for a day’s wages and have 
accepted it and have receipted for their compensation, now come in and 
ask that a law should be passed giving them wages for the hours they 
actually worked at the rate per hour which a day’s work of eight hours 
would be. 

Now I understand, Mr. President—I speak from information derived 
in the Committee on Education and Labor—that the demand for this 
legislation originated among the shipwrights or workers in the ship- 
yards at the Boston navy-yard. Theycame before the committee; there 
were some intelligent men who claimed this; and they admitted that 


That comprehends 


, 


at the time they were employed in that yard the commandant told | 


them distinctly or in written notices communicated to them that if 
they engaged in the employment of the Government they must work 
ten hours a day. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me right there for saying that 


the theory upon which this bill goes is that that written notice com- | 


municated by the commandant was in direct violation of the law. 

Mr. PAYNE. That Idonot believe. There was perhaps an abun- 
ance of labor there, more than the demand, and there was competition 
to obtain work. There was nocompulsion onany one. There was not 
a man employed by the Government who was compelled to work for 
the Government ten hoursaday. He did it voluntarily because it was 
an object for him pecuniarily to do so, and this notice by the com- 


‘Mmandant was given and pay accepted under it at the end of every 


thirty days. Each man’s name is on the pay-roll. He was paid for 
his thirty days of work. The cost for the construction of a new vessel 
or the repair of an old one went into the accounts of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and it is there undisturbed from that day until this. The Su- 
preme Court have passed upon these claims. Very ingeniously did 
Senators seek to get into the first section of the bill something that 
would give validity or legality to these claims. The Supreme Court 
decided this matter in the case of Martin vs. The United States, re- 
ported in 4 Otto, page 400; which is thus stated in the report of the 
committee: 

In this case the claimant was at work undera special contract to work twelve 
hours per day from the Ist of October to the Ist of June for $2.50 per day, and 


ten hours per day from the Ist of June to the Ist of October at $2.25 per day. 
The court held that the act of June 25, 1868, constitnting a day’s work, was a 


the length of time which should constitute a day where no special agreement 
was made on the subject, but as claimant had made a special agreement he 
must be bound by it, 


That is perfectly plain. It is perfectly reasonable and perfectly just, 
for because of the superabundance and the oversupply of labor it would 
not command in the market more than that rate for ten hours’ labor. 
The workman freely accepted it, and yielding his iabor with that un- 
derstanding, the Government has paid for it, and I want to know by 
what right in law or in equity that man should have this additional 
pay? He has not earned it, and he has expressly and distinctly aban- 
doned his claim to it; having had notice that the extra time should 
not be paid for as work. I do not think that the bill would apply to 
men in ship-yards only. The provision is very general. It applies to 
all persons in the employment of the Government. It applies to po- 
licemen. 

Mr. PLATT. No, it is limited in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I beg pardon; it says everybody in the employment 
of the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘‘ Laborers, workmen, and mechanics.’’ 
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just what they claim. I should like to ask the cl 


en 


OLSS 





Mr. RLAIR. If he works more than eight hours, he ought to | 
paid for it according to law. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio it 
he is not aware that this is perfectly in accordance with the precedent 
of the Government itself? 

Mr. PAYNE. The very report of the committee in this case shows 
hairman of the com 

How many mill- 





mittee what is the estimate of the cost of this bill. 
ion dollars? 

Mr. BLAIR. I willanswer that question by asking another—because 
it is my right, living in the northeast part of the country—whether it 
be more or less, what consequence is it if the debt be justly due? 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose it is not justly due? 

Mr. BLAIR. If it be justly due, the bill should pass if the amount 
due is the smallest amount that could be mentioned. However, the 
Senator’s question deserves a more direct answer, which I can give 
either now or later. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to have the Senator give an estimate of 
the cost and expenditure under the bill if it passes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not do it for the reason that the executive offi- 
cers say that it would require a very prolonged and troublesome ex- 
amination of the pay-rolls of the several Departments for quite a num- 
ber of years of time past, and unless there should be a law by virtue of 
which it should become necessary to ascertain the balances due it is 
hardly thought that they will undertake the investigation. But the 
Secretary of the Navy, as I understand from documents which were be- 
fore the committee and which are in the report of the House commit- 
tee if not in that of the Senate committee, has estimated that the amount 
due employésin the Navy Department, where the great majority of the 
cases are, would not be over $3,000,000. It might be very much less, 
and I imagine it must be very much less for the reason that upon an 
examination of the subject we find that these men did not overwork 
their time according to the law of eight hours during the winter, six 
months of the season, so that the extra pay they earned would only 
apply to one-half of the year, and it nearly all applies to the years be- 
tween 1876 and 1883, inclusive, making eight years,so that it really 
covers only about four years’ time. 

I have heard various estimates by workingmen’s committees and 
others who have examined the subject as well as they could, and the 
sum is put all the way from a million dollars ora million and a half to 
four milliondollars. I never heard a higher estimate than $4,000,000 
from any one who claimed to know about or to be interested in the sub- 


ject. But the question after all is whether the Government ought to 


pay it. The Government has paid for eight hours’ work, and many 
of these men performed labor to the amount of ten hours daily for « 
part of the year. Ifthe Government were able to pay for eight hours’ 
work, they ought to pay for two hours’ work in addition. 
” Mr. PAYNE. Is the Senator answering my question? 

Mr. BLAIR. IthinkIam. Iwas trying to show the Senator that 
his question is irrelevant. It is a question of conscience really, in 
the first place, whether we owe anything or not; and if we owe any- 
thing, we do not owe over $4,000,000, according to the largest esti- 
mate. 

I will answer the Senator’s question further, for the Senator will 
observe that I have not had the floor yet to present the points of the 
issue. Senators have commenced discussing it just as the subject oc- 
curred to their minds from time totime. I presume we should get 


| along quite as fast if I had taken the floor and had had an opportunity} 
direction by Congress to the officersand agents of the Government prescribing | along quite as fast if I had taken the floor and had had an « pportunity 


to explain the subject in the usual way. 

Mr. PAYNE. Go on. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have here a list of men whose names appear upon 
the Government register during the period which the workmen and 
the Departments understand to be covered by the bill. This informa- 
tion, as I am told by the committee of workmen, was obtained on their 


| solicitation by an order sent through the War, Navy, and State Depart- 


Mr. PAYNE. It applies to every one in the employment of the Gov- | 


ernment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will excuse me, the language of the 
bill*is ‘‘ whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government.”’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Is not the policeman a workman? Is not the fireman 


aworkman? What is heif he isnot? He is not a capitalist; he is a | 


laborer. 


ments, and they thought the Interior Department also, though that 


| would not be so very material, there not being a great many under 


that Department touched by the bill in any case. They received this 
reply: 

Statement showing the number and residences of mechanics, workmen, and 
laborers in the several States and Congressional! districts entitled to buck pay 
under the eight-hour law and under the provisions of Senate bill N 6 and 
House bill 1539 of Fiftieth Congress, as appears by the oflicial register of the 


United States 

I may say there have been six committee reports, three in the House 
and three in the Senate, if I am not mistaken in my recollection of 
them, after careful examination, favoring this bill in different Congresses. 

Alabama, 649; Arkansas, 94; California, 1,090; Connecticut, 64; 
Delaware, 58; Florida, 116; Georgia, 242; Illinois, 523; Indiana, 267; 
Iowa, 275; Kansas, 97; Kentucky, 374; Louisiana, 275; Maine, 979; 
Maryland, 126; Massachusetts, 988; Michigan, 257; Minnesota, 475; 
Mississippi, 170; Missouri, 353; Nebraska, 77; New Hampshire, 356 
New Jersey, 157; New York, 2,521; North Carolina, 230; Ohio, 145 


| Oregon, 265; Pennsylvania, 92%; Rhode Island, 62; South Carolina, 


55; Tennessee, 362; Texas, 410; Virginia, 1,174; West Virginia, 352; 
Wisconsin, 222; making a grand total of 14,767 different men who are 
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supposed to be interested in this question, and I have here the sum 
distributed among the Congressional districts of the country, the States 
where they are, and I ask to have the whole printed. 


Statement showing the number and residences of mechanics, workmen, and 
laborers in the several States and Congressional districts entitled to back 
pay under the eight-hour law, and under the provisions of Senate bill 405 
and House bill 1539, of Fiftieth Congress, as appears by the official regis- 
ter of the United States. 

ALABAMA, 649. 


First district, James T. Jonzs: 


A labama River, Clark and Monroe Counties..................cccscscsscersscecses 32 
Mobile City, Mobile and Washington Counties ....................c00e00 cece 24 
*56 





Second district, Hitary A. Herserr : 


eee Rane, Sr EI obi ccreiiansssnterciioninnniinddansulniestonmcetecse 18 
Alabama River, Montgomery Count y...........:sscccsscssesseeccesssesssessessceees 24 
+42 





Fourth district, A. C. Dayrpson: 
Wy Se, Se SI nc cncoviccassepnnsdasetatinuvevionsbiisens » 26 
Alabama River, Wilcox, Dallas, and Lowndes Counties........ 





Sixth district, J. H. BANKHEAD: 





Tombigbee River, Green and Pickens Counties... .........000000+0ese+sesere 
Warrior River, Green and Tuscaloosa Counties..............cccccesscceeeeeeees 62 
$92 
Seventh district, Wu. H. Forney: 
Coosa River, near Greensport, St. Clair County,...............ccserssseesseeees 761 
Eighth district, JosepH WHEELER: i 
Tennessee River, Florence, Tuscumbia, Lauderdale, and Colbert | 
CER ne rconecsesinnaninninnieaeeevnmneenined petpeepeaneneeiemmndtnees +338 


ARKANSAS, 94, 


First district, PornpexTEerR Dunn: 
Mississippi River, Desha, Lee, and Mississippi Counties................... +32 











Second district, C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: 
Pine Bluff and Jefferson Counties .......ccrccccovscccocccccecscescceesseesccssceccecces 22 | 
Dien 8s BROOD cecocrsccecnncovsescesvnvcexeessvepenqeoneneosonepesspponessoncses csoceenseccosce 28 

+50 





Fourth district, Jonw H. RoGrrs: 
Little Rock and Pulaski Counties ............0:.secceeseesens whlideieneeicaid nabadenlerben 72 


CALIFORNIA, 1,090. 


First district, T. L. THompson: 
Eureka, Bagineer Deparstmenst.......ccccscccrsrsressrescscseresecsececessasses scocessecees +38 








Third district, Jos—rpH MCKENNA: 
Mare Island navy-yard.............00+ snuseubsindabesesebanesencsienen Siibanprainanconesssice 816 
Senicia arsenal ...... .....c00--cecesees oe 54 
Oakland, Engineer Department..............s0s0.0«++ 33. 
3 
Fourth district, W. W. Morrow: 
San Francisco, Mare Island and navy-yard: 
Employés........ Jennpbaaus denne cnenissesnesivernnnessenns divovescidens nsbiighedadbvenniaedeces ° 68 
Fifth district, CHoarRLes N, FELTON: 
San Francisco, Engineer Department........ evcccveeecocesens cosses 
Sixth district, WILLIAM VANDEVER : 
Wilmington and San Diego, Engineer Department ..............0000+ aaoinne q44 
CONNECTICUT, 64. 
Third district, Cuaries A. RussELL: 
PCY Re, WIT MIRO: 6ccece se neintadtev pointes chusnintvetetscevessstennettcaosviden 64 
DELAWARE, 58. 
First district, J. B. PeENINGTON : 
Lewes, Engineer Department............... sista ivdlaiaadtueth tebibctinse csvcgeibaialis +58 


F.Loripa, 116. 


First district, R. M. Davipson: 
Pensacola navy-yard and Santa Rosa Count y..........00..ceseesssecssennensenene 44 
Chattee River, Liberty and Calhoun Counties.... 40 





Warrington, Escambia County ......... tihitias didi Sadidisiateetinsaichviones 18 
+102 

Second district, CHARLES DOUGHERTY: 
BONE Wis <sanvasnnissenansntiagniienectanieesinaenoersnsiondamnpaiverens cuttin wobaggnitnoncnbensbene 8 
FD BI cccnnencesescinnianecmpemannbesints bnghnerabicbehenenphedaentpaecentisovcosn coseontson 6 
+14 


GEORGIA, 242. 


First district, Taomas M. Norwoop: 

Savannah, Engineor Departngent.................0cceeesseseeesenerneeees caneenenees 
Second district, H. G. TURNER: 

Chattahoochee River, Fort Gaines............scesceeseersseecenensenernneeeenenee eee "3S 


Third district, Coar.Les T. Crisp: 
Oconee River, Mount Vernon 
Ocmulgee River, Lumber City. ...... 





Fourth district, Taomas M. Grimes: 

Chattahoochee River, Columbus...................c0ssc0cse0s seovenssenes eetseneecssess +31 
Seventh district, J. C. CLEMENTs : 

Coosa River, Floyd County...........0....0...ccccseseeres sssuses +82 


*Per hour and per month. + Per hour. 


ILurnols, 523. 
First district, R. W. DuNHAM: 


a kc atalino ine alana ninneuiine 34 
Second district, FRANK LAWLER: 
I inc asecanseneatennsddiiabbadadgucteass tesiecioe abchemneviecnentucns ewetieescembnntntetes 48 


Third district, W1LLIAM E. Mason: 

















RII <osictnsincinitinonnabemntndinntigtbaerussséubuineses ceranvnnsueoneannneneenennsrees heeuteeNt 22 
Fourth district, GEorGe E. ADAMs: 

disci ashs <p scetitia dl asad easvds iocabebeueeaserstss oeceetovedeters -nveuaehieneththibsactes 82 
Eleventh district, WILLIAM H,. Gest: 

Books FalamG ermal in .ccesssvcces cseesscerecssccvseseescocvcsss sess: gnaccececescorepsososesese 294 
Twelfth district, G. A. ANDERSON : 

Quincy, Engineer Department 2 

Kampsville, Calhoun County, Engineer Department ........00000000 0000 36 

*57 

Eighteenth district, Jenvt BAKER: 

East St, Louis, Engineer Department ........0c.ccseecrssecceereeeeeerenseeee sarees $36 


INDIANA, 267. ° 
First district, ALvin P. Hovey: 
Wabash River, Gibson and Posey Counties.............:.cccsesseeeeceseeeseesenses *65 
Second district, Joun H, O’NEALL : 









Wabash River, Knox and Sullivan Counties ........... .ccceccecsccesccceeseeeens *53 
Third District, Jonas G. Howarp: 

Jeffersonville, Clark County, Engineer Department.....................0008 *46 
Eighth District, James T. JoHNSTON : 

Wabash River, Fountain, Vermillion, and Vigo Counties.............4. *72 
Tenth District, WrLLIAM H. OWEN: 

EK CH csdiccscetcetets tocescerdudacrsbinseigee.coscsessbsselsponesheinonduns tavbassbansoncenes 731 

IowA, 278 

First District, Joun H. Gear: 

Bapokewk, Baaineek Denarteen’..0..0000.00.crccresseccessovascccssenccvencesesescoscscoss *39 
Second District, WALTER I. HAYEs: 

Davenport, from Rock Island arsenal ........c0.-.0:.ssreecceeseceeeeeeeseneserene cee 165 
Seventh district, E. H. ConGER: 

Des Moines, Engineer Department....... *32 
Eleventh district, I. S. STRvUBLE : 

Sioux City, Engineer Department.. *42 

KANSAS, $7 

First district, E.N. MorRiLu: 

I ns cis rk is didialiantnaiane ediiaaanigtansohuns dechaninaeghtaieleetalbacertittipeeese 28 

ET  estinin tchiaaauicutiicnancidects rravesdtencss$nuanaacsdeconelagueesenqnante 38 

166 


Second district, E.H. Funston: 

Wyandotte and Kansas City, Kans., Engineer Department............... *31 

KENTUCREY, 374. 

Fifth district, Asour G, CARUTH: 

Louisville, Engineer and Quartermaster’s Departments..................+ p34 
Seventh district, W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: 

Kentucky River, Henry and Owens Counties......... c.ccccccseeeeeeeessereee oe #121 
Ninth district, GEorGr M. THoMAs: 





Louisa, Big Sandy River, Engineer Department............cscseceeeeesereeene +35 
Eleventh district, H. F. Frviey: 

Cumberland River, near Somerset, Pulaski County........66 cose ceserseeeee 148 

Cumberland River, Smith’s Shoals.............. Ratinseens Geena vivenetabdetbiacenie 36 


LovIsIANA, 275. 
First district, T.S. WrLKINSON: 





New Orleans, Engineer Department .. ............::sssseeseeeeeseeeeeeeeteeneneenses $24 
Second district, M. D. LAGAN: 
New Orleans, Engineer Department...........00.....:ssessessseseseseeesseeensescssees t19 


Fifth district, C. NEwron: 








2e2tLake Providence and Mississippi River, Wilson’s Point 25 
Madison and East Carroll Parishes..................c0ccssseessees 207 
a $232 





MAINE, 979. 
First district, Tuomas B, REED: 


TT I cia sotcnecetavnebsiveuctutveeevceiceses. coterbnin’ es 324 
Portland, Engineer Department..............sccccessseseesees Ticlhicissediveddedics 7 
*399 





Second district, NELSON DINGLEY, Jr. : 


an acca scenguptendh ohibh voceinagsiadnaasimmvennieneuiioen 216 
Third district, Sern L. MILLIKEN: 

I hs a ss csladantsennsisekancvsieitintevenpenanns 115 
Fourth district, CHARLES A. BOUTELLE: 

IIE sichsirctteckaghs Ferivcrsins xesieultecuustdacbaseiusinbanksteksotecuaaneodips 249 


MARYLAND, 126. 
Second district, Fkanx T. SHaw: 


Baltimore, Engineer Department.................cececescsetesceccssesescoresesapenssees 22 
Third district, HENry W. Rusx: 

Baltimore, Engineer Department... .................0010 sescsesesesssesessosssescnsnens 28 
Fifth district, Barnes Compron: 

Fort Foote, Fort Washington, and Prince George County................. 42 


748 Sixth district, Lours E. McComas: 


Montgomery County, work done in District of Columbia.................. 34 
MASSACHUSETTS, 988, 
Third district, LEoPOoLD Morse: 
Boston, from navy-yard and custom-house.. ... 0.0... 0.0.60... cc cee cee see cee tee ees 121 


Fourth district, Parrick A. CoLLIns: 
Boston, from navy-yard and custom-house..... 0.00... 6c... cee cee eee eee eee eee eve 106 





Fifth district, Eynwarp D, Haypen: ° 
ae NR: SINIIN acruecis Lely Urea Iaido spcindecn aivctigcinpedisenoens dick shetbbeims aap 72 
Boston and Somerville, from navy-yard....... 0.0... ......cccceeseesserensneees eetens 93 
170 
* Per hour. 7 Per hour and per month. } Per month. 
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] MASSACHUSETTs—continued NEW YORK—continued 
Sixth district, Henry C. LopceE: ... | Eighth district, Torotuy J. Cawpsent 
Everett and Boston, from DAVY-VArd 22... cseseeeeeneees sasseeseecenerenenanee oD | Engineer Department, navy-yard, and custom-house employés 
; Twelfth district, Francis W. RocK WELL: | Ninth district. S. S. Cox — 
1 NI nn. ocsiticetanutiinticgciantinniesinnen ene he 06 | Engineer Department, navy-yard, and post-office building employés 12] 
: MICHIGAN, 257. | Tenth district, F. B. Sprvova 
; Fifth district, MzLBoURNE H. Forp: | Ee Engineer Department and customs store-house — it 
‘ Grand Haven, Engineer Department................csesccseeeeesneeeeees iinele +og | Eleventh district, T. J. MERRIMAN : ce os 
: Seventh district, J. V. WHITING : Pi Engineer Department, navy-yard, and custom-house employés 118 
‘ Sand Beach, Huron County, Engineer Department..................... = #51 | Tw = district, W. B. CocKRAN si . ‘ = 
Eleventh district, Sera C. MoFFAT? : | ay, ; nsineer Department and post-office building employés : 
Sault Ste. Maric,.........c...cececvvesseessesecee ered crieceneeics +130 | Thirteenth district, A. F. Frreu 
oe - Engineer Department and custom-house employés 62 
MINNESOTA, 473. | Fourteenth district, WreL1AM G. STAHLNECKER 
Fourth district, Epaunp Rice: Navy-yard, Engineer Department, and post-office buildir 
Minneapolis, Engineer Department................:.-ccceceeceeceneeeeees ecesien 20 | Eighteenth district, FE. W. GREENMAN 
St. Paul, Engineer Departament, ...... rcccceccrorscessescscscsseccesssecesecevessesecese : 44 | West Troy arsenal , sieentili 182 
__—— Nineteenth district, CHARLES TRACEY 
164 | Troy arsenal employés is 
=== | Twenty-seventh district, W. W. Nurrin 
Fifth district, KnutE NELSON: | Engineer Department, Oswego 
a Leech Lake, Engineer Department... (©. cccssceccccesceerecereces 345 | Thirty-second district, J. M. FarquuHaRr 
; Brainard, Engineer Departament .............cccosrecesssrecersccsesesssereceees : 64 | Engineer Department, Buffalo ; 21 
: ——<— | Thirty-third district, Joun B. WEBER 
*409 | Engineer Department, Erie County 
Mississrprr, 170. } Nortu CAROLINA, 230. 
cs Third district, Tomas C. CATCHINGS: First district, L. E. LATHAM: , 
Vicksburg, Engineer Department.............. 38 Engineer Department, Beaufort : cose *38 
Sun Flower County ...............006 hisniceiibhag abaadiabeicaniiiaaleanaeniasanilnes shit 34 | Second district, F. M. Simmons 
ae Engineer Department, Kinston aivetale i7 
*72 | Third district, C. W. McCLamuy 
——— | Cape Fear River, Engineer Department .......... ‘ *124 
Fifth district, C. L. ANDERSON : Sixth district, A. M. RowLAND 
Yazoo River, Yazoo and Holmes Counties ...... sileiiiipecoentndieiglenien dite #39 | Engineer Department, Wilmington vee “2 
Sixth district, T. R. STOCKDALE: Outro. 143 
Natchez, Engineer Department.................... 66. 6 cose painiedonbeasCamapesiaonis *31 HIO, 143. 
Seventh district, C. E. Hooker: First district, BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH 
Mississippi River, Claiborne und Jefferson Counties........... 28 Cincinnati, Engineer Department : is 
Mrssourr, 353 Second district, CHARLES E, Brown e 
; tae . oe Fi Cincinnati, Engineer Department’.................. — +63 
First District, WILLIAM H. Hatcu: Seventeenth district, JoserH D. TayLor: 
I os sass ive ssputedowsieibinuin a ‘ t 23 Marietta, Engineer Department.. : 2 
Fifth district, WILLIAM WARNER: 
Lexington, Engineer Department......................+. natenaipaltnbgivedinnilientindiensiantis 31 « 


























. a ae : ; OREGON, 265. 
Kansas City, Engineer en i dal ceed i _ st... eee eee 
{7 Cascade Locks, Coos Bay, and Yaquina Bay...... 0.0.2.2... .ccc:.ceeeeees l 
4 meen Fort Stevenson einteiphtnnad ; 7 
& Sixth district, Joun T. Hearn: peg ot 
ab Glasgow, Saline, and Howard Counties............ sitihljeindiedaiditinadaitale ‘ “64 "265 
ss Seventh district, Joun E. Hutton: 
be Louisiana and Pike Counties ....................ceseeeeeeeeeenes enetnee saaeitcinaieadiad t 28 PENNSYLVANIA, 923 
a Eighth district, J. J. ONE: First district, H. H. BrincHam: 
3 St. Louis, Engineer Department.......................... day éteianinauinen sin . t44 Philadelphia, navy-yard employés............... ‘ 109 
s Ninth district, Jomnw M. GLOVER: Second district, CHARLES O’ NEILL 
Re St. Louis, Engineer Department....................c0ececeeeseeees pamacaiien seine 432 Navy-yard and arsenal employés : : Jediteia Rf 
Ps = | Third district, SamvEen J. RANDALL 
5 Tenth district, MARTIN L. CLARDY: Navy-yard employés...... 34 
in CR, RAO, MemeORe Tre OG in cece s occ ccc cescesecoscccvsescsccosccsesess - 18 | Fourth district, Writ1aAm D. KeELiey: : 
F Jefferson County....... indi halhhasuseenapetheniniinehelacdianedpestontaracns ; 36 Navy-yard and arsenal employ6s..................0.scsceeseeee 13 
iy St. Genevieve County......... te a ibededsaeenAieadbidindesemneeios 283 | Fifth district, A.C. HARMER: 
r —_— Navy-yard and arsenal employés... vali f 
i 82 | Twenty-second district, Jonn DALZELL: 
; == Davis Island Dam, Engineer Department. sui 62 
. Fourteenth district, JamMEs P. WALKER: Twenty-third district, Taomas M, BAYNE 
i New Madrid, Engineer Department 21 Ohio River, Engineer Department.............. “ { 
Cape Girardeau oi 12 | Twenty-fourth district, Oscar L. Jackson: 
—_— Ohio River, Engineer Department...... eee : 49 
: == Ruope Isianp, 62. 
# NEBRASKA, 77. First district, Henry J. Spooner 
z First district, Jounw A. McSHANE: Newport, from Fort Adams and Block Island, Engineer Depart- 
: Omaha, Engineer Department............... uvugoumunceaees 88 ment.... eso wscuscesescnensosecesoocescosesnonessesesesevessee ccccsunccses #62 
B Nebraska City, Engineer Department............ . 21 See , — 
Be Plattsmouth, Engineer Depantenent... enhoanet 18 SouTH CAROLINA, 55. 
. First district, SamvcEL DIeBLe: 
Bs ‘77 Charleston, Engineer Department... 22 
— Seventh district, WILLIAM ELLIorT: 
: New HaAmpsuHire, 356. Georgetown and Peedee River.................. 
be First district, L. F. McKryney: TENNESSEE, 362. 
5 > ve ane 
: Portsmouth, navy-yard..... sesesereevanace sssenneeseanecsnssecensenennaccsas sunnussecen ° 356 Third district, Joun.R. NEAL: 
“ NEw JERSEY, 157. Chattanooga and vicinity, Engineer Department 
& Third district, Jomn Keay, Jr.: Fourth district, Benton McMILLIN 
Ly Elizabeth, Engineer Department........... saiaiiaealisia Siatbedliideidialdiaitieniel 12 Smithville and vicinity, Engineer Department... "42 
= Fifth district, WrLLIAM W. PHELPs: Sixth district, J, E. WASHINGTON : 
% I ick eek nidshy népines tocneceseusene saiidcubsimnainielehlnnaatien sidimpan ‘ 87 _, Nashville and Dover, Engineer Department idemeanabboid *182 
ri Sixth district, HERMAN LEHLBACH: Eighth district, B. A. ENLOE: 
i Newark, Engineer Department................cscoccc-sssecsenseeesesenens exes bisa 16 Tennessee River, Perry and Decatur Counties 
3 Seventh district, WILLIAM McApoo: Tenth district, JAMES PHELAN 
y Jeraey City, Tengineer Denartement,............000....c0..ccccscocsescecscves scones s00 42 Memphis, Engineer Department seecevees euseouenscovess neni *34 
: New York, 2521. 7 Texas, 410. 
First district, Perry BELMONT: | First district, CHARLES STEWART: 
Staten Island...... a 130 Orange and Newton Counties, Engineer Department ial : #34 
Queens County 73 | Second district, W. H. Martin: 
. | Sabine County, Engineer Department a . $32 
203 | Seventh district, W. H. Crary: 
, _ | Galveston, Engineer Department +2§4 
: Second district, Fei1x CAMPRELL : | Tenth district, Josepu D. Savers 
4 Engineer Department and navy-yard employés................. i cniemmadnde i 121 | San Antonio, Ordnance and Quartermaster Departments... *6 
4 Third district, S. V. Wurre: | Vir a 
bs Engineer Department and navy-yard.................cccccceceees pe ; 838 | _. ae iRGINtA, 1,174. 
Ae Fourth district, Perer B. MAHONEY: | First district, T. H. B. Brown 
é Engineer Department and navy-yard employés.......... padhidinimiedeitine bi 186 | Fredericksburgh, Engineer Department.......... - 
& Fifth district, Ancu. M. Buiss: we haa 
Engineer Department and navy-yard employés.......... - 172 Second district, G. E. BowpEn 
Sixth district (New York City), A. J. Com™ines: Norfolk navy-yard..... ceeeees vidivascini ‘ 702 
Custom-house and post-office building employ6és.........0........<..000 ™ 73 Fort Monroe and arsenal .................. siete eueaneneevene cess “ ly 
Seventh district, L. 8S. BRYcE: 
Engineer Department and post-office building employés....... ; 64 21 
* Per hour. + Per hour and per month. t Per month, *Per hour. +Per month. {Per hour and per mont! 
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VIRGINIA—continued, 


Third district, GzorGce D. W1sE: 

Richmond, Engineer Department and granite quarry.................c00 *194 
Fourth district, W, E. GAINEs: 

Petersburgh and Clarksville, Engineer Department...................csc000 +46 
Fifth district, Jonn R. Brown : 

SOGITERE, SEU TIY PIN GIIDOIND 05 50icrercsnscssonnsscpatierneweebeverenesees eenusedevean 32 
Sixth district, S. G. HOPKINS: 

Randolph and Stanton Rivers, Engineer Department..................000008 +39 
Eighth district, W. H. F. Lee: 

Alexandria and Fort Myer, Engineer Department.............ccceseseeeseene 28 
Ninth district, H.C. Bowen : 

New Berne, New River, Engineer Department........ .....c.ceseseeseeeeeseeees +93 


WeEstT ViRGINIA, 332, 
First district, NATHAN Gorr: 
Wheeling and Clarksburgh, Engineer Department....................... 00008 28 
Third district, CHARLES P. SNYDER: 
Hinton, Kanawha and Fayette Counties and Charleston, Engineer 
UII 5 sc:ti <a sssnnsnisaaltitibubiietenn calecredleasdiiiaseilaenmieetads sebdobearatoueiaacee ate +240 
Fourth district, CHarLes E. Hoaa: 
Winfield, Mason and Putman Counties, Engineer Department......... +64 
WISscONSIN, 222, 
Fifth district, Taomas R. Hupp: 
Geepets Bay, BEmmimOer Tamertaeiat.....cces cvescrsscesevccscccsserncsssscscosvecccncoee 731 
Sixth district, CHARLES B, CLARK: 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Menesha, Appleton, and Montello 


CR, Te Se ase sr eens scciaittnutibenastintsartiininnn. sabinetites 764 
Seventh district, O. B. THomas: - 
Wisconsin River, Sauk County, Engineer Department....................... +46 
Fighth district, N. P. HAUGEN: 
Fountain City, Buffalo County, Engineer Department...................... +20 


Ninth district, IsAAc STEPHENSON: 








Wisconsin River, Wood County, Engineer Department............... ..... 28 
DRTC BOOT sosccrnteresinccuvnctainvastlsb uneven ctduxepavensetninuianbeteamnesaeoeommepaniiiietel 2: 
t51 

ea CIDE cree siscnesccvrncisceis ustsliaycicctiiausiiivdpiililalciniagtik tgiaiiiaileiiipaeiibd sitaielitaas 14, 767 


Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand the moral obligation of the Gov- 
ernment to pay this extra price contrary to the distinct and intelligent 
understanding. There was no fraud, there was nodeception. The law 
did not imperatively require that this additional compensation should 
be paid. It does provide what shall be considered a legal day’s work, 
but it does not disable the employés from making a contract. If the 
supply was greater than the demand they could work for half the or- 
dinary price if they chose. 

As I said before, there was no compulsion. They were notified dis- 
tinctly by the superintendent of the yard that if they would work so 
many hours in the day they would receive $2, or $3, or $4. With that 
perfect understanding they fulfilled it; they discharged their obliga- 
tion, and the Government discharged its obligation by paying the 
money, and the men received the pay. 

A gentleman from Boston, and being from Boston I suppose he is a 
very sharp man, with others helping him, have been lobbying in Con- 
gress for some ten or fifteen years to get through a bill to enable them 
to override the courts. The courts have decided against them. When 
I suggested in committee that they ought to go before the Court of 
Claims they replied, ‘‘The Court of Claims has decided against us ; we 
want a law that will compel the Court of Claims to decide in our favor.’’ 

The estimate of the chairman ot the committee is not definite. The 
amount involved may be $5,000,000 or $10,000,000, but I claim that 
the Government is not indebted to these men. Every man having a 
claim may bring suit before the Court of Claims. There would be 
ten or twelve thousand suits brought before the Court of Claims to 
have these accounts adjusted. I can see no reason or justice or equity 
in it. I believe the bill ought to except all cases where there was a 
distinct agreement to the contrary, and nobody would be wronged by 
such a provision. 

Mr. DAWES. I am very heartily in sympathy with the purpose of 
this bill, but I am earnestly, sincerely afraid that ‘its purpose would 
not be carried out by the bill itself. 

The bill provides that all these men shall receive pay for their labor 
at the rate of so much for 8 hours, and then requires every one of them 
to commence a suit in the Court of Claims in order to obtain that ex- 
cess. He must get a judgment of the Court of Claims upon aclaim he 
has against the Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. That establishes the claim. . 

Mr. DAWES. That establishes the claim. It provides in the out- 
set that there shall be 14,767 such suits, because there are so many 
men, according to the enumeration presented here, who have these 
claims. There must be a claim that can be adjudicated upon by the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenatorislaboring underamisapprehension. Per- 
haps he would like to have me correct him. The bill provides— 

That all suits under this act shall be commenced within two years from and 
after its passage; and any number of said claimants may join in the same suit. 

It is like a bill in equity; so that they join and end it forthwith. 

Mr. DAWES. That isa suit with 14,000 heads to it, and there have 
got to be just as many issues as there are individuals. I do not see 
how that will essentially relieve these parties. Every one of them has 
got to have his issue tried separately. They can not combine in the 
issue, though they may, as appears, combine in the suit itself. 


*Per month, + Per hour, 
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The Supreme Court has decided that when they agreed to work ten 
hours for eight hours’ pay that agreement is binding on them. Sup- 
pose they go into the Court of Claims and say they have worked ten 
hours, and there turns up an agreement on their part that they would 
work ten hours for eight hours’ pay, I have an apprehension that the 
Court of Claims would decide that they have no basis for their claim. 

Mr. PAYNE. I beg to interrupt the Senator. That would have to 
be the decision of the Court of Claims, but for the first section of the 
bill making an absolute obligation, whether there was any agreement 
or not. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas going tosay, if I had not been interrupted, that 
is the only ground upon which any one of them can maintain his suit 
in the Court of Claims. The proposed statute first creates the obliga- 
tion and sends them into the Court of Claims upon a new obligation, 
created a long time after they have performed their work. That seems 
to me to be unnecessary. 

I have here a copy of an agreement which at the armory at Spring- 
field was held up-as an alternative to no work, and every man who 
worked at the armory after the passage of the law and after the proc- 
lamation of President Grant that they should be paid by the hour had 
this alternative: ‘‘If you want to work in the Springfield Armory you 
must sign this agreement.’’ 


We, the undersigned, employed at the National Armory, Springfield, Mass., 
on behalf of the United States, hereby agree to work ten hours each calendar 
day, or at the rate thereof, for the sums set opposite our respective names. This 
contract is made in conformity to General Orders No. 53, Headquarters of the 
Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, June 1, 1887, and can be terminated at the 
pleasure of the United States or the subscribing party. 


Name. | Occupation. Wages per 10 hours. Witness. 





2 Ca 


It seems to me that the only way a man could maintain his claim in 
the Court of Claims would be upon the idea that you create in the act 
itself which sends him to the Court of Claims the basis of the judgment. 
That is to say, he had no claim that would abide a moment in the Court 
of Claims unless you create it in this proposed statute. 

This is not anew matter. When General Grant insisted upon it that 
the eight-hour law should be carried out in the spirit and in the letter, 
after the attempt had been made to make the employés of the Govern- 
ment work ten hours for eight hours’ pay he issued a proclamation 
requiring that in all the Government works they shotld be paid at the 
rate of eight hours. Thereupon Congress passed a law to pay up to the 
date of that proclamation every one of them at the rate of eight hours. 
They did not send them to the Court of Claims, but they passed a law 
in these words: 

That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized and re- 
quired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, laborers, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 
19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning 
such pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account of the 
reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear 
that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for 
said purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Under that act all the employés described in the phraseology of the 
pending bill had their opportunity to go and show at the Treasury, to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, that they had not been paid ac- 
cording to the hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment at that point? - 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The point the Senator is driving at, I suppose, is that 
it might be better to send these men to the accounting officers for the 
differences, if any shall be found to be due, which should be paid to 
them. That is just what the men all over the country are exceedingly 
anxious not to be obliged todo. All their trouble has come from the 
obstinacy and stubbornness and the determination of the officers of the 
Executive Departments not to administer according to its terms and 
spirit the eight-hour law. 

I wish to give the Senator a fact in regard tothat. Under that law, 
which passed on an appropriation bill, requiring that the excesses due 
for the labor performed beyond the eight hours between the 25th day 
of June, 1868, and the date of President Grant’s proclamation, which 
was in May, 1869, a little less than a year, it was computed that there 
were some $300,000 due. These men have importuned and begged 
and tried their best, and they have collected less than $25,000 from the 
accounting officers of the Treasury. Therefore they want to be sent to 
the Court of Claims so that if they have any rights they will have the 
judgment of the Court of Claims, which Congress will attend to, and 
not the accounting officers of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator generally states a subject very well; but 
when I saw this bill which requires all these persons, some for $20, 
some for $30, and some for $40, small sums, to get a judgment of the 
Court of Claims before they could be paid, my mind went back to the 
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law. I offered a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury and who must have work, and because they have had it they are h 


toreport what had been done under the law, and the report is in print 
here. Every man’sclaim presented was described in the act as a laborer, 


except those about which there was a dispute as to whether they had 
worked over eight hours or not. Every one was paid, and the aggre- 
gate was nearly $700,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? I do 
not know what document he has before him. Iwish to read from the 
House committee report of the present session. 

Mr. DAWES. That House report was made before the report came 
from the Treasury in answer to my resolution. I introduced it because 
I thought this bill would impose a grievous burden upon small claimants, 


cient for the day. I introduced a bill in the words of the statute, pro- 
viding for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics, 
arising under the eight-hour law, on the 6th of February last, which is 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has 
been employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States since 
the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s 
work, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as fora full 
day’s work, whether engaged at a price per day or upon piece work or task 
work, without any reduction of pay on account of the reduction of the hours of la- 
bor, any agreement between the United States and any such laborer, workman, 
or mechanic touching such compensation to the contrary notwithstandi: 


| handed, ‘‘ Unless you work ten hours you shall not work for the United 


| States at all, notwithstanding we are authorized only to hire at the 
workman, or mechanic, who claimed to have worked over eight hours, | 


} 


rate of eight hours for aday’s work.’’ Does the Senator hold that tha 
unauthorized act by the agent is to be ratified by the United States? 
Mr. VEST. I hold that every intelligent citizen of this country 
should be bound by his contract. 
Mr. BLAIR. But that is no contract. 


+ 


Mr. VEST. Itis the contract. The Supreme Court hasso decided. 
Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; there is no such decision 
Mr. VEST. This identical question was presented to the Supreme 
Court and they decided that where there was an express contract these 


| parties could not recover. 
and I thought that the phraseology taken from the statute was sufli- | 


Mr. BLAIR. But that is the question. I say there is no e 


| contract. 


Mr. VEST. That isa question of law; and here we have the ext 
dinary anomaly of the Congress of the United States pretending to 
put before one of its tribunals a question of law and at the same time 
telling them they will adjudicate the matter in advance. The whole 
object of this bill is to say that the Court of Claims shall decide in ad- 
vance of any facts that may be given to them that eight hours a d: 





| shall constitute a day’s work for these people, whether a contract had 


And the proper accounting officers are hereby directed to readjust the accounts 


of all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and pay the samein conformity 
with the provisions of this act; and a sufficient sum of money for that purpose 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap; 
priated. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator what was the dateof the re- 
port from the Secretary of the Treasury to which he refers? 

Mr. DAWES. It is dated since this bill came from the House. I 
can not tell the date. 

Mr. BUTLER. At this session? 

Mr. DAWES. At this session. As the Senator says, the laborers 
took alarm at it and came here and importuned me to drop that bill 
and let them go to the Court of Claims, but this significant thing ac- 
companied it all. Every one who came here came with a claim agent. 

Iam not desirous of obstructing this measure. I desire that when 


these men ask for bread they shall not have a stone given them. The | 


form of statute which I have read did work the compensation of every 
one up to that date about whose claim there was no dispute. I think 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, if required in this distinct lan- 
guage, could decide whether these men worked ten or eight hours, 
just as well as the Court of Claims. 

But, as the Senator from New Hampshire says, these men think that 
they can not get their rights except through the Court of Claims. | 
am afraid that has been put into their heads by claim agents; but I am 
not going to offer my bill as asubstitute for the pending measure. | 
wanted to put on record my opinion that this is a stone instead of a 
loaf of bread, and that not 50 per cent. of the little items due these 


laborers from the Government for work over eight hours will ever reach | 
their pockets. I desire that they shall have in the spirit and the letter | 


' 


of the eight-hour law compensation for the day of eight hours. They | 


have had it underone form. They are not satisfied with thatand want | 


| and no statute of limitation or payment made or receipt given for « less sum 


to have a new form; but I wish merely to put upon record my appre- 
hension that these laborers are being misled as to their best remedy. 
Mr. VEST. It is nota pleasant thing to run against this jugger- 
naut in this country. Every public man understands the appeals that 
are now being made to the labor vote of the country, but I should 
have a very poor opinion of myself if I should vote for this bill. 
Whilst the Congress of the United States unquestionably has the 
constitutional power to pass such a bill, yet it is certainly against the 


spirit of that instrument. An inhibition was put in the Constitution | 


against any State passing a law impairing the obligation of contracts. 
There is no such inhibition upon the Congress of the United States in 
express terms; but when I vote to legislate here, though I give way 
frequently to personal solicitation and to temptations that present 
themselves in an alluring form in behalf of «esthetic and sentimental 
objects, I still endeavor to discharge my duty to the Government and 
people of the United States as I would do it to a fellow-man. 

Suppose that this were a question between individuals; suppose that 
any laboring man, a horny-handed son of toil, as we hear so frequently 
from the hustings, had made a contract with an employer that he 
would work ten hours a day and receive a dollar and a half for ten 
hours’ labor. What would be thought of him if he would afterwards 
present himself in a court of equity and ask that that contract be de- 
liberately set aside and that he should receive pay for work he never 
performed ? 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The United States is the employer. The UnitedStates 
has a law upon its statute-book that every laborer, workman, and me- 
chanic shall be paid fora full day’s work when he works eight hours. 
A subordinate officer, an agent of the United States, if you choose, an 
agent to act under the law and only according to the law, says to the 
**horny-handed sons of toil,’? who have families, and who are hungry 


| of a day’s work, as provided in the first sect 


} your own deliberate contract.”’ 





been made or not. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


Every legal question involved is settled by the bill. 


Mr. VEST. As a matter of course; it is res adjudicata. Such a 
thing was never known among educated lawyers as an attempt to for 
upon the statute-books, in advance of the facts and in advance of any 


legal adjudication, the result of the whole thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him to state how 
he makes that out? There is no express contract; there is no implied 
contract whatever between these laborers and the United States until 
the United States ratifies the illegal act of its agent. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon; the few remarks I wish to make I will 
continue, by the Senator’s permission, without interruption. He asks 
me how I make it out. 


1 


Here is the proposed statute upon which it is 
declared: 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, h been employed by 
or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June 


1868, the date of the act constit 


} 





eight hours a day’s work, shall be paid for 


| each eight hours he has been employed as for a full day’s work, without any 


reduction of pay on account ofthe reduction of the hours of labor. 


Whether there is an express contract or not it is mandatory. Then 
the second section goes on and provides that the Court of Claims, no 
matter what the facts are, shall find that eight hours a day constitute 


a day’s labor, and shuts out any express contract. The amendment 
reported to the bill proposes to strike out the clause 
Or payment made or receipt given for a less sum per day than tl 


ion of this act 


And the chairman of the committee tells us he is opposed to striking 
out those words. 

Unquestionably it was intended there to put this matter | md 
the slightest scintilla of doubt, for it says that the Court of Claims 
shall go on and make these decisions 


per day than the full price of a day’s work, as provided in the first s« 
this act, shall bar the right of recovery. 


Mr. President, here is a part of this legislation in which it is pro- 
posed that the Government of the United States shall take charge of 
the citizen and make a contract for him and relieve him from his own 
deliberate act. Although the contract has been made, although years 
have elapsed, although it was done distinctly and emphatically for a 
purpose at the time, now the Government comes in and takes the place 
of the intellectual assent of its citizenand says, ‘* We will do better for 
you than you did for yourself; we will pay you this money in spite of 
I can not vote for any such bill. It 
is abhorrent to my ideas of justice. I would not pretend to do such a 
thing to a fellow-citizen. I would not pretend to undertake to force 
this sort of pre-adjudication upon any man in the United States who, 
like myself, is a simple citizen, and I will not do it on the Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. There should be a distinct understanding as to the 
agreement between the Government agent and the employ¢és. ‘There 
were several witnesses examined before the committee, and I am very 
sorry that the report of the committee omits one very important fact. 
There was not a single case before the committee where it was claimed 
that the man kad not been employed under a distinct agreement or 
understanding. It was stated that in the Boston navy-yard a leading 
man had been getting up these things for years and agitating them 
here in Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. To whom does the Senator refer? Ido not recollect 
any such man from Boston. There was a Mr. Rogers who was one of 
these workmen, but he was a “‘ horny-handed son of toil’? himself. 

Mr. PAYNE. I say without a single exception if there was not a 
written agreement signed by the party at the Springfield arsenal there 
was this understanding, and he admitted it, that they went to-work 
upon the distinct declaration that they were to work ten hours a day 
for their wages. They went into that agreement, and why should 
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they not abide by it? It was said that there was a secret purpose, 
that some day they would get the difference out of the Goverement. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator will remember that the witnesses all 
stated that the services were rendered under protest, as being contrary 
tolaw. ‘The men were obliged to work on the terms that the person 
in charge insisted upon, or not get the work that they expected. The 
Senator may not remember al] the testimony. 

Mr. PAYNE. I remember that part of it, because I cross-examined 
the witness myself, and he stated distinctly thatthere was no formal 
protest. They did not say ‘‘ we will receive this under protest,’’ but 
it was a mental protest, a private belief thaf some day or other they 
would get the extra pay. 

Mr. DAWES. I will read what the Supreme Court have decided. I 
believe that there was an agreement either express or implied, and that 
agreement I think under this decision of the Supreme C@urt will be 
fatal to these men if their pay depends upon a judgment in the Court 
of Claims. But if it depends upon the direct order of a statute to the 
Treasury accounting officers to pay it as in the bill I presented and as 
in the statute of 1871, it will be paid. 

The Supreme Court have decided what I think will turn out to be 
fatal to every case that goes into the Court of Claims if there turns up 
any agreement either express or implied. J read the syllabus of the 
case of the United States vs. Martin, 4 Otto, page 400, 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator read the opinion ? 

Mr.-DAWES. I will read the syllabus, and then I will read the 
opinion if it is desired. 

The act of Congress of June 25, 1868 (15 Stat., 77), declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, is in the nature 
of adirection by the Government to its agents. 

2. lt is not a contract between the Government and its laborers that eight 
hours shal! constitute a day’s work. It neither prevents the Government from 


making agreements with them by which their labor may be more or less than 
eight hours a day nor does it prescribe the amount of compensation for that or 


any other number of hours’ labor. 


&. Where, therefore, a laborer, in the habit of working for the Government 
twelve hours a day for $2.50 a day, is informed by the proper authority that if 
he remains in the service at that compensation he must continue to work twelve 
hours a day, and he does so continue— 

That is an implied contract— 
and is paid accordingly, he can not afterwards recover for the additional time 
over eight hours as a day’s labor. 

4. An allowance by the Government, upon the application of the laborer, of 
2 sum for the excess of time over eight hours per day, is, when accepted by him 
in full of the account, a bar to any further claim.” 

Shall I read the opinion ? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is very good. 

Ir. DAWES. The opinion goes on to say that it is not incompatible 
with the contract; that any contract as to different hours is a legal con- 
tract, and if a man continues after notice he is presumed to have con- 
formed to that notice. I think that is as fatal to him as can be when 
he gets into the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the attempt in this 
bill to create a new basisforthe judgment. Therefore it is that I want 
these men to have something, and I want the accounting officers of the 
Treasury directed to pay them at the rate of eight hours a day for all 
the hours they worked, and toappropriate a sum sufficient for that pur- 
pose out of any money in the Treasury. Then they will have some- 
thing; otherwise I fear that they will not. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The object of this bill is to reverse that decision of the 
Supreme Court. After they had received that construction of the law 
of 1868 and of the express or implied contract made between the Gov- 
ernment and the employés, this bill was constructed for the purpose of 
deciding in advance for the Court of Claims what should be done in 
reference to this contract, or notwithstanding the contract, express or 
implied, and that is the whole of it. 

Now, a single word about this claim of duress, and Iam done. I 
am astounded to hear that claim presented here to-day. If it were in 
the crowded labor marts of Europe, if we were legislating here to-day 
for the pallid sons of toil and want, the pauper labor of Europe, I could 
understand that sort of duress; but we have heard so much from our 
friends on the opposite side of this Chamber of the American workman, 
his high wages, plenty of work, a continent opening up its virgin soil 
and all its resources to his energies and intellect, and yet we are told 
when a man has deliberately agreed to work for the Government of the 
United States at so many dollars a day, working ten or twelve hours, 
he did it under duress, for his starving wife and children! 

What becomes of our panacea, the tariff? Is it possible that the 
workingmen of this country are in that condition? Is it possible that 
they were compelled under duress to make a contract of this sort? I 
den y it; I repudiate it. No American workman has done any such 
thing. There is no man in this country who is willing to work who 
can not find a field of work and select his own avocation. 

For one, sir, I honestly believe, without disrespect to anybody, that 
this is simply a political appeal to a certain class of voters in the coun- 
try, intended to say to them, ‘‘ Weare your special friends, and we 
will put money into your pockets, notwithstanding your own contracts 
made in tle past.’? I can not vote for it. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to offer an amendment to the billas an ad- 
ditional section; whether it is in order or not, I will read it for the in- 
formation of the Senate. I think it will have a tendency to prevent 
evils of this kind in the future. I propose to add: 
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Any officer or agent of the United States who shall hereafter authorize any 
laborer under his ‘charge or control to perform for the United States more than 
eight hours of manual labor in one day shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceding $500, 


I was one cf those who voted for the original eight-hour law of 1868, 
and I offer this amendment, if it is in order now. I voted for the orig- 
inal bill, and the object was tofix eight hours as aday’slabor. It was 
then anticipated that it would be followed by the States and by the 
people generally. I was one of those who believed that eight hours 
was as much labor as a man ought to perform for the good of himself 
and his family and the good of the country. I believed that in the 
course of a lifetime be could perform more labor by confining it to eight 
hours a day than if it was dragged out through a longer period. He 
would be worn out more rapidly than he would be if his labor were 
confined to eight hours. I thought the Government ought to set the 
example, and I think so now. 

Besides, there is none too much labor in the country. There area 
great many people outofemployment, and there always willbe. There 
are laborers enough in the country to perform all the labor by only 
working eight hours per day. I believed that it was for the general 
interest of the country, and I regret exceedingly that the officers of the 
Government have undertaken to thwart this legislation and are con- 
tinuing to do so, requiring legislation to compel them to do their duty. 
It seems that it is necessary to havea criminal statute to prevent them 
from violating the plain intent and meaning of the law, and it is time 
it was stopped. 

I say that I should like to sce the present law put in such a shape 
that those who are compelled to er more than eight hours should be 
paid for the extra time, and that the theory of the law should be car- 
ried out. I think it is time that the officers and agents of this Gov- 
ernment had some respect for the laws of Congress. The idea of mak- 
ing contracts in plain vioiation of the spirit of the law, such contracts 
as have been.read here to-day, is a disgrace to those officers, and there 
ought to be acriminal act on the statute-book to prevent it in future. 
Then it would stop. Iam in favor of putting the law in such a shape 
that these laborers will get their money, and I am in favor of such a 
law as will stop such practices on the part of Government officers here- 
after. It seems to me that the Congress of the United States ought to 
have sufficient power to pass laws ‘by which its own officers will be 
guided, so that they shail not undertake to set up a policy for them- 
selves. 

This country will not be injured by an eight-hour law. Everybody 
will be better for it. There is abundance of labor. The Senator from 
Missouri talks about the friends of the laborer. Iam a friend of the 
laborer; I am not ashamed to own it, and I do it in no sense of dema- 
gogy in trying to get their votes. I was a laborer myself and I know 
something about it. I say that I am a friend of the laborer, and I be- 
lieve that labor can be advanced, that laborers can be made healthier 
by not working them to death, continuing them at work long hours, 
destroying them in a few years, and preventing them from having the 
privileges of education, recreation, and the necessary rest. 

There are laborers enough in this country to do all the work that is 
to be done. We see tramps around asking for labor; they can not get 
it. The idea of holding them to contracts coerced from them in that 
disgraceful way by these officers should not be tolerated. 

I am sorry that my noble friend from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] should have 
talked about enforcing a contract made under duress, made to the dis- 
grace of the officers who made it. Do you talk about enforcing it, 
about standing on a technical contract of that kind, and about decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court holding them bound by it because there was 
no law on the statute-book to prevent such a contract, when the plain 
language employed is that no such thing shall be done, when the policy 
of the Government was plain, when every officer who made those con- 
tracts knew it; and then because we have a technical decision in that 
way do you say that we should not remedy the evil and.defend the 
honor of Congress? 

Mr. PAYNE. You said you were a laborer? 

Mr. STEWART. I was. 

Mr. PAYNE, From your experience do you say that it is necessary 
to have a law to control the hours of labor? 

Mr. STEWART. I would not need a criminal law to prevent me 
from controlling labor. I have asked for a criminal law to prevent 
officers of the Government from making contracts contrary to law. 
When I was a laboring man, if I wanted to do more than eight hours 
work I could find half a dozen jobs outside. But I do not want any 
Government officer to violate the law by making a sham contract with 
me. Ido not require that. I could take care of myself under the 
eight-hour law very well when I was a laboring man, and I can do it 
yet. I have been very well satisfied with eight. hours’ labor a day. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. If it is agreeable to the Senator, as there is no am 
here, I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Undoubtedly the Senator is willing to move an 
adjournment when another man is talking, but I never knew him to 
move an adjournment when he was talking himself. [Laughter. ] 
When I am through I will make that motion myself, but I have the 
floor and I shall not yield it until I get ready. 
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Mr. SPOONER. May I make a suggestion to my friend 1 N IOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
vada ? : : 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly. THURSDAY, Julpl2, 1555. 
Mr. SPOONER. It sometimes happens in the servi f the Gove the ( 
ment, as in the service of viduals, that there come emergencies \ 
which it is necessary that men should work, if they are will to wol 
e. over eight hours a day. Do you intend to prohibit that Would 
j not be better to frame an amendment soas to prohibit such« 
F yet permit work in case of emergency, where the interest of the ¢ 
jc Mr. STEWART. There would be too many emergent i 
. Mr. SPOONER. We have had such cases during thi 
E Mr. BLAIR. ni heey Se ny me to sugges 
ey not pro hibit extra hours of labor for extra pay, It is only a} 
Ei tion of more than eight ho urs at the or dinary dz uily pay : 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam speaking of the amendment of 
from — ’ 
Mi TEWART. Perhaps we can modify the amendment to m 
E that case. I see that cases of emergency might occur. ght 
modiiied, but it is evident there must be some criminal law to prev 
fj the constant violation of the eight-hour law. ‘The opposition to 
; ( from some sources I can hardly appreciate, but it appears t Fe 
; it is impossible toget a law that will be respected without so 
E nal statute. However, we can amend the bill so that it will have t : 
crim nal sanction. 
Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask enator ] 3 al ) 
; that the law is now being violate . 
ent Administratio 
STEWART. [1] not looked up the record « 
ministration 
M GLU Gl I iss t - ii i 
BLAI 
Mi I I ‘ l I en — l ] i \ 
tion of t claimed the fr is of this bill i 
of t t I ought to be } i ' 
of o vardless of the 1 1 of the da 
y the Gover! ment. 
Mi Then I understand that all the animad 
penator da applies to acts done und i 
ceding the present one. 
Mr. STEWART. It applies to: ody who has mad 
that kind. There may be emergencies when men might 
work longer than eight hours. Perhaps we shall have t l J 
measure in tl iat respect. XT OWNS) 
Mr. B oar. Give them extra pay. preci 
fr. S’ VART. Ido not believe in giving them ext ‘ . 4 , daaiee 
a ing a m a work extra hours, because there is nota surplus of v [OLM 
[ believe that all should havea chance, and I believe when ¢ ! 
work has been given that is all the Government ought to ; 
man in anyone day. Givethe rest of them a chance. I donot 7 WN] : howl 
in p itting it out in extra pay. When there was an em: t] * al 
= t be ro s 2 extra hours of labor. tod 4 
. BLAIR. Will the Senator before moving to adjourn allow 1 he ae anil 
J read the facts, about six lines, on which the decision that has been ; eaige 
cited was made? If the Senator will listen to this he wil that t 
decision does not touch the case; itis only binding so far a facts are ' I 
concerned. It is as follows: nail Tediene ties ; 
In the year 1873 the claimant made a formal application, in w1 > Mr MA V 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, for arrears of pay, claimed as « } I NI TOWNSHEND : 
the second section of the act of May 18, 1812, 17 Statutes, 134, between the 2 ‘ e 
June, 1868, and the 19th of May, 1869, on account of his said employment I } useless tO GO SO. 
Auditor thereupon stated the account, and allowed the claimant $205.63, w The SPEAK! 
was admitted by the Second Comptroller; and that amount was paid to t a r AT, 
claimant, who receipted for the same, in writing,in fallof the account. (1 a eee : 
states vs, Martin, 94 United States Reports (4 Otto), 402.) | there Was! 


The Senator will observe that after the services were rendered, and 
after the claim was made and after a tribunal was provided and an ad Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. | 
judication was made, the defeated party to that adjudication accepts | day evening be set 
F the award, receipts for it in full of his claim, and the Supr ' 
held that that adjudication and the acceptance of the award we ! h ‘ idvy . 
ing upon him. The SPEAKER. The gentle: 
Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that we are violating our own do mands the regular order, is 
trines this very moment, manifesting great interest for the yous labor- Mr. * IL LS [ move to dispense wit 
: ers of this country and asking that they be required only toy k eight Mr. wis] 
a hours; and yet we are imposing upon these poor laborers her ir re- Mr. 
Ve porters, about twelve hours of work. reports to 1 
a Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator give way for a motion to ad- | refer 











ce journ? There ‘ 
: fr. BUTLER. I was just about to move, in their behalf, that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina | The follow t ( 
é moves that the Senate adjourn. les] 
a The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) | HOLDI ‘ 
= the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 13, 1888, at 12 Mr. CASWELL, from t ‘ 
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district court of the United States at Salina, Kans.; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendag, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
LANDS FOR MINING PURPOSES. 4 

Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6162) to authorize the Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, respectively, to lease 
lands within their respective boundaries for mining purposes, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to validate leases 
heretofore made for said purposes by the proper authorities of any of 
said nations; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to b2 printed. 

JAMES AND WILLIAM CROOKS, 


Mr. COTHRAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of James and William 
Crooks, of Canada; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CEDAR RAPIDS AND IOWA FALLS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1076) granting right of way to the Cedar Rap- 
ids, Iowa Falls and Northwestern Railway Company over and across 
the Pipestone reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M’NUTT. 

Mr. GEAR also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of 
Robert McNutt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1969) granting right of way to the Junction City 
and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley 
military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OMAHA, HAYS CITY AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. LAIRD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 973) to authorize the Omaha, Hays City and 
Southwestern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays 
military reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHICAGO, KANSAS AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. LAIRD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1473) to authorize the Chicago, Kansas and 
Western Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays mil- 
itary reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tlouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH UNCOMPAHGRE, ETC., RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6707) to grant the Rio Grande and Pacific 
Railway Company the right of way through the Uncompahgre and 
Uintah reservations, in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ACCEPTANCE OF FOUNTAIN, ETC., FROM CITY OF FRANKFORT, KY. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10054) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to accept fountain and lamp from the city of Frank- 
fort, Ky.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
anvounced that the President had approved and signed bills and joint 
resolution of the House of the following titles : 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) directing the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to amend the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 9377) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating to the pages of the House of 
Representatives; 

An act (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head; 

An act (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie K. Painter; 

An act (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the reform school for girls of the 
District of Columbia; 
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An act (H.R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 
ita, Kans. ; 

An act (H. R. 956) for relief of heirs of Christopher Cott; 

An act (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of 
Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889. 


. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 99) providing for the printing of a portion of 
the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on commerce 
and navigation for the year ending June 30, 1887, entitled ‘‘Annual 
report of Bureau of Statistics in regard to imported,merchandise en- 
tered for consumption in the United States, with amount of duty and 
rate of duty collected.”’ 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2807) to 
grant to the Puyallu; Valley Railway Company a right of way through 
the Puyallup Indian reservation in Washington Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2644) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris, and Dardanelles Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tele- 
phone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through the Indian Territory to or 
near Baxter Springs in the State of Kansas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLs] to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Which morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. There is but one morning hour. The words 
‘morning hour’’ have a well-understood meaning in the rules of the 
House and have had for many years. They mean the hour set apart 
for the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And not the hour for the consideration of 
bills? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

The motion of Mr. MILs to dispense with the morning hour was 
agreed to. 


CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES, 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, offered the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be allowed 
an annual clerk, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until March 
3, 1889, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, and the Committee on Appropriations 
are hereby instructed to make provision for such clerk at the said rate of $2,000 
perannum from said March 3, 1889. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILs] to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman yields to me for a moment to give 
me an opportunity to say to the House that the business for this even- 
ing session is such that a quorum will be required, and if a quorum is 
not present a call of the House is certain to ensue. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. fe 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the demand for the present. 

Mr. FORD. I desire to present a report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is charged by prominent journals that the laws prohibiting the im- 
portation of contract laborers, convicts, paupers, and other classes are being ex- 
tensively evaded, owing to the lack of machinery to enforce the provisions of 
said laws: Therefore, 

Be itresolved, That the Speaker shall appoint a select committee of five, which 
committee is hereby authorized and directed to investigate the subject-matter 
herein refered to, and report their conclusions thereon tothe House at the earliest 
practicable moment, by billor otherwise. Such investigation shall be conducted 
at such times and places as the said committee may deem proper, and msy con- 
tinue after the adjournment of the present session of Congress, if necessary, and 
said committee is hereby authorized to send for and examine persons, books, 
and papers, and administer oaths to witnesses, and to employ a messenger, a 
stenographer, and necessary interpreters; and the expenses of said investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend from Michigan that it might 
be sufficient to limit the amount of exvenditure, 
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Mr. FORD. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest that the amount should not exceed $3,000 
Mr. FORD. Theyallowed the committee to investigate trusts $5,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the resolution so as to provide 
that the expenses shall not exceed mo, 000, 
Mr. WILKINS. That is not enough. 
Mr. FORD. It ought to be $5,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


ser 








I suggest $5,000. 
\ committee of the House, with five members, a 
geant-at-arms, and clerks, conducted an investigation which lasted 
three months and a half, at an expense not exceeding $3,000 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the words ‘ 
not exceed $3,000 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
FORD] what is the purpose of creating a subcommittee to make this 
investigation. Why can not the Committee on Labor do it? ° 

Mr. FORD. I do not know that there is any particular object, ex- 
cept that I thought it would be better to have a special committee than 
to refer the subject to any of the standing committees of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call the previous question on my amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I suggest that the,resolution be amended so as to re- 
quire the committee to report during this session. It seems to me that 
the time we shall probably have during this session will be sufficient 
to enable this committee to make their investigation and report, so that 
we may have legislation on this subject at once, this year, and not wait 
until the next session. 






and the expenses of said investiga ishall 


Congress. 

The SPEAKER. There is one amendment pending now, and until 
that is disposed of no other isin order. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HomMAN] demands the previous question upon his amendment. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that demand for a 
minute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
renew it. 

Mr. OATES. Iwill. Mr. Speaker, I regard this as an exceedingly 
important matter. The resolution, as I understand. proposes to raise 
a special committee for this work, and I think thatisright. It ought 
to be a special committee composed of the best men in this House, be- 
cause, in my judgment, there is no more important question that the 
Congress can be called upon to consider than that which this resolu- 
tion aims at. I have during all this session and previously been seek- 
ing and obtaining very important information touching this question 
and the abuses referred to in thatresolution. ‘Thereis no donbt atall 
in my mind that there have been many such abuses, many evasions of 
the existing law. Classes of immigrants are being brought to this 
country practically in slavery, in violation of every principle of our 
statutes, and greatly to the injury of the public. These abuses ought 
to be remedied by suitable legislation, and for that purpose we ought 
to obtain all the information practicable. A special committee of suit- 
able men ought to be raised. They ought not to be cramped by too 
strict a limitation upon the amount to be expended, and they ought 
to have a fair amount of time in which to investigate this matter to 
the bottom, so as to make a report on which every gentleman may rely 
and on which the House can act intelligently. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suggest to my colleague on the committee 
to accept the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoL- 
MAN]. 

Mr. FORD. I have already agreed to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not accept the amendment, 
though he may oppose it. The amendment must be voted upon by the 
House. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
terms extends to evasions of the law in reference to Chinese immigra- 
tion. If it does not, itshould be amended so as to embrace that subject 

Mr. FORD. It does include that subject. The language is *‘ and 
other classes.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. FORD. I understand the previous question to be upon the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood it to be upon the amend- 
ment and the resolution. 

Mr. COX. It was not intended in that way. 

Mr. FORD. I think it was intended to apply only to the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. In that ease the previous question will be consid- 
ered as operating only on the amendment. 

Mr. FORD. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. 
vious question generally. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood; and so put the question 
to the House. 


I will withdraw the demand if the gentleman will 


I called for the pre- 
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L therefore propose that the resolution be | 
amended so as to require the report to be made tothe present session of | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from N ’ ( 
enew the call for the previous question, I will vy 
Mr. COX. On the amendment 
Mi. HOLMAN No: on the resolution and amendment 
Mr. TOWNSHEND I rise to a question oforder. The gentleman 
did not have the floor to move the previous quest on the i lution 
itseit; he only had the moor ve juestion on 
amendment. The genth 1 from Michigan [ Mr. | »] was in } 
ession of the floor, and simply yielded to allow the gentleman from 
Indiana to offer an amendment 
The SPEAKER rhe gentler from Mice] 1 not y i to 
the gentlemanfrom Indiana. ‘The gentler 1 from ih na obt i 
| the floor. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Mic! nd 
| render the floor; he simply allowed the gentleman m Indiana 
offer his amendment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan could not p1 nt 
| the gentleman from Indiana from offering the endment s I 
tained the floor, and he did not retain it. The gent 1 from Indi- 
ana obtained the floor and offered his amendment. The gentleman 
from New York will proceed. 
Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of t House 
to the great necessity of this resolution for the collection of informa- 


| tion, and to express the hope that it may lead to the securing of furth 


I wish to inquire whether this resolution by its | 
| investigation. 


| legislation in relation to our immigration system \t Castle ¢ \ 
| and elsewhere 

Mr. MORROW. At San Francisco. 

Mr. COX. At San Francisco and wherever else there have been 
| abuses under the existing laws, wherev ! ] been a failure to 


enforce the law, there is need of inquiry in abuses with a view 
to their correction. When I went to New York City, the week | 

last, | was surprised to find the condition of things with reference to 
Italian immigration into that city. I was called upon by a gentleman 
who had collected facts in relation to this matter, facts certified hy the 
Italian consul and others in New York, showing evils and abuses which 


the best Italian people, as well as the officials of our Government 





fore 
CFO! 





| charged with these matters, desire to have corrected. Those facts dis- 


close an abnormal immigration to this country by a class of men who 
are persuaded to come here by false and fraudulent pretenses; so that, 
instead of the ordinary healthful immigration which might be readily 
and advantageously assimilated, we have eighty thousand persons a 
year coming here under these improper influences. 

Mr. FORD. Fifty thousand in one month in the city of New Yor 

Mr. COX. Fifty thousand in the city of New York, and in one 
month; men who are ignorant of our customs, who do not understand 


| our language, who know nothing of our institutions, and who come 


here, many of them, mere tramps or adventurers, who frequently come 
to prey upon our own people. 
I desire this inquiry for another reason. Men who are ¢ 


i 
this business, Italians, bankers, and it is said also that t 
companies have their agents in towns in southern Italy in Cal: 
brian country, and they induce these ignorant men, poor men, men who 
desire to better their condition, to leave their native country and come 
to the United States, to the great disadvantage of the peopl 
selves, and to the great detriment of American labor. 

I desire not only to have this investigation complete, but also to have 
proper legislation, which will be the outcome of it. We have the data 
for this resolution, facts which have been collected by the New York 
Herald and by other newspapers, showing the necessity for it; and as in 
the old English Parliament, laws were passed under the stress of pub- 
lic clamor, so in this case we have enough of public clamor to justify 
the adoption of this resolution; and I trust, sir, that it will result in 





them- 


Li 
1 


strong, stringent, perhaps drastic legislation would be a better word, 
so as to remedy these evilsof which so many and such just complaints 
have been made. I hope an adequate amount will be given for th 
I do not think the sum here proposed is suftic 

Mr. WEAVER. It ought to be $5,000. 

Mr. COX. I would not, therefore, limit it as to « xpenses mere lv. 
It involves other important elements connected with our prosperity, 
and I would, therefore, vote down 8: 
ask. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. FORD. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. MORROW. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That will never do. Gentle n on this side 
want to be heard. 

Mr. MORROW. Give me a few minutes, anyhow 

Mr. FORD. I wiil withdraw the demand for the present, and yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from California | Mr. Morrow 

Mr. DINGLEY addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has yieled to th: 
gentleman from California three minutes. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I am exceedingly glad that this House 
is at last confronted with the importance of this vital question concern 


ing the character of our present enormous foreign immigration. It is 
a question that has long and grievously agitated the people of the Pa 
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cific coast, and we are familiar with all its worst phases. If it has | 
now become a national question, affecting the more populous East as | 
well us the extreme West, we may reasonably hope for effective meas- | 
ures of relief in the protection of the whole country against this foreign | 
Invasion, 

On the Pacific coast we have confronted this condition of affairs re- 
lating to foreign labor for more than thirty years, during which time our 
laborers have been compelled to come into competition with the im- 
ported cheap and degraded labor of Asia, and yet our people have pro- | 
tested, and until recently, in vain against this Chinese immigration. 
We have shown that it does not assimilate and is not incorporated into 
the industrial system of the country. 

You are now confronted with the same condition of things arising 
out of an invasion from another direction. A large part of this excess- 
ive immigration into New York, it is said, consists of contract laborers 
or hired slaves precisely as the Chinese are brought into San Francisco. 

There has been an effort to restrict Chinese immigration, but the 
law is evaded. Itis a fact that while prior to the adoption of the 
present law the average annual Chinese immigration into San Fran- 
cisco was about eight thousand, yet under the operation of the present 
restriction lawit amounted last year to about eleven thousand, so that 
this law that was intended to be restrictive has resulted in permitting 
an increase of immigration of these people whose labor is sold before | 
they leave Hong-Kong. Iamglad that this resolution has been brought | 
forward, and I hope that the investigation will be thorough and cover 
the whole subject, including Chinese immigration to the Pacific coast, 
as wellas the pauper labor from Europe. 1 hope the amendment lim- 
iting the expense of the select committee to $3,000 will not be adopted. 
Let the committee cover the whole ground, so that legislation may be 
had as fully as the subject demands. 

Mr. FORD. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. If the previous question shall be ordered, there | 
will be one-half hour for debate, I believe? 

The SPEAKER, There will not be, as debate has already taken | 
place. Under the rules of the House if no debate had occurred the | 
gentleman’s suggestion would be correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there has been no debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California just addressed the 
House on the subject. Other gentlemen have spoken upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman to give me five minutes. 
[Cries of *‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. DOCKERY. We do not want to debate the resolution, but to 
pass it, and not take up time talking about it. 

Mr. FORD. Iam sorry I can not yield. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let it be read. 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was read, as follows: 

And the expense of this investigation shall not exceed $3,000. 

Mr. KERR. I wish toask if the amendment proposed by myself to 
require a report at this session is not before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not move an amendment. The 
Chair stated at the time that there was an amendment then pending, 
and until it was disposed of another amendment would not be in or- | 
der. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will be given an opportunity | 
to submit an amendment of that kind so that a report may be made 
at this session and that action may be taken promptly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 85. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was | 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be a limit imposed upon this expenditure. I ask that the limit 
may be $5,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 


ADDITIONAL ROOM FOR DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Doorkeeper of the House, 
subject to the approval of the Committee on Accounts, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to rent some suitable building, or space in a building, 
for the remainder of the year 1888, to be used by him for additional accommo- 
dations for the folding-room. The expense of the same shall be paid out of the 
eontingent fund of the House, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HOLMAN. There are certainly quite a number of buildings 
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over on the ground we have bought for the Public Library which might 
be used for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state that the Committee on Printing 
has investigated that fact. The gentleman is mistaken when he states 


| there is a building tiere which can be used for this purpose. We have 


endeavored to get one of the two buildings there, but have been in- 
formed by the commissicners for the Library that they need the two 
buildingsthere, They positively refuse to allow the Doorkeeper to have 
access to them. The folding-room here is full. The little room that 


| they have on the Library ground is full of books. The Public Printer is 


ready and anxious to deliver to the Doorkeeper from five to six thou- 
sand copies per day of the agricultural report. The Doorkeeper is not 
able to receive them. There is nowhere they can be placed to which 


| the Doorkeeper has access. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me to ask him a single ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

, Mr. HOLMAN. A numberof rooms have been rented in the Butler 
Suilding for the House. Those rooms certainly are not used. Can 
they not be obtained? No committee has met there since Congress 
began. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand those rooms are occupied by the 
committees of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet before the House. Is 
there objection to its present consideration ? 

A MEMBER on the Kepublican side. . I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will not object, because 
if he does it will leave us nowhere to deliver the Agricultural Reports 
and the Cattle and Dairy Reports which the Public Printer is ready to 
deliver. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why can they not besentout from the Print- 
ing Office ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Public Printer has nowhere to fold them. 
He can not deliver one day’s work. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution will go to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to know who objected. I saw 


| no gentleman rise. I will state that these reports can not be folded at 


the Printing Office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee claims that no 
gentleman rose and made objection. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I rise to object, Mr. Speaker. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My question of order isthat the regular order 


| is the pending bill reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
| which was under consideration on last Saturday; and that that regular 
| order can not be dispensed with except by unanimous consent. The 
| rale prescribes the order of business for days other than Monday. It 


says that after the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports 
from committees, or the call completed, the Speaker shall again call 
the committees in regular order for one hour, upon which call each com- 
mittee on being named shall have the right to call up for consideration 
any bill, ete. 

The rules prescribe thatafter that order has been discharged the next 
business in order is to proceed to the consideration of unfinished busi- 
ness; and after the unfinished is disposed of the rule prescribes that 
the next thing in order is for the House to go into Committee of the 


| Whole for the purpose of considering appropriation bills and revenue 


bills. The Speaker on last Friday held strictly in concurrence with 
the position I take. 


The Speaker. The regular order is the hour for the consideration of bills. 
Mr. Hotman, I ask unanimous consent that the hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. HotmMay. Does it require unanimous consent to dispense with this hour? 
The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it will take but two or three minutes to dispose 


of the pending bill, and I insist it shall be disposed of now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided on several occasions that 
the hour for considering bills could be dispensed with, when a request 
was made for that purpose, only by unanimous consent. But there is 
another rule of the House to which the gentleman from Hlinois did not 
call attention, and which the Chair will cause to be read, under which 
the motion made by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MIL1s] isin order. 
If that motion is agreed to, the vote of the House of course dispenses 
with the order. If that motion is not agreed to, then the order must 
be proceeded with unless unanimous consent is given. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rule XVI, clause 9, At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it 
shall be in order to move that the House » itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills 
raising revenue or general appropriation bills. 


The SPEAKER. This is an exception to the rule which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] has read. That isa rule prxo- 
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viding for going into Commit »f the Whole on the stat re | 
generally after unfinished business has been disposed of; but by th 
rule just read by the Cierk the additional special privilege is given to 


the Committee on Appropriations and to the Committee on Ways : 


t 
norning hour, to go into Comn 





Means to move, alter I 1ittee of the 
Whole on the stats the Union for the consideration of thei 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If I understood the reading of that rule, 
provides for going into Committee of the Whole after the inished 
business is disposed 

The SPEAKER. No; after the morning hour, wh 
for the call of committees. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I submit that there is a very flagrant 
conflict between the rule I have read and the one which the (¢ k has 


just read. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ll, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to consun 
the time of the House on this matter. The pending bill will be dis 
posed of in two or three minutes, and I ask the gentleman not to ra 
the question of consideration, but let the matter be disposed o 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. Ezra B. TAYLoR] 
withdraws his objection to the consideration of the resolution offered 


I 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RICHARDSON ]. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. From information which I hav 
since I objected, I think the resolution ought to pass, and I w 
my objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which t 
olution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion tor 
be laid on the tab! 


The latter motion was agreed to. 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentk 
man from Texas [Mr. MILus], that the House resolve itself into Com 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accord n&ly resolved itself into Committe f the W! 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

TARIFF. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheHouse is now in Committee of the W 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce tax Dn 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the : ue, 


pending question is on the third section of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent, for the convenience of gen 
tlemen on both sides of the House, that there shall be no vote taken on 
any part of the pending section to-day, but that the day shall be give 
to debate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I also ask consent that the dates in this section may 
be left open for the present. 


Mr. ADAMS. ‘The gentleman refers not only to the date in line ] 
but also to the date in line 7. 
Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. Wesimply want to go on with the debate 


to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the dates in 
this section be leit to be determined hereafter when that question 
called up. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state for the information 
of the House, in view of the fact that there is to be no vote on the 
pending paragraph during the day, that it is unnecessary for members 
to move formal amendments. TheChair will recognize gentlemen fo: 
debate until the veting begins. 

Mr. EZRA Bb. TAYLOR. With a view to shortening the debate, I 
wish to inquire of gentlemen on the other side if it will accord with 
their views to agree that there shall be a yea and nay vote in the 
House on the wool schedule? 

Mr. MILLS. Iam notauthorized to make any agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! state thatany agreement of that 
kind would have to be made in the House, as the committee can not 
bind the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I made the suggestion in order to asce: 
tain the feeling of the gentlemen on the other side, and I understand 
that they refuse to entertain the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio, on the left { Mr. 
PvuGSLEY ], desires to ask unanimous consent that he be allowed to 
address the committee not to exceed twenty minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PUGSLEY. 
in silence, I have heretofore been one of the most eloquent members 
of this House. On my arrival here I was informed by an old member 
that it was not considered good form for a new member to say much. 
He said if I would keep quiet and listen to him I might, perhaps, in 
the course of time, if I was duly attentive, know as much as he did. 


Unfortunately my limited stock of wisdom has not increased as rapidly | fail to inform us. 
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Mr. Chairman, if there is any eloquence whatever | 
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cultivation. It is nearly all occupied, however, and it is occupied 
good, honest men. Thereisno way they can make a living out of t 
lands except by keeping sheep. Cattle, horses, and h re 

much feed, especially grain. But by keeping a flock of trom 50t 
heep on such lands, and by mov them from one field to ano 
allowing each a sufficient rest from cultivation, a man < ij 

the condition of his land as to enable him to raise the limited a 

of grain required as breadstuff for his fan ind also 
team, two or three cows poultry, ind e! ir ) h him eu 
through the winter. From these sources and the fruit and 1 

he can raise, a poor man on a poor farm can ‘ itly and raise h 
family decently. 

I know a good many such men as that, and I have great respect fo 
them. They are good citizens Chey do their duty to the very be 
of their ability to their families, to their neighb d, when é 
ipon, to theircountry. They are endeavoring to educat 
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when they mean attendance in sickness, whemthey mean comforts an 





necessaries of which a man and his family would otherwis« deprived 
they are not so insignifi they are, on the contrary, of very great 
’ 


importance. But, say the free-traders, the farmer will get a cheap 
blanket. Cheap blankets are a specialty with our Democratic friend 
They seem to think that if a farmer can only wrap himself in a ch: 

blanket and stick a rooster’s feather in his hair, and march around t 
country like an Indian, he will be all right. Where the money to b 
the blanket is to come from after his business has been destroyed the 

Even if under such circumstances he has the money 
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to purchase blankets an4 ~lothing, he can buy goods made by our own 
manufacturers as cheaply as those made in England, and far cheaper 
than he could if without protection home competition were withdrawn. 

We have heard a great deal here, from those whose principal interest 
in the farmer is to obtain his vote, about the depressed condition of ag- 


riculture. Whatever the truth about that may be, I can conceive of | 


no action that can be taken by Congress better calculated to do the 
farmer a direct and serious injury than the destruction of the forty-four 
millionsofsheep in thiscountry. It willnotaid our farmers if you trans- 
fer all the profits of that immense business to the farmers of Australia 
or the Argentine Republic. It will not benefit the other farmers in 
the United States, and certainly not the wool-growers, if you compel 
the million men nowengaged in that industry to go into other branches 
of farming already sufficiently occupied and lower prices by overpro- 
duction. 

The wool-growing industry is one which has in it hope for the fature 
if properly protected. The present duty on wool should not only be 
retained, it should be increased, so that within a short time we will 
have one hundred millions instead of forty-four millions of sheep in 
this country, and two millions instead of one million men engaged in 
the business, and furnish the entire supply of wool required by our 
manufacturers. 

It would prevent the deterioration of the soil; it would be to the 
advantage of all the farmers; it would add to the number of homes 
for the people and to the manufacturer, who should also have adequate 
protection; it would increase the home market, the value of which de- 
pends upon the prosperity of the people. 

Mr. Chairman, while the bill now under consideration protects the 
Southern planter, its effects will certainly be, and its object seems to be, 
to injure the Northern farmer by placing many of his most important 
products in competition with those of the cheap land and labor of other 
countries. The protection he has hitherto enjoyed is to be withheld, 
and the doors are to be thrown wide open to all who may choose to 
pour their surplus agricultural products in upon us. Notwithstanding 
the hypocritical lamentations that have been uttered and the crocodile 
tears that have been shed over the Northern farmers by the majority 
of this House, there is no other class so discriminated against, and 
whose rights are so disregarded, and yet they comprise a large propor- 
tion of the best, most substantial, and patriotic citizens of the country. 
The purpose would appear to be to arouse in them antagonism to those 
engaged in manufactures, and to secure their assistance in forcing upon 
all the advent of free trade. If I know those whom I represent, and 
their views accord with those of farmersgenerally, it will not be accom- 
plished. ‘They are fully informed as totheir own interests. They know 
the better market protection will give them, and how it will enhance the 
value of their lands more to have a great manufacturing establishment 
with thousands of employés in their immediate neighborhood, or as 
near as possible to them in their own country, rather than in Europe. 
They know it is better that one-third of the people should be pro- 
ducers, and two-thirds consumers of what they raise than that all 
should be producers. They know that they can buy cheaper and sell 
dearer under protection than under free trade. They know that, if 
the mere 6 per cent. of their produce that is sold abroad and comes in 
competition with the produce of cheaper labor and cheaper lands, de- 
creases the price of the 94 per cent. sold at home, it would be well for 
them if the fostering hand of the Government was still further ex- 
tended to develop other manufactures that can be carried on success- 
fully in this country, so that the increased number of employés and 
consumers would require the 6 per cent. now exported, and relieve the 
farmers from that unworthy competition. They know their welfare is 
dependent on that of all other citizens, and they will adhere to the 
policy of protection for themselves and for all. [ Applause. } 

Mr. MORSE Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that since the election of 
Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency the Republican partyin this House has 
placed itself in a most illogical position on the tariff question. It has 
admitted in the Tariff Commission report and in various ways that 
some revision of the tariff,so as to reduce unnecessary taxation and pre- 
vent the still further growth of the surplus in the Treasury, was called 
for. Yet they have refused to make any revision themselves, or to con- 
sent to any revision to be made by anybody else, which looks to the re- 
duction of duties confessedly too large, and not required for any legiti- 
mate governmental purpose. 

In my service Jn this House for eight years under two Republican 
administrations I do not remember having had any like experience. 
Heretofore whatever party was in power some attempt has been made 
to correct what was wrofig and bring about a better condition of affairs; 
but at the present time the policy of the Republican party seems to be 
to create a feelingof general dissatisfaction in Congress and throughout 
the country, apparently without regard to results and which can lead 
to no possible good. ‘The Democrats can not be expected to be over- 
joyed at the complications which arise out of such a condition of pub- 
lic affairs. They have honestly attempted to bring the administration 
of the Government to a peace basis, and to strictly confine all Depart- 
ments and officers to the exercise of their proper functions, and they 
find themselves obstructed in the accomplishment of this good work 
by the course pursued by the Republican party, which gives itself up 
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to the expression of furious opposition when any member on this side 
of the House seeks to say anything with reference to the tariff, or pre- 
vent, as far as possible, extravagant appropriations of the people’s 
money and keep taxation within proper bounds. While the surplus 
revenue has grown beyond all precedent, and while there is serious ap- 
prehension throughout the whole country that it may lead to deplor- 
able results, yet when we attempt to bring about some adjustment of 
this unfortunate state of affairs we are denounced as enemies of Ameri- 
can labor! 

Now, every sensible man knows that without the votes of American 
laborers not many of us on this side would hold a seat in this House. 
We are in fact indebted to them for our seats on this floor, and we have 
received their votes because the history of the country shows that the 
Democratic party has always favored legislation having in view the 
best interests of the whole people. It can not be that we would wil- 
lingly cast aside the support upon which wedepend. In point of fact 
both President and members of Congress look for an indorsement from 
the people whose votes they require if they hope to succeed, and they 
would avoid as an act of supreme folly the advocacy of any measure 
which would tend even indirectly to the injury of labor or the labor- 
ing man in this country. 

Whether I speak or remain silent I am liable to misconstruction, but 
I am not deterred by that fact from doing what I believe to be my 
duty. At the risk therefore of being called a free-trader—which I cer- 
tainly am not; and of being called an enemy of American labor and 
the American laborer—which would be untrue and without a shadow 
of foundation—I will venture to express my views on the pending prop- 
osition reported from the Committee on Ways and Means for the re- 
vision of the tariff. 

It is admitted on both sides of the House, or it is at least not denied, 
that the surplus revenue in the National Treasury is at present so large 
and has continued to increase so steadily that it has become a serious 
inconvenience and embarrassment, if not a positive menace, to our busi- 
ness interests. ‘The burning question of the hour, therefore, is, what 
shall be done by Congress? It should provide a remedy for this recog- 
nized evil with the least possible delay and in ¢he most effective man- 
ner, looking to the general welfare and not merely to special interests. 

It is not contended anywhere, or by any one, that it is the right of 
any government, national, State, city, or town, to tax the people beyond 
what is actually necessary for a proper and economical administration 
of the Government. To do so is not only in defiance of ordinary busi- 
ness rules, but is a gross breach of trust on the part of the legislative 
body that indulges in such a course. Unnecessary taxation is unjust 
taxation; and the moment it is discovered it becomes the duty of Con- 
gress to see that the evil is removed and is prevented from increasing. 

In a word, Mr. Chairman, it may be said as an axiomatic truth, that 
in a country like ours, with a population of over sixty millions of people, 
development taking place in all sections of the country, that theamount 
of money we have is a fair measure of the needs and necessities of active 
and successful enterprise. Money is to ordinary business what blood 
is to the life of the human body. If we lessen the amount of blood we 
impair the functions of life and strength and we open the way to the 
very worst possible consequences. 

So to take out of the channels of trade the money which is their life- 
blood, and to keep on sapping the whole business system of the coun- 
try by hoarding that money and withdrawing it from its fair use and 
oftice, is a crime as well asa blunder. It isin opposition to the truths 
of economic history of every people, and destructive in its tendencies 
in whatever way it may be looked at, or with whatever analogies it 
may be compared and tested. 

Now, a growing surplus revenue influences the money market un- 
favorably by increasing the price of money and the rate of interest, 
and as a consequence restrains and lessens, if it does not paralyze and 
destroy, business interests. It at once arouses suspicion and destroys 
confidence, and the injurious results can be measured only by the ex- 
tent to which the evil is permitted to exist. As an evidence of this 
fact let me state that one firm doing business in Boston to the amount 
of $10,000,000 annually, has been lost to that city in consequence of a 
change in the rate of interest. It is equally valuable to notice what 
has recently taken place by the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in complying with the law. As soon as he began to buy bonds the rate 
of interest fell from 5 to 3 per cent., and this within one’ week. It 
clearly demonstrated the beneficial effect of reducing the plethora of 
money in the Treasury and increasing the supply of money in the 
country for the ordinary purposes of business. 

It exhibited the danger of hoarding money and the consequent dis- 
advantage to merchants, of whom 90 per cent., at some time during 
the year, are obliged to borrow money, and upon whom an advanced 
rate of interest results in loss, and sometimesin ruin. Of course fail- 
ures and financial embarrassments are largely due to speculation; but 
in this connection I do not include any such consideration, but confine 
myself at present to the influence which the withdrawal of money 
from the channels of trade and hoarding it in the Treasury has, in in- 
creasing the rate of interest, thereby imparing the free movement and 
success of business; while, on the contrary, the limitation of revenue 
to the actual wants of the Government and allowing the country te 
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expect a profit by the use of the remaining money which fairly belongs 
to it, will lower the rate of interest and improve contidence, and pre- 
serve a better tone, and secure a larger and more general prosperity. 

I came to this Congress committed to my constituents upon a pri: 
ciple, and to which my party was committed, and that was to provid: 
in the best way and at the earliest moment for the reduction of tl 
surplus revenue of the ‘The attention of ¢ 
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called to this matter in the most urgent and emphatic terms by th: 
President of the United States in the exercise of his « titutional 
F power, to inform it of the condition of the country and to re« mend 
what in his judgment was the best course to pursue. Immediately 
P after the organization of this House and the appointment of commit 
e tees, the Committee of Ways and Means earnestly devoted itself tot 
preparation of a measure providing for a readjustment of duties an 
reduction of revenue, for the purpose of doing away with the surplt 
‘That committee reported a bill to the House as a result of their la! 
and as the very best measure they could suggest. It is pending 
this House, and demands our attention and our action. 
Indeed, Mr. Chairman, action upon it can not longer he deferred, 
the session is drawing to aclose. It is the only measure we have be 
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fore us, and it must be taken for granted that it is the best one under 
the circumstances, or else if there were a better one, which would more 
certainly secure the end we are trying to reach, it would 
presented before this. But the bill of the committee is the only bill 
before this House. I shall therefore support it to the best of my abil 
ity as the only way open to me as a member of this House to meet t] 
pledges I have made to the people and discharge my sworn duty to the 
country. 

I do not propose to take up and consider every item of a lon 
like this, but rather come at once to the subject under dis 

The question of wool, upon which there has been so much said, 
to my mind to be so plain that I wonder there can be any difierence of 
opinion about it. Iam informed that the world’s annual ion 
of wool is consumed within the same period, and as we only raise 300 
000,000 pounds of wool or wool-tops, 1 can not see what particular da 
ger to our wool interest there can be, or why there should be any ob- 
jection to allowing the wool that we need in our manutfactt 
in free of duty. It is absolutely required in our manulactures, and 
will be imported whether the duty is more or less. Our woo! will b 
used for the purpose to which it is adapted, but it does not begin to 
supply, either in extent or quality, the wool which our improvement 
and advance in the manufacture of woolen goods require to ¢ 


ive been 


with the finer quality of woolen goods imported from abroad. 1 am 
satisfied, therefore, should this bill pass, the production of wool in th 
country will find a larger market and a better price than i s now, 
because the increased manufacture of woolen goods will increase t! 


demand for our own wool; and the necessity on our part of compet 
successfully with a higher quality of imported woolen g i 
assisted in the accomplishmentof that end by obtaining the finer w 

at a cheaperrate, while at the same time the wool-growing interest will 
be kept up and stimulated in the larger demand which must nec« 
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4 arise out of more extensive and better woolen manufactures 

2 I know that every manufacturer believes, as I do, that it would | 
in the interest of every woolen manufacturer to have free wool. Thi 
only fear threatened by the opponents of the measure seems to be that 
what may follow, not by the passage of this bill, but at me future 
time the Democratsintend to make woolens free as wellas wool. Now, 





4 without discussing this point politically, it seems to me that the Re- 
publican party, claiming to be able to control the next House, ought 
not to fear the passage of this bill, as they could easily prevent t] 
passage of an act for free woolens, which was never thought of or 
; intended by us. It is claimed that free wool will affect the price of 
American wooland thereby injure the American wool producer. Every 
body knows that wool can be most profitably raised where land is the 
cheapest. I have no doubt we could raise more wool in this country 
than we do now, but the farmer may find it more profitable to occasion 
ally kill a lamb and sell the meat than to procure the wool. 
I am in receiptof a letter from a personal friend, together with astate- 
; ment from the New York Economist, showing what, in his opinion, the 
effect of free wool would be, which I beg to insert in my remarks. 
: I have also another communication giving figures of the cost of mak 
4 ing the goods under a free-wool system. We know what the effect ha 
a been of the abolition of the duty on hides. Scarcely a ship sails out 
< of the port of Boston without carrying as a part of its cargo American 
‘a leather, a part of which is manufactured by William Titt & Sons, per- 
4 sonal friends of my colleague, Mr. HAYDEN, and supporters of my col- 
4 league, Mr. LopGer, who, I understand, export two-thieds of their pro- 


duction. 

This is only one case, and I believe a relative and a personal friend 
of Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. John Cummings, is doing a large business in the 
same line. 

The importation of hides free of duty not only did not in any way 
lessen the cost of or decrease the market for our own hides, but by 
diminishing the cost to those engaged in the manufacture of the article, 
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it stimulated and enlarged that manufacture, and by making a larger | 

















demand for the domestic article of hides, increased the mark 
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in the United States, in Arizona, New Mexico, etc. The gentleman 
knows that. 

Mr. MORSE. Lut what percentage of ourcarpetsare manufactured 
from such wool? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. There are 32,000,000 pounds of our 
wool used. 

Mr. MORSE. I have not time to yield indefinitely in this way. My 
point is that in the carpets made in the United States 90 per cent. of 
the wool is imported. 

There is another consideration, general in its character, which seems 
to have been lost sight of in the discussions which have taken place on 
this subject. We should not forget there has been marked improve- 
ment and advance in every field of human labor, and that through the 
inventive genius of our own people we have been able to increase the 
outcome at less cost than ever before. This, taken in connection with 
the better methods of business, has not been without beneficial re- 
sults. Take as a single instance the machinery of a mill built thirty 
years ago and contrast it with one built within the last five years. In 
the latter case the new mill could be run ata profit, while the old one 
would be run at a loss or not atall. We are not only better manu- 
facturers but we are also better merchants. Competition has become 
closer and sharper, and we are compelled to take advantage of every 
facility we can command in the transaction of our business and the ex- 
ercise of an economy which avoids every expense found to be unneces- 
sary. The merchant strives to deliver his goods directly from the pur- 
chaser to the consumer. The middleman has therefore disappeared 
from view. 

Mr. ARNOLD. As a matter of fact, if the woolen manufacturer 
wants improved machinery does he not send to Belgium or England to 
procure it? 

Mr. MORSE. Iam aware of that fact; yet now, when we are trying 
to give you the privilege of importing machinery free, you object. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Will not that machinery over there produce, with 
the same amount of labor, as much cloth per hour as it will produce 
in the United States? 

Mr. MORSE. Does the gentleman mean to inquire whether the same 
labor and the same machinery employed over there will produce as 
much as here? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Exactly. 

Mr. MORSE. We gentlemen on opposite sides of the House disagree 
entirely on that point. My colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] mentioned the other day a case of this kind, showing that shoe- 
making machinery used in England produced but 47 per cent. as many 
shoes per day as similar machines produced in the United States, 

I know something about this matter from my own experience. I 
was born abroad and came here at the age of seventeen years, landing 
at Castle Garden from an emigrant ship. I had no relatives dependent 
upon me, I was free to act for myself, and I was able to lay by money. 
Immigrants are usually the young, the ambitious, and enterprising; 
they are stimulated by their opportunities; their labor here is far su- 
perior to what it would be at home. They leave behind those whose 
entanglements or lack of enterprise hamper them, and the man on this 
side of the water is worth twice as much as the other. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Doesthe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE] 
claim that a loom running eighty picks per minute in Belgium will 
produce less cloth per hour than a loom which runs the same number 
of picks per minute in the United States? 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from Rhode Island might as well sup- 
pose all the conditions of labor to be the same in Belgium as they are 
here. That machinery runs at our speed and people work with our 
ambition 

Mr. ARNOLD. But the gentleman should remember—— 

Mr. MORSE. Permit me to finish my statement. Here our oper- 
atives, under the stimulus of which I have spoken, work at high speed 
and full time. They are promptly on hand when the bell rings, and 
stay until 6 o’clock in the evening, when the bell rings again. They 
work steadily, and without the numerous holidays, irregularities, and 
interruptions which interfere with the productiveness of labor on the 
other side. If the gentleman means to make it appear that under ex- 
isting management and arrangements the same results are produced 
abroad as here, I deny it. I claim, and can prove, that under our sys- 
tem we produce better results from our machines than are produced on 
the other side. 

Mr. FELTON. ‘Then the matter depends upon the management? 

Mr. MORSE. It depends in a measure upon. the difference of cli- 
mate, the ambition of the workmen, and also on the fact that our in- 
stitutions are different here; our laborers are more independent—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. Here they have hope. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; they have the chance of a future; the employé 
has the hope of becoming an employer, as I have done, though I had 
but little expectation of doing it when I Janded in America. 

When I began business my goods were purchased of a jobber. He 
bought of a commission house, and that commission house obtained 
its goods from the manufacturer. Since then the process has changed, 
and instead of buying from a jobber, and he from the manufacturer, I 
buy from the manufacturer directly, and save the expense of different 
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shipments and the incidents of freight, cartage, nsurance, and book- 
keeping at the several places, and reduce the cost by saving the three 
profits of thesemiddJemen. That istosay, that now, with my present 
business under the system of to-day, I save these three profits. I can 
purchase cheaper from the manufacturers direct than I conld—— 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then three men are turned out of em- 
ployment. : 

Mr. MORSE. Oh! now, we are not talking buncombe, but solid 
facts. 

I can not make money unless I buy my goods direct from the man- 
ufacturer. 

Mr. ARNOLD. You buy your goods from the manufacturer enough 
cheaper to save the expense of the middlemen. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I hardly claim that; I buy them cheaper, of 
course. IfI buy direct from friend ARNOLD I will get them from him 
cheaper than if he sold them to A, and A sold them to B, and I pur- 
chased from B. 

Mr. ARNOLD. You save three profits. 

Mr. MORSE. -Yes, I am saving something. I do not want to ad- 
vertise my business too much; but it enables me to sell these ‘‘ $10 
suits.’’ [Laughter and applause. ] 

We have in addition better facilities of travel and carriage by rail 
and steam-boat for the delivery of goods. Steam and electricity supply 
us with the very latest information, and we know up to the last mo- 
ment where we can buy cheapest and sell at the best profits. This 
enables us to manufacture goods at less cost and to sell them at re- 
duced rates. It enables us also to avoid loss by bad debts, which is 
an item in successful management. Twenty-five years ago, when I did 
only one-quarter of my present business, the percentage of loss was 
five times as great as it is at present, because of this item, and such I 
have no doubt is the experience of the merchants generally. 

We are doing business upon a far better system than formerly. 

We were formerly obliged to sell ou six, eight, and ten months’ 
credit, and pay from 8 to. 12 per cent. for money, but owing to the fa- 
cilities to which I have just referred, and the economies and better 
methods of business adopted, we have sold goods for nearly cash, and 
borrowed money at one-half the former rate of interest. 

Money has accumulated in this country, and as a general rule the 
country is more prosperous. But we are endeavoring to aid it still 
further by giving free wool to the American manufacturer, which will 
still further enlarge the field of American industry, and help our peo- 
ple. You keep threatening us all the time with your free whisky 
when we do not want it, and you refuse free wool. Now take some 
of our Democratic medicine. [Laughter.] It may do somebody some 
good. We believe it will. We do not want your free whisky. 

But besides these things, the American market has changed. For- 
merly money was less abundant here and all over the world. Now it 
must be actively used, and men with capital have the control. Noman 
to-day can do a successful business on the credit system. He can not 
buy upon credit and succeed. The point I wish to make is that in the 
interest of business we must collect only money enough to meet the 
requirements of economical administration, and instead of millions of 
money hoarded in the Treasury it should be in the active channels of 
trade, in the pockets of the people. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. How much surplus would the gentleman 
take off? Fifty millions? 

Mr. MORSE. Pardon me; but do not answer your own question. 
Reduction of surplus must depend upon existing conditions. We are 
fighting for a principle in this bill which you claim is a wrong one. 
Now, the amount of surplus to be taken off depends entirely upon what 
the requirements of the Government may be from day to day and from 
year to year. The Treasury may be insuch a condition next year that 
it will require more money. Suppose, for instance, a war should break 
out—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. But we have not any war now. There- 
fore I ask the gentleman how much of the surplus he would take off? 

Mr. MORSE. All that is in the Treasury, not required to meet legit- 
imate purposes. [Applause on the Democratic side ]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. But how much is that? 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I am nota statistician. The gentleman must 
find the figures for himself. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. You claim, or your bill claims, that it 
should be reduced fifty millions. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, do you object to that? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. No, I do not; but you do. 

Mr. MORSE. Oh, no; that is just what we are trying to do. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. You had the opportunity to take that 
amount off of sugar the other day and absolutely refused. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; we refused your method of reduction on sugar, 
rice, and all that; but you must bear in mind, my friend, that we claim 
as much patriotism and honesty in the management of the affairs of 
this Government on this side of the House, and on the part of the men 
who framed this bill, as you do. We believe that there is a method of 
doing this which will do injustice to none and will be of advantage to 
all. We have got opinions of our own, and we have put them into 
this bill, and we propose to go before the country upon them. [Ap- 
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if we have free woo! now. That is a poor argument, but it is the only one they 


have. With 40 per cent. duty on the goods and free wool we can almost or quite 
compete with the foreign goods if they pay nothing for labor and we pay the 
FADIC 485 now, 


Boston, July 9, 1888, 
Hon, Leroro_tp Morse: 


My Dear Sir: I wrote you Saturday giving you the cost of fancy cassimeres 
in the United States in comparison with the cost in England and Scotland, and 
explaining the advantage the Americans would have over the British uuder the 
** Mills bill.” I find to-day a statement in the New York Economist of the com- 
parative cost of another article of woolen goods largely manufactured here. 
You will see by the statement if we had free wool we could make these good: 
less than they can, and compete with them without any duty; but the duty 
would be 40 per cent., or 27.96 cents per pound. Supposing we paid double the 
price for labor that they do, we should still have a margin of profit with 40 per 
cent, duty, as in the Mills bill, 

I inclose the statement. 


Boston, July 7, 1888. 
Hon. LeoroLtp Morse: 

Perhaps I can give you some information of the cost of manufacturing woolen 
goods that may interest you. * * * The statement is correct, but varies 
from month to month a trifle. The item of labor varies from 22'% to 25 cents 
per yard, Other items may vary in about the same proportion, but the entire 
cost of the goods, except wool, varies from 40 to 50 cents, unless there is sill in 
them. This is for a fancy cassimere that sells for $1.70 to $1.75 by the case. I 
have been a director in this mill for the last fifteen years, and am fully posted. 
I inclose a statement received from the mill of the cost for manufacturing for 
May. You will see that the item of labor is only 25.3 cents, which is as large as 


any month in the year; generally is about 23 cents. Some of the other items | 


are generally a trifle larger. I will give you the cost at the mill. 












Scoured wool, 26 ounces, at 3} cents per ounce 91.0 | 

RANDGE, AO DOU WHAT OT iiss osiiick iecanssésnvvnsedicescanstte cose 25.3 | 

Other items, as per statement (no silk in these goods) 15.2 
131.5 


It costs us, with the discounts, to sell these goods about 16 per cent., so you 
ece the profit is small. 

Now supposing we had free wool, the cost would be about as follows, if we 
paid the same for labor: 









Scoured wool, 26 ounces, at 2} 65.0 
Labor, as per statement 25.3 
Other items 15, 2 

105.5 


Now let us see what the English or Scotch goods would cost, laid down here 
with 40 per cent. duty. in accordance with the Mills bill: 





Wool, the same as her», 26 ounces at 2} cents per ounce.................6666 «- 65.00 | 
Labor, say 50 per cent. less (but it is not per yard any less) about 12.50 
Other items about the same as they cost here...........ccceeeerseesssnneeceesees seiseven 15. 20 
92.70 
Add 40 per cent, duty on cost of goods there..............csseseccserseeesercesseesense eee 37.00 


129. 70 


Therefore you see we can make the goods here 24,20 cents less than a foreign 
article of the same quality can be laid down here, if we have free wool, and 
still pay the same as we are now paying for labor. 

{am surprised that any manufacturer of fancy cassimeres in the country 
should oppose the Mills bul. I think they would not if they were not blinded 
by political prejudice. I sincerely hope the Mills bill, or something similar em- 
bracing raw materials on the free-list, will become a law, but I fear it will fail 
in the Senate. 


WOOLEN MANUFACTURES—COMPARATIVE COST OF MANUFACTURING ALL-WOOL 
DRESS GOODS IN ENGLAND AND AMERICA. 


WASHINGTON, June 30. 


Consul Schoenhof at Tunstall, England, has furnished the State Department, 
under date of June 5, 1888, with a very interesting and instructive comparison 
of the cost of manufacturing all-wool dress goods in America and in England. 
The goods selected for comparison are known as “sackings.” in Americathey 
are largely used for ladies’ dress. They are made of carded wool, and are of 
plain flannel weave. They represent, therefore, flannel manufacturing in the 
different items of labor as well as sackings or ladies’ cloth, 

rhe American mill selected for comparison uses mostly Ohio and Michigan 
X fleeces, the price of which at the time Mr. Schoenhof’s calculations were 
made stood at 35 cents per pound. A shrinkage of 60 per cent. takes place inthe 
scouring and manufacturing, which brings the cost of the wool in the cloth to 
70 cents per pound, The cost of carding, spinning, weaving, dyeing, and fin- 
ishing was obtained by dividing the actual expenditures for these several pur- 
poses for halfa year by the number of pounds of finished product turned out in 
that time; and the additional charges per pound of cloth, including general 
oftice expenses, rent, insurance, taxes, and interest, were ascertained in the same 
way. 

a. The total cost in Massachusetts per manufactured pound of goods as de- 
scribed, 7. e., all-wool sackings used for ladies’ dress goods, is as follows: 
















Cents. 
1. Wool 70.00 
2. Carding, including scouring : oe 3.00 
3. Spinning onecaseseene coose . eoere ea 2. 85 
1, Weaving, labor: 
a. Dressing and Warping,............ceseee eee 
Db, Wear ding.....sccoe scocrsersesccssccesscessecssesesees 9. 62 
c. Burling and mending, loom fixers, and overseers’ pay 
5. Supplies. ecccseccs voces seveuresssecescos sepese .85 
6. Dyeing...... oo gonegeey 1,90 
7. Finishing ‘ 2.60 
8 Additional charges.............000000+. pececsvceensooes 11. 40 
Total cost per pound...............006 shvangndeeialaians i Cec wsbone eit siaaeasiees - 102.31 


Cost of manufacturing, exclusive of wool, 32.31 cents, 

The English mill with which the comparison was made used Cape or Sydney 
wool, for which they paid 6} pence, or 13 cents per pound. This wool yields 6} 
pounds of cloth to 16 pounds of grease wool, The wool would then stand 16 

ence, or 32 cents per pound in the cloth, 
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used for ladies’ dress goods, was as follows: 
Cents. 
32.00 
4.00 


a ais aia tea i des cia asic dies adil 
2-3. Carding, scouring, and spinning 

4. Weaving— 
a, and c. Dressing, ete 
6. Weaving 
Supplies .... 
Dyeing..... 












7.40 


1,50 
8.09 
4,00 
13.00 





aan 


Finishing. . 
0, FD devitndectitetinntisetiniunten 





I sain rehina: nasties actenduicnninegesineemaansne ancinsisiequsentianins 69. 90 


Cost of manufacturing, exclusive of woo}, 37.90 cents. 
In England, in weaving, each operator operates only one Joom against two in 
Americain this class of goods, 
In corroboration of this statement, Mr. Schoenhof furnishes a statement from 
another mill in Leeds, They used New South Wales greasy lambs’ pieces and 
| locks, of which the pr sent price is5} pence, or 11 cents per pound. This wool 
| shrinks in manufacturing nearly 75 per cent. 
| e. The total cost per pound of sackings at this mill was as follows: 
' 


b. The total cost in England per manufactured pound of all-wool sackings, 
} 








7 Cents. 
i. Una lcasieubsictpacas cookie viel iciiediars enndenken torsaedveside nis tene cemeandiacacemadeatceoneed tabtaneaghuanieons 3. 69 
2-3. Labor up to weaving 4. 35 
Supplies, machinery, coal, ete . 2, 80 
| A, Weaving, 1B DOR oceneesececocccansscese 9.15 
| Weaving, machinery . a .50 
} Milling and other sundries sutievecile Vitnedeauede cbdigstuiebaleanad 1.01 
Labor sundries...... .......... . - 5.20 
6. Dyeing ...... askenay Daateen . 11.10 
| "J. PeMeseee (GO POF GONE. JABOT). ..0.000ss0scsasceseseennncssessvecoseces 7.16 
POR sissivnte iiutiedinsess sini eetbirinbetaahoashasupnsad stele tossadhtinctesnpstoiesenduanin $1. 0087 





| Cost of manufacturing, exclusive of wool, 57,27 cents. 

The manufacturer has calculated here the supplies, item 5 in the previous 

statements, and the charges, item 8 in the previous statements, in with each 
| separate manufacturing process, and profit and discount in with the general 
charges. Mr. Schoenhof deducts 7} per cent. for discount and 10} per cent. for 
profit, making the manufacturing cost per pound 40.25 cents. Mr. Schoenhof 
says that he only introduces this statement in corroboration of the first, which 
| he had examined personally and obtained the items in more specified form, 
The latter account was mailed to him after he left Leeds. 
| ‘Lhe close approximation of two accounts from different parties unknown to 
' each other as furnishing the information, he considers valuable confirmation of 
| general correctness. ‘‘Mathematical accuracy,” he adds, ‘can only be obtained 
| where, as in America, one mill makes one class of roods only, and then only 
| with mental reservations, as even here different kinds of goods though of the 
| Same class are turned out in the year’s run. But if we come within a fraction 

of a cent for each manufacturing operation in all-wool dress goods to reliable 
| information of comparative values, we have covered all that can be reasonably 
expected for the purpose of this inquiry.” 

Mr. Schoenhof says: 

“The weaving wages per pound of finished cloth are nearly the same as in 
America. The running yard shows more difference. The American goods of 
which my samples are 50 inches wide; the English are 54 inches wide. The 
54-inch goods are, however, aJso largely manufactured in America, but as arule 
about an ounce heavier per 54-inch yard than this class. The English wages of 
& weaver in woolen mills, mostly girls, are from 12 shillings to 15 shillings a 
week—not one-half the American pay. That the weaving cost to the manufact- 
urers is the same is due to the greater working power and quickness of the 
American operatives, who, no matter what their original nationality may be, 
soon learn to take up the quickness and sprightiiness of their better-trained 
American associates, 

“T have often been told by English manufacturers, when speaking of this 
phenomenon of small output, large number of hands, and similar disproportions 
in the two respective working worlds, that they knew it well. They say, and 

| my informant in this line among the rest, that an English girl is satisfied if she 
earns 12 shillings, or, if she is clever, 15 shillings a week, and does not exert 
herself to go beyond that. I have found, however, exceptions to the rule, and 
| we find in England variations ofan almost unlimited number from the most pro- 
| gressive to the most stagnating method. 
| “The manufacturing cost per pound of finished goods is 33 cents in America, 
| against 88 cents in England, 5 cents less in America; but the wool costs 38 cents 
| more in America, in part on account of the wool duties. In other words, if we 
had the wool at the same cost as the English, we could produce at 64.31 cents 
what it costs in England 69.90 cents to produce, Our wools, of course sell atas 
much higher rates over foreign woolsas the duty and charges amount to, The 
cheaper the foreign wools the greater the disproportion between our price and 
the foreign wool price. The wools used in England, cheap colonial clothing 
wool, though very short, are admirably adapted to that class of goods. They 
give a much handsomer face and add a luster and life which ours seldom show. 
Most of them are even of smaller shrinkage than ours of corresponding nature. 
Some of them, however, as the wools used by the manufacture C, are absolutely 
prohibited. 

“There the wool costs 11 cents in the grease, but the manufacturer importing 
the wool has topaya fine at the custom-house of 10 cents, not alone for the wool 
he uses, but 10 cents for each pound of grease and dirt, which he has to import 
along with the wool, and is lost in the scouring; consequently 4 pounds of 
wool, as in Exhibit C, are required to produce | pound of cloth 4 by 10, or 40 cents 
on 45.6 cents’ worth of wool. (A wool of this sort would cost the American 
manufacturer fully 11} cents more per pound of greasy wool, as not alone the 
duty but also the extra freight and charges, brokerage commissions, etc., have 
to be counted, so that the 44 cents in the 4 pounds required for a pound of cloth 
would cost him 90 cents, or 105 per cent., more than the English manufacturer 
has to pay.) Our custom-house statistics only show the rates paid on what is 
imported and never on what is excluded by prohibitive duties. The excluded 
materials are those which make the success or failure of manufacturing. The 
excluded materials, on the contrary, however, always find a way into the United 
States in the form of manufactured goods, 

“ The dyeing isdone in America in most mills by the manufacturers; in Eng- 
land, by separate dye-houses. In America large quantitiesof similar goods, and 
frequently of one color, are dyed in a day’s work; in England large and small 
quantities of dissimilar goods are lent to the dye-house from a large number of 
firms. A large woolen mil! in Massachusetts dyeing in the wool only, gave me 
as the daily average quantity of indigo-blue dyeing 6,500 to 7,000 pounds of wool. 
For this they employ from forty-five to fifty men at $1.15a day. Taking fifty, 
the larger number, they would pay $57.50, and with the head dyer, say, in round 
numbers, $0aday. These men, however, do thescouring likewise of the same 
quantity of wool. The dyeing and scouring therefore costs in labor only six- 
sevenths of a cent per pound. The mill is known for paying smaller wages 
than is general. On the other hand, this statement shows how much saving 
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ean be effected when operations are conducted on so large a scale as in this mill 


and with no changes in the dye, ete. 

** Whatever the causes, whatever the advantages or disadvantages in regard to 
the ultimate result in the character, quality, or appearance of the goods, one 
thing is certain, that so far as the cheapening of price is concerned our manu- 
facturing system seems to have the honors. I only allude to this phase now in- 
ferentially. I reserve to myself the task in summing up the result of my in 
quiries into the manufacturing cost and working methods of different nations 
to return to and more fully treat this very important subject in the economy of 
production. My presentaim only is to reportthe facts r. B. K.—¢ pond- 
ence Journal Commerce. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have felt that a fair and equi- 
table revision{of the customs laws wasessential. I wanted such changes 
as would be just to all portions of our people. 
qualities could be corrected. 
the appearance of the bill so long under discussion. A perusal was dis- 
appointing. I do nof term it a sectional bill. as [1] 
find it knows no North, no East, no West; it isallSouth. The 
tries of my State are assailed quite completely. The wool-growers look 
upon the presentation of this measure as the harbinger of ruin. T! 
farmers of the North, as they look upon the uncertain pro 
crops for the season and realize t! nd 
husbandry, feel that their great ir v, . : 
bored to create and foster, isabout to bestricken down. ‘The growers of 
wool will, if this bill become a law, see their flocks increa l 
on as men who count a loss. Careful estimates show that the clip 
wool in the United States amounts to neariy 3.000.000 px 
valued at $79,000,000, the product of forty-five million sheep 

It is computed that the placing of wool on the free-list would s 
riously injure eight hundred and fifty thousand men 
in this industry. Those engaged in this occupation, emp! 
those dependent upon them, represent one-ftifteenth of the 
population. You will, by the enactment of this law, 
age upon them and not benefit any of our people, for the removal 
the protective duty will not reduce the price of the commodities mad 
from wool, as those articles are already about as low as in any othe: 
country. As has been shown, this bill discriminates against the farm- 
er and the poor man, the rate of duty being higher on the blanket 
which will be selected by the poor man than on that which will add to 
the comfort of his wealthy neighbor. Some gentlemen he whos« 
opinions I respect. tell us free wool will enhance the price tothe farn 
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er. Iam not thorough!y versed in the science of economics possessed 
by the friends of this bill, who allege that its enactment will result in 
giving a higher price for wool to the farmer and a lower price to the 
manufacturer. If thisdoubtful problem could bedemonstrated to the 


satisfaction of the friends and representatives of the farmer and woo! 
grower, this section would have a unanimous vote in this House. By 
the terms of this bill you remove protection from the producer of woo), 
but maintain it for the benefit ofthe manutacturer—the manufacturer 
who is so often denounced by the advocates of this bill,and whom you 
have sought to prove does not need protection. 

For centuries the governments of the Old World have er 
the wool-growers. ‘The statutes of England, trom 1275 to 1846, con 
tain various enactments encouraging the growth of wool. In 1463 the 
importation of woolen cloth was prohibited, and in 1678, in the reign 
of Charles LT, all persons deceased were obliged to be buried in wooien= 
if this were not done the person directing the burial was compelled to 
forfeit £5 to the Crown, or $25 in our money to-day. As late as 1715 
the Government of England aided in inducing the production of wool 
and manufacture thereof; in 1750 the Engli 
the export of any tools or utensils for woolen manufactures, in order 
to check the wool product of the American colonies. ‘That nation has 
built up its sheep and woolen industries by tariffs. She | 
a good example to follow. The protective policy of the United State 
made this a great wool-growing land. In twenty years, under prote: 
tion, the sheep in this country increased from 22,000,000 to over é 
000,000, and the raw wool from 100,000,000 pounds to over 300, 000, 0' 
poundsannually. Had the industry been let alone, in a few vea 
should have been independent on the wool supply. 

In 1883 Congress unwisely reduced the wool tariff, and the disaster 
to that industry began. In the short period of three years the flocks 
decreased 5,867,312, and there was a reduction of the wool clip of 43, 
000,000 pounds. Think of the great loss—millions of dollars taken 
away from the farmer and wool-grower and given to the inhabitants 
of other countries, when the money should have been kept at home. 
Last year the number of sheep in America was reduced 1,214, 54 
ber, the value of which was over $2,000,000—this sum lost in a single 
year.” Look at Michigan and her wool-growers. It has been said that 
the number of sheep diminished in Michigan under high tariff and in- 
creased under low tariff. This error should have been corrected bx 
fore. The census shows that in 1870 there were 1,984,964 sheep in 
Michigan; in 1884 the number had increased to 2,434,967. Three 
years after, under the reduction of duty, the number had fallen to 2,- 
184,491. These returns show an increase of 450,000 in Michigan 
under the tariff of 1367, and a decrease of 250,576 under the operations 
of the lower duties by the act of 1883. 

Last year Michigan produced 13,734,526 pounds of wool from 2,113,- 
000 sheep, and now it is proposed to still further injure the farmers 
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I waited with considerable patience for | 


Has given us |} 


Wool, and manufactures of 
Iron and steel, manufactures of 
Silk, and manufactures of eee 15, 54 
Cotton manufactures. ‘ ‘ . o i 
Flax, hemp, jute, et 
Tobacco l 
Wines and liquors 7,4 2 
Chemicals, drugs, ete : ; a ‘ ‘ 
| Glass and glassware { 
Total 7 
After these ten classes have paid the sum above, the remainin 
| collected from hundreds of other artic] 
THE FPREE-LIST UNDER LOW TARI AND THE PRESENT TARIFI 

Let me catl the attention of the House to fact that in J i 
number of classes of articles dutiable numbered t e hund 
thirty, while there were on the free list but twent rht, the 
tions of the latter being valued at $25,580,000 j t i 
operations of the tariff of 184! Last year the imp of art 
this country free of duty were valued at over $233,000,000 f 
$00,000, 000 greater than came in ft yf dut l ‘ 
the country was struggling under the tariff of 1-46 —an enactment ay 
proa hing free trade, adopted at the time Great Britain embra 
theory. 

I cite these facts to show that it has been the pol vf tl 
lican party to enlarge the free-list, to take off dut from tl t 
whicl we On) ( ryr ] oe here nds "re " 
which we can not produce here, an ire a revenue and encou 
production of such as can be manafactured in our o ) f 

THE PRESENT TART! ru 
It has been stated and restated here and everywhere els ! 
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in the Union. The people will hold you accountable for the dest 
tion of a great division of farming pursuits Che wool-grow¢ 
farming community protest against this invasion of their rights. Th 
realize that wool-growing is one of their main b 
ceeded in value by only eight industries in this co r Tl 
of wool is worth quite $100,000,000 a year to th ltural 
tion, while the woolen manufactures aggregat 00,000,000 pet 
num. Added to these there is an investment by farmers ; 
grower’ of $400,000,000 in sheep, barns, sheds, and other nece 
to properly care for the animals. 

It is estim: 167,452,499 sheep in the various cor 
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of the United States is more than one-sixth « wool- 
crowing countries of the world. Do you wonder that the wool-growers 
‘ to protecttheirinterests? They feel the legislation contemplated 
in this measure will be a most serious menace to their rights and inter- 
ests; that its passage will paralyze a stupendous industry and inilict 
great wrong andirreparableinjury. Let this bill become a law and you 
Will see ¢ iplified the old saying, ‘* Great ery and little wool;’’ the 
owners of sheep will cry out in a manner that will be heard, for this 
measure will give them little wool. The sheep-growers and farmers 
have suffered much of late years from unwise, unjust, and uncalled-for 


tion; now it to complete the destructive work. The 
keeping of sheep ordinarily serves tomake grain-growing profitable, for, 
as the Spanish proverb says, ‘‘ The foot of the sheep is shod with gold;”’ 
bat now wool is so low that the profit is infinitesimal. have quoted 
the Spanish proverb; the Spanish wool-growers always see to it that 
t are ted. 

fhe reduction of the duty on wool has, since 1883, added gre 
the importations, the receipts from duties on wool in four years were 


nearly $22,000,000, the aggregate increase following the reduction being 


is proposea 
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},000,000. The lowering of duties added to the surplus, and injured 
he wool-grower, while failing to lessen the costof woolen goods. The 





manufactures of wool imported fell off a little after the reduction, but 
last year the importations were larger than in 1583. 

It is in the power of Congress to restore this industry to prosperity. 
Re-enact the duties levied in 1867 and you will at a great re- 
vival in the growing of wool. If this country should prohibit the im 
portation of waste, shoddy cloth, or clothing made from that stuff, and, 
if possible, prevent the manufacture of shoddy, it would promote health, 
aid prosperity, and in a few years the United States could supply all 
its people with woolens at very low prices. 
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CLASS OF DI GOODS 


rHeE rIABLE 
In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the governmental 
from imports amounted to $217,225,.163; of this sum over four 
The tena 


or $176,802,933.48, came from ten classes of articles. 
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work is denominated a ‘ 


on over four thousand articies. A careful review of the existing law 
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demonstrates that the number of times rates of duty are mentioned | 


therein is exactly six hundred and fifty, while the number of articles in 
the official schedule for collection of duties aggregate nine hundred and 
ten. in this list are thirty-eight articles of cotton manufacture, one 
hundred and seventy-two of iron and steel, twenty-two kinds of liquors, 
thirty-two enumerations of lumber and manufactures thereof, seventy- 
three grades of wool and its product, thirty-five gradations in sugar, 
twenty-four qualities of tobacco, and so on. It requires, however, a 
mathematical mind to sum up forty hundred articles dutiable. Todo 
so requires revision reform arithmetic. 

In looking at the free-list [found four hundred and twenty-five classes 
of articles in the present law. 

A few evenings since, after listening, asis my custom, to the debate on 
this question during the day’s session, I glanced at the list of articles 
admitted free of duty under the tariff law, and concluding to adopt 
the reform arithmetic for the time, I went rather hastily down the 
columns of the free-list, and I] found in my hasty enumeration that 
there were some nine hundred and seventy-eight articles imported on 
which there is no tariff, tax, orduty. I flattered myself that this was 
an achievement and a contribution to economic knowledge. The next 
morning I was perusing a pamphlet on the great question of the hour, 
and soon learned from its pages that the tariff law of the United States 
of America, enacted under Republican auspices, admitted two thousand 
articles free of duty. Ishall not enumerate the different articles of 
the classifications hereafter. 

MAKE NECESSITIES FREE. 

To enlarge the free-list and admit products that can not be advanta- 
geously raised here is excellent doctrine and worthy of emulation, 
Under Republican control tea and coffee were admitted free of duty, 
and that doctrine can be made sweeter yet by the addition of sugar to 
the list under the heading ‘ free of duty.’’ Then attach to them an- 
other article of food, rice. You know Republican policy in 1872 caused 
anthracite coal to be admitted free of duty. Under the operation of 
the existing tariffact, during the last fiscal year the worth of the imports 
subject to duty was $4150,325,322, while the importations paying no 
duty amounted to over half of the value of those subject to duty, or 
$233,093,651. During the last fiscal year the United States received 
customs duties to the amount of $217,225,163, from 910articles. The 
nation standing next to this in commercial greatness is England. Last 
year the Government of Great Britain exacted $98,611,510 in duties on 
19 different products and their subdivisions. In this sum not a far- 
thing came from impost on sugar. 

ENCOURAGEMENT TO THE SUGAR CULTIVATION. 

I know gentlemen will say that the cultivation of sugar should be 
encouraged in this country. Iagree with them, and two years ago 
took the initiative in this matter. It has been a source of gratification 
for me to listen during this debate to gentlemen from various States 
who have maintained the idea I advocated here on the 20th of March, 
1886. Last year we imported 2,781,257,878 pounds of sugar; the prod- 
uct of this country was 344,762,880 pounds; the consumption is over 
3,000,000,000 pounds. The small amount produced in this country is 
from about 150,009 aeres of land. Time has demonstrated that the 
tariff on this article has not increased the supply from our own country. 
If we pay a bounty, this will aid those in the industry now and may 
stimulate other sections to press forward in the sugar-producing effort. 
Germany, Russia, and France by this means created the greatest sugar 
product of the world, and Belgium, Austria, and Holland benefited 
their subjects and founded a new avenue of trade by encouraging the 
cultivation of sugar. The prize is worth the effort. 

GOOD MEASURES OF RELIEF. 

If we take sugar, which paid over $58,000,000 last year in import 
duties (and over $3,000,000 export duty to other countries), and rice, 
which yielded not quite a million dollars into the Treasury on imports, 
and put them on the free-list, we will have reduced the revenue $59,- 
000,000 and given us a free-list every way admirable and beneficial. 
Then, if you want to help the country more yet, reduce postage to 1 
cent per ounce, thereby saving the people $26,000,000 more each year 
and keeping the money among the people instead of distressing so 
many of our inhabitants by accumulating in the Treasury. Then re- 
duce the present exorbitant postage of 16 cents per pound on seeds, 
plants, bulbs, and cions to 4 cents. This measure we owe to the 
farmers. They do not enjoy any of the great benefits of the postal 
system in free deliveries and numerous mails, but instead pay high for 
the support of the postal department and have few of its advantages. 
This will be simple justice to the agricultural community. You can, 
by appropriate legislation on these three items, at once stop the flow 
of money into the nation’s hands, leaving it among our citizens, and 
the reduction by this method of $85,000,000 per year will revise the 
tariff satisfactorily, save the people millions of dollars, and do away 
with the perils surrounding the plethora in the vaults of the United 
States. Try this method, end this debate, and give the country rest. 

A DIFFERENCE OF OPINION, 

Our laws relating to customs revenue are denominated by the pres- 

eat Executive, who has taken an oath to enforce them, as ‘‘ vicious, 1n- 


; described by the President of the United States. 
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by members here, levies duties | equitable, and illogical.’’ This statute of the United States is thus 


In rebuttal of this 
Executive utterance I summon Germany’s great ruler, Prince Bismarck, 
the statesman whose genius created a mighty empire from discordant 
principalities. May 14, 18-2, Bismarck declared that the prosperity 
of the United States was mainly due to the system of protective laws, 


| and he successfully urged that Germany imitate our example. The 


| governments of the world are adopting the system here. 


j 


| 





In but five 
nations now is there any leaning toward free trade—England, Turkey, 
Norway, Austria-Hungary, and Holland. Germany finds the protective 
policy restoring her prosperity. She realizes the profound truth of the 
declaration of her great economist, Frederick List, who passed from 
earth in 1846, but before his end impressed upon his countrymen the 
maxim that should be cherished by every people, ‘‘that the markets o1 
the nation should be reserved to the labor of the nation.’’ 
THE PROSPERITY OF THE NATION. 

The United States of America now stands in the front rank of. the 
nations of the world—leads them ail; the aggregate of its industries 
are larger than that of any other people. Mulhall, acknowledged to 
be the most eminent of all statisticians, in his Dictionary of Statistics, 
places the industries of the United States at $11,405,000,000 per an- 
num, which is $2,205,000,000 greater than those of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain; nearly double those of France; almost twice as 
large as those of Germany; nearly three times as large as those of Rus- 
sia, and very nearly equal to the combined industries of Austria, Italy. 
Spain, Belgium, Holland, Australia, Canada, and Sweden and Norway. 
These figures photograph the mightiness of this nation, and fix its rank 
in the industrial world. This eminent, proud, and prosperous place in 
the nations of the universe has been mostly created under the protect- 
ive policy—a policy which should remain undisturbed, and the Re- 
public and its people permitted to continue the advance to greatness. 

In the above estimates Mulhall places the industries of the United 
States at $11,405,000,000 yearly. This is regarded as a low estimate. 
Our economists think $14,000,000,000 would be nearer the figures. In 
the wealth of nations, the United States of America stands as the 
richest of all. Its possessions increase $875,000,000 each year, while 
France adds to its wealth $375,000,000 per annum, Great Britain $323,- 
000,000, Germany $200,000,000. Our customs laws do not prevent 
the growth of wealth, intelligence, and happiness, but on the contrary 
promote these great blessings. 

“THE MARKETS OF THE WORLD.” 

We are told that if we remove and reduce our tariff we will enjoy 
the markets of the world. If we were to sweep away every custom- 
house to-day, expunge every law from our statutes that levies a tariff, 
and make the country absolutely free-trade, does any one think that 
any nation or people would buy more of us than they wanted? No. 
You would find that we had not increased our trade with other na- 
tions. The effect would be to break down our industries and help 
those of other countries. The manufacturing nations want to sell, not 
to buy. In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, we bought of Mex- 
ico, the Central American States, British Honduras, and the twenty 
governments of the West Indies and South America products to the 
value of $172,468,526—over one-fourth of ali our purchases from the 
outside world. In return, how much did we sell to them of our prod- 
ucts and manufactures? Only $64,904,479 worth—a little over one- 
third as much as we bought of them. It can not be said that our 
tariff prevented them from buying from our people, for over one-half 
of the articles we bought of them were admitted free of duty. I ap- 
pend a table I have prepared, giving the imports from the countries 
named, our exports to, and the value of goods brought here free ofduty, 
which is as follows: 























; Y _ : 
Countries. | —- Exports to. "roa" 
| } 
| | | 
PRO SICO nen sccvecese eocncepsosnasetsoceonsesnnnconnneseyne | $14,719,840 | $7,267,129} $9,928,122 
Central American States.. | “esziest | 2) 861,126 | 7,195,705 
British Hondutas ............cccecee seseeeeeeeeenes | 303, 283 | 349, 510 267,197 
The West Indies: 
IIE wnceitiemnines ceacsemncenseasnsn ene eseuasebeseemn, 49, 515, 434 10, 138, 930 2, 033, 205 
British West Indie: | 11,569,779 | 6, 465, 030 2, 776, 573 
Porto Rico.........- | 4, 661, 690 1, 707, 241 74, 367 
i 1, 752, 537 | 3, 059, 318 1, 740, 106 
San Domingo........ 1, 380, 126 1,014,414 189, 100 
French West Indies. : 406, 625 | 1, 334, 344 24,741 
Danish West Indies........ .........s00.s00+ | 500, 675 604, 844 33, 058 
Dutch West Indies............... mactinaini | 256, 695 | 536, 300 226, 939 
South America: } 
Be tieicinbgenendaddsacrescssesivcactenainnenbaset 52, 953, 176 | 8, 071, 653 47, 076, 473 
VOMOSUOIB.....020000000000e0002,000 | 8, 261, 236 | 2, 827,010 8, 248, 450 
United States of Colombi 3, 950, 953 | 5, 973, 965 3, 934, 359 
Argentine Republic...... 4, 100, 192 | 5, 671,729 3, 347, 936 
CRETE caresses iheopuberabien oon 2, 863, 233 | 2, 062, 507 2, 437, 008 
Uruguay ....... 2,818,761 | 1,393,725 2,381, 111 
British Guiana. 2, 739, 873. | 1, 423, 211 15, 212 
Eeuador.... ining 1,131, 169 | 1, 049, 392 | 1, 130, 934 
PORE son cncceese Bacal 461; 726 | 717, 968 | 450, 147 
Dutch Guiana... enna 482, 424 236, 105 | 394, 995 
French Guiana. | 1, 448 137, 724 433 
Bolivia ............ Restedelitinsnbaesdd ucbsipeebebsnentnoerdenntendiee epeene GEE. Tineepicinnendcsueeten 
| 172, 468,526 64, 904, 479 93, 906, 681 
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and permanent appropriations for the four years of the present Admin- 
istration, will make an inc rease of $109, 883, 266.21 in conducting national 
affairs when the Government is economically administered. These ex- 
cessive appropriations can not be attributed to Congress, for I find that 
the Department estimates were reduced as follows: For 1886, $44,539,- | 
706.62; for 1887, $31,775,220.40; for 1888, $15,549,065.46—a total re- 
duction by Congress in three years of $91, 8: 53, 992.48 from the estimates 
of the heads of the different Departme nts who are economic: ally admin- 
istering the Government. 

To make the figures more readily understood, they are tabulated 
below: 


Increase in anprepet ttions for fiscal year 


FIED sodanetenencibieh stews’. vode boven tun subiuneiie bin sacieséséesdy she pebvondeneivsesenanceseasce ” SNES MRED 

RON? sccnnchsssaneseleibt poinvesieubitnsaces <ca tiara siitaab ate wndiiew scant cnenen bAANES sat snate 24, 712, 076.71 

DED srvtesis sctansiihitasiittuaisnbelaaiaiious petibhianatbniuianinisadeiawtininiebbteiiunihaeilianein 4,9 99, 940. 25 

Sr ReaD nininh tnncincarinkpucahecehtar auwdnrn’ cesndorsteskusagwehuamnestanceae 23, 737, 002. 75 
Deficiency appropriations for the fiscal year— 

SUED ce dcesusdcerevnvencsnettissinnsiathis iteven cathedapadanseseap ante apueemenbbeiidiaiebuiis 13, 866, 719. 62 


LOGE 1scnvs cvepnacinestnsinntiapsie o0sbiesoousnweaseessenst exuigrywierreremibbventaneeeinne 14, 101, 400, 74 


109, 883, 266, 21 

It should be remembered that another deficiency bill is to come in 
this session which will swell the amount over three millions more. 

I remember, Mr.Chairman,it was frequently stated four years ago that 
the Government under Republican control was extravagantly adininis- 
tered, and several of you gentlemen piously and frequently invoked 
the people to ‘‘turn the rascals out.’’? The people alliteratively ordered 
achange. But they have repented of their ill-considered acts. I do 
310t charge there isextravagance now. If these expenditures are neces- 
sary, then the Republican administrations were economical. If there 
be waste, reform is necessary. The money of the people should not 
be wasted. The most honest and intelligent of Napoleon’s brothers 
once said, ‘‘Gold in its last analysis is the sweat and blood of nations.’’ 
Every dollar wasted by this Government by unworthy and unnecessary 
ohjects represents so much of the life-blood of the people. In eight 
months fall inquiry will be made as to the actual condition of affairs. 
At that time we hope to *“open the books.’’ 

INCREASE OF OFFICE-HOLDERS, 

There is another matter which attracted much attention in the po- 
litical contest of four yearsago. The orators of the party nowin power 
dwelt long and vociferously over the appalling fact that 100,000 office- 
holders were running the country, and pointed out the dangers to the 
nation from this class. The present Executive, then as now a candi- 
date, was uneasy over this force of servants of the public, and alluded 
to the mischief they were capable of performing. So impressed was he 
over the situation that confronted him that he wanted a constitutional 
amendment to prevent him, in case of his success, utilizing the office- 
holding army. ‘The country in 1884 was promised that the office-hold- 
ing class under the Government should be reduced in number. Has 
this reform been accomplished? Nay, nay. Wonderful to tell, the 
office-holding brigades of the nation have been recruited, and now, with 
cnlarged ranks, are eager for the fray. 

If you will examine Senate Report No. 507, made by Senator Cock- 
RELL, of Missouri, on page 3 of that document, you will find that the 
total array of “‘officers and employés in the several branches of the 
civil service ’’ reaches the startling number of 132,072! If this species 
of reform continues, ere another four years goes by the office-holding 
iorees of this Republic will become a vaguely defined host, which, like 
Israel of old, it is forbidden any man to number. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, | grieve to say that this army of placemen can only be truthfully 
described in the language of the present Executive as ‘‘a horde of of- 
fice-holders with a zeal born of benefits received and fostered by the 
hope of favor yet to come, stand ready to aid with money and trained 
political service’? the reform ticket nominated at St. Louis. Hereare 
132,072 officials of thenation. Is it any wonder the Executive trem- 
bled when the force was an even 100,000? And yet the addition of 
32,072 will not change his ideas of civil-service reform, or that of the 
party with which he is identified, including the ‘‘horde’’ spoken of 
by the President. 

TRUSTS, 

We have been told in eloquent language of the existence of twenty- 
seven trusts in this country. Trusts are infamous conspiracies against 
the rights of the people. Where is the remedy to protect the public 
against the encroachments of the oppressor, and why is it not applied 
by the legislative power? ‘The trust claims that it is for the benefit 
of the people. The trust must go. Among others the great combine, 
composed of 132,072 of our people, headed by the highest official power 
in the land, must go. It terms itself ‘‘ a public office isa public trust,”’ 
and the thousands of office-holders rally around to perpetuate it. 
George William Curtis terms it a conspiracy against human rights. 
This trust, alleged to be for the benefit of the people, has had its day 
and will ina few months be relegated to the limbo of broken trusts. 
It is a singular fact that four years ago the trust was almost unknown. 
But one existed; it was the Standard Oil trust, and it aided in the 
overthrow of the party then in power and paved the way for the ad- 
vent of reform. Since then-twenty-six new trusts have grown up and 
flourished in this country. 
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THE PEOPLE'S RIGHTS. 

The tariff we believe promotes the prosperity of the people. This 
tariff enabled the nation to carry on its war for existence; it permits a 
grateful country to care for its defenders; it affords the opportunity for 
the Government to deal justly with its soldiers and those who are de- 
pendentuponthem. Thisjustice is wrongfully delayed. For this delay 
there is no reason in law, right, or justice. Under the operations of our 
customs laws wages are higher in this country than in any other. For 
proof of this statement see Democratic platform of 1884, reaffirmed in 
1588. The comforts and necessities of life areas cheap here and often 
cheaper than in other Jands. Why, had it not been for this tariff the 
prices of everything, including the red bandana, would be much 
higher than now, as they were before our industries felt its stimulating 
effect on production and competition. Speaking of the red bandana, 
thealleged oriflamme of victory for the Administration, let me call your 
attention to prophecy which shall see fulfillment. If you will open 
your Bible, as you should, you will find in Ezekiel, xiii, 21: *‘ Your 
kerchiefs also will I tear, and deliver my peopie out of your hands.’ 
As you study these prophetic words, recall to your mind that the earth 
and the fullness thereof was promised to the seed of Jacob, and then re- 
member thattwo of Jacob’s sons were Benjamin and Levi. [Applause. ] 

In the name of the public weal do not turn back the hands of national 
progress, but let this agitation cease and permit the country to continue 
** the policy which inspires labor with hope and crowns it with dignity.”’ 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. McKINNEY. Iam glad the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat has such faith in the old prophecies; and if those prophecies are 
to be fulfilled in the destruction of the bandana and the party it rep- 
resents, the only thing we can do who are resting under the promise of 
that destruction is to show the faith that is in us and die like men. 

Mr. O’DONNELL. You will do it, too. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Ihave no desire to make a lengthy speech on this 
occasion. I only wish to offer a few remarks in answer to the first gen- 
tleman who took the floor this morning, Mr. PuGSLEY, of Ohio. He 
told us in the very beginning of his remarks that it was absolutely nec- 
essary that the farmers in his Obie district, especially on the poor lands, 
should maintain a flock of sheep because of their value as fertilizers. 

Now, it seems to me that this argument of the gentleman is a very 
proper one, and one, too, that does not argne in favor of a protective 
tariff on wool. In the speech which I made on the tariff in the month 
of May I stated it was impossible for the State of Ohio and other States 
in the North to compete with the Southern and Southwesterm States 
and Territories, because of the value of the land in Ohio as compared 
with the value of land in those Southern climates. But itis a fact 
well known to every one who has had experience in sheep-raising— 
and I am glad that in my early days that was my business in the State 
of Ohio, in a county that produces more wool than any other county in 
that State and the very best quality of wool—it is well-known, I say, 
to every one who has had any experience in wool-growing that there 
is no stock raised upon a farm that isso valuable as a fertilizer as sheep. 

‘Take a poor farm in the State of Ohio that will produce but lightly 
of wheat, of corn, of oats, or of other vegetables and pasture your sheep 
upon the fields and they will enrich it, and enrich it at aless cost than 
it can be enriched in any other possible way. Now, Isay that though 
there were not a pound of wool grown upon a sheep’s back the farmer 
who dwells upon the poor lands of the district our friend from Ohio 
represents could afford to raise sheep upon his farm for mutton and fer- 
tilizer alone. The gentleman has very plainly shown to the House and 
to the country that the farmer in his district has three profits from his 
sheep: first, from the wool that is grown; second, from the mutton; and 
third, in the fertilizing qualities which result in the production of better 
crops. Why, I ask you, in the face of these facts, when they becomea 
necessity to the farmer, backed by the statement of this gentleman, 
should this House be asked to place a high protective tariff upon wool 
in order that the farmer in Ohio may have a better profit, although he 
has three profits from his sheep already ? 

I want to know if the gentleman would argue upon this floor or to 
the country that there would be less fertilization from a sheep under 
free-trade than there would be under a protective tariff? It is my im- 
pression that the sheep would know nothing whatever about it, but 
would go on fertilizing the fields under free-trade just as they do un- 
der the protective tariff. [Laughter. | 

Mr.STRUBLE. There might bea decrease in their number, though. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Well, as the gentleman raises that question, we 
will see about the effect of the protective tariff upon the increase or the 
decrease of the sheep in Ohio. In 1866, the year before the high pro- 
tective tariffon wool went into effect, if I remember aright, there were 
in Ohio no less than 6,568,000 sheep. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MCKINNEY was allowed to continue his 
remarks for five minutes longer. 

Mr. McKINNEY. From 1866 to 1877, eleven years of protection, 
the number of sheep in Ohio was reduced to 3,900,000, showing a de- 
crease of, 2,600,000. Now, some of our Ohio brethren say that this 
was hecause they found themselves—— 
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Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. McKINNEY. 

Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. McKINNEY. 
tical reports. 

Mr. WILKINS. Statistics showing that there were over 6,000,000 
sheep in Ohio in 1866? 

Mr. MCKINNEY. In 1866 you had 6,568,000 sheep, and in 1877 
you had only 3,900,000. 

Mr. WILKINS. 


Will the gentleman permit a question ? 
Certainly. 
Where did you get your statisties? 


I get my statistics from the Government statis- 


Is the publication to which the gentleman is re- | 


ferring an official document? If so, I will ask him to give me the 


number of it. 

Mr. McKINNEY. I will give it to you when I get through. In 
1833 you had 5,500,541. From 1877 to 1883 you had madean increase, 
but still you had more than a million and a half less sheep than you 
had in 1866. 

In the State of New York in 1866 there were 5,117,000 sheep. In 
1882 there were 1,732,000. In 1887 there were 1,879,000. These fig- 
ures show very plainly that sheep were not increased in number in the 
States I have named during the period of the high protective tariff. 

In the early part of the debate upon this bill we had an address de- 
livered here upon thesubject of wool by the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
GEAR], in which he showed us a blanket and made a statement—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As the gentleman has been going into figures, 


I would like to call his attention to the fact that in 1866 there were 


about two millions and a half of people, counting every man, woman, 
and child in the State of Ohio. Now, does the gentleman suppose it 
possible that there were more than two sheep to every individual of 
the entire population, city and country ? 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I will answer the gentleman’s question by ask- 
ing another. How many people have you now in Ohio? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Only three and a quarter millions. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. How many sheep have you in Ohio now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know the exact number, but nothing 
like the number you have stated. Your figures are totally wrong. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. His figures are too low. 

Mr. LANHAM. According to the report of Mr. Dodge, the statisti 
cian, it is estimated that in January, 1888, there were 4,106,622 in the 
State of Ohio. 

Mr. McKINNEY. If the gentleman from Ohio will go to the statis- 
tics, he will find that in 1887 there were 5,000,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The agricultural report of the State of Ohio 
gives the number of sheep in that State in 1867 as 7,555,507. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Iam giving the figures taken from the statistical 
returns, and if the statistics are wrong the gentleman [ Mr. GrosveE- 
NOR] will have an opportunity to prove that fact later. Iam not 
giving figures as of my own knowledge. I am not here to deceive this 
House or to deceive the people of this country. Iam here only to state 
facts, and when I go to the official returns of this Government for my 
figures I assume that they are correct, but if they are not correct the 
gentleman will have ample opportunity to show their incorrectness 
hereafter, 

During the early part of this debate the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
GEAR] made a speech on this floor in which he referred to this wool 
question, and produced a blanket which was manufactured, as I under- 
stood, in the State of Iowa. In doing so that gentleman made the 
proposition thatif the Mills bill should become a law it would not only 
destroy the wool interest of the State of Iowa, but would shut down 
the mill at which this blanket had been produced. This statement 
was received with great enthusiasm by the gentleman’s colleagues on 
this floor. Now, that speech went to the State of Iowa, and was read 
by the gentleman who owns the mill where that blanket was made. 
In order to show the manufacturer’s idea of the argument of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, I send to the desk a letter which the proprietor of that 
mill addressed toa certain newspaperon thatsubject. Iask the Clerk to 
read this letter for the information of the House, as well as of the 
gentleman from Iowa himself, who, I hope, will give especial attention 
to the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

30ONAPARTE, IOWA, May 21, 1888. 


Dear Sir: In replv to yours of the 19thinstant I would say : Our woolen fac- | 
tory commenced operations in 1834, and was in full blast in 1856, and we have | 


been running continuously since that time, except July, 1863,to March, 1864, at 
which time, having been burned out, we were rebuilding our factory. We have 
run continuously since then, except stops in the winter for repairs. 

The volume of our business is larger than before the war, because we have a 
great deal more machinery and better facilities for manufacturing. Taking, 
however, the amount of machinery we had before the war and our facilities for 
conducting the business, we had proportionately as large if nota larger amount 
of business then, and I know with more profit to us, Our business was much 
more profitable before the war than now. 

If the Mills bill passes with its provisions for the reduction of the wool tariff, 
it is my opinion it would not reduce the volume of our business, but have a tend- 
ency to increase it. It would if passed increase our profits, and consequently 
our ability to increase wages of operatives. In our experience, however, the 
question of wages is regulated by the law of supply and demand wholly, and 
not affected by the tariff. 


In my opinion the number of sheep has largely decreased in Van Buren County | 


since 1860. I am a sheep-breeder, and while the sheep industry, taken for a suc- 
cession of years, is always a profitable business, the profit before the tariff was 
put on the wool was as great and some years greater than now, 
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With reference to wages paid before the war and now, I ive forgott und 
am ble to answer. I find with reference tomy books that we pa 
< 1 1865 the same waves that I do now 
truly e 


ISAIAH MEEK 
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gentleman 
who flaunted that blanket in the faces of the members of this House, 
saying that the Mills bill would not only n the wool-growers, but 
would also shut down the mill where that blanket was produced, is 





sufficiently answered by this letter from the owner of the mill, who is 
very confident that by the passage of the Mills bill the amount of his 
manufactures and his profits will be increased I am as willing to ac- 
cept his statement on this subject as that of the gentleman from Iowa, 
who I presume knows not so much in regard to the question of manu- 
facturing. . 

One word further and Iam done. It is agued on this floor that if 
the Mills bill goes into effect and wool ig, put upon the free-list, the 
price of wool in this country will be reduced to such an extent that it 
will be impossible for our farmers to continue the raising of sheep for 
the purpose of wool production. Sir, I am honest in the statement of 
my belief that if wool were placed on the free-list to-day, it would not 
sell for one cent a pound less in this country when the next clip comes 
into market than it did the present year when the last clip came in. 
It is well known that this country produces to-day but 265,000,000 
pounds of wool. 

A MEMBER. How are the people to get cheaper clothing if the 
price of wool will not be reduced ? 

Mr. McKINNEY. I will answer the gentleman. It is a fact that 
we find it necessary to import into this country for our own consump- 


tion about 335,000,000 pounds of wool and woolen goods in various 
forms. This amount it is now necessary for us to purchase abroad. 


The only effect of making wool free will be to raise the price of wool 
in Europe, and to maintain the price that prevails in this country to- 
day. The gentleman asks how are we going to give the people cheaper 
clothing. ‘The question is not with reference to the reduction of the 
price of wool used in the manufacture of woolen goods. The question 
is whether we shall in our manufacturing start upon an even basis 
with the manufacturer of Europe. If the price of wool in Europe 
should increase so as to become equal to the price in America, then 
whatever the price of wool may be, whether 25, 30, or 40 cents a pound, 
the American manufacturer would purchase his wool at precisely the 
same price that is paid in Europe; and there being a protection of 40 
per cent. ad valorem on the manufactured goods, as provided in the 
Mills bill, the American manufacturer would be on an equality with 
the European, and by reason of the 40 per cent. protection would not 
be injurously affected by the competition of the foreign manufacture. 

This is not a question of price, it is a question of the equality upon 
which the manufacturer in this country starts, as compared with the 
manufacturer abroad. It isa well-known factas stated by Mr. Switz- 
ler, statistician of the Treasury Department, that if the worsted manu- 
factories of this country in the last year had been worked to their full 
capacity, we would have been short 80,000,000 pounds in the wool 
necessary for the manufacture of worsted goods. We can not manu- 
facture such goods as the Scotch cheviots and English broadcioths, 
without the importation of Scotch and English wool. The very mo- 
ment that wool is put on the free-list its price in Europe will increase, 
so that in our manufacture of woolen goods we shall be upon the same 
basis with the foreign manufacturer. Hence the wool-grower will not 
be injured; the manufacturer will have an opportunity to increase his 
production; and we shall manufacture our own goods instead of im- 
porting, as we do to-day, millions of dollars’ worth of goods from 
Europe in order to supply our home market. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to be able to call 
the attention of the House to any new points on this subject; I shall 
seek only to condense and reproduce a few facts which I think worthy 
The amendment which I offered yesterday is a sub- 
stantial reproduction of the tariff schedule of 1867, so far as wool is 
concerned. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, that this country is now consuming about 
400,000,000 pounds of wool annually; and the great question arises 


where are we going to obtain that wool for our consumption? iall 
we produce it here in our own country or shall we purchase it in 
foreign markets? My State is greatly interested in this question. 


It is a large wool-growing State, and I feel it incumbent upon me to 
stand here until the last moment and protest against the enactment of 
any law which shall destroy that industry. It is idle to say the farm- 
ers of my State or in the Northwest can continue to raise sheep if wool 
be placed upon the free-list. Such a law will utterly destroy sticep 
raising not only in my State but in the whole country, and we shall 
be dependent on foreign markets for the wool we shall need tor our 
consumption. The evil would not stop there, but it is very evident 
that when we cease to grow our own wool, when sheep-raising in th 
country is driven out and the foreign growers are in possession of our 
markets, there will be a large advance in the price of wool, and we 
shall be obliged to submit to their terms. 








Se ee OE TY ON AS CT AT SEN ye w= 





es 





m 
| 
| 
} 
| 





6206 


CON G RESS SIONAL RECORD—HOU BE 


JULY 12, 


I notice that in 1868, just after the law of 1867, the whole number | the committee that I may proceed with my remarks until J get through. 


of sheep then in America was 25,000,000 head. Within sixteen years 
after the enactment of the law of 1867, which increased the duty, the 
number of hen p was inereased to 50,000,000. This @#hows conclusive ly 
that the increased duty stimulated the production. But as soon as the 
reduction of duties on wool, 11 and 12 per cent. ad valorem, by the act of 
188%, the number of sheep began to decline, and we suffered a loss of 
6,000,000 head in the four years which followed. Isstronger evidence 
required to show that the duty on wool is already too low, and that it 
is impossible for us to compete with Australia, Russia, and South 


America, with their cheap labor and lands, in the production of wool ? | 


Sir, the production of wool is almost universal with us. We find 


sheep in every State and almost every county. 
The sheep in the United States in 1887 were distributed as follows: 


SO a ii le aah aalidtacteree ican asuabudiiedadilan 1, 237,085 
2, 96S, ik 2 


Middle States gnnccaneccesrespesenseseasnes 
Southern States Jolnenpetintniiaanideres 
Western States....... , 

II acest sininelasnassibihesaidniniitaulaacal 
BONE TEBEIOE, GEC vcccccccescccteccssceeseres 





44,759,314 
— “W ‘ool R ¢ sperter,, page 164. 





Total number 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. CASWELL. Iask fora short time longer. I will not unnec- 
essarily consume the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentiecman desire ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Not to exceed ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CASWELL. In 1887 the importation of wool was 114,600,000 
pounds, or about 29 per cent. of the amount of wool which was con- 
sumed by the people. Shall we now increase that importation to three 
hundred or four hundred million pounds? If so, we must furnish the 
gold to pay for it. We must relinquish the occupation, so ancient and 
so profitable. We shall dismiss the shepherd, whose familiar calling 
has adorned the pages of all history wherever civilization has existed 
down to the present hour. We shall no longer have use for him. 
This will dispose of another calling which has given so much labor to 
our working classes. 

What is the object of placing wool on the free-list? What is the 
object of the passage of the bill itself? My friends on the other side 
of the House claim, and I will not impugn their motives, that it is to 
reduce the price of goods and products to the consumer. Let me say 
to you, whenever you cheapen the products of labor you reduce the price 
of labor itself, and you can not avoid it. And w henever you cheapen 
products you increase the purchasing power of the bonds and securi- 
ties, the money, the mortgages, and the ndtes held throughout the 
country by rich people. 


| 


i 


| 





| 


If you cheapen products 20 per cent. you | 


increase the purchasing power of the weaithy to the same extent. | 
Money and securities are their capital stock, their wealth, while labor | 


alone constitutes the capital stock of the poor. You do not increase 
the purchasing power of his capital, but you impair it by compelling 
him to submit to a reduction in the price of his wages. 

But you say your legislation will enable him to purchase the goods 
which he needs at a less price. That may be true, but you can not 
claim you improve his condition; you injure him by reducing the price 
of his labor, or I may say his capital; while it must be said you in- 
crease the value of all mortgages, notes, and other evidences of wealth 
in the law you would pass. Instead of legislating in the interest ot 
labor you inflict a blow which will put the laboring man to a great 
disadvantage. There is no escape from this conclusion. 

Why should this great blow be given to the farmers of the country ? 
Last year there were imported into this country $74,000,000 of farm 
products. If this bill should become a law it will place a large addi- 
tional list of farm products upon the free-list. We may look for and 
confidently expect, if this bill shall pass, that next year more than 
$200, 000,000 worth of farm products and products in which the farmer 
is interested will find their way into this country. Are gentlemen 
prepared for that state of things? Is the farmer going to sit by and 
not complain? Why, sir, the people are already suffering from the 
blow leveled at their industries by this bill. I for one am constantly 
receiving letters making inquiry as to the prospect of the Mills bill. 
Here is one I have taken frow the mail within the lasthalf hour. The 
inquiry is *‘ what isthe prospect of the passage of the Mills bill,‘and the 
probability of putting wool on the free-list?’’ Says the writer: ‘* Buy- 
ers are holding back and are not purchasing for fear of the passage 
of the Mills bill.” 

Sir, it will be difficult to estimate the injury that has already fallen 
upon the people arising from the fear of the passage of this bill. The 
depression in the wool markets is very great. The price of wool has 
already greatly depreciated and the growers must sell at great loss. 
Pass this bill and it is a long step in the direction of free trade. It 
this policy is te continue it will not be leng before we will find foreign 
nations have complete possession of the American markets instead ot 
the people of our own country. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, this being a subject of very great 
importance to my district and to my State, I ask unanimous consent of 


I think I shall not exceed thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman from 
Ohio will be permitted to proceed for thirty minutes without interrup- 
tion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN,. Mr. Chairman, the Mills bill, in its provisions 
regarding wool, strikes a deadly blow at one of the leading industries 
of my district and State, and of the United States. Iam opposed to 
that bill for this, if for noother reason. i am in favor of these amend- 
ments because I would correct the blunder made by the reduction of 
the wool tariff in 1883. I invite attention to some statistics regarding 
the subject of wool, which show conclusively the great injury it would 
be to us should the bill pass. 

Number of sheep in my district in the spring of— 


BND ccsnsinsmusindinciontvtiom ceaintineewsebiaes ypbeennonsadetesests atsns UttwEs den sriesnswewseteuicnesbnbeetelte 129 091 
IN I sen nssicinnss nailed ntnentidialbaiaaiataa anid . 36,155 


Wool — in the district: 
1883.. evceswsereeeeee POUNGS... 631, 971 
1886 (the last 3 ye ear for: Ww which figures are obtainable). Sa caakaiapeeneduidaemmetil isinas 56Y, 056 





nN Gis TRINNY INI sec ceninsirccoirescsrnc-oiieinns son ns ouinseenssroncimasietnscaseosetian!.. UUM 


This wool was worth not less than 32 cents per pound in our market 
in 1886; so that the loss on wool alone has been at least $20,132. 
The sheep were worth in 1883 at least $3.50 per head. This value has 
been reduced by not less than $1 per head by reason of the tariff act of 
1883; so that the loss on the decreased number of sheep is not less than 
$36,155. The total wool clip for the years 1883, 1884, 1885, 1886 was 
2,478,814 pounds. This, by reason of the tariff reduction of 1883, was 
sold at an average price of at least 6 cents per pound less than it would 
have brought under the tariff of 1867; so the loss here was $148,722, 
or a total loss to the district by reason of the act of 1883 of $205,015 

But this computation does not take into account the less by decrease 
of the flocks since the spring of 1887, and decrease of the wool clip since 
the spring of 1886, for which nostatisties are given. Broaden the view 
somew hat: 











Sheep. 
We had in the State of Ohio in the spring of 1883............................. 5,130,920 
There were left in the aprimg Of 1857 .....c1cecs1cc cscccsseose ssccvcccsccecvecssseess © 4, AL, BZA 
Oe I i iin cctinamcetsigin vb nilitinn) aceevrnbcvnitiaintatinditis 1, O19, 049 
Pennie. 


24, 349, 109 


23, 558, 713 


In the spring of 1883 in Ohio we clipped of wool 
FE aie cise secivedsia sienna petinhanennileedinttdninsevniionesstvinistnns 




















RN ENR ND TIN TINIE FE ores ncncicnes ih vvatincnnentpeceeninsaniavesaiahinis: anladal 790, 396 
a a i incerta ane tctpsteendiinnictibtndite athe 7 2, 081, 552 
a a Te TO I OE vik nie isn snc tcntcecceced setsonstaapwesineete 2, 267,557 
ee I i ciissnicnticnaettiis cncgi tec claibwaiasdes ighien évncannarsees tas paabiaeeuscesnies = 19, 702, 329 
SR I e F  E acs  siccscnitterimenedeinrntionsi aisbetetins __ 4,646, 780 


Being a total shortage in pounds for the years 1884, 1885, and 
SINE nstcitnihcectnigehusnebarintadatitel tinea.alyvaptidenmicenkaa! ake dueedelatetanmedatniats 7, 704, 733 





‘ollowing the same rule of computation adopted for the district, the 
losses in the State have been, by reason of the tariff act of 1883, as 
follows: 

Loss on decreased price of wool Bold..............0:0..s.ccssrcseconeccsseccces ces saceee $3,920,555 
ED Sie GI sarin citcittp since sibiveiestiiin mins 2,453,514 
Loss en sheep killed or otherwise disposed of. 1,019,049 








Total loss to the State, not including loss on clip of 1887 nor on 
eet iE De A CD iia ect cinitencte chiens cctilein tenecntvatinkamenis 7,405,118 


Or an average loss, to the 247,189 farms in the State, of $30 per farm. 

The price paid for wool i in 1887 in my district,and generally through the 
State, would average 32 cents per pound for the better grades. It will 
not average more than 22 cents the present year for the same grades, 
The reduction in price has been occasioned by the pendency and dis- 
cussion of the Mills bill alone. 

When the buyers went into the market this year they were com- 
pelled to buy upon the basis of wool being placed upon the free-list, or 
else assume the risk of losing upon the “investment in case this bill 
should pass. 

Capital does not invest in that way. The result has been that free- 
trade prices have been and are being paid for the Ohio wool clip of 
1888, and the farmers must and do bear the loss, And no matter what 
the fate of the bill may ultimately be, that loss at least has fallen upon 
the Ohio farmers, and the farmers of my district, by reason of the mere 
discussion of the proposition to put wool on the free-list. 

The wool clip with us is essentially the main dependence of our 
farmers, as a means of raising money to pay taxes and to meet debts 
coming due in the early part of the year. Coming, as it does, early in 
the summer sezson, it is about the only resource they have for these 
purposes. 
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It will be re , n with what g anyt r in- | 

erfering with the expected and accustomed lus- | 

try, strikes the hom mmon people 
Gentlemen may ai ric, and indulge in their sof | 

trade supremacy, and felicitate themselves upon having t 1 a step— | 2 

w long step—by this bill in the direction of ultimate free trade, which | ( 

is the design they are secretly and covertly intending to a 

But to this condition of affairs in this one business, w] 

has 1t an absolute loss this one year to the people of Ohio of 

less than $1,800,000 by reason of the mere discussion of your | } 

This loss is one of its first fruits. If this appears in the 


what may we expect in the dry? j 
Mr. FITCH. Ifthe farmers of Ohio lost 10 cents a pound 

r ice of their wool, did not the American consumer get the b 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will answer that question further alongin 


























remarks, if the gentleman will do me the favor to listen to what I have Xx. XX and 
to say. Ohio and Pennsyly : 
Mr. DOCKERY This is a very good place now to answer yes or no ing, ¢ to ¢ blood 
AT > "EY a NT } ] ; } a 9 v es S) 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. I think it will come in alittle better 
further on in my remarks, as I have got some good things of my own | Ohio and P¢ ) ‘ 
to say. : ia COmMmD 
Much discussion has been had regarding the effect of the tariff of 1867 
uy t} ‘product und price of W ol I propose to show you v 
it produced in Ohio at atime when values were not depende 
infi.ted and consequently depreciated currency; at a t I - iad Senne a 
condition of the flocks, as to numbers, and the pro tion of wool as | , 
to pounds, may be fairly attributed to the operations of that law; L | « 
desire also to show the discouraging and injurious effect pro: 1 
} > . . ' ‘ id I : 
the tariff act of 1883 upon this industry. ‘To do this I ha ted | yy : \ iow 9 ; 
the period running from January 1, 1879, when specie res I New x i 
had, to the summ 1887 x 
[ n and including the spring of 1879, to and including the sp ‘if : 
of }, we have a period when it may be fairly said the natural L | ¢ \ 
le mate effects of the tariff of 1867 would be apparent ‘ \ ‘ 
sheep husbandry. We have a like period from the spring of 1883 to 
and including the year 1887, wherein the same opportu 
, a . ; ‘ 
forming a judgment regarding the operation of th tof 158 tI 
pa ular. Me 
T hawa hare « bite to teas , PRotat anmvnen % thin to whi .. d 
i have here atable t n from official sources in Ohio to which 11 ; 
vite attention, and which I submit as a part of my remarks, showir As { 
the number of sheep in the State, and pounds of wool shorn, 
year from 1879 to 1887, inclusive. . , . 
3 . 
St € t of oy N Af ‘ i la o , t ; 7 , . ~~? ' } 
« i “ i 
>] ci Lic can 
- I inwa i XX ] ‘ 
. . i o : 
Year A ) , ul i l e! ) 
ne © 1 1 i ‘ 
187 i s < ~ { 7 I : “ay . 
l Census 1s8 i » 4 ( I vashe ] 
1s Ohio Statistics,’’ su ‘ 74 2 i 
ROD .séecslecutmaen do 4,594 ( s ! i 
18 do 5, 130, 920 1, 34 
1834 da 1,968, 794 id : { 
Iss 1, 928,332 
158 { 7 ) : 
143 , 4 l ta 3 prepared i bDateman & | 
( imission merchants, ol l . i computed up 
: —— sired ws — orvase y 
*No statistics yet extant as to clip of this year a c ss , . : ; 
; Ohio wool is brought into competition with like grades found in 
It will be noticed by the ta that from the spring of 1879 to th English markets, it must be houcht at from 6 to 17 cent my 
spring of 1883, inclusive, the number of sheep in the State incr varying according to grade, than vy paid in 1887 1 
by 863,659 head; the wool produced increased by 5,677,689 pounds, t] be saf 1 $ precise] t I r 
demonstrating the natural effect of the tariff of 1867 to have been the ofr would } eces ext 
increase of the flocks upon the one hand and a large increase of w« netition would not t. ¢ { : ld } 
on the other. And it shows also that the industry was advancing upon | competition would ar Why, Mr. Cha an, ¢ ler the p 
both of these lines when the tariff of 1883 was passed. When the tari law exists to a degree likely ruil eep 
of 1883 was passed we had in Ohio 5,130,920 sheep; in four years | seen how, since the law of 1883 w na 1, they 
that was reduced, as shown by this table, to 4,111,871, while the | pounds of wool produced by us d 
pounds of wool had fallen off in three years more than 4,600,000 | and the reason for this { 1 ortat 
pounds. mainly from the English 1 t 
This clearly and conclusively shows that the act of 1885 has com- We imported in 1883 the fo t 
menced what the Mills bill is intended to complete, namely, the abso- | and kinds of wool, all to 
lute annihilation of sheep husbandry among our people 
. : . ‘ ( 38 clothing wools j 
I have taken this leading sheep and wool-producing State as an ex- | (!4ss! - ae : 
. . a 7 a ° “> iss ., COMmDINE wit 
ample of the evil effects of the tariff of 1883 upon sheep and wool rais- | G)us5 urpet wools 
ing. An examination of the question as to other wool-producing States : 
will unquestionably show like results. : rota 2 ; oye ene ot 
But these results could only flow from the competition with which ind this importation came in under the tariff of 1367 hich i 


livalent was 45.11 per cent 





the American farmer must contend, and which was compelled by the | posed a duty whose average ad valorem e 
act of 1883. Under the tariff of 18533, imposing a duty whose average ad va 
Let us see where the danger is and what we may expect to meet if | © juivalent 1S 11.77 pe r cent., we imported for the year. « nding Ju 
this bill shall finally become the law of the land. «Jn order that it may 30, 1887, the following quantities and kinds of wool, namely 
be seen how much an Ohio buyer could now pay, and be safe, if the | Class 1, clothing wools .................. ‘ 2) 
Mills bill should pass, I submit the following table, giving a compar- | Class 2, combing wools ee ° 
ison of the Philadelphia and London markets for such grades of wool | Class3, carpet wools , 81,504, 4 
as are commonly produced in that State, namely: | Total 7 a 
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Of this wool England and her colonies produced and furnished us 
with the following quantities, namely: 





Pounds. 

nae F, cht ha Sens WOES vee cccscennsccqneundaansiebentocntenecsvinconneahpbnieddamanuises tines 11, 256, 920 
Sen EL CRU LtNOY AENRIDEUL. 0 crsemintiniieteenschbabulanstiaseidaneantl de delitetdaadeeysamie 8, 464, 587 
CRS T, CRUSE WOOD acnevisncsenniioristnnssinetadignecieniiaaenione pla asnauespenishnauanbiidin 23, 550, 882 
Or a total amount produced by them Of ................0.cesseesssceeceseeeee 43, 272, 389 


There were also shipped from ports in England, in the same year, the 
following additional quantities, namely: 





Pounds. 

Ce i GED si dakinarencsncstinenceionsensscmieueviecdintitindutnabolanpacaidumeniapeses 375, 767 

I eI II io csi aciinn Ssiusticwahsed an cubieesduitdnalonaseindendldmmndieaasabeaeiansiain 1, 477, 287 

EE ST 39, 542, 728 
Ora total amount of wools purchased by English merchants and 

BBSDUE SO SS See TI DE caivn vescisarsikiecavitariasstaaitieretent 41, 395, 782 


Thus it will be seen that England and her possessions furnished 
us in all, last year, 84,668,171 pounds of wool, or about fourteen-nine- 
teenths of the whole amount of our importations. It will be no task, 
I apprehend, in the light of these facts, to see what foreign nation is 
demanding ‘‘free wool’’ in the United States. Nor will the task be 
any harder when the question is asked, ‘‘ For whose benefit does Eng- 
land make this demand?’’ It is because in this, as in all other lines 
of commerce, she wants the American markets for England, and for 
England only. She owes no allegiance to the United States. She fur- 
nishes nu men to fight the battles of this Union. Her sonscan not be 
drafted into our armies to be slain, if need be, in defense of our flag. 
She bears none of the burdens of carrying on ourGovernment. On the 
contrary, if we are to judge by her conduct in the past, she would as 
lief sell to our enemies as to us, and has, in all ways possible, given us 
to understand that she has no use for us, except for her enrichment, 
regardless of the injury that may result to our people and institutions, 
growing out of her avarice and because of competition with her de- 
graded and poorly paid labor. It is with her a question of money to 
be made, and that alone, which induces her Cobden Club and free-trade 
theorists to cry ‘‘free wool’’ to this nation. The wonder is that any 
American who loves his country and desires to see it prosper can be so 
blind and deluded as to fail to see the real motive behind this specious 
and deluding ery. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another matter involved in the statis- 
tics to which I have called attention, which I would note here. It is 
that when the rates of duty are lowered the amount of the revenue is 
increased. This bill proposes to reduce the revenues by putting cer- 
tain articles on the free-list and by reducing the tariff on others. The 
revenue may be reduced by taking a duty entirely off. But great care 
must be taken where the tariff is only reduced in amount, if we would 
avoid an increase of revenue by reason of increased importations. The 
estimate of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, based 
upon the importations of last year, of the amount of reduction to be 
effected by the rates of duties upon articles which still remain duti- 
able, although at a reduced rate, is as follows: 

Importations of dutiable articles for year ending June 30, 1887, upon 


which by the Mills bill some duty is still left.............cccecececceeseeeeene $178, 329, 048 
Duties collected upon these for year 1887...........cccccccssesscssserscserereeees 117, 663, 127 
Proposed reduction of amount Of duties,.............c.ccessesessseesereeee conse 31, 530, 941 

Per cent. 
Average ad valorem rate now on these articles..............ccccse.seeeee 65. 98 
Average ad valorem rate proposed thereon by Mills biil. 48. 30 








Amount to be remitted, average rate......... cccccccsecsesecesseesseccssesessseses 17. 68 


By the tariff of 1867 for the year ending June 30, 1883, we coilected 
of revenue on wool a sum total of $3,174,628. Our importations for 
that year were, as before stated, 53,049,965 pounds under a tariff duty 
ofabout5 percent. less ad valoremequivalent. Wecollected revenue on 
wool for the year ending June 30, 1887, a sum total of $5,901,469 
on an importation of 114,404,173 pounds. So that it is here seen how 
a reduction of duties increases importations, and consequently increases 
the revenue. - 

The danger line, at which this increase of revenue begins when the 
rate of duty is lowered, is, when your duty gets below the point where 
it operates as a bar to importations. If the tariff is high enough to 
keep out importations, then it will yield but little revenue. If it is 
just high enough to give the home producer a shade the advantage 
over his foreign competitor, it will yield somewhat more revenue, but 
still not enough to do any injury. But if it is only high enough so 
that the shade of advantage is in favor of the foreign competitor, then 
importations rush in, monopolize your market, increase your revenue, 
and ruin your home production. 

That we got the wool industry into this last state by the act of 1883 
is now apparent to any one. There are only two ways of disposing of 
the matter: First, take off the tariff on wool entirely and permit the for- 
eign product to monopolize our market, destroy our flocks, injure our 
farmers, make way with our prosperity in that regard, and thus stop 
the revenue; or second, raise the tariff on wool to the point where it 
was before the act of 1883 was passed, and give to this most important 
national resource an impetus only to be found in preserving our home 
market for our home productions. Of the two ways I prefer the sec- 
ond; and my voice and vote shall be found in that line until our laws 
are so framed as to bring about that result. I know itis claimed that 
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while the duty on wool benefits the farmer, it is more than offset by the 
amount of the tariff he is compelled to pay upon his woolen goods. 
This proposition I utterly deny; and I invite a critical and close con- 
sideration of the question. Let us suppose a case: A farmer has 50 
sheep in his flock. These sheep yield an average fleece of 5 pounds, or, 
in all, 250 pounds of washed wool. This rates, under the act of 1883, 
one-half as clothing and one-half as combing-wools, and as such aver- 
ages 11 cents per pound tariff, if imported. 

If, as the “‘ free-trader’’ argues, the farmer pays the tariff on his 
woolens, then it follows he gets the tariff on the wool he sells, or on 
his 250 pounds of wool he realizes the additional sum of $27.50 be- 
cause of the tariff. This wool, preparatory to being worked into cloth, 
will make 834 pounds of scoured wool, and it takes not quite seven- 
eighths of a pound of this scoured wool to make 1 yard of cassimere, 
known in the trade as ‘‘ men’s all-wool clothing,’’ and can be bought 
at the factory, at wholesale, for 88 cents per yard; and suits made of 
it retail at from $8 to $12 throughout the Union. Under the rulings 
of the Treasury Department regarding worsteds this quality of cloth 
comes in at an average tariff cost of 30 cents per yard. So that, if the 
farmer purchased 90 yards per year of this cloth, and thus, as ‘‘ free- 
traders’’ claim, pays the whole tariff, he would pay but $27 additional, 
and would still be 50 cents ahead on the whole transaction. But now 
we have supposed that he buys back 90 yards of this cloth in one year. 
This would make thirteen.men’s suits. 

As a matter of fact no ordinary farmer or farmer’s family will ina 
year use one-half of that amount of clothor itsequivalent. So, reckon- 
ing it at one-half, his gain in the whole transaction by the tariff would 
be $14. But the fact is that such clothing as our ordinary Ohio, Mich- 
igan, Pennsylvania, and Indiana wools produce, and which is the kind 
most commonly in use among our farming population, is sold quite as 
cheaply with us as it isin London. The finer grades of cloth here are 
higher than there; but this grade of clothing retails very nearly as low 
here as there. So Iam informed by those having knowledge of Lon- 
don retail prices for this class of clothing. 

The truth of this was well illustrated in the remarks of my colleague 
{[Mr. McKINLEY], who, not long since, in this discussion, gave us 
the occular evidence of it; and I can not resist making the statement 
here that no man on the other side of the House has answered or re- 
futed the statements he made regarding wool blankets, or, indeed, any 
other statement contained in his masterly exposition of this subject, 
nor has any attempt to do so been made. 

That competition among our home woolen manufacturers has brought 
about this era of cheap woolens is too well established to need argu- 
ment. Do you ask, then, why the need ofa tariff? I answer: 

First. That we may preserve the American market for the American 
wool-grower. 

Second. That we may not by the destruction of our flocks be placed 
at the mercy of foreign producers. 

Third. That there may be accorded to the American farmer the pro- 
tection on this product of his farm which is accorded to other branches 
of trade. 

Fourth. That this source of national wealth and prosperity may not 
be lost to us because of the cheapness of the foreign product. 

Fifth. That our money, which would otherwise go to the foreign 
producer of wool, may be kept here at home to pay our debts and cir- 
cnlate among us, thereby enriching our people. 

Sixth. That the principle of protection may not be applied to the 
manufacturer of wool and be denied at the same time to the producer 
of it. If one is protected the other should be, and I am for protecting 
both of them. 

When gentlemen declare that this reduction on wool is made for the 
purpose of enabling the manufacturer to obtain ‘‘ cheap raw materials,’’ 
and so put it into his power to pay better wages to labor, and sell 
cheaper cloth to the laboring man, I would ask who labors harder 
than your farmer? Who puts in more hours of work in twenty-four 
than he? Who is more worthy ofthe care and regard of Government 
than the man furnishing its bread? You keep the tariff on the man- 
ufactured product, and indulge in the poetical and fallacious idea that 
manufacturers are then to be willing to pay more for labor than now, 
and are going to sell for less money than the market warrants them in 
asking, because you were so generous in leaving them some protection; 
and this is accompanied by the implied threat that if your expecta- 
tions are not realized you will come back at them with a still further 
reduction until their protection is absolutely gone, thus demanding, 
as the price of giving the manufacturer and his labor this protection, 
that he and they shall reverse a law of trade older than Congresses, and 
buy and sell regardless of supply and demand. 

And this illusory view is advanced for the good of less than 3,000,000 
persons engaged in protected industries, taking the number to be as 
stated in the President’s message, while this wool industry, in which, 
from the same authority, 7,670,493 farmers are interested to the extent 
of at least $120,000,000, as shown by the census of 1880, you propose 
to leave without any protection; and, as I have shown, thus utterly 
destroy and annihilate it. 

Mr. Chairman, the theory of protection, properly applied, results in 
no such absurd and untenable position. It confines the place of sup- 
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ply to the United States as to the things we can prod ice in suticient 
quantities to meet, or approximately to meet, t 


ple. In doing this it do S not con! 
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1e demands of our } 





ine its beneticial effects to one in- 
dustry or to a few favored pursuits; but it declares that as to all indus- 
tries which are or may be established and which are likely in time to 
supply the demand of our people we will confine the purchases of such 
things by our citizens to our own home markets as far as a tariff 1 
sonably can or ought to do so; that this will keep our nioney at hom 
to be invested in home enterprises; that it will develop our natural re- 
sources in all directions; that it will diversify the occupations of our 
people; that it will thus furnish employment for our labor; that under 
this system our laborers need not be all farmers or all | 
but may be profitably engaged among us in nearly if n¢ 
business pursuits and industries known to man. 

But it is not found within this principle of protection that one great 
industry among us shall be stricken down and destroyed in order to 
furnish to another ‘‘raw materials ,’’ so called. 

This is antagonistic to and destructive of the principle of protect 
and is the one subtle and insinuating way in which its enemies appr 
it and seek to overthrow the system. Lor, if a large body of the ad- 
herents of the protective theory can be thus split off from the main 
column of its supporters, by taking one industry at a time and remov- 
ing the duties from it, so that those engaged therein have none of th« 
benefits of the system, our opponents hope to be re-enforced by them 
and thus finally be able to destroy the system itself, by the aid of thos 
thus alienated from its support. 

It is the indirect mode of attack that seeks to divide the 
then destroy its separate parts. But fortunately for the protective 
system, and, therefore, for the country, in this instance, thi \ 
obliged to assume that the American people are fools, and can not 
what is really meant by such an approach. And it will as 
projects thus presuming on the intelligence of the people, should 
and do fail. 

It may be argued by some that we atleast oughttolet carpet wools 
in free because we can not produce them. The answer to this is that 
it is a mistake to suppose we can not produce our carpet wools Che 
dry plains of Western Texas, Colorado, and of the Territo of Ari 
zona, Utah, and New Mexico are especially adapted to the supp 
flocks of Mexican sheep, which multiply rapidly and furnis 1] 
rior carpet wool. We can also use the poorer kinds of all ot wi 
produced by us for that purpose And we actually 
20,000,000 pounds of carpet wools in 1827. If gentleman 
convinced of our ability in this direction let them restore the t 
1867, and in less than five years it will not require argum 
them it can be done, and be done cheaply. The facts alon 
convince the most skeptical. Iam in favor of letting Ame 
duce the 80,000,000 D yunds or more of carpet wools we n ed in 
1887, when they have both the capacity and the soil to enable them t 
do it. 

I would pay to American labor and skill and to American « 
every possible dollar I could before going abroad to purchase anyt 
needed in our American life. By following such a ] 
build up our own people, support our own poor, augment our natior 
vealth, and transmit to our children a nation rich in wealth, wis 
statesmanship, and strong in the love of its people. The plan of 1 
ducing the surplus by a cowardly surrender of our wool market and 
industry to a foreign rival is, in my opinion, the veriest imbeci 
and the men who counsel and compel it are certainly comt 
blunder the evil effects of which can not be computed 

The raw wool when prepared for market can not be called ‘‘raw 
material’’ in any proper sense of the term. It may be called su 
regards the manufacturer of woolens in the sense of a ‘‘trade term, 
but it is a misnomer considered in the original meaning of the words 
used. I will enumerate the items of expense which enter into the 
preparation of a fleece of washed wool for the market. 

First. Cost of the sheep from which it is shorn. 

Second. Cost of keeping the sheep for one year. 

Third. Cost of shearing and washing the sheep. 

Fourth. Cost of marketing the wool. 

These four items of cost must be met and overcome by the possible in- 


f 








crease of the flock and the sum realized from the annual sale of the | 


fleece. Now, to say that a fleece of wool thus produced, which requires 
the farmer’s work and labor, the consumption of bis hay and grain, 
the use of his land, and the investment of his money, isa ‘‘ raw mate- 
rial’’ is to pervert the meaning of language. It is materi inced 
a long step towards the manufactured cloth, and, as the statistic 
the experience of wool-growers amply show, can not be profitab! 
vanced to this stage under the tariff of 1883 as against foreign co 
tition. The policy, therefore, of placing wool upon the free -list me 
as I have said, the utter destruction and annihilation of sheep | 
bandry in this Union, and the surrender of this great element of na 
tional growth and wealth entirely to foreigu producers. 

Mr. Chairman, when this result so plainly appears to be the natural 





effect of this bill, I confess, sir, I can not appreciate or conmmend the 


feeling that prompts an American citizeh to occupy the anomalous po 


ns, 


YOW 


non ti 


Oh 


yet finds h 


22 WU 





\ ind 


Ih con 


1e other 





sill 1 iron 


1 OD 


OOTHM AN 


{) 


oO be permit 


i here 


ot 


wool 


bil 


} 


state 


The frie 


re) 


} 
I 


+} 


} 


Simpy 


When 


was I 


1 
ull th 


1) 


to do SO 


Wy 
vl 


+ 14 


LTTOVY. 
SE 


rer ) ré 


OD t 


OOTHMAN tl 


| 


large importation, I answer 


wool 1 
Ch 





rv to Rave here if 


i CoM ¥ 


re is no question about t! 


it we can not produce ihe! t woo t ‘ 


nor sug 





of Michigan wh 


In Saginay 


Y 


sumption of t 


~20oU po ind 


il 


nds of 


these gz 


S ine 


‘ t 
xcept 


versou, and insist tha 


in 





infinit 


ar, and yet gentiemen in tC ilit 





i p 
ind fair treatment, and i 


sition of professing a great love for his people and his country’s insti- | they can, with impunity, strike at every industry in t 


Xi X——389 











eres 


porns 


210 CONGRESSIONAL 


Michigan, as they seem to think they can, they wiil find out more 
about that after the election than perhaps they know now. 

They say we will put copper upon the free-list and destroy the cop- 
per trust; that we will keep a tariff on sugar and destroy the sugar 
trust; using opposite remedies for the same disease. We are told that 


the hepublican party, by its adherence to the present system, is injuring | 


American industry and is not the friend of American labor. 

Let me say to the gentleman from Missouri that if the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] had not gone to New 
York and solemnly assured the people there that the Democratic party 
would not interfere with the tariff to the detriment of the people, the 
State of New York would have given its electoral vote for Mr. Blaine 
in 1884. Butasa matter of fact he so said, and fought hard to keep 
his party to his pledge, and for such adherence has been practically read 
out of the party. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not desire to discuss the pending amendment, 
but rather to state a matter personal to myself. 

Mr. Chairman, in some remarks which I had the honor tosubmit dur- 
ing the general debate on this bill, onthe 2d of May last, I declared my 


purpose to offer or support an amendment to reciuce the duti es on the | 


manutactured products of wool to an average ad valorem of 25 per 
cent. Iam still of the opinion that these duties ought to be ak 
and under ordinary circumstances I would faithfully execute the in- 
tention then expressed. It was done in advance of the authoritative 
action of the conventions of my party, both in my own State and at 
St. Louis, and before the Democratic Representatives in Congress had 
held any conference with reference to the line of policy to be pursued 
upon this bill. 

In good faith I submitted and urged before our party council, held 
in this Hall, the amendment mentioned; and while I believe it ought 
to have been adopted, still in the judgment of a majority of my polit- 
ical associates it was deemed inexpedient to disturb in this respect the 
measure reported by the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

This bill has received the sanction and approval of the Democratic 


party, and has become essentially a party measure. We all realize the | 


necessity of accomplishing something by way of tariff reduction and 


relieving the people from unjust taxation. This can only be done | 


through that strength which comes from united action. I for one am 
not willing to incur the responsibility of endangering the passage of 


the bill or standing in the way of any reform contemplated by its pro- | 


visions, and I have resolved what doubts I have entertained as to my 
own proper course in this matter into the general duty of fidelity to 
the conclusions reached by that party to which I belong. And in keep- 
ing with its councils and declarations I shall yield for the time being 
my personal inclinations to its aggregate wisdom and decline to break 
its ranks in favor of any individual committal or conviction. I have 
felt it my duty to commit to the record this statement of the reasons 
which actuate my conduct. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, as I have said before, I have no ex- 
pectation that anything that can be said on this side of the House will in 
the least change the text or character of this bill, because it has been 
ordained by the caucus of the majority that no change is to be made 
in the same except by such amendments as are offered by the majority | 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, and I should not take further | 
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| time of this committee was it not for the fact that I desire to correct 
some statements made by niy colleague [Mr. Forp] in a speech made 
by him on this floor on the 27th day « of April last. In that speech my 
| colleague used this language in speaking of the efiect of the duty on 
| foreign wools: 

Take the result in my State, for instance, the State of Michigan. In 1867 the 
wool tariff was enormously increased. Inthat year thetariff on wool was raised 
| so that itaveraged between 50 and 60 per cent.,and it so continued, practically 
without interruption, for sixten years. In 1867, when the tariff went into effect, 
| there were 4,000,000 sheep in the State, and under the effect of the high tariff on 

wool, on the Ist of January, 1880, the number of those sheep had dwindled down 
j to less than 2,000,000. 


My colleague made a similar statement in a communication some time 
previous, addressed to the president of the Sheep-Breeders’ Association 
in my own State. I do not know where he got that information, for it 
certainly was from no official report. I find from the census reports for 
the years here given the following facts: In the year 1860 the census 
report shows there were 1,271,743 sheep in Michigan; in 1870 there 
| were 1,985,906, and in 1880 there were 2,189,389. 

In 1867 there was no official report, either State or national, show- 
ing the number of sheep in Michigan, but if my colleague will take 
| the pains to look at the census reports he will find there must nave 
been considerably less than 2,009,000 sheep in Michigan at that time 
or less than one-half the number stated by him. According to the 
returns made to the secretary of state for Michigan in 1884, under the 
State census of that year, there were 2,896,911 sheep in the State, 
which largely exceeded any number before that given. I concede that 
since the reduction of the duty on wool under the act of 1883 there 
has been a reduction in the number of sl heep in our State. This has 
been caused partially by a reduction of the duty at that time, and 
partially comes from the fact that for ten years there has been no single 
Congress that there has not been a bill pending here to reduce the 
duties upon foreign imports, wool and other articles. These bills have 
| hung like a pall over the industries of the country, and our flock-rais- 
ers have suffered heavy losses by reason thereof; and to-day they are 
receiving trom 5 to 8 cents less for each pound of their wool than they 
would have received had not this bill been pending. 

For ten years they have been harassed by proposed or threatened 
legislation, antagonistic to their interests, until many of our farmers 
have been lessening their flocks or entirely disposing of the same. 
When the party now in power suc veeded in the election of 1884, - 
farmers of my State, being aware of its free-trade tendencies, and « 
the unfavorable legislation which it had threatened touching ae 
husbandry, have been compelled to meet the threatened emergency by 
depleting their flocks. If the farmers of the country could have the 
assurance that a reasonable and proper duty could be maintained upon 
foreign wool for ten years, we should at the end of that time have 
no need to import a pound of foreign wools, for a sufficient amount 
would be produced in our own country; but so long as the present 
| party shall remain in power, just so long will our tariff laws be un- 
| stable, uncertain, and demoralizing to the business interests of the 
country. 

In connection with my remarks I here give a table showing the re- 
duction of duty on wool and certain kinds of woolen goods by the act 
| of 1883, and the effect of such reduction upon imports. 


subsequent to the reduction in the tariff of March 3, 1883. 


(Compiled from official statistics of the Treasury Department. ] 


Articles. 


WORSTED CLOTHS. 

















> : > 26 > | Total for 
— _ Q > 883 
Rates of duties. 1881. 1882. 1883. three years. 


Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, 











Except such as are composed in part of wool: u s. | 
Valued at not exceeding 40 cents per POUNG,..........6.ccseseeceeseeteeeceseeenenes 20 cents per pound and 35 per cent... 50, 162 156, 472 | 41, 146 | 
Vv alued at over 40 cents and not exe eeding 60 cents 30 cents per pound and 35 per cent... 42,076 | 85, 672 | 124, 096 | 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents.. .. 40 cents per pound and 35 per cent... 119, 286 114, 928 374, 543 | 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound ..... .. wnenedarbonehcanphubgsebenese abeseena 50 cents per pound and 35 per cent... 969, 875 423, 195 | 438, 775 
Total pounds of cloth each year see 1, 180, 399 780, 267 | 978, 560 2, 939, 226 
Aspount of Gutien Golledted Oth ChAT ices. ccccnccctitsnricincaretetntnensizsnseren temsedesteenelataion cvteunt i i aa th el alia lan lens eperdi damon aae $2, 456, 548. 03 
| 
; ; -_ rom a. Total for 
Articles. Rates of duties. 1884. 1885. 1886. iinet to 
WORSTED CLOTHS. 
Except such as are eomposed in part of wool. - * Pounds. | Pounds. Pounds. 
Valued at not exceeding 30 Cents..............-c0eccecesseerers : 10 cents per pound and 35 per cent... 40, 358 | 60, 888 105, 674 | 
Valued at over 30 cents and not exceeding 40 cents.. 12 cents per pound and 35 per cent...| 34, O17 | = 445 144, 846 | 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents.. 18 cents per pound and 35 per cent...; 57 7,519 | | 937, 164 2, 057, 736 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents . 24 cents per pound.and 35 per cent... 777,827 | 1, 407, 051 2, 795, 244 
Vabaed at OVO CO CORB. o.cec.. .: cicscvesssccsescocenbensebenipsctissondecsecsenbasedsscedeccame 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent...! 1, 234,677 | 1,274, 736 | 1. 483, 811 | 
rrr" Pe es a 
Total pounds of cloth each year,..... ....c.-.-+0+ cecseveesseessrssssecseceneses shan ane een oe niacastliene Gavniieene iuateneensiorecovesanised, MjGeen eee 3, 715, 234 | 6, 587, 311 | 12, 966, 493 
Amount of duties collected on cloths ie at - ae | $7,367, 411. 65 
| #4, 910, 863. 62 


Increase in revenue ae sncces stesecee 
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Vv t exceeding 40 cents per pound........... ents } i 
I Ve »ver 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents ents |} 1; 4 3 g 
V: »ver 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents s } 1h ; 
\ ver 80 cents per pound.... ieewes evce ents } i and 3 pe 
Total pounds of rn each year : oose ' ‘ 
Amoun f duties collected on yarns 
Art i 
YARNS 
Valued at not exces nts I ) 1 
Valued at over 30 cents t exceeding 40 ce i 
Va ied at over 40 cents texceedit cen 
af Va i at over 60 cent i not exces g 80 cents 
Valued at SU cent ry} id : Z 4 


























a i ly ids of 5 each year 
An tofd coll ony ‘i 
. Increase in reve e 
id 
A s 
i t - 
TT . shirt : Sal - 
\ ued atyr over 40 cents pe pound 
\ ed at above 4 sand: xceedir cents 
\ 1ed at above 60 e¢ “ d exceedi ) cents 
Yalu Love i {ts per p id 
} eens 
Total y ds k roods ¢ ’ i - 
A mic nt of dutie < i 
> . 
Ar i 
, 
} I 5 
ie i all goods made on knitting-frames 
; Valued at not exceed eents per pound , I ] i | 
Valued at over 30 cents and not exceeding 40 cents i j per 
Valued at over 40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents. per | 1 35 pe 
Valued at over 60 cents and not exceeding 80 cents...... sper} 1 per cent ‘ 
Valued at over 80 cents per pound .............ccceecsees i 3} 1 35 cent " 
lotal pounds knit goods each vear 
Amount of duties coll ted . . = 
Increase in revenue. seo : pasiousienseee 
Articles I 3 
° 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, ulsters, or other outside garments for ts per pound and 40 pe 
ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar descripticn or us 
for like purposes. 
Amount of duties collected. 
Articles, Rates of duties 188 3 - : ; e 
7 P . 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for its per p and 40 per cent 42,788 03, 272 WO, 4 
ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description or used 
for like purposes. 


Amount of duties collected 


F Increase in revenue ‘ ienbeiine a ‘ , : 


Articles, Rates of duties 58] 188 188 . 


RAW WOOLS. 





I 1 ] 
s ) dand I « 
Class No. 1—Clothing wools......... ieseseiahiatian j er ; . 4 0.7 1 2 54 4 
. . ind a } j 
Amount of dutges collected ane 712 
a _ 1. nts per pound and 10 per « a4 . 

ass Combing wools... : { { ? 1 
Cla No, 2 snes - ss : nts per pound and 11 per cent. ' - r ; . 
Amount of duties collected spat S. iin ines i : al $1. 0 { 
a ’ e . ¢ nt er pound . a" = 
Class No. 3—Carpet wools sp r poun ( a5 » | 47,208,175 4 2 

? cents per pound...... 

Amount of duties collected ; v, 
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A table of imports for three years previous and three years subsequent to the reduction in the tariff of March 3, 1883—Continued. 


Articles, 


RAW WOOLS, 


Class No. 1—Clothing woolls................. 


Amount of duties collected......... 
Increase in revenue 


Class No. 2—Combing wools 


Amount of duties collected 
Increase in revenue 


I WD i iiaiccniievrniuscintinetveipiceabatini teins 


Amount of duties collected.......... 
Inorease in TreVENUE, ..........0cc.0c0seseees 





f| 10cents per pound. joined vbuws Mini .) 
*{/ 12 cents per pound : 


§ 24 cents per pound.. 
*{ 5 cents per pound... 


: Total for 


Rates of duties. 1884. 1885. 1886, 
three years, 


Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
{ 10 cents per pound... | 4 
{|i $ per pound........... ipa | 90. 703. 843 1 13, 472.432 | 23. 391. 755 57 498. 0% 
{| 12 cents per pound.., * f | 20,708, 843 | 13, 472, 3, 321, 758 57, 498, 033 
palsidsadwostpdbdeastehhd $5, 905, 430, 42 








ener $167, 717. 66 
13, 239, 048 
$1! , 337, 340. 02 
$271, 525. 90 
193. 024, 049 
$5,570, 459. 69 


oecese soseet|oocccscoocoueoeces $453, 889. 97 





62,525, 692 | 50,782,306 | 79,716,051 | 





Total for 


Articles. Rates of duties. 1881, 1882. 1883. 
} three years. 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds 
Rags, shoddy, DAUR GO, WOH BHE DOCKS. 5. wisesinisvineresssxsnsoncvacercosnnevaeseseneesiionay . 12 cents per pound less 10 per cent. 543, 116 917, 621 971,401 | 2, 432, 138 
RS Be a aa idtinnic ents kas taibasincntnciccinibcicienncncvadinecainieaatiiga nal dam dacca tata k nL lee aa a Ae saiuiclianepialpilodublanicy wee $26.1, 857.37 
. . ‘ Toial for 
Articles. tates of duties g aan — Toia 
1] Rates of duties. 1884, 1885. 1586. three years. 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
Rage, shoddy, mungo, Waste and BOCES. .....ccccscsconserecsccsesrsnecceccsscovsecces 4,710, 917 


Amount of duties collected...... aided 
Increase in revenue 





Total increase in revenue on these six articles in three years 
The increase in theamount of clothing wool imported during the three | 
years succeeding the reduction of duty in 1883 exceeded the amount im- 
ported for the three previous years 11,852,873 pounds, and of combing 
wools 3,125,774 pounds, and of carpet wools 63,299,783 pounds, and of | 
rags, shoddy, waste, flocks, ete. , 2,278,779 pounds, while under the lower | 
rate of duty there was collected $1,062,367.96 more duty during the 
three yeais succeeding the revision of 1883 than there was during the | 
three years preceding the same, showing that by a reduction of the | 
rate of duty the imports are so increased that the aggregate of duty is | 
continually increased also. The same thing occurs in the case of | 
worsted cloths, woolen yarns, knit goods, ladies’ woolen wearing ap- 
parel, etc. With the entire abolition of the duty on raw wool can 
any one doubt that the most of our wool will be’imported, and sheep 
husbandry in the United States become a thing of the past? With 
the preposed decrease in the rate of duty upon woolen goods the im- 
portations will be so increased that the duty collected in the aggregate 
upon such goods will largely exceed that collected now under the pres- 
ent law. The only reductions made in the customs revenue under this+| 
bill will be upon such articles as are placed upon the free-list. The 
sole object of the bill, if we are to determine its object by its context, 
seems to be to increase importations. The Democratic majority in this 
House, as well as the Democratic party at its recent convention, has 
determined that this bill must pass, and that it is in the interest of our 
own industries and the labor of our own country that the wants of our 
people be supplied by the production of foreign lands. The Repub- 
lican party, on the contrary, demands such legislation as shall tend to | 
supply the wants of our own people from the productions of our own 
labor, iegislation, which shall tend to foster our own industries and 
provide labor with fair wages for our own people. 

« The President in his message and other addresses presents all the 
arguments adduced by the most rabid free-trader, and yet he asserts 
that the question of free trade or protection is not 1n issue. He urges 
the placing of wooi and other articles called ‘‘ raw material’’ upon the 
free-list, and to that extent he certainly must be a free-trader. Henry 
George and every free-trader in America supports Grover Cleveland for 
President. Every free-trader in England favors the re-election of Gro- 
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ver Cleveland, for they know that his views are in harmony with their 
own, even though he may refuse to be classed with them. Let us see 
what they say. The London Times of July 6, 1888, in commenting 
upon the remarks of President Cleveland upon receiving official notice 
of his renomination, uses this language: 


It would hardly be possible to put the free-trade case more clearly or more 
strongly, and yet such is the force of words President Cleveland shrinks from 
the use of the term ‘free trade,” and in fact declares that those who taunt him 
with being a free-trader are deceiving the country. ‘Free trade’ appears to 
be equivalent, in the Janguage of American political controversy, to “enemy 
of the workingmen and of industrial enterprises.” 

That it should be so is one of the curiosities of politics, and an extreordinary 


instance of the power of a phrase even over minds which are comimeniysbrowd | 


and reasonable; for it is certain thatthe arguments which President Cleveland 
urges are those which Cobden used to employ forty-five yeas ago, and whi 
any English free-trader would employ now. Such propositions as that taxation 
ought to be strictly limited by the needs of the country; that it is unjust to tax 
the whole community for the benefit of special classes; that import duties stifle 
production and limit the area of a country’s markets are purely free-trade argu- 
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ments. As such we are giad to see President Cleveland using them, though we 


| are sorry for the popular infatuation which makes it dangerous to give them 


their right name. 

Most of the London and other English press construe the President’s 
language in a similar manner and arrive at similar conclusions touch- 
ing his views upon the tariff question. The London Daily News, the 
great Liberal organ, of the same date, uses the following language: 

President Cleveland’s speech is more to the point. He discusses the princi- 
ples at issue in the struggle and shows that he is the free-trade candidate in 
everything but name, ‘The reservation is an important one for American party 
purposes. The President feels compelled to eharacterize the attempt to brand 
him as a free-trader as deception, but for all that the electoral conflict now in 
progress isa conflict between free trade and protection, and nothing less. This 
is a very good conflict as things go, and, like warfare between good and evil, it 
threatens to be perpetual, Mr. Cleveland may find a more formidable antag- 
onist in General Harrison than we have been led to expect. 

As well might the President and his supporters in this House say 
that England is not a free-trade country as to claim that the policy ad- 
vocated and the arguments used by them here must not inevitably lead 
to free trade. There is no country in the world which has absolute free 
trade. England has not, for on many articles imported she levies a 
high rate of duty. Her tariff laws are framed ‘‘for revenue ouly,’’ 
and yet we all call England a free-trade country. Is there a Democrat 
here upon this floor that is not in favor of a tariff for revenue only ? 
Your party has often declared in its national conventions for -this. 
Why, then, does the President shrink from admitting his desire fer 
free trade as England has it to-day? Why is it that our Democratic 
friends here argue for English free trade and yet deny that they are 


| free-traders? The whole scope of their argument has been that pro- 
| tection in itself is wrong per se; that it is robbing one class of our peo- 


ple for the benefit of another class; that protection tends to restrict 
trade and is therefore detrimental to our industries and tends to op- 
pressourlabor. If this be so, then how can our Democratic friends say 
they are not for the opposite of protection, to wit, free trade or the 
English system of a tariff forrevenue only? Theallegations made by the 
English press as above quoted can not be gainsaid. The construction 
put upon the President’s utterances and the acts of his party in this 
House are too plain to be refuted by any statement of the President. 
The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who is the leader 
in this House, during the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, in 
discussing the ‘‘ Morrison bill,’’ used this language: 


We must remove, both by legislation and diplomacy, every hindering cause 
that prevents the free exchange of products of our labor in ali the markets of 
the world. We must unfetter every arm and let every muscle strike for the 
highest remuneration of toil. We must let wealth, the creation of labor, grow 
up in all the homes of our people. Then every industry will spring forward at 
a bound, and wealth, prosperity, and power will bless the land that is dedicated 
to free men, free labor, and free trade. (See volume 66, page 2990, of Recorp.) 


This was in 1884. On April 24, 1878, in discussing the ‘‘ Wood 
tariff bill,’? Mr. MILLs uses this language: ' 


The committee could have imj;.osed duties at 20 per cent., as a general rule, 
making a few exceptions above that standard and many below, and raise one 
hundred millions instead of one hundred and forty-one. The next year the 
same duties would bring one hundred and twenty millions, because the im- 
ports would be largely increased by the lower duties. Our policy shoul be to 
take the smallest amount of taxes that we can by customs; and we should grad- 
ually decrease the amount until our customs taxes come alone from nocompet- 











ing articles entering our custom houses. We now have over a hundred mill- 





ions from whisky and tobacco and other internal taxes, but they a n 
principle as the tariff taxes on consumption, and fall on the poor 1 be 
largely decreased. (See volume 29 of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 2793.) 


Here the honorable gentleman declares for 
such as they have in England, and which is known as free trade there. 
The honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] compares = c- 
tion with highway robbery, and votes for the lowest possible reduction 
of duty on everything, unless the Democratic caucus orders otherwi 
Many speakers upon the other side have boldly declared that this bill 
does not go as far towards free trade as they wished, but they would 
support it as the best they could get, while other leaders of the party 
counsel moderation until the party gets full control of the executive 
and legislative departments of the Government. Can any one doubt, 
then, that the Democratic party to-day is essentially a free-trade party ? 
The question in this campaign is protection vs. free trade, and there 
should be no avoiding the issue which our friends have made. If that 
party has the courage of its convictions they should stand by the issue 
they have made and let the people render their verdict accordingly. 

The duty on wool and woolen goods should be restored to what it 
was under the act of 1867, with slight modifications in the classifica- 
tion; but it is entirely useless to point out what should be done when 
it is well known that no change in the bill can be made in this House. 
My friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] has taken occasion to allude 
to what he calls the glorious history of the Democratic party and its 
love for the laboring man. Let me state that if the Demoer 
is entitled to any glory it must be for acts performed in 
tory and not in later years. If it has ever had any love for labor in 
this country it has failed to manifest that fact except by word of mouth, 
certainly not by any affirmative act. 
in the South claimed and exercised the right toown its own labor, and 
was sustained in that position by the Democrats of the North. That 
party since its resumption of power has enacted no legislation in the 
interest of labor or of laboring men. To-day it tells us it seeks to re- 
lieve labor of its burdens, and how? By increasing the importation 
of the products of foreign labor and thereby depriving our own labor 
from producing that which goes to supply the wants of our people, by 
building up foreign industries and destroying our own. 

Let me tell my friend that the attempt of this House to carry out 
such policy is greatly depressing our industries and depriving thou- 
sands of laborers of honest employn 1ent at fairand remunerative wages, 
and these men will be heard in November next. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have had for some time in my hands remonstrances 
signed by some fifteen hundred of my constituents against the putting 
of wool on the free-list or reducing the rate of duty thereon. As the bill 
had been reported to the House before they reached me, I have refrained 
from presenting the same until the present time, that I might the bet- 
ter call the attention of the House to the feeling possessed by our 
farmers touching this Sar 

[ During the delivery of the 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BREWER. 
ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BREWER resumed and concluded his rem: 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter my protest : ae 
the prop sition of the Democractic majority of the Ways and Me 
Committee to place imported Canadian, South American, and 
tralian wool on the free-list. 


a tariff for revenue only, 





foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to occupy 


irks as above. 


\us- 


| yond this whatever 


atic party | 
its early his- | 
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ere would be cheaper wool, because foreign wool would cor 


th 
But as soon as our 


farmers killed off their flocks and stopped ra 
wool (as they would be compelled to with free wool) then the lar 
falling off of production cons juent onthe giving up of wool-raising in 
this country would advance the price abroad and any temporary adva 


tage would be largely lost. But there would be an offset to any te 





rary advantage arising from the fact that the ab y of our farmers to 
purchase articles for consumption would be diminished to the extent 
of the destruction of their former in e from wool-raising. Indeed, 
after twenty-seven years’ protection of wool-grow woolen cloth is 
30 per cent. cheaper than it was before 1 cde protection 


There never was a time when clothing was so cheap, and the working 


man can buy a coat inthe United States for two-thirds tl 
he can buy a similar coat in Great Britain. In addition to this 
the destruction of the wool-raising in this country would have a 


ous effect on the supply of meat and increase the price of mutton, which 
now forms so large a part of the meat supply of th 
tends to discourage sheep-raising injuriously af. 
fects the fertility ef our farms, for it is well known that she 
most beneficial influence in r 
are pastured. 


novatin 
MPORTANCE OF SHEE RAISING 
Mr. Chairman, I have heard it in the pr 
that sheep-raising and wool-growing are matters of little 
to the people of the United States. President Cleveland 
nual message, which recommended pla 
veyed the impression that only a few farmers are int 


said, 
consequence 
in his last an- 
ing wool on the free-list, con- 


rested in sheep- 


| raising. 


Up to a few years ago that party | 


I protest against it, first, because it is a grave injustice tothe farmers | 


of Maine and of other States who raise wool, 
to agriculture. Under the present law imported clothing wool pays a 
duty of 10 cents per pound for medium and 12 cents per pound fortine; 
and the Mills bill proposes to remove the whole of this duty, and to 
bring wool-growers of this country into free and open competition, not 
only with the wool-growers of Canada, but also of South America. | 
desire to ask the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, who have reported this bill, how they defend such injustice to 
our farmers as pla ‘ing imported wool on the free- list, while they im- 
pose a duty of 100 per cent. on imported rice to protect Southern rice, 
68 per cent. on sugar to protect Southern sugar, and 40 per cent. on so 
crude an article as bituminous coal to protect Virginia and Maryland 
coal ? 
NOT GIVE CHEAPER CLOTHING PERMANENTLY. 


The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] replies that their | 


object is to make clothing che: aper for the massesof the people. But it 
it is really a blessing to the people to crush out wool-growing in the 
United States, as this bill certainly will; if the entire abolition of the 
duty on wool will produce a condition of things which will permanently 
give the people cheaper clothing, which I deny, then I ask the gentle- 
man why he confines his ‘*blessing’’ to wool produced by the farmers 
of this country, and at the same time refuses to give the farmers free 
sugar, free rice, free coal, free everything? Why call upon the farm- 
ers who grow wool to bear all the sacrifices to secure a great ‘ 
ing’’ for others, and re 


bless- 
use to give them compensatory blessings ? 


But, Mr. Chairman, I deny that free wool would be a permanent ad- 
vantage 


to the people, even in the matter of clothing. Temporarily 


and especially injurious | 


| 





| annual wool crop ever marke 


Mr. J. R. Dodge, the statistician of the 
reports that January 1, 


Agricultural Department, 
L888, there were 43,544,755 sheep in the United 








States, valued at $89,279,926, distributed as follows 
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1 per head is now 
production of wool in the United States last year was 
pounds, valued at $66,000,000, 

In 1884 the number of sheep in the 
and the production of wool reached 
ted in this 


ht of wo about 6 pounds, the 
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average weig 


65.000. 000 


United States was 50.626,626, 


308,000,000 pounds, the jarg 


country. In 1880 the numbe 


of sheep was 40,765,900, and the production of wool 240,000,000 
pounds. In 1875 the number of sheep was 33,783,600, and the pro 
duction of wool 192,000,000 pounds. In 1870 number of sheep 2%,477 

951, and production of wool 100,102,387 pounds. In 1560 nu r of 
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sheep 22,471,271, and the production of wool 60,511,343 pounds. In 

1850 number of sheep 21,723,220, and wool clip 52,516,959 pounds. 

In 1840 number of sheep 19,311,574, and wool clip 35,000,000 pounds. 
t will be observed that in twenty years between 1840 and 1860, al! 

but four years under a revenue tariff policy, the number of sheep in 

the United States increased only 20 per cent., and the clip of wool 70 

per cent., while in the twenty years between 1860 and 1880 the num- 

ber of sheep increased 80 per cent. and the clip of wool 300 per cent. 

In 1885 the United States was second to only Australasia, with a 
clip of 455,470,000 pounds, in her production of wool. The Argentine 
Republic came third with a clip of 283,047,000 pounds; Russia fourth, 
with a clip of 262,965,000 pounds, and the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain fifth, with a clip of 135,936,000 pounds. The total wool clip 
of the world was 1,825,783,000 pounds, the United States, with aclip 
of 302,000,000 pounds, producing one-sixth of the whole. 

The most remarkable feature of the progress of wool-growing in the 
United States has been the rapid inerease in the average weight of the 
fleece. In 1840 this was barely 1.85 pounds; in 1850 it was 2.42 
pounds; in 1860 it was 2.68; in 1870 it was 3.52; in 1880 it was 4.79; 
and in 1887 it was 6 pounds. 

In 1860 this country produced little over 2 pounds of wool to each 
inhabitant; in 1880, over 4 pounds; and in 1885, over 5 pounds. 

Between 1850 and 1860 our imported woolens averaged annually 
$1.09 per inhabitant; between 1860 and 1870, 91 cents, and between 
i870 and 1880, 86 cents; showing that under protection we are coming 
nearer and nearer to supplying our own markets. 

In 1886 our consumption of wool was 399,081,000 pounds, of which 
we produced 285,000,000 pounds, or 72 per cent., and imported 114,- 
404,173 pounds, or 28 per cent. 

Of the wool imported only 23,195,734 pounds were clothing wool, 
9,703,962 pounds combing wool, and 81,504,477 pounds coarse carpet 
wool. 

The value of our woolen manufactures in 1880 was $267,252,915 
(more than the value of the woolen manufactures of Great Britain), 
and the value of the same imported was $35,776,559, making the total 
consumption of woolen goods in that year $303,029,472, or about 56 
per inhabitant—a constantly increasing consumption of woolens. 

These figures, striking as they are, give an incomplete idea of the im- 
portance of the wool-growing and sheep-raising industry to our farmers 
and the country; and this industry in the United States the Mills bill 
proposes to wreck by allowing foreign wool, produced by cheaper labor, 
to come into our markets free of duty to compete with it. 

EFYECT OF FREE WOOL, e 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that an attempt has been made to show 
that wool will not decline in price under free trade, and therefore to 
claim that free wool will not hurt the farmer. The Democratic candi- 
date for Congress in the district in which I have the honor to repre- 
sent (C. E. Allen, esq.), presents this claim in his letter of acceptance, 
as follows: 

After twenty years of protection on wool, we have about two-thirds of a sheep 
per inhabitant, and a sheep gives annually less than 5 pounds of wool, Pray, 
tell me, wool-raisers, will you let us freeze in some of these blizzards for the 
lack of wool from somewhere? Wool did not decline in price when free of duty. 
Singular, isn’t it? They tickle the farmer with 10 cents a pound on his fleece 
and aim to get 50 cents per pound on his clothing. 

The amusing part of this claim that wool would be as high under 
free trade as under protection is that it is put forth as a companion of 
another claim that free wool will cheapen woolen cloth to the consumer 
by reducing the cost of the material. Our free-trade friends can not 
occupy both positions at once from their point of view. 

As a matter of fact we have not had free clothing wool in the United 
States since 1824. From 1824 to 1857, and even under the low tariff of 
1846, the duty was 30 per cent.; from 1857 to 1861 it was 24 per cent., 
and between 1867 and 1883 it was an equivalent of 50 per cent., and 
since 40 per cent. 

So that the statement that ‘‘ wool did not decline in price when free 
of duty ’’ is meaningless, because, until the present time for sixty-five 
years, we have had no President or Congress that has thought it just, 
wise, or safe to place wool on the free-list, and it is suggestive that since 
the Mills bill threatened free wool it has declined 7 cents in price. It 
free-wool threatened has done this, what will free wool enacted into 
law do? 

Nothing can be clearer than if wool is admitted free of duty it will 
result in a decline of wool nearly to the extentof theduty. But after 
this decline has wrecked wool-growing in this country, and one-sixth 
of the production of the world been lost, does any one doubt that for- 
eign wool-growers will take advantage of the situation to increase the 
price, so that the ultimate result will be greater cost of wool for cloth- 
ing? 

‘While the inevitable tendency of the largely increased production of 
wool in the world has been to reduce the price of wool everywhere, yet 
the effect of our tariff has been to keep the price of wool in this coun- 
try higher than it would have been or will be under free wool. In 
other words, protection has encouraged sheep-raising and has led to 
such attention to breeding that now the weight per fleece is three times 
what it was in 1860, and even 30 cents per pound pays better than 40 
cents would have paid in 1860. 
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Under protection we are coming nearer and nearer every decade to 
growing all our clothing wool. In 1860 we produced only 2 pounds of 
wool per inhabitant, and in 1885, 5 pounds per inhabitant. In 1886 
we imported only 23,000,000 pounds of clothing wool, while 270,000, - 

00 of clothing wool were raised and used at home. 

if we should admit foreign wool to our markets free of duty, the 
temporary effect would be to cheapen price until cur chief industry was 
destroyed, and then the destruction of one-sixth of the world’s wool 
clip would result in higher prices for wool and dearer clothing. The 
American farmer would be sacrificed, and then the consumer would 
ultimately have to pay more for his clothing and his mutton. Itisno 
wonder that the farmers of the United States represented by the Wool- 
Growers’ Association have united in a remonstrance against the propo- 
sition of the Mill’s bill to place wool on the free-list, as follows: 

The wool-dealers and wool-growers of the United States, representing a capi- 
tal of over $500,000,000 and a constituency of a million wool-growers and wool- 
dealers, assembled in conference in the city of Washington this 7th day of Decem- 
ber, 1887, having read the first annual message of the President to the Fiftieth 
Congress, deelare that the sentiments of the message are a direct attack upon 
their industry, one of the most important of the country and in positive viola- 
tion of the national Democratic platform of 184, as interpreted by the party 
leaders and accepted by the rank and file of the pa ; that the argument made 
by the President for the removal of our protection against foreign competition 
is the old one, repeatedly made by the enemies of our industrial progress, and 
effectively answered in nearly every schoo! district of our land, and so ther- 
oughly disproved by the logic of facts and the demonstrations of experience and 
history, as to need no answer from us. We acknowledge that our ‘small hold- 
ings,’ our scattered and unorganized condition, make us the easy prey of the 
fre -trader, but we had aright to expect something different from the Chief 
i-xeeutive of the nation, at once the most happy, prosperous, and contented of 
any of the world, made so by a policy of protection and development which he 
now seeks to destroy. We had aright to expect our President would favor the 
wool-growers of the United States, and confess our deep disappointment that 
instead he favors the interests of our foreign competitors. 

HOW THE FARMERS ARE APFECTED. 

It is not only wool that the Mills bill places on the free-list, but Ca- 
nadian beans, pease, milk, meats (including mutton and beef), cucum- 
bers, cabbages, turnips, squashes, tomatoes, manufactured lumber, 
bricks, building-stone, etc., are also admitted free of duty to compete 
in our markets with our own farm produce. 

No wonder the Montreal Gazette, in discussing our coming elections, 
recently expressed an earnest desire that President Cleveland might be 
re-elected, with a Democratic Congress, giving these reasons tor its 
choice: 

Canadian people have a special and deep interest in the Presidential contest 
in the United States. * * * ‘The fishery treaty might possibly be ratified by 
the Senate, if Mr. Clevelan«d’s administration isapproved by the people. . 
There can be no doubt that the chances of its ultimate acceptance will be greatly 
increased if Mr. Cleveland’s administration is indorsed. 

There is, however, an even more important reason why Canadians should 
wish for the success of Mr. Cleveland. The great issue of the day among our 
neighbors is tariff reform. * * * Mr. Cleveland’s success meaning the pas 
sage of the Mills bill, and the pass: of the Mills bill meaning a free marketin 
the United States for our lumber, wool, iron ore, sait, and some other products, 
Canadians will watch with deep interest the progress of the campaign and the 
final outcome. 

What makes this treatment of Northern farmers more unjust is the 
fact that the Mills bill imposes 68 per cent. on sugar to protect Louisi- 
ana, and 100 per cent. on rice to protect South Carolina rice, 

INJURIOUS TO WOOLEN MANUFACTURES, 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], in defending 
free wool, laid great stress on the advantage which he declared it would 
give American wooler manufacturers to have free wool and protected 
woolen goods. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that great efforts have been made by the 
promoters of the Mills bill to induce woolen manufacturers to support 
vhe measure on this ground. Butit isa credit to the sense of honor 
and fair-dealing which prevails among the great body of woolen manu- 
facturers in the United States that scarcely a dozen of them, and these 
free-traders, have joined in the support of the Mills bill. Even if it 
were true that free wool would temporarily promote the interests of 
woolen manufacturers, yet those gentlemen realize that it would be 
only by doing injustice to the wool-grower, and that this injustice 
would speedily react and reach the manufacturer. Indeed, it is well 
understood that the object of the free-traders in placing wool on the 
free-list is to endeavor to detach the farmers from the ranks of protec- 
tionists, in order that they may have their aid to next greatly reduce or 
abolish the duties on manufactured goods. 

But the passage of the Mills bill could not even temporarily benefit 
woolen manufacturers. The present tariff imposes on imported wool- 
ens a specific pound or square-yard duty, intended to fully cover and 
a little more than cover the duty on wool, which goes to the farmer, 
and a manufacturer’s duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem on coarse wool- 
ens and 40 per cent. on fine. The Mills bill abolishes the duty on 
wool and also the specific duty on imported woolens, leaving the manu- 
facturer the same ad valorem duty as at present. This does not give 
the woolen manufacturer any additional vantage ground as against im- 
ported goods. Indeed, it diminishes his protection to whatever extent 
the abolished specific duty (which could not be avoided by under- 
valuations as an ad valorem duty is) exceeded the actual difference in 
cost between wool in England and in the United States, which is 
usually less than the specific duty. 

In other words, the woolen manufacturer, with free wool and noth- 
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derstand the importance of the coming elections, and see to it that right 
and justice prevail. 
THE RIGHT OF THE MAJORITY TO RULE. 

One of the fundamental principles of our Government is the right of 
the majority torule. So long as the people are assured of the main- 
tenance of that principle, and are with some degree of certainty guar- 
antied the privilege of assisting in the formation of the laws by which 
they are to be governed, they will submit themselves to the law, and 
acknowledge its superiority and give it their obedience. 

With patience and forbearance, recognizing the fact that a bad gov- 
ernment is better than no government at all, and that good laws badly 
executed are better than government without laws, they may for a time 
quietly submit themselves to wrongs and outrages, to laws violated 
and principles trampled under foot. 

They may content themselves to await the slow movement of the 
wheels of justice rather than with impatient and hasty steps to assert 
their rights and to demand the privileges acknowledged to be a part of 
their citizenship. 7 
THE GALLOT THE MEANS BY WHICH TO EXPRESS THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE. 

The method pointed out by the Constitution as the manner in which 
the citizen could with equal power express his opinions and convic- 
tions, could choose his rulers, and delegate his authority, and could 
approve or disapprove of legislative enactments, and could indorse or 
condemn the execution of laws, and the Executive, was the ballot. 

In the hands of the freeman it was intended to be all-powerful, by 
means of which he could express his will and could direct his delegated 
authority, and could recall the same or transfer it to others. 

In short, the ballot was the one great means provided for the univer- 
sal expressions of the people’s opinions and the registration of the peo- 
ple’s commands. 

It was to be the one plane of equality upon which every citizen of 
the Republic could stand equal with his neighbor. It gave to every 
citizen an equal power to protect the institutions of his country and to 
defend his personal rights and political liberties. 

To rob him of the ballot is to deprive him of the means of making 
expression of his desires in the matterof government. To prevent the 
free exercise of it is todeny to him the opportunity of making expres- 
sion of his will as to the enactment of laws and legislation. 

To destroy it is to take from him that equality which enables him to 
stand as an equal in the component parts which are to form the com- 
pleted whole of this magnificent temple ofliberty. ‘‘ The right of the 
majority to rule ’’ was therefore the very corner-stone of the Republic, 
and the ballot the method adopted by means of which the majority 
should be determined. 

THE REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC PARTIES CONTRASTED. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to briefly allude to the history of the two 
parties now prominently before the people of this country. 

In 1860 the Democratic party had been in almost unbroken control 
of the Government for a quarter of a century. It again came before 
the people asking for its continued favor and support, and submitted 
its claims and its records to the people at the ballot-boxes, and the 
people by the majority pointed out by the Constitution at the ballot- 
boxes of the land decided against the Democratic party, and deter- 
mined that it should no longer continue in power, but should hand 
over the Government to the Republican party. 

There was no claim that the elections had not been fair and free; 
there was no claim that the man chosen by the people to be their chief 
Executive, aname since become illustrious beyond all other names, 
Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, was not the choice of a majority of those 
entitled to exercise the elective franchise. 

In the face of such an expression of the people did the Democratic 
party quietly submit to the rule of the majority? Did they return 
their delegated authority to the people? By no means; they deter- 
mined if they could not rule by fair means and by the ballot, they 
would rule by force of arms, and eleven States of this Union declared 
themselves in open rebellion against the Government and levied armies 
and made war for the destruction of that Government whose only 
crime was the assertion of the constitutional right of the majority to 
rule, and after four years of contest, unequaled in the world’s history, 
the supremacy of the Government was restored and the unity of the 
land re-established. 

Permit me now to contrast the action of the Democratic party in 1860 
with the action of the Republican party in 1884. 

For a quarter of a century the Republican party had been in power; 
it had held the reins and directed the affairs of this great land. 

At a national election it submitted its claims for confidence and sup- 
port to the people at the ballot-boxes, and the people by a majority of 
those entitled to rule declared that they would no longer confide to its 
care the affairs of the nation, but would turn over the Government toits 
political opponent, the Democratic party. It was claimed that the elec- 
tions were not fair, that the peopleinalarge part of the land had not been 
permitted to express their opinions and preferences between the parties. 
That the ballot-boxes of eleven States of this Union had been trampled 
under foot; that fraud and violence had crushed out the majority, and 
that a minority had, by reason of its assured supremacy, taken posses- 
siou of the polls, and that the right of the majority to rule had been 
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denied and overturned. Notwithstanding all this, did the Republican 
party fly toarms? Did they levy armies? Did they come with brist- 
ling bayonets and rebellious banners? Did they march with impend- 
ing tread to the destruction of that Government whose affairs they were 
no longer to rule? Did they determine that the end of their party’s 
life should be the end of the Government’s existence? By no means; 
but they quietly submitted themselves to the declaration of the ma- 
jority as expressed at the ballot-boxes, and without either anarchy or 
attempted war, surrendered to their more fortunate and successful op- 
ponents—the Democratic party—the Government which they had so 
successfully administered for a quarter of a century, content to appeal 
from the people back to the people, content to go from the ballot-boxes 
6f 1884 to the ballot-boxes of 1888. 
WHICH PARTY DO YOU COMMEND? 

I ask you in all candor which of these two parties do you most com- 
mend, that party which annunciated the doctrine of rule or ruin and 
followed the leadership of those who were determined to hold the reins 
of Government or to destroy that Government, or that party which was 
content to trust its cause with the people and to abide by the decisions 
= my people as registered by the majority in the ballot-boxes of the. 

and ? 
SOUTHERN ELECTIONS. 

It would seem proper, Mr. Chairman, upon the eve of another na- 
tional election, to inquire into the condition of the elective franchise in 
that part of our Government whose ballot-boxes it is claimed do not 
fairly and honestly register the will of the people, and where it is con- 
tinually asserted that fraud and violence deprive the citizen of the 
means and opportunities to give expression to his political preferences 
and deny him the right to aid in selecting those to whom his political 
and representative power should be delegated. 

THE SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] but a short time since, on 
the floor of the Senate of the United States, inquired whose business it 
was. ‘‘ What business is it of yours?’’ he said. 

He would have us to understand that it is simply a matter which 
alone concerns the people of Louisiana, where fraud and violence tram- 
ple the ballot-boxes under foot in that State. 

He would have us to believe that the denial of the right of a citizen 
in Louisiana to exercise his constitutional rights is a matter which can 
not affect the people of the other portions of the Union. He forgets 
that the Representatives elected by fraud and violence and intimida- 
tion in Louisiana or Georgia are empowered to legislate for every sec- 
tion of the Union, and that the laws enacted by such fraudulently 
elected Representatives affect every citizen of the Union, whether he 
lives in Ohio, in Michigan, or Illinois. 

He forgets that the electors chosen by reason of unfair and dishon- 
est elections in these States turn the executive department of the 
Government over to the party which has defended and upheld and ex- 
cused these frauds. 

When Tweed, of infamous memory, was in the midst of his power, 
and flourishing in dishonesty, he asked, with the same insolence which 
characterizes the utterance of the Senator from Louisiana, ‘‘ What are 
you going to do about it?”’ 

The reply of outraged justice was so earnest, and so speedy, that the 
broken criminal had neither the sympathy nor the condolence of man- 
kind. 

ELECTIONS OF 1884 FRAUDULENT. 

It was charged in 1884, and it is charged to-day, that the Presiden- 
tial election of 1884 would not have resulted in Democratic victory if 
the people had been permitted to vote, and to have their votes hon- 
estly counted. It is charged with equal earnestness that the Demo- 
cratic party holds power in this House by reason of the most glaring 
frauds upon the ballot-boxés and the intimidation of those entitled 
under the laws to exercise the elective franchise. 

We have a right to inquire, Mr. Chairman, into the truth or falsity 
of these charges, and I challenge any gentleman upon the Democratic 
side of this House to give, if he can, any fair explanation of the glar- 
ing discrepancies which everywhere appear in the votes of the South- 
ern States, and by means of which they hold power in this House and 
control the very Government itself. 

SIX STATES COMPARED, 


Permit me to present you the votes of six of these States, every one 
of whom would be Republican, and would send a large Republican 
representation to this House if their ballot-boxes were free and fair. 

Let us take the States of South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, North Carolina, Louisiana. In 1880 in these States the popula- 
tion was divided between the white and colored races as follows: 


White. | Colored. 





South Carolina... «| 891,105 
Georgia........... «| 816,906 
Alabama... cscs | 662,185 
Mississippi .-| 479,242 
Louisiana ....... oe «| 454, 954 
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We see that in the States of South Carolina, 


t 
ana the colored race outnumbers the white race by 422,221, 
Georgia and Alabama the white race outnumber the colored race on 
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his careful consideration. It is, however, worthy of note that it is in 
matters essentially political that the vote of Georgia is so completely 
ud satisfactorily suppressed. 

ONLY SUPPRESSED IN POLITICAL ELECTIONS, 

In the late contest in that State upon the question of temperance, 
where the colored men were for once protected in their right to exer- 
cise their franchise, in the county of Fulton alone nearly 10,000 votes 
were cast. Atthe preceding election for the choosing of Congressional 
Representatives the eleven counties of the Fifth district, of which Ful- 
ton is one, cast only 2,999 votes. 

Hither there was fraud in the boxes of Fulton, which contained 
10,000 votes upon the non-political question of temperance, or some 
one was deprived of the privilege of voting upon the political question 
of selecting a Representative in Congress. 

It is useless to deny that the colored man is deprived of his vote in 
those States, and that by reason of this political intimidation and out- 
rage the Democratic party holds power and controls the lower House of 
Congress and occupies the mansion of the Executive. 

GOVERNOR GORDON, OF GEORGIA. 

General Gordon, of Georgia, speaking in Cincinnati less than one 
year ago, said, in referring to the suppression of the colored votes of 
the South: 

Why then do not they (the negroes) vote in national polities? Because they 
do not want to vote, Many of them have no reasons for voting and many of 
them if left to their own free choice would vote the Democratic ticket, but they 
know it is not necessary in Georgia, for there we are all Democrats. The rea- 
son that the black men do not vote in national elections is that they have been 


educated and lost all interest in the party which robbed them of their school 
fund and would have robbed them oft every right they had for the sake of office. 





‘These, then, are the reasons for the admitted failure of the colored 
people to vote in Southern elections according to General Gordon: 

lirst. They do not want to vote. 

Second, They do not vote because they are Democrats down there. 

Third. They do not vote because they have been robbed of a school 
fund by the Republicans. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








JULY 12, 


the accusation as false, have upbraided those who uttered it as stirring up see- 
tional and race strife, and for ** waving the bloody shirt,’ but now the governor 
of a Southern State himself waves the bloody shirt, and the United States Sena- 
tor from Louisiana also waves the garment. When hereafter we undertake to 
refute the charge of our enemies, how can we meet the confessions of our pro- 
fessed friends? 

If any one will carefully examine the election returns of any of these 
Southern States, he will be enabled to convince himself without much 
effort that there is a systematic and continued and intentional suppres- 
sion of the colored votes in the South; and that, as Governor McEnery 
says, it is necessary in order that the Democratic party shall by this 
means retain the ascendency in that portion of the Union, and by so 
retaining it continue in power in this House and in the Presidency. 

GOVERNOR M’ENERY AT SHREVEPORT. 

[can not dismiss this subject without giving you the plain-spoken 
utterances of Governor McEenery in hisspeechat Shreveport, La., March 
15 last. Governor McEnery said: 

I tell you there is danger, and North Louisiana will have to save this State 
from disgrace. if you permit the negroes to organize you will have to break 
it by power, and go right now and break it in its incipiency. Before I will see 
such another state of affairs I will wrap the State in revolution from the Gulf 
to the Arkansas line. The white people under the radical régime were fast 


| going towards the condition of Hayti, and I now ask you to establish to the 


world that we, the white people, intend to rule the destinies of this country. 
We have now a Gaul at our doors, and it is time we shall say that the law shall 
be silent, and uphold our liberties at all hazards. 
Governor MckEnery was followed by Colonel! Jack, of Natchitoches, who said : 
“ You have heard the assurances of our chief executive, that come what will 
or may, he will wrap this State in revolution, from the Arkansas line tothe Gulf, 


| rather than have radicalism come into power. And I tell you we are in danger, 


Although having been robbed of their school fund, they have become | 


so educated and enlightened as to have lost all interest inthe Republi- 
can party and the country, and therefore do not vote in national elect- 
10nS8. 

Mr, Chairman, when there shall have been established asylums for 
incurable idiocy in the State of Georgia it will be fitting that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who now poses as the governor of that State, 
whose concentrated wisdom has thrown such an electric light upon this 
question of suppression of the colored vote, escape to the mountains, 
otherwise he may be classed among those wanting in intelligence suf- 
ficient to distinguish right from wrong and deficient in that high sense 
of chivalric honor that would defend at the risk of life and limb the 
weak and the oppressed. 

They do not vote down there, General Gordon says, because they are 
Democrats and do not want to. 

What trash! and yet this man pretends to speak with authority. He 
is a representative of Georgia and its chief executive, one whose duty 
it is to see the laws executed and the people defended and protected in 
all their rights, 

The truth is that they do not vote in Georgia because it is much 
healthier and safer not to vote, and because they can not with freedom 
and unrestrained vote the ballot of their choice. 

GOVERNOR M'ENERY, OF LOUISIANA, 

Governor McEnery, of Louisiana, was more frank and outspoken than 
his neighbor, the governor of Georgia, upon this question, and with 
Senators Eustis and GIBSON in his opening address in the late guber- 
natorial contestin Louisiana, and in unqualified language, insisted that 
the supremacy of the white race in Louisiana was impossible unless 
the colored citizens of the State were denied the civil rights guarantied 
to them by the Constitution of the United States and of the State of 
Louisiana. And— 

That the country must be given to understand that what has been done must 
be done again, and that we can not safely permit the colored citizens to enjoy 
their political rights. 

Upon this speech of the governor of Louisiana the New Orleans Pic- 
ayune, a Democratic paper, thus comments: 


The governor's fiercest attack upon General Nicholls was upon the ground 
that the latter had shown himself too conservative, not sufficiently aggressive. 
In plain terms, Governor McKEuery took the position that the maintenance of 
the supremacy of the white race in Louisiana is impossible unless colored citi- 
zens of the State are denied the enjoyment of the civil rights guarantied tothem 
by the Constitution of the United States and the constitution of the State. He 
went into particulars, and told precisely how the thing wasdone. The country 
is wiven to understand that what has been done must be done again; that we 
can not safely permit the colored citizens of this State to enjoy their political 
rights. That argument was distinctly and explicitly made against General 
Nicholls’s candidacy—that he could not be relied upon to secure the supremacy 
of the white race by suppressing the suffrage of the colored people. In other 
words, they contended that General Nicholls would not be a safe governor be- 
cause he is not a bulldozer. 

‘That wasthe gravamen of ther criticism, and they meant nothing else. What 
are we to think of the desperation of an office-seeker who has thus supplied 
every enemy and detractor of the South in the North with such a rich store of 
campaign material? Hitherto when Republicans have ventured to charge the 
things yesterday openly confessed by the governor of this State and a United 
States Senator from this State, Democrats both North and South have denounced 
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with the astute and wily Warmoth as a leader—the wily, crafty, and insidious 
gentleman from New Orleans. 

“ 1f this state of aflairsshould confront him, all Governor McEnery would have 
to do would be to issue his fiat or manifesto, and the people of North Louisiana 
would come to his rescue and redeem the State as they did before; and if what 
I say is treason let them make the most of it.”’ 

McEnery and Jack made similar, but more extreme speeches at Monroe and 
Tallulah, and MeEnery has followed it up in other speeches throughout the 
State. ; 

Not satisfied with this, he has written to his returning officers, whose duty it 
is to fix the polling places, appoint the commissioners and clerks of election, 
and return the votes in all of the parishes of the State, as follows: ; 

**Warmoth is developing too mucM# strength. We must beat him. See to it 
that your parish returns a large Democratic majority.” 

Is it possible to state the issue more distinctly than the Governor of 
Louisiana and his friend state itin Louisiana? Can there by any mis- 
take about this matter? Was it not an open, notorious, and admitted 
suppression of the colored votes of that State which was determined 
upon by the chief executive of that State and the Democratic party 
which supported and indorsed him, and was not the result of the elec- 
tion which almost immediately followed a proof positive of the carry- 
ing out of the expressed intentions of suppressing and destroying this 
vote? 

Can even & Democrat of the North, who seems to be struck witha 
peculiar color-plindness upon this subject of the votes of the South, 
deny after such an open proclamation and an equally open redemption 
of the promise, that the colored voters of Louisiana were denied not 
only the right to organigg as well as the right to vote, but that as Gov- 
ernor McEnery had said it should be, ‘‘the law was silent ?’’ 


ENFRANCHISEMENT OF COLORED RACE GAVE THEM THE POWER. 


The enfranchisement of the colored people added to the power of the 
Southern States twenty-two Representatives and forty-four votes in the 
electoral college. By this very power based upon these new colored 
voters they are enabled to control the Presidency and this House; with- 
out them they would be in a hopeless minority. 

We have a right, therefore, to demand that they be permitted to ex- 
ercise the right which they have been granted by the amendment to the 
Constitution, and be permitted without fear or favor to put their bal- 
lots into the box and have them honestly counted out. 

NORTHERN AND SOUTHERN ELECTIONS COMPARED. 


Permit me to present you a table prepared for the purpose of show- 
ing the population, the number of qualified voters, and number of votes 
cast in some of the States of the Union in 1884, and I have purposely 
selected these States as nearly equal in population as possible. 

The number of population is obtained from the census of 1880, and 
the votes are those cast in the Presidential election of 1884. 





| 
| Number 


votes cast Per cent. 


Popula- Number 


States. 











tion. | voters. | “5, 1884 voting. 
be i 
SIIIIOL <1 usenemssiteuneaninitinas peneiiits 1, 262, 505 | 259, 884 153, 489 59.0 
Mississippi .. | 1,131,597 | 238,532} 120,019 50.3 
New Jersey.. so eee} 1,131,116 | 300, 065 261, 537 87.3 
Indiana...... we} 1,978,301 | 498, 437 494, 793 99.3 
I ceethitss ovsncnnanin . 1,624,615 | 416, 658 | 375, 969 90, 2 
Nas nematic tonto .| 1,542,180! 321,438 | 143,543 44.6 
IIE eis xecnnsncecepeustrensé taéeenere senate 995, 577 265,714 | 265, 843 100.0 
Es CABO AIE.. 50 000 encpptoveis cocnishscenne 996, 096 205, 783 91,578 44.0 
SI ces is cchatmnios cohen weal 939, 946 216, 787 109, 234 50.0 
BRIA 9c 0sv0c0ccnscorencee, seeces dioei | 934, 943 232, 106 186,019 80.0 








In the Democratic State of New Jersey, witha population of 1,131,116, 
in the Presidential election of 1884, 260,537 voters cast their ballots into 
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2 REPUBLICANS DISBAND IN MISSISSIPPI, 

In Mississippi, with an almost overwhelming majority for the Repub- 
lican ticket if the people were permitted to register their votes and 
have them honestly counted, with 130,000 colored voters and 108,000 
white voters, and yet so persistent has been the suppression of the right 
of suffrage that in 1885 the Republican party, as a party, was substan- 
tially disbanded, and by formal action, as follows: 

JAcKsoN, Miss., Sepiember 10, 1885, 

The Republican State executive committee met hereto-day. Chairman John 
Rt. Lynch presided. The following resolution was passed : 

Resolved, That in view of the fact that organized opposition to the Democratic 
party of this State this fall is useless, because of the well-known impossibility of 
securing at the polls an honest election, it is the sense of this committee that no 
convention be called to nominate a State ticket. 

What comment is needed upon a statement like that made by one of 
the great parties of the country in one of the States of the Union? 

It is useless to insist that the elections are free and fair. 

REPUBLICANS DISAPPEAR IN GEORGIA, 

There were cast at the Congressional election of 1880, in Georgia, 
55,724 Republican votes. In the election of 1886 there were cast 2,895 
Republican votes. 

Well did the gentleman from Georgia say the other day that the Re- 
publican party had disappeared, and he might have added that there 
had disappeared with it free and fair elections, and an untrammeled 
ballot-box. 

THE LESSON OF THE HOUR, 

We may learn from ouradversary, and if we fail to gather wisdom from 
the lesson of the hour we may blame only ourselves if, after being fore- 
warned, we do not so defend our institutions as to preserve them, and 
while we are contending for freedom and purity of the ballot-box, let 
us not be forgetfal of the dangers which threaten the liberties of the 
people. 

If these Southern elections have proven anything they have demon- 
strated that by fraud and violence a factious minority may posses- 
itself of the power and control of the Government itself. To what 
extent thac fraud and outrage has progressed let the history of these 
elections for the past ten years answer: : 

This House handed over to the Democratic party by the elections in 
the Southern States. 

The Chief Magistracy of the nation surrendered to the Democratic 
party because the voters of a large portion of the Union are denied the 
right to exercise the franchise granted them by the Constitution. 

‘The very men who but a short time since contended for the destruc- 
tion of the Government are now its recognized rulers, placed in power, 
not by the people, but by the suppression of the people. 

I permit one of them to speak for himself and for them, and I simply 
quote from what he says. Ex-Rebel General Bradley Johnson, on the 
6th of last month, in a speech at Baltimore, said: 

I did not believe the United States had a right to coerce the Southern people. 
I said I would fight if they tried to do it, and 1 did fight. 1 would do the same 
thing to-morrow, as God is my witness. 

Many of us might have kept out of that war, but we did not. * * * The 
South is progressing. She is not dead. These old Confederate soldiers and 
their descendants elect ninety out of every one hundred Congressmen, thirty- 
four United States Senators, and the President of the United States. | Applause. ] 
The Government of the United States is controlled by Confederate soldiers, 

What comment is needed upon this declaration? If Grady, of At- 
lanta, thinks that the demand for free and fair elections means the 
waving of the Union bloody shirt, would it be unfair to suggest that 
this unreconstructed Confederate is waving the Confederate shirt; or, 
worse yet, that he is telling the truth and giving the people of this 
Union the true condition of affairs? Icanadd nothing to such a state- 
ment; it speaks as neither word noract of minecan speak. ButI beg 
of my Democratic friends to consider its words of boasting, and I ap- 
peal to my countrymen to weigh the words and to profit by the lesson 
it should teach. 

REPUBLICANS BELIEVE IN FREE ELECTIONS, 

The Republican party believes in free and fair elections. You can 
point to no part of the Union where the Republican party is in control 
that the ballot-boxes are not free and fair, 

There is no section of the land where the Republican party is in 
power that deprives any man of a right to vote. ‘There is not a voting 
precinct in all America where Republicans control that the humblest 
Democrat can not go peacefully aud without question and put his bal- 
lot into the box and have it counted just as he cast it. It is a matter 
of just pride with the Republican party that it wins success by fair and 
honest elections or it does not win at all. It can afford to be defeated 
by fraud, but it can not afford to succeed by dishonest elections. 

GRANT AS A REPUBLICAN, 

I can not refrain from quoting from the speech of that great Ameri- 
can, one whose name and fame are illustrious beyond the soldier of 
any age, and whose wise statesmanship and sagacity and prudence 
stamped him asa leader among leaders and a statesman among states- 
men. General Grant, in his speech at Warren, Ohio, in i830, said: 

Tam a Republican as the two great political parties are now divided, because 
the Republican party isa national party, seeking the test good for the t- 


est numberof citizens. There is not a precinct in this vast nation where a Dem- 
ocrat can not cast his ballot and have it counted as cast. No matter what the 


prominence of the opposite party, he can proclaim his political opinions, even 
if he is only one among a thousand, without fear and without persecution on 
account of his opinions. There are fourteen States and localities in some other 
States where Republicans have not this privilege. This is one reason why I 
am a Republican, 

The history of the Republican party has been one inseparably con- 
nected with the purity and the integrity of the ballot. It stands to-day 
as it has ever stood, a defender of the rights of the people, and it chal- 
lenges its adversary to a fair and free contest before the court of public 
opinion. It neither seeks to hide its records nor to destroy its history. 
It throws down the gage of battle boldly announcing its opinions and 
convictions, and is ready to defend them upon every occasion and to 
champion them upon every field. Ever ready to submit to the major- 
ity, it only asks that that majority may be permitted without fear and 
without favor to register its convictions and to express through the 
ballot the judgment and the will of the American people. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SAWYER, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HATCH, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BLAND, from night sessions, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Rocers, for the remainder of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. DuNN, from the session this evening, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CANDLER, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MCSHANE, until the 14th instant, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House, under its pre- 
vious order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Hon. 
BENTON MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following com- 


munication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 12, 1888. 
Sir: Hon. Benton McMILLIn is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at the session of the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonn B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
- JESSE H, STRICKLAND. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House isin session for the consid- 
eration of pension bills upon which the previous question is pending, 
with the understanding that there shall be fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side and the right to amend in certain ones. The Clerk will re- 
port the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jesse H. Strickland, formerly col- 
onel of the Eighth Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 


The Clerk read the following amendment, proposed by the com- 
mittee: 


In lines 7 and 8 strike out ‘“‘ and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 amonth” 
and insert ‘‘and for the purpose of prosecutinga claim for pension, and for no 
other purpose, said Jesse H. Strickland shall be considered as having been duly 
commissioned and mustered as colonel of said regiment, to date from the 30th 
day of January, 1863.” 


The Clerk also read the following amendment; proposed by Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘*For the purpose of prosecuting a claim to date from the passage of this act 
for a pension, and for no other purpose, Jesse H. Strickland shall be considered 
as having been duly commissioned and mustered as colonel of the Eighth Regi- 
ment of Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, from the 20th day of 
January, 1863.” 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I merely wish to state in opening this 
discussion that the report of the committee and the evidence here show 
the regiment never was entitled toacolonel. There never were enough 
men to entitle the regiment to acolonel. The evidence also shows that 
this man never wasin command of theregimentascolonel. Itshows the 
further fact that when there were enough men to entitle the regiment 
to a colonel there was another man mustered as colonel of the regi- 
ment. Now, with this statement of facts as shown by the report it 
seems to be plain that the bill should not pass. I reserve the rest of 
my time until gentlemen who are in favor of the passage of the bill 
shall give some reason why it should pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what time the gentle 
man has. 
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authority to raise the regiment, after he had worked fo: 





ing the re t, had spent his time and his money, he 
down with disease. The report « learly shows that fact, and tl 
tleman I presume hasit before him. It was no faultof Colonel 
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and Louisville under the treatment of a surgeon who belonged t 
Army. The record contains his statement as to the condition of C 
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with disease, not able to be out of his bed, and upon a conso.ldat 

the regiment with some men raised by Mr. Patton, Patton was m 
tered as colonel of the regiment. Strickland had been 1 rized 
monthsas the colonel, he had issued orders as colonel, everybody treated 


him as the colonel of that regiment, but because, by the act of God 
was stricken down and could not be mustered, we are met-here b 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] with the suggestion 
this bill ought not to pass. 

That is about allI desire to say until I hear from the gentle1 
Indiana. All that this claimant asks is that weshall give 
so that he can go before the Commissioner of Pensions and pros« 
his claim fora pension. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt 
the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. BUTLER] states the case as | 
derstands it, and I have no doubt that every man in this House, if! 
would read this report, would be led to the same conclu yn which the 
gentleman has reached. I desire, however, to call the attention of the 

fouse to certain facts. This record shows that th 








| 
the Fifth, Tennessee Cavalry was to be organized. It takes 1 
companies to form a regiment of cavalry. Ishall state some fa now 


which are within my own personal knowledge. 

Thomas Capps, of Knoxville, Tenn., and Mr. Strickland, who 
colonel only in name, started out torecruitaregiment. The 
five companies, which entitled them to a lieutenant-colonel under th 
law. In July, 1863, Thomas Capps was mustered lieutenant-e 
of that regiment, and John Sawyers, of East Tennessee, was mustered 
as a major, those being all the officers that the regiment was entitled 
to under the law. Colonel Strickland in his statement says, and th 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] makes the same statement 
here, that he failed to be mustered because he was stricken down with 
disease and was confined to his bed at the time. In his statement Col 
onel Strickland says that on or about the Ist of September he was taken 
sick withintermittent fever, and that he wentto Murfreesborough, clearly 
leaving the impression that from the time he was taken sick in Septem- 

er, until the ensuing February, when this regiment was consolidated 
with another, he was confined to the hospital. Now, I hold in n 
hand a communication from the War Department, written to m« 
it my request, which I wish to read to the House, and which shows 
that the statement which Colonel Strickland makes, if he intends to 
convey the idea that he failed to be mustered because he was sick 
not true. 

I will read first, however, the report of the Committee on War Claims 
in the Forty-ninth Congress on this case. It is as follow 











The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1623) f 
the relief of Jesse H. Strickland, having carefully considered the same and ; 
companying papers. submit the following report 

Mr. Strickland presented his claim to the War Depariment, and a letter dated 
July 17, 1882 from William E. Chandler. Acting Secretary of War, says 

‘* The Department is in receipt of the statement dated the 5th ultimo, left b 
you, from Jesse H. Strickland, of Brooklyn, N. Y., who sets forth that in Janu- 
ary, 1863, he was authorized by the President to recruit, organize, and equip a 
regiment of cavalry, to be composed of Tennessee and other refugees who were 
willing to enter the military service of the United Siates; that he raised the 
regiment, which was designated the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, and rendered 
service as its commanding officer and was recognized as such commanding offi- 
cer, but that he was never mustered into.service, and that his frequentap 
for muster in as colonel have been refused. 

‘*He now renews his claim for recognition as colonel 

‘In reply I beg to inform you that this case has received due « sideration 
No facts are presented to affect the decision of the Department Ma 
1869, which were not before the Department and considered at tlre time that 
cision was rendered 

“ The request of Mr. Strickland for muster-in must therefore be refused 

* The decision of March 25, 1869, in this case was as follows 

“* The regulations of this Department prohibit the muster into service of a 
colonel prior to the completion of the regiment for which he has been coiumis 
sioned.’ 

‘The records show that the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry was not complcted 
and mustered in until February 29, 1864. 

“*The request of Mr. Strickland, therefore, can not be granted 

J. C. Kelton, Assistant Adjutant-General, in a letter dated March 9, 1886, ad- 
dressed to the honorable Secretary of War, says: 





** January 30, 1863, Mr. J. H. Strickland was authorized to raise a regiment of | 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. Weknow that this man lost his health in rais- 
ing this regiment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I want to say now—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I merely want to say 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [| Mr. BuTLER] has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I can probably say all I have to say upon this 
subject in less than five minutes; I certainly do not require more. As 
a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions I gave very careful 
and conscientious consideration to this case. A bill had passed the 
Senate pensioning this man at the rate of $30 a month; the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions felt that the Senate had perhaps gone rather far, 
and were willing to have the bill amended so as to simply give him a 
pensionable status, and leave him to prosecute his claim before the 
Department. 

It isin evidence, the proof is indubitable to any one who wishes to view 
this question fairly, that this man went all over Tennessee at his own 
expense, paying out his own money, giving his own time while under- 
taking to organize from the refugees of that State and elsewhere a regi- 
ment under the orders of the President of the United States. It is in- 
dubitable that he raised, if not an entire regiment nearly an entire 
regiment, expending his time and money in that work. It is a fact 
that he became sick while engaged in the performance of this duty, 
under the authority of the President of the United States. And inas- 
much as we have pensioned scores of men who never were mustered 
into the service because of sickness or some accident that befell them, 
it is to my mind astonishing that a gentleman who himself served in 
the Army of the United States should come here to-night and urge that 
this man’s case should be made an exception to the rule which has been 
established in this House for the last five orsix years. ‘The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. JoHNSTON] has himself admitted in the course of 
his argument that this man was on the field and staff roll; that he was 
in command of a camp and was marked ‘‘absent;’’ that he was recog- 
nized as colonel of that regiment. Lut because he became sick, be- 
cause, as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] has very prop- 
erly said, he was visited with a misfortune and could not complete the 
work which he so patriotically undertook to perform at the request of 
the President of the United States when the Union Army needed recruits, 
when the fate of the nation was trembling in the balance, and we 
needed patriots to help fight the battles of the country 

Mr. Jonnston, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I can not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You do not state the facts correctly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I insist that the gentleman must not interrupt 
me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I say, Mr. Speaker, it is an astonishing fact to 
me that a man who himself served in the Union Army should come 
here and say that one who performed this patriotic duty to the country, 
giving his time and his money, never having received asingle centin re- 
turn for the service which he rendered to the Government—it is aston- 
ishing to me that any man, much less a soldier, should come here and 
say we should not grant this man the right to go before the Depart- 
ment and prosecute his claim, giving him the title that he earned and 
which he was recognized as holding while in command of that camp. 

If this man be granted the right which this bill proposes to give 
him, he will still he compelled to prove himself entitled to this pen- 
sion; he will still be compelled to prove that any disability under which 
he may labor was incurred in the line of duty in the service of the 
United States. I say we are doing no injustice to any soldier, no in- 
justice to the Government of the United States in granting this man 
this right which, in my judgment, belongs to him and ought not to be 
withheld from him for asingle moment. That is all I care to say. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Justone question. I understood the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to say that Strickland was 
acting under a warrant from the President of the United States. Was 
it from the President, or was it a recruiting commission from the pro- 
visional governor of Tennessee ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. According to the testimony, it was from the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I have some feeling inthis matter. I 
have some personal knowledge ofthis case. Colonel Strickland was en- 
gaged in the same business as myself. I met him at Nashville recruit- 
ing his regiment—a loyal man in the midstof treason, spending his time 
and his money in behalfof the Government. He recruited four or five 
companies. He was stricken down with disease, Here is the evidence 
of it: 





Menprcat Drrector’s OFFICE, 
Louisville, Ky., September 4, 1863. 
I certify that I have carefully examined J. Hf. Strickland, colonel of Eighth 
East Tennessee Cavalry, and find himsuffering from intermittent fever, and he 


will not be able to rejoin his regiment for duty for some days. 
WILLIAM W. GOLDSMITH, 


A. A. Surgeon, U. 8S. A., Member of Board of Examiners. 
Here is a second certificate of the same character, dated at Lexing- 
ton, Ky., September 9, 1863; another is dated at Lexington, Ky., Sep- 

tember 17, 1863. Here is still another: 
HickMaN BripGe Hosprrar, 

Camp Nelson, Ky., September 19, 1863. 
T have carefully examined Colonel Strickland, of Eighth East Tennessee Cav- 
alry, and find him unfit to perform field duties, because of debility following an 
attack of fever; and in my opinion it will be several weeks before he will be 


able for the duties of his corps. 
A. C. SWARTZWELDER, 
Surgeon, United States Volunteers, in charge. 
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Now, Colonel Strickland had authority from the President to raise 
regiment. He went to work to do so, and spent his time and his money 
in that work. By the act of God he was stricken down for weeks and 
months. While he was in that condition another man was mustered 
in as colonel of that regiment, and thus Colonel Strickland was deprived 
of that recognition to which his services entitled him. All he asks is 
the privilege of going before the Commissioner of Pensions and show- 
ing by proof that while in the line of duty as a soldier he incurred dis- 
ability entitling him to a pension. 

The gentleman from Indiana talks about his knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances of this case. It is not necessary for me to say anything 
about the trouble that he and Colonel Strickland had. I will only say 
thatthis man has been pursued time and again unrelentingly in amanner 
in which no soldier ought to act toward another. Colonel Strickland 
did the best he could, as the proof here abundantly shows. He wasa 
stout, hearty man when he was authorized to raise that regiment, and 
for months afterward while engaged in that service. While perform- 
ing this duty he was stricken down, as the proof shows beyond any 
question. Yet the gentleman from Indiana now says that Colonel 
Strickland was never with the regiment. Itis a startling discovery 
that because, by reason of being stricken down by sickness, a man is un- 
able to leave his room and therefore is not with his regiment, he must 
not have recognition or be regarded as entitled to a pension if he in- 
curred disability. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
to yield to me fora moment. I know he wants to state the facts cor- 
rectly in this case. Now, if you will read this communication from 
the War Department it will show the fact to be true that this man was 
here in Washington trying to be mustered at the very time he claims 
that he was stricken down with sickness. 

Mr. BUTLER. Here is a statement of the surgeon in charge, show- 
ing the fact that this man was sick on the dates mentioned, and stat- 
ing that he was not in a condition to perform military service. These 
affidavits and papers which I hold in my hand I will ask to have printed 
with my remarks. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me 
for a question? I wish to ask simply if the several certificates from 
reputable physicians do not show this man was sick and unable to per- 
form military duty—United States surgeons at that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; and in addition here is proof, not in the 
record, just come in to-night, from Colonel Reeves, of the Eighth Cav- 
alry, and other officers of the same regiment, all bearing out the same 
state of facts. Here is testimony of Colonel Kirk, and Colonel Sawyer, 
lieutenant-colonel of the regiment after Colonel Patton was mustered 
in, all testifying to the facts sworn to by Colonel Strickland. Therecan 
be no proof stronger than that submitted in support of this case, and 
1 appeal to the House to do justice to this man and grant him the relief 
that is sought for in this bill. 

The affidavits referred to by Mr. BUTLER are as follows: 

GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 
District oF COLUMBIA, 
City and county of Washington, ss: 


On this 23th day of May, A.D. 1886, personally appeared before me Felix A. 
Reeve, aged forty-nine years, a residentof said city and county, whose post-office 
address is Washington, D. C., who, being duly sworn,declared in relation to 
aforesaid case as follows: That he was colonel of the HKighth Tennessee Vo!- 
unteer Infantry in the late war of the rebellion; that he was appointed colonel 
by the Secretary of War on the 5th of September, 1862, and was mustered as such 
by his order on the 16th of September, 1862. 

Affiant states that he was appointed and mustered as colonel before he had 
recruited any men for his regiment; and that several other colonels of loyal 
Tennessee regiments—Robert K. Byrd, Robert Johnson, and probably others— 
were appointed, mustered, and drew pay before they enlisted any recruits for 
their regiments. Affiant, however, refers to the records of the War Department 
for a fuller statement of the facts. 

Affiant further states that he was acquainted with Colonel Strickland in 1862; 
that for a short while he was connected with his regiment, and was authorized 
to recruit for it: that as he understands and believes, he afterwards recruited 
for the Eighth Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and acted as colonel for several 
months; but as to this affiant’s information is hearsay, and he is unable to state 
positively with regard to Colonel Strickland’s connection with said regiment. 
Affiant further declares that he has no interest in said case, and is not concerned 
in its prosecution. 

FELIX A. REEVE. 


Strate or ILLINoIs, County of Shelby, ss: 


In the matter of the claim of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of the Eighth 
Tennessee Cavalry, now pending in Congress, 


On this the 17th day of February, aA. D. 1888, personally appeared before me, 
a notary public in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer 
oaths, John L,. Kirk, aged forty-six years, a resident of Moultrie County, I/li- 
nois, whose post-office address is Windsor, Shelby County, Illinois, well known 
to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares 
in relation to the aforesaid case as follows: 

That he entered the Fifth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers (afterwards chanecd 
to the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry) in the spring of 1863 and was appointed lieu- 
tenant in Company D of said regiment, and acted as said lieutenant until the 
12th day of August, 1863, and that he was then mustered as captain of Company 
E of the same regiment, and that Jesse H. Strickland and T. J. Copps was rec- 
ognized as colonel and lieutenant-colonel during the time that I was with the 
regiment; and he further declares that he was discharged from said regiment at 
Nashville, Tenn., on the 3d day of May, 1864, by reason of the consolidation cf 
Eighth and Tenth Tennessee Cavairy. : 7 

He further declares that he has no interest in said case and is net concerned 


in its prosecution, . 
J.L. KIRK, 
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Mr. MATSON. 
The veas and nays were ordered, more than one-fifth voting in faver 


thereof. 


Mr. SPINOLA. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


rise ? 


Mr. SPINOLA 


that a quorum is 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 106, nays 50, not vot- 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


I rise for the purpose of asking the Speaker to Gi- 
rect the Sergeant-at-Arms to call in the straggling members from the 
lobbies, so as to be sure and get a quorum. 


here. 


ing 168; as follows: 


Abbott, 

Allen, Mass. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Ill. 
Arnold 
Baker, N. Y. 
Baker, Ll. 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Butler, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Caruth, 
Cheadle, 
Chipinan, 
Clements, 
Cockran, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 
Culberson, 
Dalzell, 
Dockery, 
Ieiton, 


Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson. 
Bankhead, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brewer, 


Lrowne,T.H.B., Va. 


tunnell, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y 
Clardy, 

Clark, 

Cobb, 

Cogswell, 

Conger, 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich, 
Allen, Miss. 
Bacon, 
Barnes, 
tarry, 
Bayne, 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Brower, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 


Campbell, F., N.Y. 


Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Crouse, 
Cummings, 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would it be in order at this time, before the announcement of the vote, 
to ask unanimous consent—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regu 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
For what purpose does the gentleman 


YEAS —106, 


Finley, 

Ford, 

Forney, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Gallinger, 
Gest, 

Gibson, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Hayes, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N.C, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hiestand, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Il). 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind, 
Kean, 
Kennedy, 
Laird, 

Lane, 

Lyman, 
Martin, 


Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McKinney, 
Milliken, 
Moftitt, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Neal, 
Nutting, 
©’ Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Osburne, 
Payson, 
*helps, 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Romeis, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
Sayers, 
Seull, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Snyder, 


NAYS—50. 


Davidson, Ala, 
Davidson, Fla, 
Dibble, 

Enloe, 
Farquhar, 
Glass, 

Grimes, 

Hall, 

Haugen, 
Herbert, 
Hires, 
Hutton, 

Kerr, 


Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Long, 
Maish, 
McCullogh, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
Outhwaite, 


NOT VOTING—168. 


Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davis, 

De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Ermentrout, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gay, 

Gear, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hogg, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 


Johnston, N. C. 
Jones, 
Kelley, 

La Follette, 
Landes, 
Latham, 
Lee, 
Lehlbach, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
MeClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
MeKinley, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Mills, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pidcock, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


There is no question but 


Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
‘Thompson, Cal. 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind. 
White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams. 
Wilson, Minn. 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Rowland, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Turner, Ga, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Weber, 
Whitthorne, 


Plumb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rusk, 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Stahinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 


Taulbee 


Taylor, kr. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 


Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Il. 
Tillman, 
Tracey 
‘Townshend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vance, 

West, 

Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yost. 


lar order! ’’] 
The Clerk will report the pairs. 


The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 


Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Houk. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Fircnu. 


Mr. Biaa@s with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
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Mr. BYNUM with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. SyMes. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Dre LANo. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. BRumM™. 

Mr. McCLAMMy with Mr. NicHors. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. TimoTHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Burrows. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomAs, of Illinois. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. Scorr. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. HIesTAND. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. PLUMB, until the 17th instant. 

For this day: 

Mr. RoGers with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, with Mr. KEtcHAM. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. BowEn. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. GAINES. 

On this vote: 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. BuRNETT with Mr. BurTERWoRTH. 

Mr. StmMons with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. GUENTHER. 

For three days: 

Mr. HAtcH with Mr. PuGsLEy. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I want to say to the House that 
I am paired with Mr. BELDEN on political questions, not on general 
legislative business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of the House is ordered. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was lost. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Isa motion for a recess in order? If so, I move 
that the House do now take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that a call of the 
House having shown the absence of a quorum, a motion for a recess is 
not in order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is it in order toask unanimous consent 
to suspend further proceedings under this call and unanimous consent 
to have a roll-call on the passage of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinksit might be in order, 
by unanimous consent, to dispense with further proceedings under a 
call of the House; but no business that required a quorum could be 
transacted, the absence of a quorum having been shown and the point 
made. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following-named members failed to an- 
swer: 


Adams, Cannon, Goff, Mahoney, 
Allen, Mich, Caswell, Granger, Mansur, 
Allen, Miss. Catchings, Greenman, Mason, 
Arnold, Collins, Guenther, McComas, 
Bacon, Compton, Hare, McCormick, 
Barnes, Cowles, Harmer, McCreary, 
Barry, Cox, Hatch, McKenna, 
Bayne, Crain, Hayden, McKinley, 
Belden, Crisp, Hemphill, McShane, 
Belmont, Crouse, Henderson,Iowa Merriman, 
Biggs, Cummings, Hermann, Mills, 
Blanchard, Dargan, Hitt, Moore, 
Bland, Darlington, Hogg, Morgan, 
Bliss, Davenport, Holmes, Morse, 
Blount, Davis, Hopkins, N. Y. Nelson, 
Boutelle, DeLano, Houk, Newton, 
Bowden, Dingley, Hovey, Nichols, 
Bowen, Dorsey, Howard, Oates, 
Brower, Dougherty, Hudd, O' Ferrall, 
Browne, Ind. Dunn, Johnston, N. C. Owen, 
Brown, Ohio Elliott, Jones, Parker, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Fisher, Kelley, Patton, 
Brumm, Fitch, La Follette, Penington, 
Buckalew, Flood, Landes, Perry, 
Burnes, Foran, Lee, Phelan, 
Burnett, Funston, “Lind, Pidcock, 
Burrows, Gaines, Lodge, Plumb, 
Butterworth, Gay, Lynch, Randall, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Gear, Macdonald, Rayner, 
Candler, Glover, Maffett, Reed, 
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Robertson, Simmons, Taulbee, West 

Rock Smith, Taylor, E.B., Ohio Wilber, 
Rogers, Snyder, Taylor, J.D., Ohio Wilkins 
Rowell, Spooner, Thomas, Ky. Wilson, W. Va. 
Rusk, Stahlnecker, Thomas, I). Wise 

Ryan, Steele, Tillman, Woodburn, 
Sawyer, Stephenson, Tracey, Yost. 


Scott, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 

Mr. MATSON. 
swered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. MATSON. 
der the call. 

The motion was.agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
sage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] stated in his remarks that wile I was 
in the service I had a personal difficulty with Mr. Strickland. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.’’] I wish to say that that is not true. I do 
not know who the gentleman’s informant is, but the statement is not 
true. 
dated, but I never spoke to or saw Mr. Strickland in my life until I 
met him during the session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and he never 
was with the regiment for any one to have any quarrel with him there. 


Stewart, Tex, 
stewart, Ga, 
Symes, 


Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
V ance, 


I understand that more than a quorum have an- 


A quorum have answered. 


I move to dispense with all further proceedings un- | 


I was with that regiment from September until it was consoli- | 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. BUTLER. 


I was so informed, and I believed it to be the fact. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. WEBER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. WEBER. 


I understand that the gentleman from Indiana is 
willing to withdraw his point, and I ask whether it is in order at this 


] 


The question is on ordering the yeas 


The gentleman will state it. 


time to move to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Then I make that motion. 


Mr. WEBER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


It is in order for the House to recon- 


I hope it will be reconsidered. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to—ayes 88, noes 27. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


yeas and nays. 


The question now is on ordering the 


The question was taken, and 33 members voted in favor thereof. 


Several MEMBERS. 
Upon a count there were—ayes 33, noes 94, and, more than one-fifth 


Count t 


he other side. 


having voted in the affirmative, the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SPINOLA (after the roll-call had been begun). 


is it in order to have the amendments to the bill read ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


eall. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 53, not vot- 


ing 169; as follows: 


That is not in order pending the roll- 


YEAS—102. 


Adams, Dalzell, Lehibach, Seymour, 
Allen, Mass. Dorsey, Long, Snyder, 
Anderson, Iowa Farquhar, Maish, Sowden, 
Anderson, Il. Felton, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Anderson, Kans. Finley, McCullogh, Stewart, Vt. 
Arnold, Ford, McKinney, Struble, 
Atkinson, Fuller, Milliken, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Baker, N. Y. Galiinger, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Baker, Ill. Gest, Morrill, Thompson, Ohio 
Bingham, Gibson, Morrow, Thompson, Cal. 
Boothman, Grosvenor, Nutting, Vandever, 
Bound, Grout, O’ Donnell, Wade, 

Brewer, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Bryce, Hayes, Osborne, Weaver, 
Buchanan, Henderson, Ill. Patton, Weber, 
Bunnell, Hiestand, Payson, White, Ind. 
Butler, Hires, Perkins, White, N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio Holman, Peters, Whiting, Mich. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Hopkins, Ill. Phelps, Whiting, Mass, 
Caruth, Hunter, Post, Wickham, 
Chipman, Jackson, Rice, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Kean, tomeis, Williams, 
Cockran, Kennedy, tussell, Conn. Yardley, 
Conger, Kerr, Russell, Mass. Yoder. 

Cooper, Laird, Scull, 


Cutcheon, 


Lawler, 


Seney, 


NAYS—53. 


Abbott, Davidson, Ala. Henderson, N. Latham, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Fla. Herbert, Lyman, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Hooker, Martin, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Hopkins, Va. Matson, 
Carlton, Enloe, Hutton, McRae, 
Cheadle, Forney, Johnston, Ind. Montgomery, 
Clements, Glass, Laffoon, Neal, 

Cobb, Grimes, Lagan, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Cothran, Hall, Laidlaw, Outhwaite, 
Culberson, Heard, Lanham, Peel, 


XIX——390 


Mr. Speaker, 
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{ demand the yeas and nays on the final pas- | 
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iardson = Kaa l ! (. Ww 
i Ss Ky Vi ker 
Sr : ba \ Wa tor 
> larsney Wil 
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\ MI ( . Ke ¥ i 
5 M Dare re 
I Da K I 
I 3 Dave i I j 
bart Davis s R 
Bayne De Lano R 
| Belden, LD ey i R 
Bx nt Dougherty, i R 
] Dunham l At 
Bla ard, ID Lvr Saw r, 
Bland, Elliott Mix auld s 
Bliss, I en M Sha 
Blount, Fisher M y ¢ 
Boutelle, I M s S ‘ 
Bowden, I d Mason, Simmons 
Bowen, Foran, MeClammy Smith 
Breckinridge, Ky Fren Met as Spoor 
Brower, Funston M ric] St 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.‘ 3 Mot iry Stee 
| Browne, Ind Gay McKenna, Stenhe 
trown, Ohio MeKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Lrown, J. R.,Va. Glov MeMillin Stewart, Ga 
Brumm, Got MeShar Svmes 
Buckalew, G er, Merriman Taulbes 
Burnes, ¥ Mills faylor, E. B., Ohie 
Burnett, ue Mi Th us, K 
Burrows, Hare Me ! Thomas, Ill 
Butterworth Hart r lillman, 
Bynum, Hatch rracey, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hayden Townshend, 
Candler, Hen I lurner, Kans. 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa Var 
Caswell, Herman Wes 
Catchings, FLitt Wilber 
Clardy, Hogg Wilkins 
Cogswell, Holmes, Wilson, Min 
Collins, Hopkins, N.Y. Wils WV ‘ 
Compton, Houk, vi 
Cowles, Hovey W iburn 
Cox, Howard, Ve 
Crain, Hudd Y’ 
Crisp, Johnston, N. C. Pinmb 
Crouse, Jones, Pugsie 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, [ have voted, but I am paired, 


| the vote of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, ERMENTROU’ 


and I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. WHITE, of New Y If it breaks a quorum we shall object. 
The SPEAKER pro ¢ The Chair will state that even with 


ork. 
wl 
| | there 
is not a quorum. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
The SPEA K ER pro fe mpore. 
and nays, the Chair is bound to take 

quorum. 
Mr. MATSON. 


The vote having been taken by 


of the fact that there 


yeas 


notice Is no 


I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 


overinformally. I make that request for this reason. There is a bill 
on the Calendar that I think is perhaps the strongest one on the Cal- 
endar. I make up my judgment on that point because so many gen- 


tlemen—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the 
fact of no quorum is disclosed by a yea-and-nay vote nothing is in or- 
der but a call of the House or a motion to adjourn or some proceeding 
to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MATSON. If that is the ruling of the Chair, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gent! 
rise? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Simply to ask for information; 
that will leave the unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, the bilis 
will stand in the same position as now. There has been no vote taken 
to-night ordering the previous question, that having been ordered be- 
fore, and the Chair is of opinion that they will come up as unfinished 
business when this class of business is again reached in the House. But 
those are questions for the then occupant of the chair to determine. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
MATSON ], that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MATSON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iask unanimous consent that 
down for next Thursday evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum being present, it is incom- 
petent for the House to entertain the request of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is it in order for the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
MATSON | to submita request for unanimous consent. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules prescribe that when the ab- 
sence of a quorum is disclosed only two motions are in order. The 


t when 





man 


in what position 


these bills be set 
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question ison the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATson ], 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 10 o’clock 
and 12 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (IT. R. 10811) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Candy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10812) granting a pension to Susan Barr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. 1. 10813) granting a pension to Jesse B. Namsey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10814) granting a pension to Mary 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10815) for the relief of Andrew K. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 10816) granting a pension to 
Hugh Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 10817) granting increase of pension 
to Alexander Van Loan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10818) granting a pension 
to Mrs, Adelaide H. Woodall-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Edmond Raphailp and 40 others, of 
Ellis County, Texas, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of W. H. Abbott and 18 others, 
citizens of Mills County, Iowa, for amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce iaw—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BREWER: Remonstrance of James A. Button and 200 others, 
citizens of Genesee County; of 750 farmers and wool-growers of Shi- 
awassee County; of C. M. Wood and 200 others, farmers of Living- 
stone County; of T. 8S. Bausher and 155 others, citizens of Oakland 
County, and of L. G. Burch and 110 others, citizens of Clinton County, 
Michigan, against putting wool on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Eli Lovinggood, administrator of 
Samuel Lovinggood, of Cherokee County, Georgia, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of J. A. Miller, of Louisville, Ky., for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of R. A. Guthrie, of Perry County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition for the relief of Andrew K. Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of D. P. Wilcox and 10 others, of 
Dakota, for certainamendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of E. P. Alderman and 27 others, 
of Theodore F’. Davis and 11 others, of the Farmer’s Club, and of H. 
B. Loomis and 34 others, of Washington County, Ohio, for certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Industrial Christian 
Home Association of Utah, asking for Government aid—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, favoring the appropriation of $75,000 for the 
Industrial Home Association of Utah—to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of the Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics of Rochester, Pa., in favor of bill restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition of John C. Smith, for amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of John F. Mortimer, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. LODGE: Petition of John Johnston and 79 of Wash- 
ington, Me.; of George L. Chaffer and 37 others, of Staffordville, Conn. ; 
of E. J. Haskell and 27 others of Calais, Me., and of Louis Helm and 


24 others, of Stafford Springs, Conn., for the bill repealing duties on 
sugar and molasses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of J. H. Sampson and 121 others, for 
amendments tothe interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Mary S widow of Jesse C. 


8 second lieutenant Company K, Seventh Kentucky 
Geantean Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 


sferrrrary 


nD 
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By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Hiram Murphy and 87 others, ex-Union 
soldiers of Owen County, Lowa, for the passage of the bill giving arrears 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Hugh Ewing, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Jesse Gould and others, of Biddeford, 
Me., in favor of a pension for Mrs. Hattie H. Edgerly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND (by request): Petition of Archibald S. McNeil, 
of Richmond County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of citizens of Albany County, New York, 
in regard to reduction of postage on merchandise—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Moses B. Keel, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, for reference of his ciaim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of Dancan Buchanan and 107 
others,of Huron County, and of H. H. Spencer and 70 others, of Macomb 
County, Michigan, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of John Donahue, for relief—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of G. K. Arthur and 200 others, citi- 
zens of Tuscarawas County, and of C. F. Sangsten and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Coshocton County, Ohio, in relation to the duty on wool—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition or citizens of Richmond, Va., relative toa 
national bureau of harbors and water ways—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

sy Mr. DUNN: Of 191 citizens of Mississippi County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. LODGE: Of president and faculty of the Boston University, 
the Universalist Ministers’ Club, and the supervisors and commission- 
ers of Boston schools, 


SENATE. 
Frinay, July 15, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. C. HErspert Ricwarpson, D. D., of Washington 
City, D. C. 
The Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia County, Pennsylvania, praying for certain amendments of the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee cn In- 
terstate Commerce. ; 

Mr. FARWELL presented a memorial of wool manufacturers and 
wool dealers of Louisville, Ky., and otherplaces, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Mills tariff bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the petition of William H. Seal and others, 
residents of Mount Carmel, Ind., praying for the passage of certain 
amendments of the interstate-commerce law. As a bill covering the 
amendments here suggested has already passed the Senate, I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John E. Hood and 15 other 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, residents of Plymouth, Mich., praying for 
the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted by U. 
8. Grant Post, No. 327, De ent of New York, Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 2797, to authorize the 
President to advance Chief Engineer George Wallace Melville, United 
States Navy, one grade, etc. I presume the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and I move that the preamble and resolu- 
tions be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a memorial of a large number of woolen 
manufacturers and wool dealers, citizens of Kentucky, remonstrating 
against the pro legislation in the Mills bill in reference to wool 
and woolens. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committec 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PASCO ted the petition of the State Agricultural College 
of Florida, seers te Se wie hee Se Se Sen 
Ce ee ae ee ale on 
part 
ence 


and for the of Senate bill 239, in refer 
See GUE certs caren; whieh was edd to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Saratoga (N. Y.) Monu- The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ment Association, pri uying that an appropriation be made for the com- | sideration of this bi il: ? The Chair hears none. 
: : : ; 7 : > FH ; inh o ¢ — oe 
pletion and dedication of the monument commemorating the surrendet Che bill (H. R. 5064) to construct a road to the national « ry 
of General Burgoyne at Saratoga; which was referred to the Commit- | at Baton Rouge, La., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


tee on the Library. 

Mr. PLUMB. Two or three days 
Jobn Cowdon in regard to the Lake Borgne outlet system of impro 
ment of the Miteslent ppl River; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and tributaries. I now 
move that the petition be printed as a public document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2680) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, 
late lieutenant-colonel and quartermaster-general United States Army, 
deceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, 
cial bond, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. VANCE. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision 
of land within the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension, in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a rej 
thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the time for 
sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for 
overdue taxes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3168) regulating admissions to the Institution of the Association for 
Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1950) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Indians of Fort Berthold agency, in Dakota, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr 


port 


STEW ART to the sur r civil appropriation bi > >d a substitute | : : 
STEWART to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported a substitut | in respect to the matters embraced in the bill 


therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public 
building at Opelousas, La., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

POLICE MATRONS. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8039) providing for 
the appointment of police matrons for the District of Columbia, to re- 
port it without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its con 
sideration now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ation of this bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will } 

The bill was read. 

$y unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the ap- 
pointment of police matrons for the District of Columbia, defining their 
duties, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to appoint three matrons for the police department of the District, at a 
salary of $600 per annum, as soon as the necessary accommodations 
may be authorized and provided by Congress, and the work completed. 

These police matrons are to search when necessary, examine, and 
care for the female prisoners who may be taken into “custody by the 
police, and to take charge of lost or abandoned children while detained 
at a station-house to which a matron may be assigned, under suchrules 
and regulations as the commissioners of the District may from time to 
time make. No woman is to be appointed a police matron unless suit- 
able for the position and recommended therefor in writing by at least 
ten women of good standing, residents of the District. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the consider- 


be read. 


ROAD TO BATON ROUGE NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. WALTHALL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5064) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Baton Rouge, La., report it without amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimons consent to put that bill on its pas- 
sage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion. 

The bill was read. 


The bill will be read for informa- 


1888. 


sureties on his offi- | 


ee een 


since I presented the petition of | 


ithout amendment, ordered to 


1d passed. 


The bill was 


a third reading, 


reported to the Senate w 


read the third ti 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MANDERSON an 1a bill (S. 3322) to increase the pension 
of George W. Montgome which was read twice by its title, and, 
the eoeueneuninn seme referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3323) granting a pension to Flor- 
ence Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CHANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3324) to m: 
the Lake Borgne outlet, to impro water navigation 


Mississippi River from Ne Ore ans, La., to Cairo, IL, and incidents 


Ot ti 


1 


to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the Miss ssippi River and 
tributaries from overflow; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi Rivet 
ind Tributaries. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3525) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Julia M. Ed 


ie; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3326) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to negotiate with the Ceour d’ Alene tribe of Indians 


for the purchase and release of a portion of their reservation; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that Order of Business 1722, House bill 7749 


be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are bills in order? 

Mr. HALE. Let us get through with the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A request for the regular order is an 
objection to th motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 


Mr. EDMI NDS. I ask leave to introduce a bill by request 

The bill (S. 3327) to establish a council of ordnance was read tw 
by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move the reference of the bill to the C 


| tee on Military Affairs. 
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I wish to say that the gentleman who prepared this bill a 
ted it to me for introduction is a gentleman of very high a 
; but, of course, as 

not had time to study it in detail I make the usual statement. 


t¢ 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the general deficiency appro 


priation bill; which were referred to the Committeeon Appropriations, 


and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMI 
Mr. PAYNE submitted an am« 
- m to the bill (H. R. 6514 


ro CLAIMS BILL. 


ndment intended to be proposed by 
for the allowance of certain « 


} . 
“alms re 





by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WABASHA, MINN 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpor Are there resolutions, mcurrent 
otherwise? If there be none, the morning business is concluded 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that Order of Business 1722, House bill 7749, 
be now taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committe ft 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. RK. 7749) to auth t] 
building of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Wabasha, Mim 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, which was to strike out all after t ting « 1 
to insert the following: 

That the city of Wabasha, in the State of Minnesota, be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to construct and maintain a bridge for the passage « < Lk ’ 
animals, and foot-passengers, across that part of t M ssipy 
the main channel of said river, at a point opposite or nearly oj te 
city of Wabasha, and to charge for such use such reasonalle rates o ‘ ‘ 
be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War 

Sec. 2. That any bridge constructed under this act and rd ‘ ° 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and know nost- 
route, upon which also no higher charge shal! be made fort ‘ 
the same forthe mails, the troops, and the munitiongof war the United States 


than the rate per mile paid for their transportation over railroads or pul 





highways leading to said bridge; and the United States and all com; ies i 
individuals shall have the right - way for tele ph, postal-telegray and 
ephone purposes across said bridge. 

Sec. 3. That any bridge autho Heed tot constructed under this act shall 
built and located under and subject to such regu! © security 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shal and to secur 


sil pre c 
object the said company or corporation sha}! submit to the Secretary of \ 
his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge 


and am 
of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the pr 
posed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at h 
and low water, the direction and strength of the current at al! stages, and the 


soundings. accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of 
bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as miay be r 


any othe 
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for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan 
and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of war the construc- 
tion of said bridge shall not be commenced; and should any change be made 
in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction, such change shall 
be subject to the oper of the Secretary of War; and in case of any litigation 
arising from any obstriiction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of 
said river, caused oralleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought 
in the circuit court of the United States within whose jurisdiction said bridge 
or any portion thereof may be located. 

Sec, 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

See. 5, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. . 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME IN INDIANA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask consent that the Senate consider Order 
of Business 1607. I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize 
the location of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant 
County, Indiana, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, which was, in section 3, line 7, after the word ‘‘ shall,”’ 
to insert the word “‘first;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the citizens of said county shall first drill a natural gas well or 
wells on said grounds, of sufficient capacity to furnish gas for heating and light- 
ing said buildings, and shall supply an adequate quantity of such gas free of 
cost to the Government. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that amendment may not be agreed to. 
I do not think it is essential. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senate to consider at this time House bill 
4423, Order of Business 1428, I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 4423) relating to cer- 
tain acts of the Twenty-seventh Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that the act of the Twenty-seventh Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, entitled ‘‘An act to create a funded indebted- 
ness of the Territory of New Mexico to pay and discharge certain claims 
for carpets, furniture, gas fixtures, gas and water, and fuel, and for 
shelving the vaults and library room, and for insurance and other in- 
cidental and contingent expenses, now accrued and to accrue during 
the ensuing two years,’’ approved February 14, 1887; and the act of 
the same Legislative Assembly, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of current expenses of the Territory until the tax income shall 
meet the same,’’ approved February 24, 1887, shall be approved and 
declared valid acts of the Legislative Assembly, and the Territory shall 
be bound by their terms, and shall be held to the payment of the re- 
spective sums stipulated to be paid in the bonds, the issuance of which 
is provided in these acts, and in the manner and form therein pre- 
scribed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. We passed an act in 1885, I believe, that no special 
acts or laws could be by a Territorial Legislature for certain 
purposes mentioned in the act, but that all such laws should be gen- 
eral laws. The Territory of New Mexico has passed an act to provide 
for finishing up their Territorial capitol and furnishing it, and some 
matters of that sort, which I do not think interferes with or is pro- 
hibited by the act of Congress to which I have referred; but a question 
has been raised about it, and it is desired to ratify that action of the 
Legislature. The Territorial act was defective in that it did not 
vide any means for paying the interest on the bonds which should be 
issued. This bill remedies that defect. There are about $250,000 of 
these bonds which have been sold and the interest on which became 
due the Ist of July. There are no means of payingit. The credit of 
the Territory suffers and the bondholders have suffered. This is a 
House bill, and at the request of the Delegate from the Territory and 
on examination by the committee we thought it ought to pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an t made with the 
Shoshone and Bannack Indians forthe and relinquishment 
to the United Statesof a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the 


Will the Senator please explain that bill to the 


' 
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Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, and for the grant 
of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and Northern 
Railway Company, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking the eieventh and subsequent 
censuses. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and jointresoJutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company the right of way through the Nez Percé Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 2644) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris 
and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through the In- 
dian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S.°2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company 
a right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation in Washington 
Territory, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and meaning 
of the act approved May 28, 1888. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate now resolve itself into open 
executive session to consider the fisheries treaty. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the resolutions 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and the fisheries treaty 
in open executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in openexecutive 
session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the last 
open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive Clerk 
will report the pending treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. ‘Treaty (Executive M) between United 
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- 
tion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I know of no higher duty of Amer- 
ican Senators than giving their advice as to the making or rejection of 
a treaty settling grave questions which have arisen in relation to im- 
portant rights of the American people. Our advice and consent have 
been asked by the President to the conclusion of a treaty involving 
many important questions of a most delicate nature, which have re- 
mained unsettled formany years, giving rise todisputes and differences 
of a grave character, threatening serious complications with one of the 
great nations of the world, notwithstanding four previous treaties made 
for the same purpose. 

In the case before us we are not only to determine what is best for 
the American people, but we find this first question involving the de- 
termination of what obligations the American people have come under in 
former treaties and what may therefore be due to public faith solemnly 
pledged, what is due to an observance of compacts, what is due to that 
high honor, to that scrupulous compliance with national engagements, 
which no people can sully or neglect without disgrace and without 
disaster. . 

In discharging this high duty there is no room for considerations ot 
a mere partisan character, no place for passion, no rightful opportunity 
for appeals or arguments founded in error or directed to any other end 
than the public good. 

In their relations with foreign nations the thirty-eight American 
States are one, the American people are one; their interests, their rights, 
and their obligations the same. There may be differences of opinion, 
as there always are, as to particular questions, but these differences 
should have no relation to party divisions. Foreign nations have no 
right to participate in our domestic divisions. As to them we all be- 
long to the same party, the party of our country. 

"The proposed treaty is a substitute for or modification of existing 
treaty gg ay and this necessitates a comparison of the old and 
the new. is compels an inquiry—calm, deliberate, and just—into 
the true force and meaningof both. Thus only can it be known which 
is the better. Thus only can we make a rational choice. 


OPEN SESSIONS. 


Mr. President, for the one hundred years of the existence of our 
Constitution this examination and inquiry have been made under cir- 
cumstances which allowed the freest in of views between 
members of this body, the fullest discussion and the calmest consider- 
ation. Our deliberations were confidential; fi nations ha 
adverse interests were excluded. They were not allowed to know the 

ts, the reasons, the motives which controlled our action. 
Pee cc myosin agg ought to be allowed to 
know what their agents, servants, are doing, and the reasons for 
their action, may be admitted in a general sense; but it is also true 
that it is unsafe, unwise to permit foreign nations with whom we 
are treating to be admitted into our secret councils and thus learn our 
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views, our motives, the arguments and reasons on which we act. 
They give us no admission to theirs. 
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Up to this time the American Senate, without complaint from the | 


American people, have denied this privilege to foreign nations, sub- 
ordinating the lesser right of the people to be present at these delib- 
erations to their greater right, the right to have their business trans- 
acted in a manner most advantageous to them, most consonant to 


their safety and welfare, the right to exclude foreign nations from | 


intrusion into their councils. This view prevailed in the American 
Senate as to this very treaty up to and on the 14th day of May last. 


On that day the Senate, by a vote of 41 to 3—the negatives being Sen- | 


ators DAWES, SHERMAN, and TELLER—refused to admit the British 


Government and all others to our deliberations. On the 22d of the | 


same month the British and all the world were invited to be present 
by the vote of every Republican Senator but one, Mr. HALE. 

I believe, sir, it is an open secret that this change in the attitude of 
the Senators on the other side, resulting in a consequent change in the 
uniform practice of the Senate, was brought about by the action of a 
caucus or conference of Republican Senators from which all the world 
was excluded. What arguments were urged, what reasons presented, 
which worked this extraordinary change are unknown to me, unknown 
to the world. The Republican Senators became in some unknown way, 
in secret council, from which the American people were excluded, con- 
vinced—selemnly convinced—by arguments and on reasoning which 
they dared not or would not commit to the American people, that secrecy 
in affairs, secrecy in making treaties, was all wrong; that the universal 
practice of our fathers on this subject was all wrong. The inconsistency 
between the methods used and the end attained, the repugnance be- 
tween the principles of these methods and the principles involved in 
this end, are so patent that it requires a large share of charity in judging 
mankind to believe that both are sincere. The result—a declaration 
that secrecy in deliberations in conducting negotiations with a foreign 
power is all wrong, the exclusion of that power from our counsels is 


un-American, is reached in a secret caucus from which the American | 
people themselves are excluded! It is not to be forgotten, however, | 


that this change in regard to secret sessions of the Senate is not by any 
means the result of a conviction that such secrecy is in general wrong. 
The change is limited to this vy treaty; for since the vote to consider 
this treaty in open session we have been considering all other executive 
business in secret, including not only treaties, but matters of nomina- 
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engaged in taking and curing fish in waters near the British colonies. 
There is not an American citizen—native or naturalized—who hazards 
his life in the oftimes perilous business of fishing in these tempestuous 
waters whose smallest right I would surrender or impair. On the con- 
trary, whatever rights he has I would not only fortify, but would enlarge 
as farasinmy power. Ishall attempt no eulogy on the American fish- 
ermen; that has been better done by others. I will say this, that I 
recognize them, every one of them, as my countrymen, engaged under 
the sanction of public law and treaties in an employment of great 
importance to the whole country, full of dangers and discomforts, and 
often unremunerative tothe very men whoseskill, whose courage, whose 
self-denial and endurance take these treasures from the seas. If I do 
not unconsciously stumble, I shall cast my vote on the question of rat- 
ification on that side which, being consistent with the faith of public 
treaties, the sanctity of international compacts, most advances the wel- 
fare of these men. 
EFFECT OF INTERNATIONAL LAW ON THE SUBJECT. 

Mr. President, during the delivery of the very able and very instruct- 
ive speech of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] several weeks 
ago, he was interrupted by the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. Ter! ER], 
also by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR}, both of these Sen- 
ators stating that the claim to these fishery rights was not made under 
international law, but was based solely upon treaty engagements. 
That, sir, is not strictly correct. For the treaty of 1783, as well as the 
convention of 1818, though fully specifying our rights and liberties 
with respect to the fisheries, yet must be construed according to law 
and by the law; and that law is the law of nations as it was under- 
stood and acted on at that date by the United States and Great Britain, 
the parties to these international compacts. This position is distinctly 
taken by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Sir, if you make a contract with another your rights under it are as- 
certained and measured by its terms; these terms are what the law says 
the language used means, and the law so governing is the law recognized 
as in force at the time and place the contract is made. To know the 
obligation of a person to pay to you so many dollars you refer to the 
law fixing and defining what a dollar is, and so of a pound sterling or 


|afrane. To this law you and the other contractor are presumed to 


tions to public office. which are purely of domestic concern. Thus we 


take into our confidence, admit to our secret counsels, Great Britain 
when we consider matters which seriously affect our relations with 


_when considering: matters affecting them alone. 


Mr. President, this action of the Senate forces me, in stating the con- 
victions [ have for favoring the ratification of the treaty, to argue in 
the hearing of the British people, if they can hear so humble a man as 


have submitted yourselves so far as relates to the interpretation and 
meaning of the contract. And the law when thus applied enters into 
and becomes a part of the contract itself. 

The report of the Committee on Foreign Relations distinctly admits 


| this principle; for in many places the claim of the United States to take 


; ; : : | fish in the ‘*bays”’ is averred to be a matter to be determined by the 
that empire, and we exclude from our confidence the American people | 


public law of nations, asserting that by that law bays over 6 miles 
wide are public waters, the common property of mankind, and are not 


, subject to the territorial dominion of the country whose shores they 


myself, adversely tosome of the alleged rights which have been claimed | 


by American diplomatists. Such arguments have already been stig- 
matized on this floor as ‘‘the Britishside.’’ Whether the denunciation 
was intended to deter Senators from expressing views favorable to rati- 
fication or to destroy their weight when expressed I shall not stop to 
inquire. If, however, what I or others may say may favor some of 
the pretensions of Great Britain and be adverse to false claims set up 
for our own country, and harm comes from the fact that Great Britain 


has been notified that such views are entertained and such arguments | 


made, that harm results from the action of the majority—the Repub- 


lican side of this Chamber—and not from the action of my party asso- | 


ciates, 

The truthis, Mr. President, as I believe, that this debate is not now 
and never was intended by the other side of the Chamber to be, as the 
Constitution intends it should be, as the American people have aright 
to demand that it should be, a fair and honest consideration of the ques- 
tion of ratification or rejection of the treaty. That question has already 
been settled in a secret caucus of the other side of the Chamber. The 
treaty has been predestined to rejection, and for reasons unknown to 
the world; and the open debate we are now having is not for the pur- 
pose of settling what we ought to do, but to justify what has been 
decreed to be done, by arraigning before the American people the Presi- 
dent for negligence or indifference to American rights. The discus- 
sion therefore before our masters, the people, must take that full and 
free range which it would have taken before the Senate if sitting in 
secret and in the confidence that nothing said would ever be made 
public or reported to Great Britain. For, Mr. Psesident, it would be 
a great injustice to those who favor ratification, a great wrong to the 
American people themselves, if we, when thus chailenged before our 
masters and charged with surrendering great and vaduable rights be- 
longing to them, are not permitted to show that no such rights exist, 
that no surrender has been made, and that which the treaty secures 
us is of great import and advantage to our ceuntry. 

Mr. President, the issue being between the old and the new, we are 
forced to consider both the old and the new, and determine between 
them. In doing this, sir, I shall not fail to recognize to the fullest 
extent the importance of these fisheries, nor shall I forget the especial 
rights, interests, and necessit‘cs of those of our countrymen who are 
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indent. 

On page 21 the report states: 

The question of the extent of the territorial dominion, as it respects fishing 
rights in bays more than 6 miies wide indenting the shores of a country must 
of course be determined by the lawand practice of nations as they existed in the 
year ISI8; at which time the committee thinks the 3-miles limit from shores was 
recognized without regard to large indenting bays, except under very peculiar 
circumstances, such as the prescriptive exercise of dominion, ete 

And on page 20, speaking of the eleven bays from which by the treaty 
American fishermen are excluded, the report objects to such exclusion 
‘* whilst by the public laws of nations these same waters will be open 
to the vessels of all other countries than our own’’ unless they shall 
renounce their rights in the same. And on page 21, speaking of bays 
in the British dominions over 6 miles wide, it is stated that— 

It is not thought by the committee to be suitable to the dignity or interests of 
the United States to renounce the right of its citizens to pursue business in any 
part of the public waters of the world. Such rights, the committee thinks, 
should neither be subjects of purchase, sale, barter, or gift. 

There are many other expressions of similar import in that paper; 
so that whatever may be the opinion of the two distinguished Senators 
alluded to, it is clear that the Committee on Foreign Relations do re- 
gard it as important, even essential, in construing our rights under 
the convention of 1818, to know what the law of nations is in respect 
to the ‘‘hays’’ named in it, and that they regard that ‘‘bays’’ over 
6 miles wide as not included in the renunciation of fishery rights by 
the United States made in that convention. 

THE RENUNCIATION CLAUSE IN CONVENTION OF ISIS. 

That convention, after stating the waters in which the liberty of 
fishing is conceded to the United States, contains this language: 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore en- 
joyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 
3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty's dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned lim- 
its: Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter 
such bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter and repairing damages, of pur- 
chasing wood and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever, etc. 

The position of the opponents of the present treaty is that the word 
**bays’’ used in this renunciation means such bays only as by the law 
of nations as then understood were territorial bays, bays less than 6 
miles wide; and it is upon this contention that our fishery rights are 
sought to be established in bays trom which, as the British claim, the 
convention excludes us, 
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Without admitting or denying that such result would follow, if by 
the law of nations, as understood by England and the United States in 
1818, ‘‘bays’’ more than 6 miles wide were regarded as public waters, 
I shall proceed to examine what rights England and the United States 
for many years, regarded with reference to these fisheries were subject to 
separate and exclusive national proprietorship. 

Mr. President, it must be noted that there is nothing in the conven- 
tion of 1818 which indicates an intention of the contracting parties to 
confine the word ‘‘bays’’ as therein used to territorial waters over 
which the nation whose shores they indent had general municipal juris- 
diction. As I understand it the word ‘‘bays’’ as used in the conven- 
tion is claimed to mean territorial bays, not so much by force of the 
natural and ordinary meaning of the language employed as from the 
assumption that it is not to be presumed that the United States and 
Great Britain intended that the former should be excluded from pub- 
lic bays, to which all other nations wereadmitted. That neither party 
would desire such a result, so discriminating against the United States, 
may be admitted; and it may also be admitted that it would require 
very plain language to indicate such a concession on the part of the 
United States. 

It becomes material, therefore, to inquire into the opinion and prac- 
tice of both the United States and Great Britain at and before that 
time, as to the conceded and acknowledged rights of either or both in 
these fisheries, as to the admission or exclusion of other nations into 
and from these waters. 

THE TREATY OF UTRECHT, 

In 1713 a war between England and France was ended by the treaty 
of Utrecht. That war was waged in both hemispheres, and between 
the colonies as well as the principal nations themselves. At that time 
England was owner on this continent of that part of the United States 
east of the Mississippi, excluding Florida and Louisiana. France 
owned all now embraced in the Dominion of Canada and the island of 
Newfoundland. The British American colonies contributed in men 
and money largely to the success of the British armies on the North 
American continent, and especially in all the operations against the 
territory on which these fisheries, in the language of the treaty of 
Utrecht, ‘‘depended.’’ The acquisition of these fisheries was a main 
object of military movements in Nova Scotia and the adjacent French 
territory. These operations were successful. 

Nova Scotia (then also called Acadia) and Newfoundland also were 
conquered by the British armies and ceded by the treaty of Utrecht to 
England. 

Article XII of that treaty is in substance as follows: 


Anr. XII. France cedes to England all Nova Scotia or Acadia, also city of 
Port Royal, and “‘all other things which depend on said lands and islands, and 
the inhabitants of the same are yielded and made over to the Queen of Great 
Britain and to her crown forever, and the most Christian King doth at present 
yield and make overall the particulars aforesaid; and that in such ample man- 
ner and form that the subjects of the most Christian King shall hereafter be 
excluded from all kind of fishing in said seas, bays, and other places on the coast 
of Nova Scotia; is to say, in those which lie toward the east within 30 
leagues, beginning from the island commonly called Sables, inclusively, and 
thence stretching along towards the southwest.’’ 

Article XIII cedes to Great Britain Newfoundland and adjacent islands, and 

revents French from fortifying any place in Newfoundland, or erecting any 
Puildings an besides stages made of boards and huts necessary and usual 
for drying fish. 

- But itshall be allowed” the French “ to catch fish and dry them on land in 
that part, and in that part only, and in no other beside that of the said island of 
Newfoundland, which stretches from the place called Cape Bona Vista to the 
northern point of said island, and from thence running down by the western 
side reaches as far as the place called Point Riche. But the island of Cape 
Breton, as also all others, both in the mouth of the river St. Lawrence, and in the 
gulf of the same name, shall hereafter belong of right to the French, and the 
most Christian King shall have all manner of liberty to fortify any place or 
places there.”’ 


A careful study of Article XII of the treaty is of great importance. 
France makes the cession of Nova Scotia or Acadia to England ‘‘ with 
al} other things which depend on said land * * * in such ample 


-manner and form,’ that the French should thereafter be ‘‘ excluded 


from all kinds of fishing in said seas, bays, and other places on the 
coast of Nova Scotia * * * which lie towards the east within 30 
leagues (90 miles), beginning from the island commonly called Sable, 
and thence stretching along towards the southwest.”’ 

It is thus seen thatin the opinionand practice of England and France, 
then the two most powerful of all European states, these fisheries ‘‘ de- 
pended ”’ on the adjacent land, in such sense that the nation that owned 
the land also owned the fisheries, and that this exclusive national 
ownership of the fisheries extended more than 90 miles from the coast, 
as Sable Island itself, thestarting point, was away out in the open sea, 
many miles from the mainland. 

By the thirteenth article Newfoundland was ceded to England, but cer- 
tain fishing liberties were ‘‘allowed ’’ the French, notwithstanding the 
cession, on the coasts of that island from Cape Bona Vista on the east 
around by the north and then down on the west to Point Riche, but in 
no other part. J. Q. Adams says Spain was by this treaty of Utrecht 
excluded from fishing in the ‘“‘neighborhood’’ of Newfoundland. 

_ Going back to the early part of the eighteenth century, now nearly 
two hundred years ago, to the first treaty between the great maritime 
nations of the world in relation to the North American fisheries, we 
find it distinctly the practice and opinion of these nations that these 
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fisheries ‘‘depended’’ on the mainland, were subject to the owners of 
the adjacent shores, and that this exclusive ownership extended at 
least 90 miles from the shore into the open sea. Thus it was in the 
very inauguration of the practice of nations, under the law of nations, 
that there was not only no recognition, as to these fishery rights, of 
the common property of mankind in them as to all seas, bays, or gulfs 
outside of 3 miles from the shore, but an express repudiation of such 
right. 

. TREATY OF PARIS, 

Mr. President, following the practice and opinion of nations, invoked 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, for the next half century, we 
come to the next treaty between France and England—the treaty of 
Paris, in 1763—in which there were stipulations in reference to this 
fishery. During that half century France had enjoyed fishery rights 
on the coast of Canada, and such rights as were conceded on the coast of 
Newfoundland by the treaty of Utrecht. She had also fishery rights 
in virtue of her ownership of the island of Cape Breton. A main ob- 
ject of the war which was thus ended in 1763, at least in America, was 
to conquer from France the remainder of the land on which these fisher- 
ies ‘‘ depended ’’; and in this object the British colonies fully concurred, 
and to attain it contributed very largely of both blood and treasure. 
The result was that Canada and Cape Breton were conquered, and by 
the treaty ceded to England, leaving nothing to France in these parts 
but two small and rocky islands as a fishing station. 

This treaty confirmed the previous cessions of Nova Scotia and New- 
foundland, and ceded Canada and Cape Breton to Great Britain. Again 
the fisheries were the subjectofnegotiationand settlement. France was 
stillallowed the liberty of fishing on the coast of Newfoundland, as 
specified in Article XIII of the treaty of Utrecht; and the treaty pro- 
ceeded to say, ‘‘And his Britannic Majesty consents to leave,’’ yes, 
‘consents to leave’’ to the French the liberty of fishing in the Gulf 
of St. Lawrence. This was no narrow bay or strait, but a great sea. 
Yet so firmly was the idea settled in the minds of the statesmen of 
both nations that all these fisheries ‘‘depended’’ on the adjacent 
lands and were a part of the property of the owner of these lands, that 
it was deemed necessary, in order to secure fishing rights to the losing 
party, when these lands were ceded, that the new owner should con- 
tract to ‘‘leave’’ to the other as a p#t of his old property appendant 
to the lands ceeded, a portion of his ancient right to fish in that great 
sea—the Gulf of St. Lawrence. But it was left, not as a ‘‘right,’’ for 
that was supposed to be lost with the loss of the adjacent land, but 
only as a “‘liberty”’ or privilege yielded by the gracious consent of the 
true owner. 

But, sir, even this privilege was not left without restriction. It was 
allowed only ‘‘on condition’’ that the French do not fish but at the 
distance of 3 leagues—9 miles—from all the coasts belonging to Great 
Britain, as well the coasts of the islands in the gulf as of the continent. 
And as to Cape Breton, the condition was that the French do not fish 
within 15 leagues, or 45 miles, from the coasts of that island. These 
stipulations in the treaty of Paris were grants of privileges, and grants, 
too, on condition, grants on condition-subsequent; so that if there 
should be a violation of this condition by fishing beyond the prescribed 
limits, the grant was liable at the will of England to forfeiture, and 
the French subject, by the force of the treaty itself, to be ejected from 
fishing in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the seas south of Cape Breton 
forever. As to the fishing adjacent to Nova Scotia, this treaty, at the 
end of fifty years from the treaty of Utrecht, solemnly and deliberately 
ratified and confirmed forever the exclusion of the French from fishing 
within 30 leagues of the coast of that province, commencing at Sable 
Island, as it was stipulated in the treaty of Utrecht. 

Mr. President, to both these treaties we were parties, not merely 
silent, unwilling, and acquiescent parties, as humble and obedient sub- 
jects of the British Crown, but active, aggressive parties, freely spending 
our money and shedding our blood to drive the French from these fish- 
eries and to acquire them for ourselves in part as members of the Brit- 
ish Empire. We had alocal autonomy, the power in ourselves, at our 
will, to raise men and money for this enterprise, and we did raise and 
spend more than our proportionate share, as John Adamsclaimed. The 
advantage thus gained we enjoyed to our great profit; and the prin- 
ciples on which the acquisition was made we i , solemnly and 
explicitly sanctioned not only in words, but by a century nearly ot 
active business life and enterprise in strict accord therewith. It isnot 
in our power to-day to deny or repudiate these principles and this con- 
duct. However much we may have changed, if change there has been, 
in reference to the extent from the shores to which these treaties could 
rightfully assign exclusive national rights, it is yet true that in 1783, 
through John Adams, in 1816, through John Quincy Adams, and ever 
since, and now in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
in every speech made in support of our alleged rights, it is made promi- 
nent as the surest and best foundation for our claim that our right to 
these fisheries is an ancient one, coming from our participation in those 
very wars in which these fisheries were conquered from the French. 
What this claim means in the report of the committee when they at 
the same time assert that the fisheries in the open seas ontside the 
3-miles limit and in the great bays over 6 miles wide are and have al- 
ways been the common property of mankind and can not therefore 
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be the exclusive property of any nation; and at the same time ad- 
mit that all the other waters inside the 3-miles limit and inside the 
bays 6 miles and under in width are the exclusive property of Great 
Britain, I leave to that learned committee to explain. ‘There remains 
under the theory of the con:mittee nothing on which the claim by con- 
quest can be located, unless perhaps on and along that mathematical 
line which, without breadth or thickness, marks the 3-miles limit. 
The value of such a right is respectfully left to the determination 
that learned committee. 

Mr. President, sach was the action and sucht 
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to public law, and under public law which the people of Massachu- | 


setts and the other colonies, before their independence, assumed 
when they were British subjects. Now, sir, if it be argued against 
the plain facts I have stated that the colonies were only a part of 
a great monarchy, were not possessed of national rights nor clothed 
with national responsibilities when they thus acted, and were, therefore, 
not responsible for nor bound by the attitude assumed by England and 
France as I have stated it, that their position was only of loyal and 
obedient acquiescence as dutiful subjects of the British Crown, a suf- 
ficient answer will be found in what I have stated, showing their free 
and active participation in these wars and in the fruits of these wars. 
If further answer is required it is furnished, abundantly furnished, by 
their subsequent conduct when they were really free and independent 
States. And here again it will be found that the United States in the 
most solemn manner affirmed the doctrine of exclusive and separate 
national right and ownership in these fisheries, not only to the full 
extent stated in the treaties of Utrecht and Paris, but carrying these 
principles to their legitimate and Jogical result, they affirmed this ex- 
clusive right to all the fisheries as well on the ocean itself as on all 
smaller waters. 


wl 
wi 


ACTION OF CONGRESS IN 1776. 

I now bring to the attention of the Senate this subsequent conduct, 
and I aver that it justifies all that I have said. 

Mr. President, the first act of our international intercourse—our 
first actual and practical assertion of the principle asserted in the 
Declaration of Independence, that the colonies, as free and and inde- 
pendent States, ‘‘have fall power to contract alliances and establish 
commerce’’—was the appointment of*eemmissioners to make a treaty 
of alliance with France. John Adams was one of these. In Decem- 
ber, 1776, the Continental Congress, in secret session (for they did not, 
as we now do in reference to this treaty, admit to their confidence in 
matters of our foreign relations the nations of the world), appointed a 
committee of five to consider and report a plan for securing foreign as- 
sistance in our war forindependence. This committee consistedof John 
Witherspoon, Elbridge Gerry, Richard Henry Lee, Abraham Clarke, and 
Samuel Adams—three, a majority, from New England, one from New 
Jersey, and one from Virginia. 

This committee, as in fact did the whole Congress, turned their eyes 
to France for the needed assistance. And considering maturely what 
it was in their power to give for the needed alliance and ayistance, 
they remembered that this great fishery and the lands on which it ‘ 





‘ de- 


pended ’’ had once been the property of France; that only after two | 
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waters, when over 6 miles wide, were, for the purpose oi 1 
lish, public not national w —the common property of allthe human 
race, and to show how utterly destitute of substantial proof, how utter}: 
| baseless is the charge made by this committee and by others on the 
other side of the Chamber, t! the treaty proposed for our ratification 
by the President surrenders rights which be r to us under the publi 
law of nations. This act, thi n and deliberate action of the Con- 
gress of 1776, shows beyond co rsy or doubt that as to the Ameri- 
| can fisheries, the American doctrine, having its beginning in 1713, when 
we were British colonies, and continuing from that time to the birth- 
day of our separate and independent station among the nations of th 
world, was in every particular the exact reverse of that false and per- 
nicious, that un-American doctrine announced by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That this doctrine thus reaflirmed in the most 
solemn manner in 1776, continued to be the American docirine up to 
the convention of 1818 and later, will be shown hereafter. 
Mr. President, the importance of this action of the Congress of 1776 


bloody and devastating wars, in which the colonies actively and ef- | 


fectively participated against the country whose assistance they were | 


now seeking, and in favor of that country with which they were now 
at war, had this great property been wrested from France and conterred 
on England, leaving to France as a mere liberty, as a mere concession 
from the liberality and bounty of England, the poor privilege of taking 
fish in circumscribed limits, and as to the most valuable part, based 
on a hard condition, that the taking of fish should not be within many 
leagues of the shores. They remembered, too, that this fishery was 
then the most valuable in the world, and, dn the principles of the 
treaties of Utrecht and Paris, to which the colonies were parties, as be- 
fore stated, that it ‘‘ depended’’ on—that is, was appendant to the ad- 
jacent lands, then belonging wholly to Great Britain, and that if they 
succeeded in securing their independence and a separation from Great 
Britain the fishery would be lost to them, unless they secured also a 
separation from Great Britain of these very lands and their annexation 
to the United States. So this great committee, whose names I have 
mentioned, reported a plan to secure French assistance. This plan, 
after three days’ careful and profound consideration, in secret session, 
by the very Congress which made the Declaration of Independence, and 
in less than six months thereafter, namely, on the 30th of December, 
1776, was adopted without dissent or division. 

This plan, among other things, provided as follows: 

It “authorized and instructed the commissioners of the United States to 
France to assure His Most Christian Majesty that should his forces be employed 
in conjunction with those of the United States to exclude His Britannic Maj- 
esty from any share in the cod fishery of America by reducing the islands of 
Newfoundland and Cape Breton, and should ships of war be farnished when 
required by the United States te reduce Nova Scotia, the fishing shall be en- 
joyed equally and in common by” the French and the United States, ‘‘to the 
exclusion of all other nations and people whatever,” and half the island of New- 
foundland shall be owned by the French: Provided, That “* Nova Scotia, Cape 
Breton, andthe remaining part of Newfoundland ” shall be annexed to the ter- 


ritory and Government of the United States.” (See Secret Journal of Conti- 
nental Congress, volume 2, page 39.) 


Mr. President, I have read this, not as containing anything unknown 
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ican conditions, thought and acted, even in temporary pressing emer- 
gencies, on those broad lines of policy and justice essential to the fut- 
ure grandeur of the nation they were founding. In the broad land 
they inhabited, washed by almost limitless oceans on either shi 
with broad gulfs, bays, and seas adjacent to and indenting the land, 
were also immense lakes, themselves inland seas, and the greatest rivers 
in the world. All nature’s works were on a scale of magnificence and 
grandeur unknown in civilized Europe. With the certain conviction 
that they were laying broad and deep the foundations of a republic 
which would have a continent for its possessions, they were utterly 
incapable of confining national rights and privileges over wa in 
denting their shores to those contemptible and Lilliputian inlets which 
were under 6 miles wide. Already they had claimed and exercised 
and we have ever since claimed and exercised, jurisdiction over 
ware Bay, Chesapeake Bay, and Long Island Sound, all of which we 


much larger than this limit allowed by the committee for jurisdictional 


waters. Besides all this, as I have clearly shown, they had, in conjune- 
tion with Great Britain and France, in the most solemn public acts, 
consented to the separate national jurisdiction ¢ nplated in the plan 
I have referred to. 

The occasion and the purpose of this assertion of this doctrine as to 
public and national waters were a guaranty of its integrity and sin 
It was the first public act taken by them on their entry into th 
of nations. It was an assertion of our adherence to the doctrines o1 
public law established by the nations in reference to these waters. ‘Tl 
specific purpose was to secure the friendly aid of a sister nation in « 
struggle for independence. Can it be said that this first entry was in 
duplicity, falsehood, and dishonor? Can it be charged that this first 


great ac3 was in violation of that public law which regulates honorab! 
and friendly intercourse among peoples and nations, an attempt to rob 


not only one nation, but ali, of their just and acknowledged right to 
share in the common property of the human race, the gift of a beneti- 
| cent God toallhis children? Was this, the false and impious act of that 
| body of men, who at that very date had fresh on their lips the dec- 
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laration that in maintaining the right of theircountry to a place in the 
family of nations they committed themselves and their people to the 
perils and hazards of war, ‘* with a firm reliance on the protection of 











Divine Providence,’’ whose laws they were consciously violating? WV 
the price offered to France for assistance—the « usion of all nations 
from the fishery—a false pretense, a sham, a counterfeit pr - 
ment of a pretended substance? ‘The doctrine announced by the ¢ 
mittee on For¢ ign Relations makes an af ve answer to a { 
questions necessary. 

But, sir, this plan so adopted by the Congress of 177 carefu 
prepared by the distinguished patriots and emine ien I ha 
mentioned. When reported to the Congress it was carefully consic- 
ered for three days and amended so as to read as I have stated if 
Every word was carefully scrutinized and weighed, the impo I 
meaning of every sentence thoroughly consid I Phe whole, as 
intended, conveys fully and explicitly the proper idea ent ! 

ANALYSIS OI THE PLAN ¢ 

In this document, so prepared, so designed the ha nt 
tional compact, there is no word wanting to convey the full meaning 
of its authors, no superfluous word to confuse or mislead. A careful 
analysis of it is essential to unfold it mn e. Preceeding 
with this analysis we discover that tl 

First. Not only to exclude Great Britain, the common enemy, fro 
the fisheries, but something else If the « usion of Great Br 
was all it might be said that was no evid of what the p 
thought of the law of nations on tl ubject, as this exclusio | 
be but an act of force—of war—a just return t 1 for f 
exclusion of the French. So we see 

Second. That the plan was to exciude also ( vd 
people whatever,’’ friends and foes alike, and al) we 
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Third. The method of this universal exclusion is significant. The 
exclusion was not to be by a mere police of the seas stationing all over 
the fishing waters armed ships to capture or drive away all intruders, 
but the exclusion was to be as a matter of right under the law of na- 
tions, as had been announced in the treaties of Utrecht and Paris, be- 
fore referred to. The exclusion was to be accomplished by reducing; 
that is, conquering from Great Britain, Nova Scotia, Cape Breton, and 
Newfoundland, the land and island on which the fisheries ‘‘depended.”’ 
Who owned these lands owned the fisheries according to the opinion 
and practice of nations at that time as asserted in this plan. 

Fourth. The object and purpose of this exclusion is set forth ex- 
plicitly and clearly. This object and purpose had no reference to the 
common good of all mankind, either morally or financially. It was 
not pretended that the fisheries were an injury to the human race, and 
ought therefore, like intoxicating drinks, or gaming, or piracy, to be 
prohibited, exterminated. Oh,no. A more practical end was in view. 
‘The purpose was, when all others should be excluded, that then the 
fishing ‘‘ should be enjoyed equally and in common ”’ by the United 
States and France. 

Now, Mr. President, if the doctrine announced by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be correct, all this plan, so deliberately and solemnly 
adopted by the Congress of 1776, was a mere attempt to form a con- 
spiracy with France to plunder and rob, not Great Britain alone, but 
all mankind of their undoubted rights, and then appropriate the 
plunder to the pious use of a fair and equal division among the con- 
spirators. 

It is true, sir, that ‘‘cod fishing ’’ alone is mentioned, but the right 
to exclude from that embraced the right to exclude from all others. 
It will be noted also that the phraseis ‘‘cod fishery of America,’’ not 
cod fisheries of Newfoundland, or of Nova Scotia, or of Cape Breton, but 
of America. It was from this that all nations were to be excluded. 
That this fishery embraced all places then used and known as fish- 
eries, those on the banks of Newfoundland, on the open sea, and every- 
where else where codfish were caught in the American seas, is manifest 
not only from the force of the expression used and from the former con- 
duct of England and France and the United States, but from subsequent 
acts and declarations, including those of our most distinguished and 
able statesmen and diplomatists, as I will show hereafter. Certainly, 
Mr. President, this crushes the assumed verity of the doctrine of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that exclusive fishing rights were al- 
lowable only in small bays and inlets not over 6 miles wide. 

Mr. President, I have been considering what our fathers of 1776 sol- 
emnly proposed, and solemnly decided they had a right to do under 
the public law of nations; in which they affirmed most explicitly, 
without a doubt as to their meaning, a doctrine in reference to these 
fishery waters exactly and with pointed directness the reverse in all 
respects of the positions assumed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions—positions which the committee propose, as the organ and in- 
structor of the Senate, for our adoption asa rule of public law, to be 
binding on the past and in the future, and as good grounds for reject- 
ing a treaty which secures to us in these waters, with an inconsidera- 
able exception, not only all that the false rule of the committee claims 
for us, but many valuable and important rights and liberties from 
which we are confessedly excluded by the public law of nations. 

TREATY WITH FRANCE IN 1778. 

Mr. President, I come now to consider what was really accomplished, 
what was consummated and agreed to, in the treaty of 1778 with France 
in relation to the matters contained in this plan, and in strict accord 
with the principle announced in it. 

On the 6th of February, 1778, our commissioners succeeded in mak- 
ing a treaty of alliance with France, and on the same day also con- 
cluded a treaty of commerce. 

In Article IX of the treaty of commerce there was a mutual cove- 
nant that the inhabitants of each country should abstain from fishing 
‘*in all places’’—not in territorial waters, not in small bays and inlets 
not over 6 miles wide—but in all places whatever possessed by the 
other, and that the French should not fish in havens, bays, creeks, roads, 
or places which the United States should then hold or thereafter hold; 
and a like covenant on the part of the United States not to fish in all 
these when held by the French. It was then provided, to secure the 
exclusion of all nations by each party, that whenever the places of ex- 
clusion, 2s specified in the treaty, should be open to other nations, the 
same should be open also to French or Americans, as the case might 
be. 

By Article X itis stipulated that the United States, their citizens and 
inhabitants, shall never disturb the French in the enjoyment of the 
right of fishing on the banks of Newfoundland— 

Nor— 

And I quote the language of the treaty— 


in the indefinite and exclusive right which belongs to them on that part of the 
coast of that island assigned to them by the treaty of Utrecht. 


The principle on which these stipulations are based can not be mis- 
taken when we consider the opinions of both parties as exhibited in the 
treaties of Utrecht and Paris, as I have before explained, and the plan 
adopted by the Congress to secure French assistance, and on which I 
have just commented. The treaty of 1788 breathes the same spirit 
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and is based on the same principles as these former treaties and as set 
forth in this plan. What places either party might rightfully hold un- 
der the law of nations are such seas as were adjacent to the land held 
by the party, out into the sea to at least 90 miles, as was stipulated in 
one of these treaties. Certainly there was no law of nations recognized 
by either party as confining the provisions of either to the narrow bays 
and inlets under 6 miles in width which indented its coasts. The 
stipulation against disturbance by the United States of the French in 
fishing on the banks of Newfoundland, every one of which was in 
the open sea, certainly shows that both parties recognized that such fish- 
ing rights were not secured to all nations by the public law of nations, 
for otherwise the insertion of such a guaranty in the treaty would not 
only have been wholly useless, but an insult to the United States in 
the supposition, on which the stipulation wasin that view based, that 
such a guaranty was necessary to prevent the United States from vio- 
lating the natural rights of France secured to her by the law of nations. 

The stipulation not to disturb the French in their exclusive and in- 
definite right to fish on the coast of Newfoundland, as designed by the 
treaty of Utrecht, is of itself a plain recognition of this exclusive right, 
which being indefinite, as stated in the treaty, was not restricted by 
the 3-miles limit from the shores, as the committee insists all exclusive 
rights are. Moreover, the stipulation that each party would refrain 
from fishing in places held by the other, if intended to be confined to 
within 3 miles of the shore, and to bays and inlets not exceeding 6 
miles in width, is utterly absurd and useless, if it be true, as asserted 
by the committee, that both parties and all nations recognized, as a 
rale of public law, by which nations are governed, that such waters 
are territorial, and as such are held as exclusive rights without stipu- 
lation or agreement with other nations. 

Mr. President, these last unilateral stipulations in favor of French 
rights in the exclusive fishery on the coasts of Newfoundland and rights 
on the banks of Newfoundland, without corresponding and mutual stipu- | 
lations in favor of the right of the United States to fish on these banks, 
were doubtless introduced at the instance of France because of her ex- 
clusion by the treaties of Utrecht and Paris from that immense portion 
of the high seas lying within 90 miles of Sable Island, which included 
some of those banks, and to protect her exclusive, indefinite right to 
fish on the coast of Newfoundland. 

Mr. President, we have seen from this review of solemn treaties 
made between England and France and between France and the United 
States, and the solemn declarations and actions of the Continental Con- 
gress, that from 1713 to 1778—sixty-five years—by the common con- 
sent of these nations (and of Spain, as stated by J. Q. Adams) that 
this idea of the Committee on Foreign Relations that all sea waters, 
including bays more than 6 miles wide, were public fishing waters 
common to all nations, never had any existence as applied, at least, 
to the North American fisheries, which from the beginning were 
treated and held by these great nations as capable of and subject to 
the exclusive dominion of the nation who held the adjacent shores, 
and this, too, not only in bays and other inlets of the coasts, but on 
gulfs, great arms of the sea, and even on the ocean itself. 

TREATY OF) 1782-'3, 

We come now, Mr. President, to the treaty of 1782-’83, five years 
later than the treaty with France just alluded to. 

This treaty was the second solemn public act of the United States in 
the shape of a treaty which had reference to the fishery. We had made 
two other treaties besides those with France prior to the treaty of 1783, 
to wit, with the Netherlands and with Sweden. These two were trea- 
ties of commerce and amity, and embraced many and voluminous pro- 
visions; but in neither was a single reference to these fisheries, showing 
by this omission conclusively that the United States claimed, and these 
countries conceded, that they had no fishery rights whatever in the 
American seas. In 1795 like treaties were made with Prussia and 
Spain, and there was in these likewise no reference to the fisheries. 

The fishery article in the provisional treaty with Great Britain of 1782 
is copied into the definitive treaty of 1783—the permanent and final one. 

Up to this time we have abundant and satisfactory evidence of the 
position of both England and the United States, and of France as well, 
as to the extent of national ownership of these fisheries, all agreeing, 
all asserting in treaties and in the most solemn public acts that they 
were—all of them—not in small bays and creeks alone, but on the high 
seas, the subject of exclusive national ownership. 

It had not entered the head of an American statesman or diplomatist 
that the mere acquisition of their independence by the United States, 
their admission into the family of nations, gave them or their citizens 
the right of fishery on the northeast coast of North America, in common 
with the rest of mankind, in what is by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations denominated as public waters, beyond the ordinary territorial 
jurisdiction of the state owning the adjacent shores. The fisheries were 
then universally regarded, certainly by England, France, Spain, and the 
United States, as appendant to the lands and islands about the Gulf of 
St. Lawrence, and as much the subject of national ownership as these 
lands and islands themselves. 

The proof of this is absolutely conclusive, notwithstanding the asser- 
tion of the Committee on Foreign Relations to the contrary. In addi- 
tion to the proof I have introduced, I feel bound to introduce more. 
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The gravity of the present situation, the high character and the great 
and varied and extensive knowledge of the members of that committee 
making the contrary assertion constitute the excuse for longer de- 
tention of the Senate in furnishing further proof on a proposition al- 
ready abundantly established. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the Senator from Mississippi with 
reference to the fisheries on the Grand Banks (without going into the 
question between bays 6 miles wide and bays 10 miles wide) whether, 
taking the fisheries on the Grand Banks, it was attempted in former 
times to appropriate those fisheries to the private use of a particular 
nation, or to the joint use of certain nations against the rest of man- 
kind? 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not seem to be aquestion, but a statement. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will not find that I violate his indulgence. 
I understand the Senator as applying the Grand Banks to the fisheries 
of the ocean in the neighborhood of the coast. Is the Senator aware 
that any nation to-day, anywhere, asserts an exclusive right to the ocean 
fisheries on the Grand Banks against any other nation? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iamnot. Ifthe Senator will pay attention to what 
Iam saying he will find that my position can not be mistaken. 

And now, Mr. President, following the plan I have adopted, of dis- 
cussing these grave and important matters by reference to solemn pub- 
lic acts of nations in their chronological order, as near as may be, I 
come to consider what were the opinions of the statesmen of the United 
States on the law and practice of nations in reference to the fisheries 
at the very dates of the provisional treaty and the definitive treaty 
with Great Britain in 1782 and 1783. I might rely with confidence on 
the presumption that these opinions, expressed in treaties, expressed 
in the most solemn and deliberate acts of the Continental Congress, 
and promulgated and acted on by England, France, and Spain, re- 
mained unchanged for the very short period intervening their date 
and the date of the provincial treaty of 1783. 

I say I might safely rely on the presumption that these opinions and 
principles were unchanged, since at that early day, in that proud era 
of American statesmanship, profound convictions long entertained were 
not changed with the suddenness of the conversion of St. Paul or the 
almost equally sudden conversion, for political and party purposes 
merely, of the majority in this Chamber as to the necessity of secret 
and confidential sessions, as I have before stated. 

But there is no necessity to resort to presumption. The evidence is 
full and complete, and needs but to be stated to convince the Senate 
how utterly untenable is the position of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
It will be well, Mr. President, before proceeding further, to 
recall at this place to the attention of the Senate the exact position of 
the committee on this subject—that all waters not inclosed in shores 
6 miles apart and under are public seas, a part of the property of all 
mankind, belonging to each nation in common with all others, in vir- 
tue of its existence as a free and independent state or community; 
that the right to take fish in these waters belongs to and inheres in 
each nation, who has not renounced it, as one of the attributes of its 
sovereignty and independence; that this same right immediately be- 
comes attached to a new nation on its creation and acknowledgment as 
a new, free, and independent nation by virtue alone of its sovereignty 
and independence. ‘This doctrine is certainly true in the abstract so 
far as it relates to the equal rights of nations, and is undisputed by me 
as to all real national rights which attach to states and communities 
which are sovereign and independent. 

It therefore follows, Mr. President, that when a new community be- 
comes an independent nation, by virtue of its independence alone, 
from the mere force and vigor of its independent national life and ex- 
istence, it becomes clothed with all the rights of other independent na- 
tions in what is known as the common property of nations or of man- 
kind. In this I agree with the Committee on Foreign Relations. In 
fact, there is no dispute between us so far as the principle of the laws 
of nations isconcerned. Our difference is as to its application, as to 
the test by which, under that law, it is to be determined whether a bay 
or body of sea water indenting the shores of asingle nation is national, 
or a water belonging to the whole world. 

But, Mr. President, whilst these principles I have announced, so far 
as they relate to the complete admission of a new nation, by the mere 
fact and as a necessary result of its independence, to all the common 
and public rights of all nations are not in controversy anywhere, are 
acknowledged by all as fundamental and invariable and indisputable, 
it so happens that our statesmen of the Continental Congress did not 
consider that the acquisition and acknowledgment of the independ- 
ence of the United States secured to the people of these States fishery rights 
in these waters as the mere result of their independence. They deemed 
it necessary that there should be something else done or acknowledged in 
order to secure these rights. That which they thus deemed necessary 
to be done or acknowledged was not to be done or acknowledged by 
all nations, which, on the theory that these waters were common to all 
nations, was essential, but only by two, France and England, the only 
two who, according to J. Q. Adams in his letter of January 22, 1816, 
had fishery rights in these waters. As to France this matter was set- 
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tled in the treaty of 1778, as I have shown. As to England there had 
been no settlement. The Continental Congress, as I understand it, had 
instructed Mr. Adams to conclude no treaty at all with Great Britain 
without a settlement of the fisheries, and this demand was atfter- 
wards limited to the making of no treaty of commerce without such 
settlement. Mr. Adams, however, acted on the first, and declared to 
the British commissioners in November, 1782, that he would set his 
hand to no articles for a treaty, even of peace, without satisfaction as 
to fisheries. 

Great difficulty was found in the negotiations to framea satisfactory 
fishery article, and on that account the British commissioner proposed 
to omit it till the making of the definitive treaty. Whereupon Mr. 
Adams made the declaration above referred to, and forced a settlement 
of the fishery question in the provisional! treaty itself. 

Mr. President, this particular point in our history is so important, 
even essential to the proper understanding of the subject before the 
Senate, that it is necessary to treat of it with particularity and care 
as to the details. 

John Adams’s diary throws great light on the subject. Still it does 
not contain such full details as to render it unnecessary to refer to 
other authoritative documents. 

And first it is necessary to ascertain fully and clearly what was then 
the American claim to the fisheries, its full extent and character. The 
most valuable document known to me on that subject is the letter of 
Johu Q. Adams to Lord Castlereagh, dated January 22, 1816. In that 
letter Mr. Adams uses the following language: 

The fisheries on the bank of Newfoundland, as well in the open seas as inthe 


neighboring bays, gulfs, and along the coasts of Nova Scotia and Labrador, were 
by the dispensations and jaws of nature, in substance, only different parts of 
one fishery. Those of the open sea were enjoyed, not as a common an‘ uni- 
versal right of all nations, since the exclusion from them of France and Spain, 
in whole or in part, had been expressly stipulated by those nations, and no 


other nation had, in fact, participated in them. 
an exclusive possession of the British nation. 

Yes, the exclusive possession of the British nation. 

This, Mr. President, was the American idea as to this fishery at the 
date of the treaty of 1783, so stated by the most accomplished diplo- 
matist of this country. 

This fishery, as a whole, included the banks of Newfoundland, the 
open seas, the gulfs and bays and coasts, all these being but parts, as 
Mr. J.Q. Adams said, of one whole. It included also, as will be seen 
from the same letter, ‘‘ drying and curing fish’’ on the adjacent shores, 
as ‘‘incidental and necessary to the fishery.’’ 

With this understanding of the extent and character of the fishery, 
as well with reference to the high seas as the bays and shores and coasts, 
all these being but parts of one whole, and with the farther understand- 
ing that at the date of the treaty the whole was in substance an exclu- 
sive British possession, with the exceptions I have before stated (being 
concessions of Great Britain to France, which, as I have shown, were 
solemnly recognized and guarantied by the United States in the treaty 
with France in 1778), it is easy to comprehend fully the meaning of 
the Continental Congress in the plan adopted on the 30th of December, 

776, which I have before set out—the meaning of the treaties of Utrecht 
and Paris in 1713 and 1763, and our treaty with France in 1778, as well 
as the treaty with Great Britain in 1783. 

But it will throw more light on this subject to call to mind the 
claims and arguments of our commissioners who negotiated the treaty 
of 1783 with Great Britain. They insisted, as is plainly inferable 
from the propositions of John Adams, that the fishery, including all 
its parts, on the banks of Newfoundland, in the open seas, in the gulfs 
and bays and coasts of the British Provinces, and drying and curing, 
were the common and exclusive property of all the people of the Brit- 
ish Empire, except as against France. ‘They further insisted, as J. Q. 
Adams did in 1816, that as the people of the colonies had contributed 
their full share, and more than their full share, in blood and treasure 
in the wars by which these fisheries had been secured to the British 
people, they, on a separation from the British Crown, were of right 
entitled to share in them with the British people. 

That, sir, was the American doctrine then. There was no pretense 
or suggestion that the fisheries on the high seas belonged to them in 
common with the whole of mankind. 

It was well understood that the fishery, as J. Q. Adams stated it to 
be, was an exclusive British possession, with some exceptions which I 
have shown referred only to the French rights under the treaties of 
Utrecht and Paris. 

In this condition of affairs, with this understanding on the part of 
the United States, as to rights, or rather the want of rights, in the fish- 
eries under the public law of nations, the negotiations for the treaty 
were conducted. 

On November 4, 1782, just twenty-six days before the signing of the 
provisional treaty of 1782, which contained the fishery article, as it 
was copied in the definitive treaty of 1783, John Adams, after having 
discussed for awhile our fishery rights, drew up his first proposition 
for thefishery article, which is set out at page 302 of the third volume 
of his works. That proposition is as follows: 


4, That the subjects of His Britannic Majesty and the peopie of the said United 
States shall continue to enjoy unmolested the right totake fish of every kind on 
allthe banks of Newfoundland, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and all other places 


It was, with some exceptions, 
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where the inhabitants of both countries used any time heretofore to fish, and 
also to cure and dry their fish on the shores of Nova Scotia, Cape Breton, 
Isle of Sable, and on the shores of the unsettled bays, harbors, or creeks of Nova 
Scotia and the Magdalene Islands; and His Britannic Majesty and thesaid United 
States will extend equa! privilege and hospitality to each other's fishermen as 
his own, (John Adams's Works, volume 3, page 302.) : 

Mr. President, this proposition shows fully the American claim. It 
shows, also, that in the opinion of the United States fishery rights on 
the high seas, not alone those in narrow bays, 6 miles wide and under, 
were national, not public, rights, and were capable of being held, owned, 
and possessed by one or more nations to the exclusion of all others, and 
were also the subjects of negotiations and compacts between nations to 
secure exclusive rights therein. 

lt breathes the same spirit and speaks the same voice as did the plan 
adopted by the Continental Congress in 1776, and which I have before 
set out, this spirit and voice being the right of the United States, either 
by themselves or in conjunction with any other nation, to exclude all 
the rest of mankind from this fishery as a whole, including that part of 
it on the high seas—in the ocean itself. 

The proposition of Mr. Adams is, in short, to recognize the whole 
fishery, as well that on the banks of Newfoundland, the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence, and all other places where both parties had used to fish, includ- 
ing drying and curing on the shores of Nova Scotia, Cape Breton, Sable 
Island, and on the shores of the unsettled bays, harbors, or creeks of 
Nova Scotia and the Magdalene Islands, as the ancient and undoubted 
right of both the people of the United States and of Great Britain, with 
guaranty that it should continue unmolested. They were to continue 
to enjoy them unmolested as they had hithertoenjoyed them, and this 
was without hindrance or molestation from other nations, for all other 
nations were in fact excluded, except some inconsiderable privileges of 
France. 

In this proposition there is no mention of or reference to fishing 
rights on the high seas as public rights of all mankind, belonging to 
all by the law of nations and needing no treaty stipulation to secure 
them; nor any distinction taken between fishing rights on the high 
seas and fishing rights on the shores and in the small creeks and bays, 
including the right of drying and curing fish on land. All these 
were treated exactly alike and all claimed tostand on exactly the same 
footing and as parts of one whole. 

On 27th November, just three days before signing the treaty, Mr. 
Adams submitted another proposition, as follows: 

Arr. III, That the subjects of His Britannic Majesty and the people of the 
United States shall continue to enjoy unmol the right to take fish of eve 
kind on the Grand Bank and all other banks of Newfoundland; also in the Gulf 
of St. Lawrence, and in all other places where the inhabitants of both countries 
used at any time heretofore to fish; and the citizens of the United States shall 
have liberty to cure and dry their fish on the shores of Cape Sable and of any of 
the unsettled bays, harbors, or creeks of Nova Scotia, or any of the shores of 
the Magdalene Islands, and of the Labrador coast ; and they shall be permitted 
in time of peace to hire pieces of land for terms of years of the legal proprietors 
in any of the dominions of His Majesty whereon to erect necessary stages and 
buildings and to cure and dry their fish, 

This proposition as to the right of taking fish is the same substan- 
tially as the first, but as to curing and drying, the word ‘‘right’’ is 
abandoned and the word ‘‘liberty’’ used in lieu; and there is some 
change also as to the territory on which drying and curing was to be 
done, but still the pretension that the American right to fish was as 
good, as valid in public law in small bays and creeks as on the open 
sea is maintained. There was no distinction taken between them in 
any respect whatever. 

Mr. President, in further illustration of this subject and as an addi- 
ditional proof of the American claim and of the true meaning of the 
treaty of 1783, Ireferto Mr. Adams’s diary of the 29th November, the 
day before the treaty was signed. It will there be seen that in answer 
to a proposition of the British commissioner to strike out the word 
“‘right’’ in the first clause of the treaty as it was finally agreed to and 
now stands, and insert ‘‘ liberty, ’? Mr. Adams said: 

Gentlemen, is there or can there be a clearer right? In former treaties— 
Utrecht and Paris—France and E have claimed the right and used the 
word. When God Almighty made the Banks of Newfoundland at 300 leagues 
distant from the people of America, and at 6001 distance from those 
France and England, did He not give as good a right to the former as to the 
latter? If Heaven in the creation gave a right, it is ours at least as much as 
yours. If occupation, use, and possession give a right, we have it as as 

ou. If war and blood and treasure give a right, ours is as as yours. 

e have been constantly fighting in Canada, eee Breton, and Nova Scotia for 


the defense of this fishery, and have a vond all caaies more than 
you. If, then, the right can not be denied, why should it not be acknowledged 
and put out of dispute? Why should we leave room for illiterate fishermen to 
wrangle and chicane? 

Mr. President, here, if at all, was the place for Mr. Adams to claim 
the right on the that it was a right under the public law of na- 
tions, of which no nation could be deprived without its consent; for it 
will be noted that as the article had been then framed and as it now 
stands the word ‘‘right”’ applies only to fishing in the open seas—bays, 
large or small, not even being mentioned, they being embodied in a 
succeeding clause, in which the “‘liberty”’ to fish is conceded; yet he 
said nothing about this public right te which the committee attach so 
importance. He asserted the American right to be good and valid as 
compared with the English and French right, and on the further ex- 
elusive grownd of having contributed blood and treasure to acquire it. 

As further proof that in these negotiations no distinction was taken 
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as to fishery rights on the high seas and the same rights on the 
shores and small bays I refer again to Mr. Adams's diary, in which he 
states his reasons for asking the British commissioner to strike from the 
treaty a provision prohibiting the Americans from fishing within 3 
leagues—leagues, not miles—of all the British coasts except Cape Bre- 
ton, and as to that the prohibition was 15 leagues. None of these rea- 
sons raise the question of public rights under the law of nations, which, 
if such a right was then considered as existing, would have been con- 
clusive. They all refer to mere matters of expediency, and among them 
to the disadvantages which would accrue to the British themselves from 
the exclusion of Americans; another being ‘‘ that if forced off 3 leagues 
we would smuggle eternally;’’ and that both British and American 
fisherman would smuggle, especially the American. (See Adams’s Works, 
volume 3, page 338.) Another reason was that the Americans were al- 
ready excluded indefiniteiy from fishing on the western coast of New- 
foundland in favor of the French by the true construction of the treaty 
of Utzecht, and that this propésed exclusion would operate to the ad- 
vantage of France and not of Great Britain, urging as a reason for lib- 
erality on thé part of England that the Americans would spend their 
money made in the fisheries in England and the French would not. 

Mr. Adams succeeded on these grounds in striking out the proposed 
exclusion, never once urging our right under the law of nations. In 
fact, Mr. Adams would not and could not have urged such a proposi- 
tion, for he was forbidden to do so by the very instructions from the 
Continental Congress under which he was acting. These directed him 
not to consent to any treaty of commerce with Great Britain without an 
explicit stipulation on her part, not to disturb or molest the inhabitants 
of the United States in taking fish on the banks of Newfoundland 
and other fisheries on the American seas anywhere, except within the 
distance of 3 leagues from the shore, if a nearer distance could not be 
obtained by negotiation. Our demand was to fish within 3 leagues, 
not 3 miles of the shore. Were the men of the Continental Congress 
destitute of sagacity or e, as were, in the opinion of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FryYr], the American commissioners in 1818? So again 
when during the negotiations he was informed by the British commis- 
sioner thatthe French Government proposed that there should be a parti- 
tion of thefisheries between England, France, and the United States, and 
that the fishermen of each nation should be confined within the bound- 
aries specified, Mr. Adams did not object to the partition upon the 
ground that these were public waters in which all nations had a right 
to fish, and England, France, and the United States could not there- 
fore partition them among themselves but on the ground of expedi- 
ency alone, stating among other things ‘‘ that it would be very difficult 
to restrain our fishermen; they would be frequently transgressing and 
making disputes and troubles.’’ (See 3 Adams’s Works, page 332.) 

The treaty between France and England in 1783, made simulta- 
neously with the treaty with us, and the negotiations for which were 
carried on at the same time, and by frequent interviews between France 
and the American commissioner, izes the same doctrine. 

Article V of that treaty is in substance as follows: 

Art. V. The French King “in order to prevent quarrels which had hitherto 
arisen between the two nations,”’ France and England,“ consents to renounce the 
right of fishing which belongs to him,’’ under Article XUI “of treaty of Utrecht, 
See Soak eae nds RAE ina tesa ee be pee neh 
h: ed” to the French, “beginning at Ca 


St. John, passing to the 
north and then descending the western coast” of Newfoundland “shall ex- 
to 


Ray, 6 in 47°50" latitude. The French shall enjoy 
the fishing which is assi, to them as they had a right to enjoy that assigned 
to them by the treaty of Utrecht.” 

A declaration was appended to the treaty which required England to 
take the most positive measures to prevent her fishermen interrupting 
the French fishermen through competition, and to that end d 
promised to pull down the erections for fishing and to remove them. 
The French were not to be incommoded in cutting wood necessary for 
repairs of scaffolds, huts, and fishing vessels. 

What a pity, Mr. President, that John Adams and his compatriots 
had not the ‘‘sagacity ’’ to see the great light which the Committee on 


of | Foreign Affairs has discovered—that fishing in all these waters, seas, 


bays, and inlets, up to within 3 miles of the shore, was the common 
right of all nations, or seeing it, had not the courage to recognize it 
and be guided by it. If this great light was a true light, not the mere 
fitful glimmering of the jack-o’-lanterns of politics, the exhalation of 
the swamps and quagmires of partisan prejudice, it would only have 
been necessary to call attention to it to secure all and more than all 
the mere fishery rights which the instructions of the Continental Con- 


gress demanded. 

Mr. President, all this proves, if anything can be proven by human 
evidence, that from the year 1713 up. to and including the year 1783 
when was concluded the definitive treaty of between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States by which our independence was acknow!l- 
edged, in the opinion and practice of d and France and of the 
people of the United States this fishery was held and treated as one, 
whether on the high seas, on gulfs and bays,oron shores, including drying 
and curing, and that it was appendant to these British provinces and was 
the subject of national exclusive ownership in all its parts and was par- 
titioned these nations by treaties among themselves alone, and 
that the idea that it was a public right of all nations, evenso far as the 
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before mentioned. also the right to cure and dry fish on the shores, and about rights or the seas in which they existed. It left those rights in 
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before mentioned, also the right to cure and dry fish on the shores, and 
that this right was the subject of exclusive national ownership, to be 
acquired by possessing the adjacent land, and when so acquired subject | 
to disposition by barter, sale, exchange, or partition, at the will of the 
nation or nations owning these lands, and for their sole use and pro- 
prietorship, excluding all other nations; I have also proven that in 
the opinion and judgment of the United States these waters—all 
of them, including the ocean covering the banks of Newfoundland— 
so far as fishing rights were concerned, were not public waters, as cou- 
tended for by the Committee on Foreign Relations, in which all na- 
tions had a right to participate unless excluded by their own consent; 
that in their opinion and judgment, at the date of the treaty of 1783 
the fishery asa whole, including all its separate parts in the ocean and 
in the small bays and everywhere else, was the exclusive possession of 
the British people, with the slight exception granted by Great Britain 
to France. 

It has also been shown that the United States claimed a share in the 
fishery in all its parts at the date of the treaty of 1783 as a part of their 
rights, basing their claim expressly on the contribution they had made 
as a part of the British nation in blood and treasure in acquiring these 
rights from other nations, as the exclusive possession and property of 
the British, and expressly repudiating the suggestion that as to that 
part in the sea and ocean they were entitled, under the law of nations, 
as independent states. 

It has been proven that these views were expressly set forth by the 
Ynited States in the year 1816, when negotiating for a recognition of 
these rights in the fishery, and that such was the state of their claim 
at the very date at which the convention of 1818 was entered into. 
Now, sir, it remains only to show that there is nothing in the con- 





vention of 1818 to change or modify these views. The task will be an 
easy one, and when it is accomplished it will appear that, however dis- 
tasteful the result may be to us, however contrary to our present and 
recent contentions, construing the treaty of 1783 and convention of 
1818 by what was the manifest intention of both parties and in the 
light of the claims and opinions of both and of the plain language used, 
that ‘‘ bays’’ as used in that convention by us in the renunciation of for- 
mer liberties, means the same thing exactly as ‘‘bays’’ in the treaty of 
1783, by which the renounced rights were in the first instance recog- 
nized or acquired. And this appearing, it is shown that the present 
treaty now under consideration grants very important and valuable 
rights in the fishery never before belonging to us, and never before, nor 
even now, conceded by Great Britain to any other nation. 

Mr. President, before proceeding to an examination of the text of 
the convention of 1818 it is proper to call to mind at this point the 
exact state of the negotiations and the exact differences between 
Great Britain and the United States as developed by diplomatic 
correspondence between them in relation to the fisheries. 

At the treaty of Ghent in 1814, which ended the war of 1812, it 
was found there was an irreconcilable difference between the two 
Governments as to the alleged abrogation of the treaty of 1783 by the 
late war. 

It was contended by Great Britain that the treaty as to the fishery 
rights was abrogated. On the other hand it was asserted by the 
United States that the stipulations were of that permanent character 
respecting permanent national rights that they survived a war be- 
tween the parties. Lord Bathurst, for the British Government, in- 
sisted that so much of the third article of the treaty of 1783 as recog- 
nized the right of the United States to fish on the banks of New- 
foundland and on the Gulf of St. Lawrence—open seas—was the 
mere recognition of a right which the United States had by the law of 
nations, and therefore survived the war. This is the first instance I 
have noted in which Great Britain made such a concession with refer- 
ence to this fishery. He further insisted that the liberties to take and 
cure fish on coasts and bays, etc., were grants, and were therefore 
abrogated by the war. Mr. Adams, as has been shown, controverted 
these views, and insisted that our fishery right was clearly a per- 
manent right, and not abrogated by the war on the grounds before 
stated. There was no question in dispute between them as to the 
meaning of ‘‘bays’’—as used in the treaty of 1783—Mr. Adams’s 
claim being equally extensive, whether the one construction or the 
other was placed on that word. 

The sole point in dispute was that the United States affirmed and 
Great Britain denied that the whole of the fishery article of 1783 was 
in force. The United States sought a clear recognition of this claim 
and Great Britian resisted and refused it, Lord Bathurst expressly de- 
claring that Great Britian would never admit that the liberties to take 
and cure fish in the bays, etc., specified in the treaty of 1783 were rights 
of the United States. So it turned out that in October, 1818, the con- 
vention was signed. As both parties, though for entirely different 
reasons and on very different grounds, as has been explained, agreed 
exactly as to the rights co nomine recognized as belonging to the 
United States to fish in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and ‘other places 
in the sea,’’? the convention was made, as the preamble asserts, to 
settle the differences between the two Governments as to the ‘‘lib- 
erty’’ to take and cure fish on certain coasts, bays, harbors, and 


creeks of His British Majesty’s dominions. Itsaid nothing, therefore, 
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about rights or the seas in which they existed. It left those rights in 
the United States fully and completely and unquestioned. They were 
treated, as they undoubtedly were, as our undeniable rights, without 
reference to the question whether they were ours by the law of nations, 
as Lord Bathurst then and the Committee on Foreign Relations now 
aflirm, or whether our title rested on the treaty of 1783, recognizing 
our right as coming from a partition of the exclusive right of Great 
Britain, as Mr. Adams insisted. The convention treated solely of the 
liberties on the coasts, bays, etc., which Great Britian insisted had been 
revoked or abrogated by the war, and which the United States con- 
tended remained unaffected by the war. On that point the British con- 
tention was admitted, or else there would have been no treaty and need 
foratreaty. The manifest purpose, therefore, of making the treaty was 
to secure our rights in British waters. The mere authentic diplomatic 
recognition of the claim was all that under the view of Mr. Adams 
would have been required. No treaty under that view was required, 
or even appropriate. 

I see nothing in the circumstances of our country at that time which 
rendered it‘probable that our statesmen who negotiated and ratified this 
convention should have been influenced by fear of Great Britain, as al- 
leged by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Four years before we 
had ended a war with that power in which American valor and Amer- 
ican skill in arms had won undying laurels. At the very date of the 
ratification of the treaty Andrew Jackson, who had punished the Brit- 
ish on the plains of Chalmette as they had never been punished before, 
was a major-general in the United States Army ready again to lead his 
countrymen to victory in a war with the same nation. Winfield Scott, 
the victor over the same enemy on bloody fields, was still an Ameri- 
can general, and Zachary Taylor—honest, brave old Zachary Tay- 
lor—was also an officer of the United States Army. In military genius 
our leaders were the equals and even the superiors of the British. In 
the service of the United States, in civil life, were some of the most 
distinguished names of our history—Henry Clay was Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and a firm friend and supporter of the Ad- 
ministration; Calhoun, Secretary of War, and the younger Adams the 
head of the Cabinet. The President had won distinction as a gallant 
soldier in the War of the Revolution and as a statesman of the highest 
order attained the highest place in thenation. There still lived of the 
Revolutionary fathers Jefferson and John Adams. At no time in our 
history was our country better equipped, for war or peace, in the service 
of the bravest and wisest. So that this charge of a deliberate surren- 
der of our rights, through want of sagacity and courage, involves na- 
tional shame and disgrace. Sir, the charge is without foundation. 
It dishonors the great statesmen of that day—it dishonors the great and 
brave American people, who, in spite of divisions at home, in spite of 
Hartford conventions sowing discontent and distrust, had rallied around 
the national standard, and winning imperishable renown on bloody 
fields, by their endurance, their valor, their constancy, had achieved an 
honorable peace. 

But, sir, this method of denunciation and abuse is wholly out of place 
in considering the treaty before us. We can not inject into it rights 
notin it, by denunciation of its authors, nor cure the surrender of 
rights, if surrender were made, by falsely attributing to it a meaning 
it does not possess. If our fathers were cowards in respect of the con- 
vention of 1818, it is no reason why we should be false. The conven- 
tion exists as a part of the supreme law of the land, and it constitutes 
our title and, according to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], our sole title 
to these fisheries. What it gives us we have; what it surrendered we 
have not. 

Mr. HOAR. Right there let me ask the Senator, does he say that I 
said the treaty of 1818 constitutes our sole title? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is what I understood the Senator to say in 
his interruption of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. HOAR. Iabsolutely and peremptorily disclaim that view of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. So if it be mean and cowardly, if it deliberately 
surréndered fishery rights, as the Senator from Maine insists, it is the 
greater reason for the negotiation of a new treaty which, like the one 
before us, surrenders no rights, but secures many and valuable privi- 
leges we never before had. 

But, sir, my duty now is to ascertain what this convention means, 
for whatever may be its true meaning, we are bound by it—bound by 
national good faith, by national honor to abide by it in all its length 
and breadth, until it shall be abrogated—lawtully and constitution- 
ally abrogated. We can not escape from it by setting up either the 
plea of cowardice or of folly. I find no proposition in the report of the 
committee to ab it. On the contrary, I find they insist, as I in- 
sist, that it shall be observed in good faith by both countries. 

Mr. President, I come now to consider more especially the meaning 
of the text of the convention of 1818, to arrive at which my previous 
observations have been in the main directed. 

I do not propose to praise the convention, nor do I feel at liberty to 
denounce it, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] did, as the result 
of a want of ‘‘sagacity’’ and ‘‘courage’’ on the part of our commis- 
sioners, and ‘‘as a deliberate surrender of our fishery rights.’’ How- 
ever this may be, it is not denied that it exists to-day as a valid treaty; 
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a valid compact of the United States; a part of the supreme law of the 
land. I may be pardoned, I hope, in saying that it was negotiated by 
two of the ablest of American statesmen, Gallatin and Rush, under 
the Presidency of James Monroe, whilst John Q. Adams was Secre- 
tary of State, ‘and Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Wirt were members of the 
Cabinet. It was also ratified on a yea-and-nay vote, thirty-eight Sen- 
ators voting for it and not one against it. 

On the question, * Will the Senate advise nnd consent to the ratili- 
cation of this convention,’’ it was determined in the aflirmative—yeas, 
38. 

Those who voted are— 


3arbour, Virginia; Burrill, Rhode Island; Crittenden, Kentucky; Daggett, 
Connecticut; Dickerson, New Jersey; Eaton, Tennessee; Edw: ards, Illinois; 
Eppes, Virginia; Forsyth, Georgia; Fromentine, Louisiana; Gaillard, South 


Carolina; Goldsborough, Maryland; Hanson, Maryland; Hunter, Rho le Island; 
Johnson, Louisiana; Rufus, King, New York; Lacock, Pennsylvania; Leake, 
Mississippi; Macon, North Carolina; Mellen, Massachusetts; Morrow, Ohio: 
Noble, Indiana; Otis, H. G., Massachusetts; Palmer, Vermont; Roberts, Penn- 
sylvania; Ruggles, Ohio; Sanford, New York; Smith, South Carolina; Stokes, 
North Carolina; Storer, New Hampshire; Tait, Georgia; Talbot, Kentue ky; 
Thomas, Illinois; Tichenor, Vermont; Van Dyke, Delaware; Williams, Missis- 
sippi; Willaims, Tennessee; and Wilson, New Jersey. 

So it was 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein), That the Senate 
do advise and consent to the ratification of the convention made and concluded 


at London on the 20th day of October, 1818, between the United States of America 
and His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Lreland. 


Thirty-eight Senators voted for it and not one against it. Of = 

Senators so voting in the affirmative are the illustrious names of Cr 
tenden, of Kentucky; Forsythe, of Georgia; Rufus King, of New Y ae 
Harrison G. Otis, of Massachusetts; Macon, of North Carolina; Eppes, 
of Virginia; Gaillard, of South Carolina, and every Senator present 
from New England, only one of them being absent. The Senator from 


Maine very plainly intimates that the treaty as made was the product of 


fear on our part, for ifit was the result of want of courage on the part 
of the negotiators, and was, as the Senator says, ‘‘a deliberate sur- 
render of our fishery rights,’’ the fault was not less in the President 
and Senate who ratified it than in the commissioners who endeniel | 
the negotiations. So the condemnation of the Senator from Maine ap- 
plies equally to the President and his Cabinet, the Senate, and, in short, 
the country itself, for after its ratification Mr. Monroe was re-elected 
almost unanimously. Isay to the Senator from Maine: 

Vixere fortes ante Agamemnona 

Multi. 

Then, what doesit mean? Thatis theimportant question. Because 

of the ‘‘differences’’ between the United States and Great Britain re- 
specting the ‘‘liberty’’ (not the right) claimed by the United States to 


- take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of His 


1888. 


vention, 
fish on 


in it, contains this proviso: 


British Majesty’s dominions in Americait was made, as the preamble ex- 
pressly states. These ‘‘differences,’’ as exhibited by the correspondence 
between Mr. Adams and Lord Bathurst and Lord Castlereagh, before al- 
luded to, did not relate to the extent of this liberty so claimed by the 
United States, but as to whether it existed in any degree or to any ex- 
tent whatever. There had been no controversy about ti bays,”’ whether 
greater or less than 6 miles wide. The difference was as to whether the 
liberty claimed as toany ‘‘ bay,’’ was well founded. Loth parties, at 
that time, well understood the status of the fishery among nations, both 
understood that this fishery for nearly a century, in all its parts, on 
the sea and Gulf of St. Lawrence, as well as on the great bays and 
small inlets, had been recognized and treated by both, and by France 
and Spain as the subject of the individual and exclusive ownership of 
particular nations. And especially was it understood that the United 
States set up their claim to this liberty upon the ground that the fish- 
ery, including all its parts, in waters of whatever’ nature, of whatever 
dimension, aud also including, as necessary incidents, the right of dry- 
ing and curing fish on the shore, was before the independence of the 
colonies the exclusive possession of the British people, with some 
slight exceptions, as stated by Mr. Adams, and that on the separation 
they were entitled to a share in them with Great Britain—not with 
other nations—and that they did in fact secure such share by the treaty 
of 1783. With these differences as thus explained, the parties pro- 
ceeded to make a new agreement—the convention of 1818. This con- 
vention did not recognize the claim of either party. It did not even 
propose to compromise the difference. 

It proceeded in plain words to declare that the United States ‘‘ shall 
have! ” the liberty of fishing and drying and curing in certain places— 
; Shall have ”’ in the future, not as in the treaty of 1783, when speaking of 

‘rights’? acknowledged in that treaty, ‘‘shall continue to enjoy un- 

molested’’ these rights. On the face of the convention it was a grant 
in futuro of liberties. When considered, however, as I think is right, 
with reference to the former treaties and the former acts and conduct of 
the parties in reference to the matter, it wasa partial recognition of the 
disputed claim of the United States to the extent named; and also, by 
a subsequent clause, a renunciation by the United States ‘of any claim 
beyond what is recognized. The convention, however, did contain a 
new grant with certain restrictions as to the liberty of American fish- 
ing vessels to enter for certain specified purposes British waters. 

The difference between the treaty of 1783 and the convention of 1818 
as to the liberty of taking and drying fish is not in any respect as tothe 
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nature and character of the liberty, but only as to the extent consid- 
ered territorially over which the liberty was to exist thereafter. In 
some respects this extent was diminished, and in others enlarged, as 
compared with the treaty of 1783. It wasas to taking fish diminished 
in extent by the limitation that the liberty was not to extend to within 
3 marine miles of certain coasts, bays, and harbors of His Majesty’s 
dominions, being all but the southern and western coast of Newfound- 
land, the shores of Magdalen Islands, and the coasts, bays, harbors, and 
creeks of Labrador. ‘The diminution as to the curing and drying was 
in the exclusion of the United States from the coast of Nova Scotia and 
the Magdalen Islands. The enlargement in fishing was in the liberty 
to take fish on the southern and western coasts of Newfoundland from 
Ramea Islands to Quirpon Islands, our rights under the treaty of 
1783 being dependent as to Newfoundland on the actual exercise of 
similar rights by British fishermen, we being excluded where they did 
not actually fish; and enlarged also in the indefinite extension north- 
ward of fishing rights throug h the Straits of Belle Isle, not to be exer- 
cised, however, in contravention of the exclusive rights of the Hudson 
jay Company. 

But, Mr. President, we secured other important rights by this con- 
vention which were not secured under the treaty of 1783. Under that 
treaty, though securing the liberty to fish in all the inshore waters, in- 
cluding small bays and creeks, we had no liberty to repair vessels, to 
buy necessary wood and water, nor seek shelter. We could take fish 
almost anywhere, we could dry and cure them on unsettled bays in 
Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, and Labrador, but we had no right to 
get supplies of any kind anywhere. So, after all, the surrender was 
not so great as the Senator from Maine supposes. 

Those were substantially the changes made in the treaty 
by the convention of 1818. 

But it must be borne in mind that as to the question now in dis- 
pute about fishing in the bays over 6 miles wide there was no settle- 
| ment of any difference between the two countries; if any existed no 
| attempt to settle it was made. No difference appears to have existed. 
The language in the convention of 1818 recognizing the right to fish in 
bays, harbors, creeks, and the language renouncing the claim of rights 
to fish in certain bays, harbors, and creeks of his British Majesty’s is 
exactly the same in the convention and in the treaty of 1783. I have 
shown beyond successful controversy that this language in the treaty 
of 1783 embraced equally small and large bays, that it gave or conceded 
the liberty to fish in both without distinction or difference. * 

It is therefore to be presumed as the convention of 1818 was in pari 
materia with the treaty of 1783, that the same identical language > used 
in both would have the same meaning in the one as in the other. It 
must be noted also that the liberty of fishing as conceded in the tre aty 
of 1783, and asalso conceded in the convention of 1818 on the coasts, 
bays, etc., of Labrador is in thesame language, and that the renuncia- 
tion in the convention of 1818 by the United States of the right to 
take fish on the coasts, harbors, and bays, other than those in which 
the concession is made, is also in the samelanguage. It follows, there- 
fore, beyond doubt, that, as in the two concessions, ‘‘bays’’ certainly 
means large as well as small bays, the same word means the same thing 
in the renunciation. And thus it is shown, beyond honest contro- 
versy, that under the renunciation in the convention of 1818 we have 
lost the liberty of fishing in the large bays over 6 miles wide, unless 
the English language is of that flexible and dishonest character that, 
when used by us in treaties, it includes everything possible in grants 
in our favor, and shrinks to the smallest possible limits in all renun- 
ciations we may make. No honest nation, no honest man can stand 
on a position like that. 

Mr. President, I know that further argument on this point is un- 
necessary, for it is established, if anything can be established by hu- 
man reason, that in the convention of 1818, as in the treaty of 1783, 
the word ‘‘ bays’’ means waters geographically situated within the 
British dominions of North America of any and all dimensions, and 
that, as in the treaty, the liberty to take fish was conceded or acknowl- 
edged as to all these bays, so in the convention this same liberty was re- 
nounced by us as to all, the concession and the renunciation being 
exactly the same in extent as to the subject-matter of the concession 
or renunciation. The Bay of Fundy may be rightfully considered as 
excluded, because, in fact, it is not a British bay, one of its headlands 
being on our shores. 


of 1783 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to ask him 
a question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 


yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I would rather not be interrupted. I want 
to get through. The Senator will see my views as they are developed 
and if he wishes to discuss any of these questions with me hereafter. 
very well. = 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wanted to ask a question of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has also been shown that by a universal consensus 
of opinion and practice between France, England, and the United States, 
the nations chiefly if not solely interested in the fishery, this great prop- 
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erty was held and treated from the beginning up to the year 1818 as the 
proper subject, under the law of nations, of exclusive rights of indi- 
vidaal nations, and this in all the waters in which the fishery existed, 
without regard to dimensions, including as well all bays, whether more 
or Jess than 6 miles wide, as also the great Gulf of St. Lawrence and 
the neighboring ocean itself. It has also been shown by the letter of 
J. @. Adams I have quoted that at least this opinion was enter- 
tained by the United States up to and including negotiations for the 
convention of 1818. This is sufficient, amply sufficient, te crush for- 
ever the suggestion that the plain meaning of the words of the con- 
vention of 1818, recognizing all the bays in the British possessions as 
the proper places in which exclusive rights of one nation to take fish 
existed, shall be restricted to bays under 6 miles wide. 
EXCLUSIVE RIGHTS RECOGNIZED IN CONVENTION OF 1818, 

But, sir, strong aud conclusive as this is, we have in the very con- 
vention itself the recognition of this in the plainest and strongest 
terms. From this there is no escape by any argument or evasion what- 
ever. This recognition is found in that provision of the convention 
which concedes to the United States the liberty of taking fish on the 
coasts, bays, ete., of Southern Labrador through the Straits of Belle 
Isle indefinitely to the north, but ‘‘ without prejudice to the exclusive 
rights’’—(1 quote the language of the convention )—‘‘ without preju- 
dice to the exclusive rights of the Hudson Bay Company.” 

Now, here *‘ exclusive rights’? are not only recognized as being the 
rights of a nation, but the subject of grant to a corporation of its own 
creation. And what are the exclusive rights so recognized in the very 
convention itself? They are defined in the charter granted in the year 
1670 which gives to this company (I quote its language) ** exciusive 
right ’’—-‘* yes, exclusive right—to take fish.’’ Where? In small 
bays and creeks 6 miles wide? No; but in all those ‘seas, straits, 
bays."’ Yes, ‘‘Ways,’’ rivers, lakes, creeks, and sounds, in whatever 
latitude they may lie, within the entrance of the straits called ‘* ifud- 
son Straits.”’ 

Now, sir, mark the forcible language in which this grant of exclu- 
sive rights is made. First, the right is to be ** exclusive ”’ of all na- 
tions and of all men. It is granted not only on rivers, lakes, creeks, 
but also in sounds, straits, and bays, and even in seas themselves. 
Then it is granted in all those great waters, in whatever latitude they 
may be, if only they lie within the ‘* entrance ’’—yes, the entrance—“* of 
Hudson Straits.”’ The straits at their entrance are 80 miles wide, 
their narrowest width anywhere is G60 miles, and the average is 100 
miles. The Hudson Bay covers many thousand square miles. but 
leaving this out we have here a clear grant of an exclusive right to fish 
in Hudson Straits as they lie within or farther inward than the en- 
trance. What other great waters, bays, and sounds were included in 
the grant of exclusive rights to the Hudson Bay Company it is unnec- 
essary to ascertain, Certain it is that the grant is of waters, seas, 
bays, inlets, straits, ete., withoutreference totheir width. This grant 
was made originally and continued on the principle then recognized 
both in England and America that sea-fisheries in Ametica were re- 
garded as the rightfal subject of individual national exclusive owner- 
ship in waters on the northeast of this continent, including bays and 
seas, without reference to their dimensions. Acting on this concla- 
sion the United States in the convention of 1818 solemnly recognized, 
in the language I have quoted, this exclusive right of the Hudson Bay 
Company. And yet, in order to maintain the contention of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, we are asked to commit ourselves to the 
folly of rejecting the plain meaning of language used in the convention 
of 1818 on the untenable ground that this meaning is so utterly incon- 
sistent with the dectrine and practice of nations, especially of the 
United States, in respect to exclusive rights in large bays; that it is 
impossible to believe that we gave our assent to it in that sense, whilst 
in the same convention there is an express and unequivocal recogni- 
tion of this condemned doctrine and practice. 

Mr. President, certainly what I have stated is a conclusive refuta- 
tion of the false and un-American doctrine in reference to fishing rights 
on the northeastern coast of North America announced by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I might well decline further argument 
on this point in view of this unbroken consensus of opinion based on the 
ogy and usageof nations, including our own country, and sustained 

y the ablest and most patriotic of American statesmen from the be- 
ginning down to the date of the convention of 1818, and solemnly rec- 
ognized and affirmed in that convention itself. But, sir, there are 
some errors and fallacies which mankind surrender only after every 
possible and every imaginary ground for their support have been swept 
away. There are some follies which, assuming the false of bene- 
factions to those who cherish them, become so intertwined with the 
feelings, the prejudices, and of mankind that they are enter- 
tained with generous hospitality even after defection. This idea of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations which I have been considering is 
one of them. Of course, Mr. President, I have no hope of convincing 
them; but despite the great authority of that committee, I do hepe 
that the American people will give that just weight to their own his- 
tory, to theacts and declarations of their most eminent statesmen, which 
will enable them to see this controversy in its just light. As to that 
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committee and their political colleagues on this floor I have no such 
hope. Very soon after the treaty was sent to us by the President for 
our constitutional advice, it was considered in secret by a caucus of the 
Republican members of this body. It was determined that it should 
be rejected. ‘They have the power to reject it. The rejection of it is 
to be an issue in the Presidential campaign. Through and by this 
rejection it is hoped that enongh voters will be seduced into the sup- 
port of the Republican ticket to reverse the action of the American 
people in 18834 and to return to coveted power those who had been 
ejected in that year. So that this fallacy of the committee having 
been made an issue in the campaign, they will not, they can not, they 
dare not, be convinced. 

Now, Mr. President, while I believe that those whostill remain uncon- 
vinced will rejectany evidence, however conclusive, even though itcome 
from one risen from the dead, yet there remains one other testimony 
which I believe it my duty to introduce. It is the voice of one who 
though dead ‘‘still lives’’ in that resurrection which comes from his 
teachings daily pondered by and daily leading the world. He was 
an American, and had American prejudices for American interests. 
On this exact point now in dispute he spoke no uncertain language. 
He said in the circular issued by him in July, 1852, as Secretary of 
State, speaking to this very point in issue: 

A bay, as is usually understood, isan arm or recess of the sea entering from 


the ocean between capes or headlands, and the term is applied equally to small 
and Jarge bodies of water thus situated. 


If ‘‘ bay’ has this meaning, asitcertainly las, as usnally understood, 
what pretense is left for the contention of the committee? It has been 
shown, conclusively shown, that there is nothing in the context of the 
convention, nothing in the law of nations so far as it relates to these 
fisheries, nothing in the practice and opinions of the United States and 
Great Britain—parties to the convention—which demands a qualifica- 
tion of this meaning. On the contrary, the practice and usage of these 
two nations in reference to the subject-matterof the convention were up 
to its date in exact accord with what its meaning would beif ‘‘ bays”’ 
had this usual and ordinary meaning as stated by Mr. Webster. No 
reason remains for twisting or changing this meaning. 

Now, the convention of 1818 contains an explicit and clear renunci- 
ation by the United States of fishery rights in all bays of the British 
provinces, with certain specific exceptions. Itcontains more than this. 
It contains a renunciation of these rights to a line drawn 3 miles from 
these bays. ‘That, sir, we can claim the right to fish in a bay when 
we have renounced the right to fish within even 3 miles of it, is a propo- 
sition which, in the fair aud reasonable opinion and judgment of man- 
kind, it will be impossible to maintain. 

Mx. President, I have now said all I desire to say on the true meaning 
and construction of the convention of 1818. If I have not misread 
the truths of history; if I have not misinterpreted the acts, the decla- 
rations, and opinions of American statesmen, I am authorized to con- 
clude that at the date of this convention, 1818, in the opinion and 
judgment of those statesmen, there was no rule of, the law of nations 
which as to this fishery confined exclusive national fishery rights to 
bays and inlets 6 miles wide and under; and hence there is no just 
ground for giving the word ‘‘bays’’ as used in that convention an un- 
natural and unusual meaning. 

It will not do to say in opposition to the ratification of this treaty, as 
was said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], that the convention of 
1818 surrenders our rights. That, sir, is a greater reason, if it be true, 
for the acceptance of the treaty before us, which secures to us every 
important, every material right allowed in that convention, even if con- 
strued as the Committee on Foreign Relations construeit, and it sur- 
renders nothing of value. But construing the convention of 1818 as 
it should be, this treaty gives us many and great advantages not pos- 
sessed under the convention; and this is also true, however the con- 
vention of 1818 may be construed. 

{t is a fair and just treaty; the best we have ever been able to se- 
cure after many years of irritating and harrassing negotiations. Its 
negotiation reflects credit on American diplomacy, and is another con- 
vineing proof that American rights, American honor, American inter- 
ests, at home and abroad, are safe in the hands of the present Admin- 
istration. This truth neither party prejudice nor the argument of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations will be able to obscure. 


COMMERCIAL ARRANGEMENT OF 1830. 


Mr. President, in what I said yesterday there was no allusion to 
the claims set up by the Committee on Foreign Relations as to com- 
mercial rights to our fishing vessels under what is called the arrange- 
ment of 1830. The committee admit that no American vessel had 
aright to resort to British North American ports for any commercial 
purpose or other purposes, but only to take fish on certain coasts; and 
that fishing vessels only had also a right to resort to all British North 
American ports for the special purposes named in the convention of . 
1818, 

There can be no doubt whatever on this subject from the language 
of the treaty itself, so far as regards fishing vessels; and it is only in 
relation to fishing vessels that we have any concern now. That con 
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vention, in that clause of it which concedes the liberty of taking 
fish on or within 3 marine miles of certain coasts, bays, ete. 
in it, contains this proviso: 

That American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such bays or harbors for 


the purposes of shelter, repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood or ob- 
taining water, and for no other purposes whatever, ete. 


Certainly there can be no doubt as to the meaning of this; and so far 
as I can understand the report of the committee, it does not claim more 
on this point than I do. We both agree that as to fishing vessels there 
was under the convention of 1818 no right to enter ports and harbors 
of the British provinces (except on the southern coast of Newfoundland 
and southern coast of Labrador, wherein the right to cure and dry fish 
was granted) but for the four purposes named. This restriction of the 
purposes of entry is not left to implication, but rests on an express stip- 
ulation——‘‘ for no other purpose whatever.”’ 

Mr. President, there is no need here to explain why this was so, for 
the language is so plain there is no room for doubt ordispute. Amer- 
ican fishing vessels have the right to enter British ports or harbors for 
the four named purposes, but for no other whatever. 

Thus the matter stood under the convention of 1818, and thus the 
matter stood, as admitted by the commiitee, till what is called the ar- 
rangement of 1830 was made. It is claimed by the committee that 
this arrangement changed all this as to American fishing vessels. The 
claim is utterly unfounded. 

COMMERCIAL TREATIES WITH GREAT BRITALN. 

Mr. President, there was no treaty of commerce or navigation be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain till the year 1794. By the 
third article of that treaty it was provided that there should be fre« 
and reciprocal rights of intercourse between the United States and the 

sritish possessions in America by land and by inland navigation, with 
right to navigate the inland waters of each and to carry on trade and 
commerce in that way with each other. But it was especially stipu- 
lated that this provision did not extend to the admission of United 
States vessels into the seaports, harbors, bays, and creeks of the Brit- 
ish dominions, nor into the rivers between their mouths and the high- 
est ports of entry from the sea, except small vessels between Montreal 
and Quebec, nor to the admission of British vessels from the sea into 
the rivers of the United States beyond the highest port of entry for 
other foreign vessels. The free navigation of the Mississippi by both 
parties was also provided for. 

By the twelth article certain reciprocal rights of trade between the 
United States and the British West Indies were provided for, termina- 
ble, however, in two years after the war in which Great Britain was then 
engaged. By article 13 certain privileges of trade between the United 
States and the East Indies were granted and regulated. By article 28 
thé treaty as to all its commercial parts was made temporary, extending 
only to twelve years. 

In 1815 another treaty of navigation and commerce was concluded. 
By this treaty a reciprocal commerce between the United States and 
the British possessions in Europe was agreed to; and it was also stipu- 
lated that the trade between the United States and the British North 
American and West Indian colonies should be unaffected by the treaty. 

This treaty was limited to four years, but afterwards, by the conven- 
tion of 1818, was prolonged for ten years, and then in 1827 was con- 
tinued indefinitely. 

Thus under treaty stipulations stood intercourse, commercial, and 
navigation rights between the United States and Great Britain in the 
year 1830, when the arrangement of that year was entered into, and so 
far as the right of commerce from the sea is concerned, the entry of 
American vessels into the seaports, bays, and harbors of the British 
North American possessions, there was none whatever. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS AS TO TRADE WITH GREAT BRITALN. 

I notice now the legislation of the United States on this subject, be- 
ing action from which we could have receded atany time. It appears 
there had been exclusion of American vessels, commercial vessels, from 
British ports when there was no exclusion from our ports of British 
vessels coming from ports from which we were excluded. 

Therefore, on April 18, 1818, the United States undertook to correct 
this inequality by providing that the ports of the United States should 
be and remain closed against every vessel owned in whole or in part by 
British subjects coming or arriving from any British port which by the 
ordinary laws of navigation and trade are closed against vessels of the 
United States. Stringent regulations were made to prevent an eva- 
sion of this law by vessels which, coming into our ports from British 
ports not closed against us, but which in departing from our ports 
might go to a closed British port. (See Statutes at Large, volume 33, 
page 432.) This act was passed, it will be noted, before the conven- 
tion of 1818. 

On the 15th of May, 1520, a supplement to the last named act was 
passed. This act excluded from the ports of the United States, British 
vessels coming from Lower Canada, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, New 
Foundland, Cape Breton, and their dependencies, also from the Ba- 
hama, Bermuda, and Caicos islands, or any other possession of Great 
Britain in the West Indies or continent of America south of the south- 
ern boundary of the United States, and not included in the prohibition 
of the act of 1818. These two acts it will be noted were acts of exclu- 
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sion, acts of retaliation, was ‘in 
lauding from American poits 
| ports named in it witheut 
dependent on a similar ex- 
the United States. 


On May 6, 1822, anoth 


clusion of vessels o! 


er act was passed; this was an act of relaxa- 


tion. It provided that on the President being satistied that the ports 
in the British West Indies had been opened to the vessels of the United 
States, he should issue his proclamation admitting British ve is com- 
ing from these colonies. This act was to be continued in force till the 


end of the next session of Congress and no longer. 
It will be neted, however, 


that this relaxation did not apply to ves- 
sels coming from the British North American province: \s to them 
the exclusion of the act of May 1, i82U, continued in full force. (See 


3 Statutes at Large, page 6° 1. 

On March 1, 1823, another act was 
acts of 1818 and the supplementa tof May 15, 1820, so faras their 
provisions limit or interdi n and commerce the 
United States and certain named british ports. These ports were in 
the West Indies and in the British North American provinces. 
John’s and St. Andrew’s in New Br 
Quebec in Canada, St. John’s in 

he North American provinces. 

The right of British vessels, however, was confined to importingin 
the United States articles of the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
the places from which the vessels came, and to exporting to the same 
places articles of the growth, produce, and manutacture of tl 
States. 

The act was to continue in force so 
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long, and only so long, as the 


| enumerated British ports should remain open to vessels of the United 
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States conformably to an act of Parliament of June 24,1822 
further provided that if any other British port in America should 
thereafter opened to American ships, then ships of that port should be 


admitted into our perts. See 3 Statutes at Large, page 741. 

Mr. President, in relation to commercial intercourse between the 
British provinces in North America and the United States matters 
stood in this way at the date of the arrangement, so called, of 1830. 


Halifax, St. 
John’s in New- 


That from the five named British colonial ports, Quebec, 
Andrew's and St. John’s in New Brunswick, and St. 


| foundland British vessels were admitted into all the ports of the United 


States when importing products of the places from which each might 
come, and reciprocally these five ports were in 
this it will be noticed that the rights of the British vessels coming from 
these ports admitted them to all our ports, whilst American 
were admitted only to these five ports. 

The statutes and regu! 


open to our vessels. 
vessels 
and traflic 


as to them 
of 1800 they 


lations under them for commerce 
were not understood in any way to relate to the fisheries; 
ment 
stood alone upon the convention of 1818. 

Mr. President, up to this time there had been no dispute or com- 
plaint about the convention of 1418 so far as it related to fishery rights. 
[t had not then been discovered that this copvention was the result of 
a want of sagacity and courage on the part of the American commis- 
sioners, or that it was a deliberate surrender of our fishery rights, as 
stated by the Senator from Maine; or if it had been discovered we 
had not published our shame and made it the plea for a forced con- 
struction of that convention. So far I have learned, par- 
ties were satisfied with the bargain which had been made. Under it 
our vessels of all kinds were excluded from british ports for commer- 
cial purposes, and our fishiyg vessels were excluded except for the four 
purposes named in the convention, shelter, repairs, wood, and v, ater. 

But there was dissatisfaction with the commer« 
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tween the British possessions in America and the United States. Es- 
pecially was the trade with the West Indies very desirable to us. It 
may be mentioned here that one of the great industries of the United 
States at that time was the making of rum, and one of the great indus 
tries of the West Indi S, and also of m Dy ther portions ol this w ed 


world, given over then to the grat ication of t 
sions, was drinkingrum. This useful and tempting le was mantu- 
factured from molasses. Molasses was a product of the West Indies 
The West Indians had molasses to sell. We wanted it, that it might 








be converted into the more valuable and more saleal artic} im 
which we were anxious to make, both for domestic use, I mu 
and also for exportation. 

This connection between rum, and molasses r is ir 
rum, and that provision—peculiar in itsel! our act of 1530, which 


3 without 


int as to this 


granted commercial rights in our ports to the brit 
requiring reciprocal rights for our people in theirs, 
being mere boot given for reciprocal and mutual commercial rights be- 
tween the United States and the West Indies, will be seen and fully 
appreciated when I state the history connected with the act of 18350. 
It appears, sir, from authentic records, that on the very day oi 

passage of the act of 1830 by the House of Representatives, that a bill 
was also passed to reduce the tariff on imported molasses. It had not 
then been discovered that the way to reduce the price of any commodity 
was to increase the tax on it. That wonderful discovery in political 
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economy was, in the dispensation of Providence, reserved as the achieve- 
ment of a later generation, who having partaken of that forbidden 
fruit in the garden of Republican liberty, the transfer by law of the 
labors of some—of many—into the pockets of others—a few—found ont 
that all the laws of mathematics, all the teachings of arithmetic were 
wrong, contrived by the wicked inventor to favor British interests, and 
that the addition of one thing toanother made the sum smaller, and the 
subtraction of one from another was real increase and enlargement; 
and hence, that the more that is taken from the tax-payer the more 
he has left. This discovery being now made, I submit it to my honor- 
able fricnds on the other side of the Chamber whether, when we come 
to remodel the tariff, it would not be well, in order to protect the great 
trusts and monopolies, to prohibit entirely the introduction of all 
works on mathematics and even tax highly their making at home. In 
this way only can we effectually prevent British aggressions and save 
our people from that énlightenment which will detect the iniquities 
of protection. We have made a start in that direction in passing the 
international copyright bill. So, then, being ignorant of this great 
discovery, in order to encourage the making of rum by cheapening the 
price of imported molasses, the tariff tax was reduced. ; 

But if I stop here it will be supposed that the main purpose of this 
reduction was in order that the poor common working people of this 
country could get cheap molasses for food, and thus I would besuspected 
of trying to support the old economic idea still cherished by the party 
to which | belong, that articles of necessity and comfort for the poor 
ought to be taxed lightly. I must add, this view of that measure is 
not entirely correct; for the bill farther provided that there should 
be a drawback, or a return of the reduced duties collected on imported 
molasses whenever the rum into which it had been converted was ex- 
ported. ‘This act became a law the same day with the celebrated act 
of 1830. (Seé 4 Statutes at Large, page 419. ) 

On this particular point it will be useful to refer to some statistics. 
From these it will be seen that both the importation of molasses and 
the exportation of rum were at that time in no healthy condition. In 
fact, both were fast approaching the point where certain death was im- 
minent. In 1828 the importation of molasses was 13,285,998 gallons. 
In 1830, the date of the act, it had fallen to 8,340,783 gallons, a falling 
off of about 33 per cent. In 1831, the very first year after the act, the 
importation was more than doubled, being 16,915,959 gallons, and with 
slight fluctuations it reached in 1835 to 18,656,224 gallons. We turn 
now to the exportation of rum. In 1828 the exports amounted to 506, - 
052 gallons; in 1830, keeping pace with the decreased imports of molas- 
ses, the exports were only 153,160 gallons, a falling off of more than 66 
percent. Theeffect of the act on the exports of rum was not so rapid as 
on the importation of molasses. The exports continued to decrease dur- 
ing the nextthree years. Why this was so Iam unableto explain further 
than that there might have been, probably was, an increased domestic 
consumption, for it is certain that under the influence of cheaprum there 
must have been a great increase in the consumption of intoxicants. 
on this point again we find that history repeatsitself. In 1830 by Con- 
gressional action rum was cheapened at the expense of the necessaries of 





life in order to protect the fisheries, and so now in 1888, more than- 


half a century afterwards, we find the Republican party in national 
convention assembled, solemnly declaring that we must have cheap 
whisky rather than that one jot or tittle of the burdens imposed by 
the present iniquitous tariff shall be removed from blankets, common 
clothing, salt, agricultural and mechanical implements, and the like 
articles of common and necessary use among the farmers and laborers 
of the country. But after awhile this increased demand was met, the 
appetites of the people for intoxicants, though stimulated by Congres- 
sional action, were at last satiated, and our foreign trade adjusting 
itself to the condition of satiety at home, began to respond to the bene- 
ficial force of this act. 

In 1834 the readjustment came, and with it a large increase in the 
exports of rum, being nearly three times the amount exported in the 
previous year. In the next year, 1835, the full effect of the reduction 
and drawback was seen, the exports of ram being 507,970 gallons, and 
more than in the prosperous year for rum, 1828. 

Mr. President, this curious and interesting portion of our history, of 
which the Committee on Foreign Relations seem to be as oblivious as 
they are of the true American doctrine as to the jurisdiction of our 
country over its bays, sounds, and the adjacent seas, would be incom- 
plete if I stop here. This idea, so prominent in the legislation of 1830, 
of the intimate and essential connection between free or cheap mo- 
lasses as the raw material of rum and the prosperity of our fisheries did 
not originate in that year. It is older than the Government itself, and 
has been fostered and encouraged from the beginning by those who 
claimed to be the especial friends of the fisheries. 

In 1733, one hundred years less three before the act of 1830, the 
British Government imposed duties on rum, molasses, and sugar im- 
ported into the American colonies from all the West Indies except their 
own. These products had been exchanged for ourfish. Before the com- 
mencement of this trade with those molasses was thrown away, 
and it was first saved and put into casks to be brought to New England 
to be distilled into rum. The people of the northern colonies insisted 
that unless they could continue to sell fish to the West Indies and— 
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Import molasses from thence to be manufactured into spirits for domestic con- 
sumption and for trade with the Indians they could not prosecute the fisheries 
without ruinous losses. 

I quote from Senate Executive Document No. 22, Thirty-second Con- 
gress, second session, page 311. It is further stated that New England 
never submitted to the law, and therefore the threatened ruin to the 
cod-fishery wasaverted. That isthe way in which this connection be- 
tween the fisheries and rum was viewed during the colonial era. 

In 1789, at the first session of the first Congress under the Consti- 
tution, this matter came up again. It was proposed by Mr. Madison 
and others to tax imported molasses 8 cents per gallon. Among other 
arguments to support this tax it was urged that molasses was converted 
into rum, a deleterious substance, injurious to the health and to the 
morals of the people. This tax was resisted in able speeches by Messrs. 
Thacher, Goodhue, and Fisher Ames, all of Massachusetts. Espe- 
cially was the resistance of Mr. Ames able and effective. He urged that 
we exchange for molasses those fish that it is impossible to dispose 
of anywhere else, and the molasses we converted into rum; that it is 
scarcely possible to maintain our fisheries with advantage if the com- 
merce for summer fish is injured, which he asserted would happen if 
a high duty was imposed on molasses, and that it would carry de- 
struction throughout all the New England States and eventually af- 
fect the whole Union. He relied greatly on the West Indian market, 
saying: 

Our best fish will find their way tothe best markets, while the slaves in the West 
Indies would consume the refuse. 

The proposed tax of 8 cents a gallon was defeated, and only 2) cents 
per gallon imposed. 

It will be seen, Mr. President, that some progress, or rather some 
change, was made in the animus of the molasses and rum trade in the 
century intervening the British act of 1733 and the American act of 
1830. At the former period we wanted molasses in exchange for our 
fish, in order, having converted it into rum, that we might carry on a 
profitable trade with the Indians, then abounding all over the continent. 
In thecentury following the trade had done its ‘‘ good and perfect work,”’ 
so that but few of these untutored sons of nature remained to whom we 
could exchange this exhilarating beverage. They had mostly departed 
to the happy hunting grounds of the Great Spirit—hastened on their 
journey thither by the spirits distilled by Americans, under the patronage 
and encouragement of the American Congress, from West Indian molas- 
ses, raised by the labor of poor African slaves, to cheer whose hard toil 
we charitably contributed, for a proper quid pro quo, our refuse fish for 
which there was no other market under the sun. In 1830, having lost 
in this way most of our Indian customers, we sought customers in for- 
eign nations, and hence the provision in the act of that year allowing 
a drawback on exported rum. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Committee on Foreign Relations had re- 
membered this portion of our history, they would have saved them- 
selves from the great error into which they have fallen in supposing 
that the arrangement of 1830, as they are pleased to call it, had any 
reference whatever to reciprocal trade between the United States and 
the British colonies to the North and East of us. They would also 
have seen that the boot we gave in that arrangement, to wit, admission 
to our ports of vessels from those colonies without exacting like admis- 
sion to ours, was but the lar outcome and fruit of a policy a hun- 
dred years old—of getting a trade with the West Indies by which we 
could get easily and cheaply molasses as the raw material for rum in 
exchange for refuse fish, to be eaten by the poor Africans of those is- 
lands. The committee erred in not giving due weight to this combina- 
tion of philanthropy and pelf, of pseudo Christian grace and real com- 
mercial greed, which in all ages has been potential, and in our own ir- 
resistible. 

Now let us see whatthe act of 1830 was. It provided that whenever 
the President of the United States shall receive satisfactory evidence 
that Great Britain will open the ports in its colonial possessions, in 
the West Indies, on the continent of South America, in the Bahama 
Islands, the Caicos, and the Bermuda or Somer Islands to the vessels 
of the United States, on terms, as to importations and exportations 
from and to said possessions and the United States, of exact equality 
with British vessels, and at same time leaving the commercial inter- 
course of the United States with all other parts of fhe British domin- 
ions on a footing not less favozable to the United States than it then 
was, the President should by proclamation admit British vessels com- 
ing from said colonial possessions into the ports of the United States 
on the same terms of er equality; and certain restricting acts 
of commerce were suspended or repealed. 

Now this is the first section of the act. If the act had stopped there, 
it would have been on its face fair and equal. In that case it would 
have given a reciprocity in the ports in those British colonies only in 
which reciprocity was granted tous. But it would not have secured 
us that commerce so essential to our happiness—molasses as the raw 
material forrum. For, as has been stated, by the act of May 6, 1822, 
we had offered reciprocity to England between our ports and her West 
Indian ports, and that this proposition had for eight years been re- 


jected. 
But the act did not stop here. We had found that an even swap 
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could not be had, and we therefore must offer more. So the act had 
a second section, a very important sectionin throwing light on the matter 
under discussion. This second section provides that whenever the ports 
of the United States are opened according to the provision of the first sec- 
tion—that is, whenever our vessels shall be admitted to equal and recip- 
rocal trade in the West Indies, South America, the Bahamas, Caicos, and 
Bermudas—then vessels from the British provinces north and east of 
the United States, or, in other words, from the Dominion of Canadaand 
Newfoundland, shall be admitted into an entry in the ports of the 
United States. 

And the President on receiving such evidence did issue his procla- 
mation accordingly, exactly as required; so that this statute or ar- 
rangement of 1830 did not stipulate, did not contract for admission of 
American vessels of any sort into the British North American ports— 
the ports of the Dominion of Canada and of Newfoundland, for any 
purpose whatever. If the British conceded such admission to com- 
mercial vessels of the United States, they admitted them of their own 
free will, on motives and reasons applicable to them alone, and the 
concession, whatever it may have been, was just as broad or just as 
narrow as they pleased to make it, and embraces just such things as 
they intended to include in it, and they were at liberty to withdraw 
or modify it at any time. It was a free grant on the part of Great 
Britain, without consideration from or agreement with the United 
States. Whatever they should do in this respect was not within the 
meaning or contemplation of our act of 1830. That we granted by 
that act commercial intercourse to the British North American pos- 
sessions has nothing to do with the concession of a similar right to us. 
Our proposition offering commerce with the British North American 
possessions was clearly a price paid—an extra price paid—to secure 
commercial reciprocity with the other British possessions. It was mere 
boot given on an exchange of that reciprocal intercourse because of its 
greater value to us, in great part because of our use for molasses as the 
raw material of rum. 

Mr. President, thisis so plain on the face of the statute that further 
argument is unnecessary. Yet as the Committee on Foreign Relations 
take a different view of it, I will fortify it by authority. 

The authority I refer to is the conduct of our fishermen after 1830, 
and the diplomatic correspondence of the United States. No commer- 
cial rights were claimed by our fishermen under this arrangement of 
1830 for many years, and none by our statesmen untila very recent pe- 
riod. Whoever will peruse Senate Executive Document No. 100, 
Thirty-second Congress, first session, in relation to seizures of Ameri- 
can fishing vessels made by the British provinces, will see that it was 
conceded on all hands that our fishing vessels had no commercial rights 
under the so-called arrangement of 1830. 

The schooner Shetlavd was seized in 1839 for a violation of the con- 
vention of 1818 in exercising commercial rights, the master selling a 
pair of trousers, 1 pound of tea, and 6 pounds of tobaccotoaboy. The 
complaint of the seizure made by our Government was not that we had 
commercial rights, the right to sell those things, but that the master 
had been entrapped by the authorities into making the sale; that the 
whole thing was too trivial to warrant a seizure of the vessel. So in 
case of the schooner Hart, seized for giving two barrels of herrings as 
the price for picking the schooner’s nets. Here again there was noclaim 
on our part of commercial rights, we relying as a defense on the in- 
significance of the transaction. And in case of the Eliza the owners 
defended themselves upon the ground— 

That they neither sold, bartered, nor parted with any article whatever out of 
said schooner, 

And in case of the Amazon the master and his men defended against 
the seizure by swearing— 

That there were no articles on board but fishing supplies, and that no article 
was sold or taken from the vessel. 

Mr. Barnes, the naval officer at Boston, reporting on these seizures 
in 1839, states the facts in one case, as follows: 

‘‘The master had on board a keg of tobacco for the use of the crew. 
An inhabitant of the province begged the captain to sell him a few 
pounds, for which he paid in wood. The purchaser immediately in- 
formed the provincial officers, and the vessel and cargo were seized.’’ 

Mr. Barnes says the result of the trial cannot be predicted, but he 
adds: ‘‘The owners and persons interested hope, however, that the 
tribunal will discriminate between cases of a flagrant and premeditated 
violation of the treaty and laws of the provinces and mere trivial, un- 
important, and fortuitous offenses.’’ 

This was the excuse. No claim wasmade of commercial rights under 
the arrangement of 1830. In case ofthe ‘‘ Independence,’’ Grantham, 
the consular agentof the United States, reports: The trouble was that, 
at the earnest solicitation of an inhabitant, the master loaned him a 
net for one night, and secured therefor a few herrings. In another 
case he reports the offense was that the Americans received from a 
British fishing vessel two barrels of herring for assisting the master in 
clearing his nets. Yet no complaint was made by him that these 
seizures were in violation of the arrangement of 1830; the complaint 
was only that they were for trivial, unimportant, and fortuitous infrac- 
tions of the convention of 1818 and the provincial laws. 

On August 14, 1839, Mr. Vail, Acting Secretary of State, made a 
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report to the President, Mr. Van Buren, of the various seizures of our 
fishing vessels. He makes noclaim of commercial rights. On the con- 
trary, he expressly states (see Executive Document, before named, 
page 95) that our only privilege of entering in the British ports was for 
shelter, repairs, wood,and water, ‘‘and no other.” 

Lieutenant Paine, who had been sent to examine into these matters, 
in his letter and report to Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State, expressly 
states that our fishing vessels have no commercialrights. (Executive 
Document No.100, before cited. ) 

And in 1841 Mr. Forsyth, in his dispatch of that date to Mr. Steven- 
son, after all the seizures I have just referred to had been made, sets 
up as the American claim the right to fish up to within 3 marine miles of 
the shore, but makes no complaint of these seizures for a violation of 
our alleged commercial rights; nor does he claim any such rights. 

He inclosed to Mr. Stevenson a copy of the statute of Nova Scotia of 
March 12, 1836, regulating fishing rights of American vessels, which 
was enacted professedly on its face to enforce the convention of 1512, 
denying to us commercial rights, and makes complaint of its harsh 
provisions as to procedure, ete., but does not intimate an objection that 
it interferes with our commercial rights under the arrangement of 
1830. 

Diplomatic correspondence concerning the troubles of our vessels 
in these waters was carried on by Mr. Everett in 1544 and 1845, and 
no mention was made of commercial rights under the so-called arrange- 
ment of 1830. 

In 1853 there was also a diplomatic correspondence between the two 
countries on this subject, and yet whilst it was acknowledged that the 
British desired to enter into a treaty for reciprocal commercial rights 
between the United States and the British provinces, no intimation 
was made that any such rights of fishing vessels existed. 

Mr. President, that the British Provinces made harsh and unneigh- 
borly and unjust regulations, and enforced them with a stringency and 
rigor without justification or excuse, is true. That disputes were con- 
stantly arising concerning their captures of our vessels for a violation 
of their regulations isalso true. That there had arisen a dispute about 
the extent of our fisheries in the bays and inlets of the British Prov- 
inces is alsotrue. That these disputes threatened the peace of the two 
nations and finally resulted in the treaty of 1854, fixing reciprocity in 
trade in about thirty articles of commerce, is also true. Yet in all 
these troubles, in all these disputes and discussions and negotiations, 
there is not a single syllable, as far as I have observed, which set up 
any claim for commercial rights to our fishing vessels under the ar- 
rangement of 1830, so called, or on any other ground. 

The treaty of 1854 especially recites as the reason for making it that 
misunderstanding had arisen in regard to fishing rights under Article I 
of the convention of 1818, making no allusion to any dispute about 
any commercial right whatever, or to the so-called arrangement of 1830. 
That treaty postponed the trouble during its existence. in 1566 it was 
terminated in the manner and for the reasons stated and explained so 
ably and clearly by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Then 
again we were left to the troubles and disputes about the extent of fish- 
ing rights under the convention of 1818. The matter was again post- 
poned by the treaty of 1871, which was terminated in 1885. During 
all this time there was no claim set up for our fishing vessels tha. they 
had commercial rights under the so-called arrangement of 1830. Up 
to about the year .1885 our statesmen had neither the sagacity to see 
nor the courage to claim (if I may paraphrase the Senator from Maine, 
Mr. FRYE), that this arrangement of 1330 gave commercial rights to 
our fishing vessels. 

Now, sir, under the circumstances is it too much to say that such 
claim made at this late date in opposition to the clear and plain mean- 
ing of the statute of 1830 is without substantial foundation. 

COMMERCIAL LICENSES TO OUR FISHING VESSELS, 

Mr. President, it is needful that Ishould notice another argument 
sometimes pressed in favorof commercial rights to our fishing vessels. 
This argument is based on licenses granted by the United States to 
fishing vessels to exercise commercial privileges. That such licenses 
would have the effect within our jurisdiction, within the boundaries 
of the United States, to confer commercial rights on fishing vessels ig 
undoubted. But, sir, isa solemn treaty between great civilized na- 
tions—Christian nations—which admits our fishing vessels into the 
ports of the other treaty power for shelter, for repairs, for wood, and 
for water, ‘‘and for no other purpose whatever,’’ to be set at naught by 
us by the mere granting to our fishing vessels a license to do that 
which the treaty declares they shall not do in the ports of the British 
Provinces? Can we evade the obligations of a treaty by attempting 
of our own motion to secure rights to our vessels denied by the treaty 
in giving an additional and simulated character to these vessels ? 
The plain meaning of the treaty is to exclude fishing vessels for all pur- 
poses whatsoever except the four named in it—shelter, repairs, wood, 
and water. Can we introduce them for another purpose by merely 
granting them a license to enter for such other purpose? Sir, it is too 
plain for argument, that we can not introduce the unlawful and pro- 
hibited by annexing to it of our motion something else which is not 
unlawful and not prohibited. We can not introduce a pest-ship fall 
of disease into a friendly port merely because such ship may have 
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in her commercial character the right of entry, not even if such 
ship be loaded with the very articles of medicine necessary to arrest 
or extirpate the disease. 

THE PROPOSED TREATY EXAMINED. 

Mr. President, tixe discussion now brings me to a comparison of the 
old and the new—an examination of American rights as they will be 
if this treaty be ratified as contrasted with our rights as they now 
exist under the convention of 1818. 

Under the convention of 1818, now in force, our treaty rights, in 
addition to taking fish on the high seas (whether coming from the 
treaty of 1783 or the law of nations is immaterial), are— 

First, to take fish, as follows: 

: e “ the southern coast of Newfoundiand, from Cape Ray to the Ramea 
siands, 
b. On the western coast of the same, from Cape Ray to Quirpon Island, on the 
northern extremity of Newfoundland. 
e. On the shores of Magdalen Island. 
d. On the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of the coast of Labrador, from Mt. 
Joli indefinitely northward. 


‘These are the positive concessions, and no more. It will be noted that 
there is no concession to take fish on the coasts of Nova Scotia, New 
Brunswick, or Cape Breton, and on the remainder of the coaSt of New- 
foundland not mentioned above, including all its eastern and part of 
its southern coast. 

The liberty of curing and drying fish is granted on the southern coast 
of Newfoundland from Cape Ray to the Ramea Islands and on the coasts 
of Labrador. 

Then comes the renunciation of the United States, which is of the 
liberty theretofore claimed or enjoyed of taking, drying, or curing fish 
‘fon or within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, and 
harborsof all other of His Majesty’s dominions,’’ which, as I have shown 
conclusively, means 3 miles from the coasts and 3 miles from the en- 
trance of the bays, ete., our claim, however, being to 3 miles from the 
shores in all bays more than 6 miles wide. 

Under the treaty now before us as to fishing rights we have the right 
to take fish as before, under the convention of 1818: 

a, On the southern and western coasts of Newfoundland. 
b. On the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of Labrador, besides our rights in 
the open seas. 

ec. On the shores of the Magdalene Islands. 

So far the convention and treaty are the same, Under the true con- 
struction of the convention of 1818 we have no right of entering into 
any of the bays, harbors, or creeks, except for shelter, repair, wood, 
and water, being expressly excluded from entry for any ‘‘ other pur- 
pose whatever.”’ 

Under the treaty we may enter for the same purposes, and in addi- 
tion under the second clause of Article XI we may enter ‘‘ established 
ports of entry ’’ to purchase supplies for the homeward voyage, and our 
fishing vessels are to have on all occasions in such ports the liberty to 
purchase casual or needful provisions or supplies. 

This is a very important gain, as I shall show hereafter. 

Under the convention of 1818, when our vessels entered into any of 
the British ports for shelter, repairs, wood, or water, they were sub- 
ject to port charges, to be made to report, enter and clear, to compul- 
sory pilotage, to harbor dues, and light dues. The exercise of these 
rights, or some of them, had been the causes of great expense, trouble, 
and annoyance to our fishing vessels. 

‘That these charges were common is seen throughout our diplomatic 
correspondence, and thecomplaints made by ourfishermen. (See Senate 
Executive Document No. 100, Thirty-second Congress, first session, on 
pages 73, 74, 77, 79, 80, 81, and Nos. 11 and 47 in list of vessels fur- 
nished by minority report on this treaty, commencing on page 52.) 

Under the treaty on entry of our vessels for the four purposes named 
they are required only to conform to harbor regulations common to 
them and to the fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland. They 
need not report or clear when entry is for shelter or repairs, nor when 
entering outside of established ports of entry for wood or water; and 
they are not liable for compulsory pilotage, nor when in for shelter, 
repairs, wood, and water are they liable for harbor dues, tonnage dues, 
buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues. This isa great gain for 
our vessels, Under the convention of 1818 an American vessel having 
entered a bay or harbor for any of the four purposes therein mentioned, 
namely, shelter, repairs, wood, and water, could do nothing and pro- 
cure nothing but these four things. Under the treaty by Article XI, 
any vessel entering for any casualty whatever may unload, reload, 
transship, or sell all fish on board when necessary or incidental to re- 
pairs, and may replenish outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or 
lost by disaster; and in case of death or sickness shall have all needful 
facilities, including shipping of a crew. 

These are important gains under the treaty, and essential even in 
many cases to a successful trip of a vessel. Under the same article 
our fishing vessels may, on their homeward voyage, have licenses free 
of charge for the purchase of supplies in established ports of entry; and 
our vessels also on all occasions are to have licenses to purchase casual 
and needful supplies and provisions. 

These licenses to purchase supplies in established ports of entry are 
of the utmost importance, and of themselves ought to require of us a 
ratification of the treaty. 
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Mr. President, in the fishing business, asin nearly all others, the tend- 
ency of modern economic and industrial arrangements has been to 
crush out all small enterprises and men of small means and small capi- 
tal. So that we are now, at the end of this century of so-called prog- 
ress met, face to face with this, to me, appalling state of affairs, that 
small, independent workers, who formerly owned their own ships and 
conducted personally their own affairs, are being driven—in fact, almost 
entirely driven—from business by the greater economy and efficiency of 
larger enterprises, larger establishments, wherein the owners and man- 
agers are not workers and the laborers are merely wage-receivers. The 
almost infinite subdivision of labor, on account of its greater productive 
efliciency when so subdivided, has produced and is producing, as a neces- 
sary consequence thereof, a division of mankind into two classes, one— 
and that a small one—large capitalists, wage-payers, and the other— 
the many—wage-receivers. This subdivision has also had a tendeucy 
to narrow and compress the energies and the faculties of laborers, by con- 
fining the mind.to the performance of a single kind of work, which, 
alter some practice, produces skillfully, and well, by the mere trained 
operation of the hand, without conscious mental effort. One of the re- 
sults of thissubdivision is that laborers confined for years to the perform- 
ance of a single manual operation become incapable of that variety of 
thought so necessary to conduct skillfully a successful business. 

This is one of the great obstacles which men, once entering one of 
these large establishments and devoting their attention for years to one 
simple operation of manual labor, are rarely able to overcome success- 
fully, and which prevents them from emerging from the class of wage- 
earners. 

As enterprises, as establishments become larger and larger, necessa- 
rily this division makes the managing class relatively smaller and the 
laboring class relatively larger. ‘This, Mr. President, is not a good 
thing for the wage-earners, and not being good for them, itis not a good 
thing for the country, not a good thing forthe human race, How this 
tendency may be counteracted and reversed I may not be able to de- 
termine; but seeing it, feeling deeply its pernicious and baleful work- 
ings, I declare it to be the duty of the Government when two courses 
are open in any proposed matter, one to increase the tendency, the 
other having a contrary effect, to choose the latter. In the beginning, 
when inshore fisheries were allowed to us, and a frequent resort to the 
shore, the fishing vessels were small. It needed but small capital to 
own one and but few men to manage it successfully; hence in those 
days the owners of these small vessels were frequently part of the crew 
which sailed them and took fish. It was not beyond the hopes and 
aspirations of the poorest sailor and fisherman working in one of these 
vessels that in a few years he might be the sole or a part owner of the 
vessel on which he worked. 

But, sir, this is all now changed—the vessels are large, the equip- 
ments in seines and other supplies more expensive; so that they who 
run and manage the vessel and take the fish are rarely, if ever, inter- 
ested in the vessel itself. 

Now, Mr. President, if we give, as this treaty does, the opportunity 
of smaller vessels being employed in the fisheries, we will have done 
much to arrest the evil tendency I have noted. If we secure a resort 
alone to the shores on easy terms, not only for wood, water, repairs, 
and shelter, but for supplies of all kinds, together with transport of 
the catch, we encourage the use of the smaller vessels, we encourage 
independent, smaller workers in the owning of the vessels on which 
they sail. Ithink this is oneof the most beneficent effects of the treaty, 
even as it now stands, and these benefits would be increased if we 
hereafter secure the reciprocity proposed by Article XV of the treaty. 

I send to the desk a copy of a letter on this subject written by Mr. 
Dimick, secretary of the Boston Fish Bureau, to Mr. Switzler, chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics, which he has sent to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
The Secretary will read the letter, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Orricr or Boston Fisn Bureac, No. 3 Lonc WHARF, 
Boston, June 30, 1888. 

Dear Str: It is almost impossible for me to answer the questions you have 
asked. The bureau was organized in 1875, and has keptstatistics of vessels and 
men engaged in the northeast fisheries only since 1880, An accurate record of 
the comparative size of fishing vessels would be compiled, I think, only from 
the records of the custom-houses at the fishing ports. It is impossible to sepa- 
rate vessels that fish on our shore and those that fish on the Canadian coast for 
along ey of years. Some years nearly the whole mackerel fleet goes to 
the Gulf of St. Lawrence (generally spoken of as the “* North Bay ’’), and some 
years very few. , . : 

In a general way I can say that theaverage size of fishing vessels (leaving out 
the small craft which fish only close to our shore) is probably twice that of fifty 

years . 
y Wan Gvcthas crew has largely increased, but not quite in proportion to in- 
crease in the size of vessel. 

There is a very much smaller proportion of fishermen owners than formerly. 
This is owing mainly to the fact that the majority of the fishermen (optside of 
the small craft which furnish fresh fish for the daily market, which fish near 
the shore) are foreigners. 

Iam told that fifty years ago, on Cape Cod, three-fourths of the fishermen 
were owners in the fishing vessels and that there are not one-fourth now. 

Gloucester, our largest fishing port, has jeally no fishermen owners. 
A few captains are owners or part owners of their vessels, but the number i» 


very small. 

The comparative cost of fitting a vessel is a very difficult matter to arrive at. 
It varies from r to year with the varying price of suppliesin the market. 

In the penen a, 1886, and 1887, wages of codfishermen were considerably re- 
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duced, and owing io this and cheapness of some supplies, the cost of catching 
codfish was less than for many years. This year it will bea little more as price 
of salt is higher, and wages on the whole a trifle higher. 
Very truly yours, 
F. F. DIMICK, Secretary. 
Mr. W. F. Switz_er,_ 
Chief of Bureau of Statistics. 

Mr. GEORGE. In addition to that, I obtained from the Treasury 
Department some statistics showing the increase in the size of the fish- 
ing vessels. In 1775 the average tonnage of fishing vessels was 37 tons. 
In 1830 it was 41 tons. In 1854 it was 67 tons. In 1865 it was 76 
tons. In 1871 it was 81 tons. In 1885 it was 100 tons. : 

So we see there has been a continued and steady advance in the size 
of the vessels, and at the same time a continued and steady decrease in 
the ownership of vessels by the fishermen. 

OBJECTION AS TO NON-PREVENTION OF BRITISH RIGHTS IN OUR PORTS. 


Mr. President, it is complained in the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations that the treaty does not put the fishing vessels of 
Canada and Newfoundland in American ports on the same footing 
with American fishing vessels in their ports. This certainly is a very 
curious objection, if it be well founded. The treaty in that view se- 
cures the rights named in it to our vessels, and leaves us to give or 
grant to the Canadian vessels just such rights as we please in our ports. 
This is exactly what has been done in all our treaties on this subject. 
In the treaty of 1783 not a word was said about the rights of British 
provincial fishing vessels in the ports of the United States, and so in 
the convention of 1818. Both those international compacts were made 
to secure and protect American rights. The British in neither claimed 
nor asked for similar rights for their vessels in our ports. This left us, 
Mr. President, in the best possible of all conditions. We had treaty 
rights in the British ports and they had noneinours. Ifthey exercise 
any rights here, it is by our graceand permission. Wemay grantsuch 
rights on such terms as we please, change or modify them, or with- 
draw them altogether. Whatever our conduct may be in reference to 
Canadian vessels, we still have our rights named in this treaty, rights 
secured by it without granting similar rights to the Canadians. That 
might be an objection from the Canadian standpoint, but certainly is 
no reason why Americans should reject the treaty. The twelfth article 
of the treaty does, however, secure (what the treaty of 1783 and con- 
vention of 1818 did not) the same rights to Canadian vessels that are 
secured to us, 

This was a demand of the British provinces that we could not de- 
cently resist. But that is not the objection which the Committee on 
Foreign Relations make. Their objection is, that this article did not 
go further and by negative words restrict the rights of Canadian vessels 
in our ports to the treaty rights secured to our vessels in the ports of 
the Dominion and of Newfoundland. Let us look at this matter a lit- 
tle. The treaty rights of the vessels of both countries are exactly the 
. same under this new treaty. These rights each Government is by the 
treaty bound to the other to observe. A refusal to do this would bea 
violation of treaty obligations, which would release the other party and 
even give good cause for war. When these rights are respected the 
treaty is satisfied. As to other and additional rights, each Government, 
in virtue of its sovereignty and independence, may grant or withhold 
them at its own will, and if at any time it shall grant any such rights 
it may recall them at pleasure. The objection of the committee, there- 
fore, is that the United States do not in this treaty bind themselves to 
take away rights which they may have voluntarily granted and tie 
their hands from granting any such rights in the future. The commit- 
tee insist that the United States shall enter into an obligation restrict- 
ing its own sovereign powers. 

‘They complain that the United States by this treaty are left free to act 
for their own interests in all matters outside of the treaty, so that if it 
shall be, as it is, to the interest of our people to sell fishing supplies 
to Canadian vessels, or if any other right granted to the Canadian ves- 
sels would be more to our benelit than to theirs, we shall be bound by 
the treaty not to grant it, however much we might desire for our own 
advantage to do so. 

THE NUMBERING OF THE VESSELS. 


Like this is the objection that we may grant licenses to the Canadian 
vessels without their being numbered. On this subject we are left by 
the treaty free to require such numbering or not as we may see proper. 
All there is of this is that the Dominion was not willing to be bound 
to grant these licenses without the numbering. We wanted the li- 
censes as a treaty right and they stipulated to give them, but on the 
terms named in the treaty, we, as to these, being left to do just as 
we please, for the twelfth article only secures to ian vessels the 
same rights our vessels have by the treaty; and therefore if an Ameri- 
can vessel can not without a license to buy trade in a Canadian port 
without also being numbered, so the Canadian vessels can not have a 
license to buy in our ports except on the same equal terms if we re- 
quire it. 

THE PENALTIES FIXED BY THE TREATY. 

Mr. President, another objection is that the treaty by its fortrteenth 
article fixes penalties for a violation of the treaty. 
This— 
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The committee say— 


is a singular provision (and probably unique) to be found in a treaty between 
two civilized nations, the general tenor of whose laws and the general social nat- 
ure of whose institutions are very nearly homogeneous. 


Whether the committee intends by this objection to complain of the 
introduction of such a provision in any treaty between civilized nations, 
or only between Great Britain and the United States, as these are the 
only two— 

The general tenor of whose laws and the general social nature of whose in- 
stitutions are very hearly homogeneous— 

Iam unable to say. If they are to be understood as saying that such 
@ provision between the United States and any highly civilized nation 
is objectionable, then I answer: That such was not the opinion of the 
fathers; such is not the American doctrine, if the men of the Revolu- 
tion are to be trusted to expound American doctrines. The treaty of 
1778 with France was the first treaty ever made by the United States. 
As was shown yesterday, by its ninth article it regulated fishing rights 
between the United States and France, and in doing so it was not 
deemed by the fathers unique. peculiar, or objectionable, to make a 
provision in reference to a penalty for a violation of treaty rights, and 
that penalty, it so happens, is exactly the same penalty as the highest 
prescribed in the treaty before us, namely, a contiscation of the vessel. 

If, however, the committee mean to object only to such a provision 
in a treaty with Engiand—and not to the justice and rightfulness of 
the provision itself, I leave itto their wisdom,ortheir ingenuity, which 
ever it may require, to explain to the American people, why a treaty 
should be rejected when made with Great Britain, because it contains 
a provision admittedly just and honorable in treaties with all other 
nations. 

And, Mr. President, whilst on this subject, I will say that the four- 
teenth article, on penalties and procedure against vessels violating the 
treaty, is of great value. It restricts the penalty of forfeiture to un- 
lawful fishing or preparing to fish unlawfully inthe prohibited waters. 
For all other offenses the penalty is not to exceed a fine of $3 per ton. 
It provides also for speedy and convenient trial of the vessel seized,: 
allows a defense to be made, without security for costs, unless the 
vessel be bailed—requires that reasonable bail shall be allowed, and 
permits appeals only to the owners of ourvessels—refusing them to the 
other side; and requires all judgments of forfeiture to be reviewed by 
an imperial officer—the governor-general in council. 

These are all very valuable rights secured to our citizens by the 
treaty. 

I ask the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who has examined 
the subject, to explain our statutes about trials of seizures. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Mississippi asks me to say something 
about the provisions of our statutes in regard to seizures for violations 
of the customs laws and customs regulation which I alluded to the 
other day when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was speak- 
ing. I suppose I can best answer his question by giving him a sum- 
mary that I had made of our statutes in that regard. 

Section 909 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which I 
read at length the other day, provides that in case of seizure for viola- 
tion of customs laws or duties the burden of proof shall be put upon 
the man who opposes the seizure. I read that the other day. 

Mr. HOAR. Only when probable cause has first been shown for the 
prosecution. 

Mr.GRAY. I will read section 909. 
the other day. Section 909 provides: 


In suits or informations brought, where any seizure is made pursuant to any 
act providing for or regulating the collection of duties on imports or tonnage, 
if the property is claimed by any person, the burden of proof shall lie upon 
such claimant: Provided, That probable cause is shown for such prosecution, 
to be judged of by the court. : 


Section 923 of the Revised Statutes, which I will not take the time 
to read but will give the purport of, obliges the claimant of a vessel 
or goods seized to give bond to prosecute the suit and respond to 
costs. 

Section 970 of the Revised Statutes in such cases denies costs to the 
successful opponent of seizure, and relieves the seizing officer from 
liability for such seizure, if the court thinks there was reasonable 
cause for the seizure. 

Section 975 has similar provisions in another case. 

Section 971 mulcts the unsuccessful opponent of seizure in double 
costs, so that if a person intervenes as the owner of the vessel or goods, 
denying the legality of the seizure, and does not succeed, this section 
imposes upon him double costs, making it in all cases at his own risk 
when he defends a suit. 

Section 979 awards to the successful opponent of seizure possession 
of his property, but only after he has paid his costs. 

Section 3073 enables officers making the seizure to plead the general 
issue and give the act of Congress as special matter in evidence. 

That, I presume, covers the point alluded to by the Senator. 

THE BRITISH SIDE. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it has been said in this debate, and will 
probably again be said, that the contention of those who favor the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty is on the British side; that it surrenders American 
rights; is contrary to American ideas and American principles. One an- 


I read it at length, I believe, 
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swer to thisis thatitis my plain duty, that itis the plain duty of the Sen- 
ate, in determining whether we will accept or reject this treaty, to ascer- 
tain fairly and truly our rights as they now exist and comparethem with 
our rights as they would be if this treaty were accepted or ratified. As 
an American Senator charged by the Constitution of our country with 
giving advice to the President as to the conclusion of treaties, it is my 
duty to give this advice honestly, frankly, and on full consideration or 
every fact, every principle involved, so that he, the sole representative 
of the American people in our intercourse with foreign nations, may 
do what an honest and conscientious regard for the welfare and honor 
of the United States may demand. That this advice might be given 
freely and fully, without embarrassment or injury to the country, 
our deliberations on treaties have hitherto, in accordance with the 
sound judgment and wise and patriotic foresight of our fathers been 
confidential. In this confidential family meeting of the representatives 
of the States there was full and free conference and debate, the world 
being excluded from our deliberations. All party considerations were 
banished; all desire to attain any other end than the public good was 
suppressed; each Senator was expected, in the discharge of the high 





duty imposed by the Constitution to declare to his fellow-Senators ! 


fully and freely the facts and the arguments which he deemed proper for 
their consideration. In the discharge of this duty in this confidential 
family session there was no danger of injury to our country by the dis- 
closure of views which were in opposition to some of the claims we had 
put forth. These confidential deliberations are like the confidential 
communications between our Government and its foreign ministers, 
matters to be considered only by us. How often, sir, when such com- 
munications are afterwards published, does the presence of marks of 
omission show to us and show to the world that the matter omitted 
is of that nature that publication of it would not be proper. In the 
diplomatic correspondence of one of our most eminent statesmen, Mr. 
Everett, in relation to the very subject we now deliberate upon, are 
such marks, showing omissions in the published copy. 
THE SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE, 

The attention of the Senate was called to this several weeks ago by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr.GrAy]. Afterwards the Senator from 
Alabama, whose services on the Committee on Foreign Relations as the 
senior member of the minority, on this and other matters concerning 
our foreign intercourse deserves and will receive the gratitude of the 
country—afterwards, I say, the Senator from Alabama offered a reso- 
lution calling on the President for these omitted portions of Mr. Ev- 
erett’s letter. That resolution, strangely enough, in view of the former 
action of the majority of the Senate removing confidence and secrecy 
fram all deliberations on this subject, was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations for their opinion and advice. For many days, 
even weeks, and after many meetings of that committee, that resolu- 
tion sleeps in the unrufiled quietude, in the tranquil repose of studied 
neglect and of lordly contempt. That committee, by the sole action 
of the majority, every one of whom voted to reverse the traditions 
and rules of the Senate extending through a century, and thus throw 
open to the world our debates on the ratification of this treaty, will 
neither advise nor refuse to advise the Senate to make an effort to un- 
cover one of the important secrets connected with our discussions. 
‘They decline toactatall. They neither go forward nor retreat, butstand 
stillinsullen, stubborn silence. They dare notask the President for the 
information for fear they may discover something they would not like 
to know and would not like the American people to know. They dare 
not recommend a refusal to ask, for that would be to confess in the face 
of the world that their boasted desire to have all that concerns the 
ratification of this treaty made known was a mere sham, a miserable 
pretense, an adroit feint to cover a partisan movement. They dare 
not ask for it to be communicated in secret session and to be con- 
sidered in secret session, for that would be an acknowledgment of 
error in ordering secret sessions abolished, and would a’so present to 
the American people the unseemly spectacle that a majority of the 
American Senate would be guilty of the mere pretense of partial and 
incomplete open sessions for mere party purposes, returning to secrecy 
only when it was suspected that something would be disclosed which 
might operate against party interests, party success. 

Sir, this non-action on the resolution of the Senator from Alabama 
seems to bear the construction that it is the wish of the majority that 
while we are by their action to have open sessions, yet all that which 
favors the ratification of the treaty shall in some way be concealed, 
so that there may be a condemnation of the President at all events, 
even by a covering up of material facts. 

This purpose is by no means a matter of surprise after what has 
occurred. For the Senate, by requiring this debate to be open, in the 
hearing of the world, has deliberately abdicated its constitutional ex- 
ecutive function of advising and consenting to treaties, so. far as this 
treaty is concerned, and substituted therefor an unseemly e, in 
order to sustain before the American people a predetermined rejection 
of a treaty securing to us the most valuable rights and surrendering 
nothing whatever. This debate on the part of the majority is not for 
constitutional advice to the President, but is a mere apology for a pre- 
ordained result, and an arraignment of the President for his action in 
this matter. Under these circumstances, when diplomatic reserve, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Ses 


JULY 13, 


a 


secrecy, and confidential consultations have been abandoned without 
reason relating to the public welfare, but solely toembarrass and bring 
into disrepute the Administration, and surrendering the welfare of the 
American people to secure an advantage in a partisan contest, to win 
victory when victory is not due, I interpret my duty to be to discuss 
the whole subject freely and fairly, and to notice every fact and argu- 
ment I deem important. Since the appeal is made to the American 
people, I construe my duty to be to so act that their judgment should 
not be invoked on half truths, on a partial and mutilated statement of 
the case. 

Mr. President, if in my investigation of this subject I have reached 
conclusions adverse to some of the rights sometimes asserted in our 
behalf, it is a consolation to kuow that by the treaty under consideration 
these very rights so alleged to exist, all of them that are valuable, are 
secured, and in addition many more. It is also a consolation to know 
that whatever I may say can be of no harm to my country, no injury 
to any single human being in all this world, save only to myself. In 
what I have said and shall say, I have spoken and will speak no one’s 
opinion but my own. I pretend to speak and have authority to 
speak for no person in office or out of ofiice; not knowing and not caring 
who may approve or who may condemn, save only that great generous 
and magnanimous people whose commission I hold, and to whom I am 
responsible for all I do or omit to do as a Senator on this floor. My 
position in public life is too humble, my influence too limited to give 
any weight to what I may say, beyond what may be rightly due to 
the same matter, if written and published anonymously. What I have 
said is based on public authentic records. If I have mistaken them 
or misinterpreted them the correction is easy, if correction be deemed 
necessary by the learned opponents of the treaty. If convicted of error 
I shall be glad to be corrected; for, sir, I have no feeling, no wish, no 
interest, no bias nor prejudice, other than to do my duty to the Senate 
and to my country. But, sir, it should not be forgottea that the main 
question before us is not as to the absolute verity of the arguments I 
have advanced, but whether, being urged in opposition to our rights 
as they have been asserted, they do not constitute a sincere doubt, 
which ought to be removed by negotiation, and which constitutes a fair 
ground of compromise of conflicting claims. Can any Senator with con- 
fidence say that there is no doubt. And if there be sincere and just 
ground for doubt, shall we assume the attitude of infallibility denied 
to all other children of the human race, and say we will not consider 
even adverse claims, will not treat or negotiate so that there may be, as 
there will be if this treaty is ratified, a fair and honorable adjustment 
of these long-standing and irritating disputes. 

MR, WEBSTER’S VIEWS. 

Mr. Webster, in a circular printed in a Boston paper on July 19, 1852, 
referring to the claim of Great Britain of rights under the convention 
of 1818, said: 

It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make so largea 
concession to England, Since— 

Now note what follows— 

Since the United States had usually considered those vast inlets or recesses of 
the ocean— 

Yes, vast inlets and recesses of the ocean, not the Lilliputian bays, 
not wider nor larger than Long Island Sound, or Chesapeake, or Dela- 
ware Bay— 


but the United States had usually considered that those vast inlets and recesses 
of the ocean— 


As Mr. Webster continned— 
ought to be open to American fishermen as freely as the sea itself to within 3 
marine miles of the shore— 
and not that these vast inlets and recesses were under the convention 
of 1818 actually so open. 

It can not escape notice how careful the language is. 

First. He states that there was undoubtedly an oversight in the con- 
vention of 1818. What is an oversight but a failure to insert some- 
thing in the convention which would sustain our claims if it had been 
inserted, or a failure or neglect by which language was used in the 
convention which militates against our rights ? 

Second. The oversight was in making ‘‘so large a concession to Eng- 
land’’ as the convention makes. The concession is in relation to the 
vast inlets and recesses of the ocean, as Mr. Webster states it. Will 
the Committee on Foreign Relations state what is this large, too large, 
concession, which was an oversight in the convention of 1818, and which 
that instrument made, and which concern these vast inlets and re- 
cesses, if in fact and in truth it was not a concession, that our rights 
to fish did not extend to them nor nearer than 3 miles to them? No 
fair and just answer can be made to this. For Mr. Webster explains 
his own meaning by giving as the reason for his statement that this 
large concession was an oversight, ‘‘since the United States had usu- 
ally,” not always, not uniformly considered, but ‘‘ usually considered 
those vast inlets and recesses of the ocean ought to be open’’ to the 
fisherman as freely as the sea itself to within 3 miles of the shore. 

Now sir, if, as the committee contend, the true meaning of the 
convention of 1818 is that the United States had by it a right to take 
fish in the vast inlets and recesses of the ocean as freely as in the sea 
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itself, to within 3 miles of the shore, then it follows that no conces- 
sion was made and no oversight committed, and that we actually 
now have as our undoubted possession what Mr. Webster said by an 
undoubted oversight we had conceded away to England. Then the 
undoubted oversight which Mr. Webster said made too large a con- 
cession to England, was as his words plainly mean, a failure to have the 
convention made according to a view which we had usually enter- 
tained—that is, as the United States had usually considered that our 


understanding. 

Mr. Webster in the same circular asserts, as I stated on yesterday, 

that a bay, as usually understood, is an arm or recess of the sea enter- 
ing from the ocean between capes or headlands, and that the term is 
equally applied to small and large bodies of water. He knew that 
this term was used in the convention in that clause in which we 
renounced our fishing rights, renouncing them in bays, harbors, creeks, 

alike. So he felt impelled to make the remark I have commented 

on about the concession being too large. 

Yet it is said that notwithstanding all this Mr. Webster’s opinion 

isthe other way. This contention is based on a remark near the close 

of the circular, in which he stated his non-agreement to the view 

thata construction of the convention of 1818 which he had just quoted 

was conformable to the intention of the contracting parties. 

The construction which he had just quoted, and to which he stated 
his non-agreement, was the construction placed on the convention by 

the law officers of England, in which the extreme headland theory was 

asserted, as explained by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 

when he addressed the Senate on thissubject—a construction and theory 

which would have excluded us not only from what are properly bays, 

but from concave indents of the coast where the different and opposing 
headlands were a hundred miles apart. 

But, Mr. President, taking the whole of the circular together, are 
we prepared to say that there is no doubt about the meaning of the 
convention of 1818, and that the English construction of it is so clearly 
in opposition to its true meaning that it deserves no consideration what- 
ever. We should deal fairly with ourselves and with the worldin the 
construction of treaties and the obligation they impose upon us. If 
we discover that by an oversight, or otherwise, we have made too large a 
concession, as Mr. Webster said we did, this does not authorize us 
to construe the treaty as if no oversight had been committed and no 
concession made. In such a case we are bound to resort to friendly 
negotiation to correct the oversight—to reduce the concession. This 
“the President has done, so that in the treaty before us there is no con- 
cession of any substantial value, even on the theory of international 
law contended for by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

THE BRITISH SIDE—ANSWER, 

But, sir, the charge of taking the British side in this controversy, if 
worth making, is worth repelling, and especially so since the answer 
is complete and overwhelming. The main point in dispute turns upon 


1818 means all ‘‘ bays’’ in the British dominions, as Mr. Webster said 
it did, or only ‘‘ bays’’ 6 miles wide and under. 

In what I have stated in opposition to the view that ‘‘ bays ’’ capable 
of exclusive national dominion are those only 6 miles wide and under, 
I have but stated the truthof history. If that truth be on the British 
side, I am not responsible for it. The President is not responsible for 
it. They who made the history are responsible. a 

I deny that history is on the British side, and I propose to prevent, 


side, surrendering forever great American interests. I deny that the 


independence, and who, as I have shown, in that momentous hour 
when appealing to Heaven for the rectitude of their purposes and com- 
mitting themselves and their country to the guidance and support of a 
generous Providence, and seeking alliances to aid them in their struggle 
for liberty and independence, affirmed in the most solemn manner 
their right and the right of France under the law of nations to con- 
quer and then occupy as their sole possession and property, exclusive 
of all other nations, this great fishery in al! its parts, on bays large 
and small and on the ocean itself, in that act, intended and designed 
to destroy utterly British power in America, were on the British side. 
_ Ideny that John Adams, testy, passionate, vehement in speech and 
in action, with an all-consuming love of his country, and well-informed 
as to all that concerned her interests and the advancement and welfare 
of her people—that this man, in his negotiations for the treaty of 1783, 
in demanding our admission to this on the ground that it was 
our rightful share in an acquisition and possession of the British peo- 
pie, secured by war, in which we contributed our blood and treasure 
more than our due proportion, was in that act on the British side. I 
deny that his no less illustrious son in 1816, when, in resisting British 
pretensions, based mainly on the position now assumed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and denied by me, namely, that fishing in 
the open .sea in the neighborhood of Newfoundland is the common 
right of all nations. he affirmed as the basis of our rights that the 
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rights in these vast inlets and recesses were as stated by him—it was | 
an oversight resulting in too large a concession to England that we | United States over the high seas extended beyond the 3-miles limit to 
did not cause the convention to be made according toour theory and | the Gulf Stream, was on the British side. 


the question whether the word ‘‘bays’’ used in the convention of. 


great and patriotic men of 1776, who first declared and then won our | 
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whole fishery in bays and inlets and on the open seas was before our 
independence the exclusive possession of the British people, of whom we 
were a part, and afterwards the joint possession of Great Britian and 
the United States, was on the British side. 

I deny that George Washington and his Secretary of State, Thomas 
Jefferson, in 1793, when forcing France to return a British vessel cap- 
tured in Delaware Bay on the ground that the capture was in Ameri- 
can waters, were on the British side. 

I deny that Jefferson in claiming that the rightful jurisdiction of the 


I deny that the great American jurist, Chancellor Kent, in claiming 
jurisdiction for the United States over large bodies of sea-water on our 
eastern coast many miles from the shore, inclosed by lines drawn 
from distant points of the shore, jutting out into the sea, hundreds of 
miles apart, and in claiming a like jurisdiction over all that part of the 
Gulf of Mexico included between the shores, and a line drawn from 
the southern Cape of Florida to the mouth of the Mississippi, was on 
the British side. 

I deny that the whole American people, in claiming and exercising 
exclusive jurisdiction over Delaware Bay, 13 miles wide; over Long 
Island Sound, 10 miles wide; over the Chesapeake, 12 miles wide, are 
on the British side. 

All these claims, sir, are American claims, made by eminent and 
patriotic Americans, and sustained by the American people, to protect 
and subserve American rights and American interests. If all these 
were false to American rights, then I am also false. I may well bear 
the unjust reproach of being on the British side when in such illustri- 
ous company. 

AMERICAN RIGHTS AND DUTIES. 

Mr. President, I have stated and have endeavored to support what 
I conceive to be the true view in this controversy. I have stood and 
I mean to stand on those principles of the law of nations, so far as 
this continent is concerned, which gives our country her rightful mas- 
tery over American seas. I do not intend to barter this great birth- 
right of Americans for an alleged temporary advantage, a mere miser- 
able mess of pottage. The inheritance, the mission of the American 
people is to occupy for their possession forever the North American 
continent from the polar seas to the isthmus which connects us with 
the southern hemisphere, including all islands and seas which lie next 
to it. The Monroe doctrine was but a half truth, a great advance, and 
sufficient for the time in which it was announced. That doctrine for- 
bids future European colonization in the western hemisphere. It will 
in the no very distant future assume its rightful and logical develop- 
ment in the exclusion, or if need be expulsion, from the North Ameri- 
can continent and the West Indies of all European territorial and ju- 
risdictional rights. 

That, sir, is destiny, certain, inexorable. Nothing can prevent it ex- 
cept the failure of the American people to rise to the height of their 
great mission, their surrender of doctrines announced by our fathers, 
their concession of permanent and enduring rights to mere temporary 
expediency. The colonization and settlement of the North American 
continent by Europeans was in the first instance a necessity. It was 
essential to redeem these broad and favored lands from savage worth- 
lessness and reduce them to the service of civilization and progress. 
Especially, sir, was this colonization by the British people a benefit to 
the human race, for in the wilderness they planted not only civiliza- 
tion but also the seeds of free institutions, where, unaffected and un- 
hampered by the kingly and monarchical traditions of the Old World, 
they will reach their full development. But as in Mr. Monroe’s tirhe 


so far as I may be able, history from being rewritten so as to be on that | further British as well as further European colonization was a political 


anachronism, so in the not distant future European possessions before 
attained will beout of date. Thisiscertain. We may hasten or retard 
it, but it can not be prevented. We may so act as to cause the ag- 
gregation ofthe people of North America under one flag to be delayed, 
to be accompanied with friction, even war and bloodshed. We may so 
act that when this aggregation shall come it will be but a mere forcible 
conjunction of adverse and hostile peoples, instead of a real union, not 
only in political but in commercial and social relations. 

That the attraction of these peoples to our flag should be by kind- 
ness, by friendly acts, the natural result of kindred hopes and kindred 
aspirations and common interests, is manifestly wiser and better; bet- 
ter for them and better for us. The Canadians are already tutored in 
self-government. The voluntary transfer of their allegiance to the 
American flag would result in no friction, no conflicts. So, sir, it is 
our clear duty, our manifest interests, that in our intercourse with 
them, whilst maintaining fully American rights, we should not irri- 
tate, annoy, or oppress. Such a course will but the more strongly at- 
tach them to the great power beyond the seas, to which they will be 
certain to look for protection and safety. In pursuing this course we 
but do the work of the British Crown. 

Mr. President, we may have, it is not unlikely we will have, ourown 
troubles, which may force us to secure an extension of our borders, or ir 
not our borders the extension of our influence to the south. We have 
now conditions ir: our political, social, and industrial life which never 
before confronted a free people, conditions which might possibly be 
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met with safety for a long time at least in an empire, wherein all the 
people are subjects, not citizens, and by the iron hand of unsympa- 
thizing power, exerted throngh an imperial and unrelenting militarism 
are reduced to a common level, a common equality in political slavery 
and social degradation. Insuch a government the hopes, theaspirations | 
of the great body of the people reach not beyond the securing of personal | 
safety and that comfort and ease coming from the absence of hunger. 


Whether they can be met in safety in a democratic republic, wherein 
the energies of men are so stimulated by liberty as to causea ceaseless, 
ever-enduring contest and rivalry for that superiority, that coveted in- 
equality in wealth, social relations, and individual power and influence, 
which are denied in abstract political rights, and especially when this 
rivalry is intensified by the commingling of heterogeneous and mutu- 
ally repellant, diverse peoples, time alone can determine. I can not, 
no man can, foresee the full extentand effect of the dangers which even 
now seem to menace us by the incorporation into the body of American | 
citizenship of a race, patient, docile, inoffensive, peaceful though it be, 
who yet are without ancestral aptitudes for free institutions, without 
the inherited instincts for self-government, which existing in the Anglo- | 
Saxon race has enabled it to cause progress and advancement in free | 
institutions to be a steady, onward march for more than a millennium. 
if it shall turn out to be true, as that distinguished and philosophic 
statesman, the Senator from Vermont{ Mr. EpMunps], asserted in 1882, 
when advocating the exclusion of the Chinese from this country, that 
homogeneity in a people is a necessary condition of success in free insti- | 
tutions, as shown by all the long reaches of human history from Aris- 
totle to Webster; if it shall come to pass that Mr. Lincoln shall be | 
proven to be right in declaring that the physical differences between the 
two races are such as to forever prevent them from living together in 
one community on terms of perfect equality, then it will also result that 
there will be in the future, when, no man can tell, that arrangements 
will be made bv the free consent of both races by which that close con- 
tact which breeds antagonisms and disorder will be obviated. Whether 
that will be by one means or another, [donot know. Ido know, how- 
ever, that one of the wisest statesmen who ever lived in this country, 
Robert J. Walker, more than forty years ago, pondering then on the 
great problem of African slavery in the United States, or, if you please, 
on that great crime against human rights, foresaw that it could not be 
eternal, And considering what was best for the white people of the 
Union, best for the unfortunate people held in bondage, he looked with 
hope to the regions south of us as furnishing asolution of the trouble. 

As to whether in the providence of God this solution shall ever be 
demanded by the best interests of both races I express here and now no 
opinion. But I will say that in my poor judgment it is the duty of 
American statesmen to commit this country to no policy, to no doctrines 
of public law which will prevent the American people of both races, of 
all races, from seeking such outlets as their necessities and their inter- 
ests may demand for the teeming millions of inhabitants which shall 
in the great future occupy ourland. Beforesuch a danger, before such | 
a necessity, if they shall come, as they may come, all European jurisdic- 
tions, all supposed European rights on this continent must give way. 
The safety of the Republic must be the supreme law. 

Mr. President, I am not predicting events; I am not endeavoring 
with my weak and feeble powers to penetrate into the domain of the 
unknown and the unknowable. I do not pretend to forecast the future. 
but in the face of possible and natural dangers felt by the wisest, recog- 
nized by the great Senator from Vermont, and also by Mr. Lincoln, I wish 
to invoke the Senate, not for a mere temporary advantage, even if it were 
not illusory, not for a mere mess of pottage, not for the poor privilege 
of a delusive banquet at the phantom feast set before us by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to discard American doctrines, reverse 
American policies, which being recognized and maintained by us would 
at least furnish some hope of escape from future troubles and dangers. 

If, sir, there be any who seek an escape from these possible dan- 
gers, who would have homogeneity by the amalgamation of races, the 
substitution of hybridism for the pure blood of either or both races, 
they will be disappointed. If, sir, there be any who, believing the 
overthrow of the South in the late civil war to be a conquest and sub- 
jugation of the Southern people, shall hope by a policy of repression, 
of unfriendly action by the Federal Government, to drive from their 
homes and the homes of their fathers the white race of any one of the 
Southern States, so that it may become homogeneous in being wholly 
African, I tell them this will never happen. It will never come to 
pass that the white people of the South will ever be driven from their 
ancestral homes, or that remaining there they will be other than 
they and the race to which they belong have ever been in all parts of 
the world and in all times, the supreme power in the States they in- 
habit, working out and responsible for the destinies of these States. 

If there be any of the sons of the Southern States so recreant, so 
forgettul of their history and traditions, full as they are of great ex- 
amples of self-sacrifice for the common good, so seduced by hopes of 
personal advancement, so awed by power, as to falter in the discharge 
of the high duties imposed by perils and dangers, as to so seek shelter for 
himself from the storm which beats on all others, he will by that act of 
separation for his individual and personal ends exclude himself from 
the confidence and companionship of that great mass of Southern men 
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and Southern women, who, whilst yielding a cheerful obedience to the 
Constitution and laws of the Union, mean for themselves and for their 
posterity to surrender not one jot or tittle of their inheritance as free 
men and free-women, or of their just and rightful equality in American 
citizenship. 

IF WAR COME, 

Mr. President, I have stated frankly my views on the question be- 
fore the Senate. ‘‘ Shall the Senate advise and consent to the : :1ifica- 
tion of this treaty?’’ Its pre-ordained rejection Ideplore. What will 
in the end result if, rejecting this wise and just treaty, we are turned 
over to retaliation, to non-intercourse, to that acerbity of spirit, that 
inflammation of passions sure to come when two great nations enter into 
reprisals and contests for superiority in the injuries they can inflict, I 
know not. If war come, as seems to be desired by some, then, how- 
ever it may come, on what grounds waged on either side, I shall 
(and the people of Mississippi will) know only that our country is in 
danger. Mississippians will not stop to inquire whether by wiser coun- 
sels, by more moderation, war might have been averted. They will 
rally to the support of their country as Mississippians have never failed 
in the past to do when called to meet a foreign foe. They will hold 
no conventions to criticise or condemn measures taken by the National 
Government for defense, nor will they seek to mark with precision a 
narrow line for the exercise of the military powers of the Constitution. 
There will not be in all the broad land of the South one single as- 
semblage, one single convention, which, like the Hartford Convention 
of 1814, sitting with closed doors, will hold high and solemn debate 
about the conduct of the war. They will hold no convention concern- 
ing which it may rightly be said, as was said by John Quincy Adams, 
in December, 1828, concerning the said convention of 1814— 

As he who has hitherto enjoyed unrivaled the honors— 

Of being the putative father of the convention— 


is now disposed to bestow on others the shame of its paternity. May not the 
ostensible and the real character of other incidents attending it be alike diver- 
sified, s0 that the main and ultimate object of that assembly, though beaming 
in splendor from its acts was yet in dim eclipse to the vision of its most dis- 
tinguished members. 


Sir, Senators from New England may raise the absurd and senseless 
clamor that we who favor the ratification of this treaty are taking the 
sritish side; yet if by their folly and perverseness war shall come 
Mississippi will take that side which she took in the last war with 
Great Britain. Mississippi was then a Territory. Her population was 
sparse, most of her fair land being the home of the savage Indian. In 
December, 1814, when the British fleet had captured or sunk our gun- 
boats on Lake Borgne, when they were pushing their advance on New 
Orleans through Bayou St. John, and Chef Mentuer, when panic seized 
the inhabitants of that fair city, fearing that they would be the vic- 
tims of the diabolical watchwords of the invader, ‘‘ Booty and Beauty’’ 
for the conqueror, Andrew Jackson, undismayed, and relying on the 
bravery and skill of his army and the patriotism of his countrymen, 
made, among others, two calls for assistance which that great chief- 
tain knew would be responded to. One of these was for the gallant 
and brave Tennesseeans, under the command of General Coffee, then 
at Natchez. How these gallant sons of that gallant State of which 
Jackson was a citizen, and who in all our wars have so responded to the 
calls of their country as to have won for their mother the proud title 
of the Volunteer State, responded to this call, history has recorded on 
her brightest page. I will not repeat it now. 

That other call which Jackson made was on the gallant Colonel 
Hinds and his squadron of Mississippi Cavalry—the brave soldier 
in whose honor has been named that imperial county of Mississippi 
in which her capital is located. He and his squadron responded, too. 
They hastened to the rescue of the beleaugered city in that manner and 
spirit that, through forests, thickets, and swamps, crossing rivers, 
bayous, quagmires, and morasses, in four days from the receipt of the 
summons from Jackson, marching a distance of 230 miles, they were at 
the side of thatgreatcommander. This march, incelerity of movement, 
inthe hardships and endurance of the men, is unparalleled in history. 
Only one other case approached it in celerity, and that was the pre- 
cipitate flight of General Gates and his few attendants from the battle 
of Camden in 1781, in which, panic adding wings to their feet, they 
accomplished, in escaping from a pursuing enemy, the distance of 80 
miles before the end of the day on which the battle was fought. 

As soon as Hinds and his squadron arrived in New Orleans, without 
rest to recruit men or horses, they became not only the eyes of the 
commanding general but a strong arm of our forces, making daily sor- 
ties, charging the enemy’s outposts, and retreating with full informa- 
tion of his position. That squadron of Mississippians so conducted 
themselves in all the operations about New Orleans, including the great 
battle of the 8th of January, 1815, as to extort from General Jackson, 
after one of the hottest engagements, this compliment: ‘‘ Your un- 
daunted courage this day has excited the admiration of the whole 
army.” 

If war shall come, Mississippi will emulate the example of these, her 
sons. To surpass it is beyond the powers of man. 

APPENDIX. 
TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 1818. 
ArTIcLEe 1. Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by 
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the United States, for the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry, and cure fish on cer- 
tain coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty's dominions in 
America, it is agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants 
of the said United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His 
Britannic Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the 
southern coast of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau 
Islands, on the western and northern coast of Newfoundland; from the said 
Cape Ray to the Quirpon Islands, on the shores ot the Magdalen Islands, and 
also on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks, from Mount Joli, on the southern 
coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence north- 
wardly indefinitely along the coast, without prejudice, however, to any of the 
exclusive rights of the Hudson Bay Company: 
And that the American fishermen shall also have liberty forever to dry and 
cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of the southern 
art of the coast of Newfoundland, hereabove described, and of the coast of 
abrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall be settled, it 
shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish at such portion so 
settled without previous agreement for such purpose with the inhabitants, pro- 
prietors, or possessors of the ground, And the United States hereby renounce 
forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed orclaimed by the inhabitants thereof to 
take, dry or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays. 
creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominionsin America notincluded 
within the above-mentioned limits: Provided, however, That the American fish- 
ermen shall be admitted to enter such bays or harbors for the purpose of shel- 
ter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and of obtaining 
water, and for no other purpose whatever. But they shall be under such re- 
strictions as may be necessary to prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish 
therein, or in any other manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby re- 
served to them. 


Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to detain the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Do.pu], who I understand desires to take the floor at this time, es- 
pecially after having myself occupied so long the attention of the Senate 
on this subject. 

The Senator from Mississippi who has just addressed the Senate, and 
who declined to be interrupted by an interrogatory during his address, 
stated that a certain doctrine or argument of his founded upon the dis- 
tinction between the words “‘ right’? and ‘‘liberty’’ in the treaty of 
1783 established his position, and he was polite enough to say ‘‘ beyond 
honest controversy.’’ 

I shall take the earliest convenient opportunity to do what I ought 
not to interrupt my friend from Oregon to do now—to show that the 
argument which the Senator from Mississippi has brought forward was 
abundantly refuted and overthrown and expressly denied by John 
Quincy Adams, the Secretary of State under whom the treaty of 1818 
was negotiated, and by Richard Rush, who wrote, himself, the lan- 
guage in the treaty of 1818 upon which the Senator from Mississippi com- 
mented. I will place upon the record of the Senate, after the Senator 
from Oregon gets through, the narrative of that whole transaction in 
Mr. Rush’s book, ‘‘Rush’s Occasional Productions,’’ and the narra- 
“- of it by John Quincy Adams and his remarks upon Jonathan Rus- 
sell, 

The argument which the Senator from Mississippi has made was made 
by Jonathan Russell in an attack on John Quincy Adams a few years 
after the treaty of 1818. Itisall there. Mr. Adamsanswered it with 
@ communication to the public which absolutely pulverized reasoning 
and reasoner alike. I remember an honored relative of my own who 
was a member of the House of Representatives telling me that one day 
John Quincy Adams was in the chair in that body, and John Randolph 
was addressing the House and sought to describe the condition of some- 
body who had been thoroughly overthrown and demolished, and with 
that peculiar gesture of his, pointing to the chair, John Randolph said, 
‘‘Mr. Chairman, he Jonathan Russelled him.’’ 

DISTRICT MILITIA. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Oregon kindly yields tome. I 
desire to report from the Committee on Military Affairs a joint resolu- 
tion which I should be glad to have acted upon immediately, because 
it will hardly be of use if it should be postponed any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereportofthe Senator from Con- 
necticut from the Committee on Military Affairs will be received as in 
legislative session, if there be no objection. 

r. HAWLEY. I report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to issue arms and equipments to the 
militia of the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
that peal oo ny business may be informally laid aside and that the 
joint ution be considered as in legislative session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I willstate the case in a moment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield with the understanding that if it leads 
to debate I may interpose an objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will have a right to 
demand the regular order. ~ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will state the case very briefly. The Committee 


on Military Affairs favorably a bill to organize the militia of 
the District of Colum It has — the Senate, and been favor- 
ably considered in the House, but it may be impossible to reach it per- 

this session. In the mean time the House has passed this 


joint resolution, which will enable some arms, tents, and camp equi- 
page to be issued to that militia forthe fall encampment, so that it does 
make so much difference whether the regular bill passes now or 
next December. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to consider the joint resolution. 
The resolution was read at length. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. A single remark, Mr. President. That is sub- 
stantially a paragraph of the bill which has passed the Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining dcébris ques- 
tion in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavehworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had coneurred in tlie 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of Gen- 
eral G. Cluseret. 





EMMA S. FREE. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conferenve on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S, 43!) granting a pensionto Emma &. Free, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment 
said bill, and agree to the same. 

H. W. BLAIR, 


CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part af the Sencte. 
EDWARD LANE, 
JAS. P. WALKER, 
E. N. MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the Hous: 
Mr. Pappocn agrees to this report, but is absent at time of signing. 
H. W. BLAIR. 


to 


The report was concurred in. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public 
building at Brownsville, Tex., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing the Commissioner 
of Navigation to register and enroll as American vessels certain sailing 
vessels of foreign construction, repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, 
and named the Josephineand M.C. Upper, respectively, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bili; which was re- 
terred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY and Mr. EVARTS submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 1156) to encourage the holding of a national indus- 
trial exposition of the arts, mechanics, and products of the colored 
race throughout the United States of America, to be held in the years 
1888 and 1889; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2042) to establish a United States land court and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. , 

The bill (H. R. 1695) to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on the Census. 

The bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining débris ques-: 
tion in the State of California was read twice by its title; and referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

The bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
the Shoshone and Bannack Indians for the surrender and relinquishment 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the 
Territory of Idaho, for the purpose of a town site, and for the grant of 
aright of way through said reservation tothe Utah and Northern Kail- 
way Company, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will again resolve itself 
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into open executive session and resume the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLp1] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senate, under the Constitution, is 
part of the treaty-making power. In the exercise of its functions in 
this regard it is independent and should be as free from Executive in- 
fluence as the Executive in the performance of his purely constitu- 
tional duties is free from legislative control. The question of the ratifi- 
cation or rejection of the treaty now before the Senate should be de- 
termined solely upon its merits. If it is a fair and proper treaty, by 
which the rights of the United States are secured and only reasonable 
concessions made upon matters of honest controversy between the two 
governments, the Senate should advise and consent to its ratification, 
if not, it should reject it. 

I do not place my opposition to this treaty upon the ground of irregu- 
larity inits negotiation. No one has claimed, either in the committee 
or in the Senate, to my knowledge, that it is not properly before the 
Senate for consideration upon its merits, and if ratified will not be as 
valid as if there were no question concerning the official character of 
the persons who negotiated it on the part of the United States. The 
resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama in committee did not 
present that question alone. It was calculated to raise questions not 
material in the present status of the treaty, and upon which there is 
room for difference of opinion, and to divert attention from the merits 
of the treaty. In the committee the motion to lay the resolution on 
the table was made by myself, not because I did not suppose that the 
treaty if ratified would be valid and binding, but because I was not 
willing to say that it had been duly negotiated, and thus approve of 
the manner of the appointment of the American plenipotentiaries with- 
out the advice and consent of the Senate. 

It is not my intention to dwell upon the historical facts connected 
with the question of our fishery rights upon the coasts of British North 
America, which has largely occupied the attention of our Government 
for the last seventy years and is still the subject of controversy with 
Great Britain, and yet as an introduction to what I propose to say con- 
cerning the treaty now under consideration a reference to the facts upon 
which our rights in British waters on these coasts depend and out of 
which the controversies concerning them have arisen seems desirable. 

Prior to the Revolution the inhabitants of the colonies enjoyed in 
common with all British subjects the right to take and dry fish on the 
coastsof the British provinces in North America. The glorious struggle 
which gave birth to a new nation and planted on the shores of the New 
World a government by the people changed their relations to Great 
Britain. Whatever rights they gained by that struggle were acquired 
not by the favor of Great Britain but by force of arms. The struggling 
colonies achieved independence and secured the rights guarantied to 
them by the treaty of 1783 by eight years of war waged against them by 
the powerful Government of Great Britain, conducted in violation of the 
usages of warand of the laws ofhumanity. When victory had crowned 
our arms and peace was about to be declared, our commissioners con- 
tended for the fishery rights which had been enjoyed by the inhabitants 
of the colonies before the war. The British negotiators endeavored to 
induce them to giveuptheclaim. They refused; GreatjBritain yielded, 
and by the third article of the treaty of September 23, 1783, which rec- 
ognized the independence of the United States, it was agreed— 
that the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy unmolested the 
right to take fish of every kind on the Grand Bank and on all other banks of 
Newfoundland; also in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and atall other places in the 
sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time heretofore to fish, 
and also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have liberty to take 
fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as British fishermen 
shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on that island), and also on the coasts, 
bays, and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, 
and that the American fishermen shall have liberty to oy one cure fish in any 
of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, 
and Labrador, so long as the same shall remain unsettled; but so soon as the 
same or either of them shall be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fisher- 


men to dry or cure fish at such settlement, without a previous agreement for 
that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground. 


The right here mentioned to take fish on the banks of Newfound- 
land, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and at sea beyond the territorial 
jurisdiction of the British ions was without question an inherent 
right of the inhabitants of the United States as an independent nation, 
and derived no additional strength from the stipulation of the treaty. 
Whether, as has been contended, the liberty recognized by the treaty 
of the inhabitants of the United States to take fish on the coasts of New- 
foundland and on the coasts, bays, and creeks of all other of His Bri- 
tannic Majesty’s dominions in America, and the liberty of American 
fishermen to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and 
creeks in Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, Labrador, etc., were identical 
with the possession of land and the demarkation of boundary, and 
whether the treaty in that respect is analogous to a deed of partition or 
not, it is certain that these liberties were easements in land servitudes 
in the British territory permanent in their nature, and were no more 
affected by subsequent wars between the two nations than was the title 
to the territory allotted to the United States in the partition of empire 
by the treaty. 

From the ratification of the treaty of 1783 until the war of 1812 there 
does not appear to have been any controversy concerning the fishery 
rights recognized and secured to the inhabitants of the colonies by the 


third article of that treaty. Then came the time when the American 
people, goaded to desperation by the outrages of Great Britain in en- 
slaving American seamen, in capturing American vessels, and unable 
to secure by diplomacy, by embargoes, by non-importation laws, non- 
intercourse laws, liberty for their commerce to exist, determined no 
longer tamely to submit to British aggressions and declared that the 
time had come for resistance by all the means which God had placed 
within their reach. The war of 1812 was fought. Commissioners on 
the part of the two Governments met and negotiated a treaty of peace. 
The British commissioners set up the contention that the rights of the 
United States in the fisheries on the coasts, bays, and creeks of British 
North America and the right of drying and curing fish on the coasts 
of Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, and Labrador depended upon the 
existence of the treaty of 1783, and fell when the treaty was abrogated 
by war. 

The American commissioners maintained that these fishery rights 
were rights existing previous to the treaty of 1783, had been secured 
to the United States upon a division of the British Empire, were per- 
manent in their nature, and could no more be lost by the abrogation of 
all treaties with Great Britain caused by war than our independence, 
the recognition of which was secured by the same treaty. The Amer- 
can commissioners being without instructions, it was agreed to omit 
from the treaty all provisions concerning the rights of American citi- 
zens to fish in British waters, and the claim of Great Britain of the 
right of British subjects to navigate the Mississippi. The effect of this 
omission was to leave the United States in possession of all the rights 
acknowledged or secured to the colonies by the treaty of 1783, which 
were of such a permanent nature as not to be affected by subsequent 
unfriendly relations between the two countries. After peace had been 
concluded conflicts naturally arose between our tishermen and the 
British authorities, and our fishery rights under the treaty of 1783 be- 
came the subject of a diplomatic correspondence, in which Mr. Adams, 
on our part, and Earl Bathurst, on the part of Great Britain, ably 
maintained the views of their respective Governments. Finally, in 
1818, Mr. Rush, our minister to England, assisted by Mr. Gallatin, 
negotiated a treaty, the first article of which was as follows: 

Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States for the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry,and cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, it 
is agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjectsof His Britannic 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands; onthe 
western and northern coast of Newfoundland from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks, from Mount Joly, on the southern coast of Labrador, 
to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely 
along the coast, without prejudice, however, to any oi the exclusive rights of 
the Hudson Bay Company: And that the American fishermen shall also have 
liberty forever to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and 
creeks, of the southern part of the coast of Newfoundland, above described, and 
of the coast of Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall 
be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish at such 

ortion so settled without previous agreement for such pur with the inhab- 
{tants, ———. or possessors of the ground. And the United States hereby 
renounce forever any liberty heretofore ee or claimed by the inhabitants 
thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in Amer- 
ica not included within the above-mentioned limits: Provided, however, That 
the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such baysor harbors for the 
purpose of shelter and repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and of 
obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. But they shall be under 
such restrictions as may necessary to on hh their taking, drying, or cur- 
ing fish therein, or in any other manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby 
reserved to them. 

Great Britain by this treaty succeeded in securing a compromise by 
which our in-shore fishery rights and our rights upon the shores of Brit- 
ish American possessions to dry and cure fish were greatly restricted. 
We renounced forever those rights upon the coasts, bays, creeks, and 
harbors of the British ions in North America where it was not 
stipulated they should continue. The renunciation clause was insisted 
upon by our commissioners to show that they had not abandoned the 
grounds upon which their claims surrendered by the treaty rested, and 
to prevent any implication that the rights not renounced were the sub- 
ject of a new grant. I think we are agreed upon both sides of this 
Chamber that by this treaty we surrendered to Great Britain valuable 
rights. The history of this controversy previous to this period is ma- 
terial to the question now under consideration only as showing the 
origin and foundation of our aha claims to fishery rights within the 
jurisdiction of the British colonial provinces. No one, so far as I am 
aware, except the Senator from Alabama, is prepared to advise or vote 
for the abrogation of the treaty of 1818. : 

Whatever prior rights of the United States were surrendered by that 
treaty, after seventy years of acquiesence it would hardly be consistent 
with the honor and dignity of a great nation to repudiate that treaty 
and contend for the rights then surrendered. The fishermen of the 
United States are content to abide by that treaty. I understand that 
it is the measure of our fishery rights in the waters within the juris- 
diction of the Canadian provinces and Newfoundland, and that the only 
ground for controversy between the two governments concerning these 
rights is the question of the construction of that treaty. ; 

What are the rights of the United States in British waters recognized 
by the treaty of 1818? Calling attention again to the fact that the - 
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right of the inhantants of the United States to fish in all parts of the | 


sea outside of British waters, including the banks of Newfoundland 
and the Gulf of St. Lawrence, isa right not dependent upon either the 
treaty of 1783 or the treaty of 1818, although recognized by the former, 
nor upon our rights as subjects of Great Britain prior to the Revolution, 
but is a natural right possessed in common by the citizens of every 
independent nation. These rights may be stated as follows: 

1. The right of the inhabitants of the United States to fish in the 
territorial waters of British North America, on the southern coast of 
Newfoundland, from Cape Ray to the Ramea Islands; on the western 
and northern coasts of Newfoundland,«from Cape Ray to Quirpon 
Islands; on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and on the coasts, bays, 
harbors, and creeks of Labrador, from Mount Joly eastward through 
the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely. 

2. The right to dry and cure fish on any of the unsettled bays, har- 

bors, and creeks of the southern part of the coast of Newfoundland and 
on the coast of Labrador just described, but when the shores become 
subject to private ownership the right is to be exercised subject to 
agreement with the shore owners for the use of the shore for such pur- 
poses. 
3. The rights of American fishermen for shelter, for the purpose of 
repairing damages, and of obtaining wood and water to enter the bays 
and harbors on the coasts of British American possessions other than 
those enumerated above, within the waters of which the inhabitants 
of the United States have a right to fish. 

These rights are permanent rights—easements in British territory 
which can not be destroyed or impaired by legislation either by Great 
Britain or her provinces, and can not be lost except by voluntary sur- 
render by the United States or by conquest by a foreign power. The 
right reserved to our fishing vessels in the treaty of 1818 to enter into 
the bays and harbors of the British coasts in North America, upon which 
we by the treaty renounced the right to fish, was purely a fishing right 
as distinguished from commercial rights, and is incidental to the rights 
of fishing. 

The questions of controversy which have arisen under the fisheries 
article of the treaty are— 

1. As for the line of delimitation of the common waters within 
which the inhabitants of the United States have a right to fish from 
the British waters within which the United States renounced the right 
to take fish; and 

2. As to what are reasonable and necessary restrictions to prevent 
American fishermen from abusing the privileges reserved to them in 
the waters in which they may not take or cure fish. 

The claims of the two Governments concerning the line of delimita- 
tion may be stated thus: 

Great Britain declares it should be measured 3 miles to the seaward 
from a line drawn from headland to headland of all bays and gulf. 
The United States insists that it should follow the coast and be meas- 
ured across the mouths of bays only when the distance from headland 
to headland is 3 miles or less. The diplomatic correspondence con- 
cerning this controversy, in my judgment, is not important to a decis- 
ion of the question under consideration. It will, it is believed, show 
that the United States has always insisted upon its claim in this re- 
gard, and that Great Britain has not, except in a few instances, under- 
taken to enforce the headland theory. In fact, I can not find that the 
headland claim was set up until many years after the date of the treaty, 
or was even attempted to be enforced except in the case of the Wash- 
ington and the Argus. The regulations and restrictions of American 
fishing vessels in British waters under laws enacted by provincial leg- 
islatures have been the fruitful source of contention. 

In 1819 the British Parliament passed a statute concerning the fish- 
cries to carry out the stipulations of the treaty of 1818. Its provisions 
appear to have been a reasonable exercise of the right reserved by Great 
Britain to make restrictions concerning the exercise of the privilege 
secured to our fishermen in British waters by the treaty. From 1819 
to 1854 the provincial legislatures passed various laws relating to Amer- 
ican fishermen in many ts, as it has always been contended by 
our Government, in violation of the treaty and abridging the rights of 
our fishermen. Seizures and confiscations of fishing vessels were made 
by the provincial authorities for alleged violations of these laws. A 
recent writer on the subject thus states the grounds of seizure: 

1, Fishing within the proscribed limits. 

2. Anchoring or hovering in-shore during calm weather without any 
ostensible cause, having on board ample supplies of wood and water. 

3. Lying at anchor and remaining inside of bays to clean and pick 

4. Purchasing and bartering bait and preparing to fish. 

5. Selling goods and buying supplies. 

6. Landing and transshipping cargoes of fish. 

The seizures made for alleged infractions of the provisions of these 
laws, which were in violation of the treaty rights of our citizens, no 
doubt constitute the foundation of just claims against Great Britain. 
Some claims on account of such seizures were submitted to and deter- 
mined by the commission provided for in the convention of 1854. 
There appears to me to be no reason why all other claims of a similar 
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character should not be submitted to a commission and determined in 
| the same manner. The consideration of these claims would involve 
| the question of the territorial limit of our fishing rights, the reasona- 
bleness and legality of the restrictions made by the provincial statutes 
upon the exercise of the liberties of American fishermen in British wa- 
ters secured by the treaty of 1818, as well as the merits of the claims on 
the facts of each case. To the extent that the laws under which the 
seizures were made relate to commercial privileges, as distinguished from 
the fishing rights of our vessels under the treaty, seizures of American 
vessels for intractions of them, in my judgment, do not constitute the 
foundation of a legal claim for reparation against Great Britain. I sup- 
pose it was competent for Great Britain, and the provinces also, to the 
extent of their legislative power, to repeal at any time the order in 
council by which American ships were admitted to commercial privi- 
leges in the ports of the British possessions of North America. 

The United States had the same power at any time to discontinue 
the arrangement made in 1830 for reciprocal commercial privileges and 
to deny British vesseis admission toour ports. And to the extent that 
the British provinces at any time have denied to our fishing vessels or 
vessels of any class commercial privileges, the dignity and honor of the 
United States demanded that the vessels of such provinces should haye 
been denied commercial privileges in our ports. 

Under the reciprocity treaty of 1854, in addition to the liberty of tak- 
ing and drying fish on certain coasts of the British North American 
possessions, secured to the inhabitants of the United States under the 
treaty of 1818, it was agreed that the inhabitants of the United States 
should have the liberty to take fish of every kind except shell-fish on 
the seacoasts and shores and in the bays, harbors, and creeks of Can- 
ada, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward’s Island, and of the 
several adjacent islands, without being restricted to any distance from 
the shore; also to land on such coasts, etc., for the purpose of drying 
nets and curing fish, but not so as to interfere with the rights of pri- 
vate property or with British fishermen in the prior use of any part of 
said coasts. And like privileges were granted to British subjects upon 
the coasts, bays, harbors, etc., of the United States north of the thirty- 
sixth degree of north latitude. As by this treaty fish and products of 
fish and most agricultural and mineral products of each country were 
admitted into the other free of duty, there was a cessation of the ag- 
gressive acts of the provincial authorities against our fishing vessels, but 
upon the abrogation of this treaty in 1866 they were renewed, together 
with the complaints of our fishermen. The Dominion of Canada by an 
act of Parliament passed May 22, 1868, and amended in 1870, revised 
the laws of the provincial governments, and the governor-general of 
Canada made an order that thenceforth ‘‘ all foreign fishermen shall be 
prevented from fishing in the waters of Canada.”’ 

Against these palpable violations of our treaty rights our Secretary 
of State vigorously protested. Then followed the treaty of 1871 for 
the settlement of the Alabama claims, and by which for a period of 
ten years and for two years after notice by either of the contracting 
parties the article of the reciprocity treaty of 1854 granting to our fish- 
ermen the right to take fish on the coasts of the British North American 
possessions and granting to British subjects the right to fish on the 
eastern seacoast and shores of the United States north of 39° of north 
latitude was renewed, and it was provided that for the term of years 
mentioned— 


Fish oil and fish of all kinds except fish of the inland lakes and rivers failing 
into them and except fish preserved in oil, being the produce of the fisheries of 
the United States or of the Dominion of Canada, or of Prince Edward's Island, 
shalibe admitted into each country respectively free of duty. 


It was agreed that the claim asserted by Great Britain, but not ad- 
mitted by the United States, that the privileges accorded to the citizens 
of the United States were greater in value than those accorded by the 
United States to British subjects should be submitted to commissioners, 
who should determine what compensation ought to be paid by the 
United States to Great Britain, ifany. This commission met at Hali- 
fax in 1877. The commission disagreed, but the umpire, Mr. Del- 
fosse, the Belgian minister at Washington, decided that the United 
States should pay to Great Britain the sum of $5,500,000. This ar- 
rangement cost us over $10,000,C00—$5, 500,000 in cash and from five 
to six millions in remitted duties on fish and fish oil. The United 
States Government, after payment of the money before the treaty ex- 
pired, became so thoroughly convinced that the arrangement was not 
beneficial to us that it offered to terminate it, but the British Govern- 
ment would not consent. 

We terminated the treaty at the earliest possible moment and found 
that we had not only paid over $10,000,000 for the privilege of catch- 
ing $700,000 worth of fish, but by the admission of Canadian fish free 
had built up the fishing interests of Canada and had nearly destroyed 
ourown. Canadian fish being no longer admitted into the United States 
free, the Canadian authorities commenced the old tactics to secure a 
free market in the United States for their fish and fishery products. i 
shall not enumerate the outrages perpetrated upon our fishermen, the 
seizures and confiscations of their vessels, the fines, insults, and indig- 
nities heaped upon them. The report of the minority of the commit- 
tee contains a long list of them. ‘The common rights of humanity were 
denied to our fishermen in distress. Upon one pretense and apother 


| 
| 
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our fishing vessels were seized and fined or confiscated, and in one in- 
stance the American flag was insolently hauled down from the mast- 
head of an American vessel by a British officer. For my purpose the 
utterances of the present Secretary of State and of our minister to Great 
Britain are suflicient. The character of these proceedings on the part 
of the Canadian Government will appear from the following quotations, 
which might be multiplied indefinitely. Mr. Phelps, our minister to 
iengland, in a letter to Lord Roseberry, dated June 2, 1886, concern- 
ing the seizure of the David J, Adams, said: 


From all the circumstances attending this case, and other recent cases like it, 
it seems io me very apparent that the seizure was not made for the purpose of 
enforcing any right or redressing any wrong. As I have wefore remarked, itis 
not pretended that the vessel had been engaged in fishing, or was intending to 
fish in the prohibited waters, or that it had done or was intending to do any 
other injurious act. It was proceeding upon its regular and lawful business of 
fishing in the deep sea. It had received no request, and of course could have 
disregarded no request, to depart, and was, in fact, departing when seized; nor 
had its master refused to answer any questions put by the authorities. It had 
seuted no existing law, and had incurred no penalty that any known statute 
imposed, 

It seems to me impossible to escape the conclusion that this and other similar 
seizures were made by the Canadian authorities for the deliberate purpose of 
harassing and embarrassing the American fishing vessels in the pursuit of their 
lawful employment. And the injury, which would have been a serious one if 
coumalltel under a mistake, is very much aggravated by the motives which ap- 
pear to have prompted it, 

Iam instructed by my Government earnestly to protest against these pro- 
ceedings as wholly unwarranted by the treaty of 1518, and altogether inconsist- 
ent with the friendly relations hitherto existing between the United States and 
fier Majesty's Government ; to request that the David J. Adams, and the other 
American fishing vessels now under seizure in Canadian ports, be immediately 
released, and that proper orders may be issued to prevent similar proceedings 
in the future. ‘And I am also instructed to inform you that the United States 
will hold Her Majesty's Government responsible for all losses which may be 
sustained by American citizens in the dispossession of their property growing 
out of the search, seizure, detention, or sale of their vessels lawfully within the 
territorial waters of British North America, 


Mr. Bayard, in a communication to Sir Lionel West, the British min- 
ister, dated May 20, 1886, said: 

And I should fail in my duty if I did not endeavor to impress you with my 
sense of the absolute and instant necessity that now exists for a restriction of 
the seizure of American vessels charged with violations of the treaty of 181s to 
the conditions announced by Sir Edward Thornton to this Governmentin June, 

™ 

Again, May 29, 1886: 

Such proceedings I conceive to be flagrantly violative of the reciprocal com- 
mercial privileges to which citizens of the United States are lawfuily entitled 
under the statutes of Great Britain and the well-defined and publicly proclaimed 
authority of both countries, besides being, in of the existing conven- 
tions between the two countries, an assumption of jurisdiction entirely unwar- 
ranted and which is wholly denied by the United States. 


On June 7, 1886: 


T earnestly protest against this unwarranted withholding of lawful commer- 
cial privileges from an American vessel and her owners, and for the loss and 
damage consequent thereon the Government of Great Britain will be held liable. 


On July 10, 1886: 


Against this treatment I make instant and formal protest as an unwarranted 
interpretation and application of the treaty by the officers of the Dominion of 
Canada and the vince of Nova Scotia, as an infraction of the laws of com- 
mercial and maritime intercourse existing between the two countries and as a 
violation of hospitality, and for any loss or injury resulting therefrom the Gov- 
ernment of Her Britannic Majesty will be held liable. 


On July 30, 1886: 

These are flagrant violations of treaty rights of their citizens for which the 
United States expect prompt remedial action by Her Majesty’s Government, 
and I have to ask that such instructions be issued forthwith to the provincial 
officials of Newfoundland and of the Magdalen Islands as will cause the treaty 
rights of the*citizens of the United States to be respected. 

Notwithstanding these strong patriotic utterances of Mr. Bayard and 
Mr. Phelps, a treaty is presented to the Senate for ratification which, 
in my judgment, surrenders the American position concerning bays 
and harbors and the clear rights of our fishermen in British waters un- 
der the treaty of 1818; surrenders our claim for commercial reciproc- 
ity, and contains a stipulation that if our fishing vessels are granted 
even partial commercial privileges in Canadian we must purchase 
them with free fish and tish-oil; and no pro is made for deter- 
mining the rights ef our fishermen and securing for them reparation 
from Great Britain for the seizure and confiscation of their vessels and 
for other outrages which Mr, Bayard less than two years ago said were 
flagrant violations of the treaty rights of our citizens. Instead of, as 
Mr. Phelps, in accordance with his instructions, informed Lord Rose- 
bery would be done, holding— 

Her Majesty's Government responsible for all losses * * * 


sustained by 
American citizens in the dis tion of their pro y Wing out of search and 
seizure, detention and sale of their vessels lawfully within the territorial waters 


of British North America— 
the Administration now propose this treaty to surrender a large 
part, at least the grounds, of our as to territory and our con- 
tention as to commercial rights and to submit to regulations in clear 
derogation of the rights of our fishing vessels in British bays and har- 
bors under the treaty of 1818. The purpose for which these outrages 
are committed can not be misunderstood. Mr. Phelps, our minister 
to England, in his letter to Lord , before referred to, concern- 
ing the seizure of the David. Adams, said: 

The real source of the difficulty that has arisen is well understood. It is to 
be found in the irritation that has taken place among a portion of the Canadian 


people on accomnt of the termination 
treaty of Washington on the Ist of July last, whereby fish imported trom Can- 


the United States Government of the 


ada into the United States, and which so long as that treaty remained in force 
was admitted free,is now liable to the import duty provided by the general 
revenue laws, and the opinion appears to have gained ground in Canada that 
the United States may be driven, ae Seen and annoying their fishermen 
a the adoption of a new treaty by which adian fish shall be admitted 
ree, 

It is not necessary to say that this scheme is likely to prove as mistaken in 
policy as it is indefensible in principle. In terminating the treaty of Washing- 
ton the United States were simp'y exercising a right expressly reserved to both 
parties by the treatiesitself, and of the exercise of which by either pee neither 
can complain. They will not be coerced by wanton injury into the making of 
anew one, Nor would a negotiation that had its origin in mutual irritation be 
promising of success. The questien now is, not what fresh treaty may or might 
be desirable, but what is the true and just construction, as between the two na- 
tions, of the treaty that already exists. 

The Government of the United States, approaching this question in the most 
friendly spirit, can not doubt that it will be met by Her Majesty’s Government 
in the same spirit, and feels every confidence that the action of Her Majesty's 
Government in the premises will be such as to maintain the cordial relations 
between the two countries that have so long happily prevailed. 


The Senator from Alabama in his recent speech in the Senate upon 
the fisheries treaty said: 

I did not say in the Senate, as I say now, that every trouble that had arisen, 
or will arise, under the treaty of 1818, would disappear the moment Congress 
shail repeal the duty on fish. In this opinion [am sure [ must have the con- 
currence of the Senator from Maine |Mr. Frye). Why did I not then speak out 
on that question? it was because we were then dealing in the Senate with 
Great Britain, and not with differences of opinion on domestic questions, and 
I thought it hardly fair to add even my feeble influence to stimulate the hope 
of Great Britain for a free market for fish. I want that duty repealed for many 
reasons, the chief one being that it will lower the price and increase the supply 
of food to the great body of our industrial classes. 

The denial of commercial privileges to our fishing vessels in the ports 
of British-American possessions is not because the purchase of provis- 
ions, supplies, and outfits in such ports would not be beneficial to the 
merchants and traders of those provinces, but for the purpose of ben- 
efiting a more important industrial industry of the Dominion, by placing 
our fishermen in the prosecution of the open-sea fisheries at a disad- 
vantage with Canadian fishermen and building up Canadian fishing 
interests, and for the further purpose, as it is supposed, of being able 
to barter such commercial privileges for the admission into the United 
States of Canadian fish free of duty. 

That under the mutual arrangement between the United States and 
Great Britain of 1830 our ships were entitled to full commercial priv- 
ileges in the ports of British North America there can be no doubt. 
Under the proclamation of President Jackson, issued the 5th of October, 
1830, in pursuance of the previous act of Congress of May 29, 1830— 

sritish vessels and their cargoes are admitted to entry in the ports of the 
United States from the islands, provinces, and colonies of Great Britain on or 
near the American continent, and north or east of the United States, 

And in the order in council made at the court of St. James November 
5, 1830, it is declared— 

That the ships of and belonging to the United States of America may import 
from the United States aforesaid into the British possessions abroad goods, the 
produce of those States, and may export goods from the British possessions 
abroad, to be carried to any foreign country whatever. 

But if this were not so, as the rights of Canadian vessels in our ports 
are dependent wholly upon our legislation, which it is entirely compe- 
tent for us to modify or ee at any time, our duty to our fishermen 
and our own self-respect demand that either our ships of every class 
shall be admitted to full commercial privileges in the ports of the Cana- 
dian provinces or that the commercial rights withheld from any of our 
ships by the laws of such provinces shall be withheld from the vessels 
of such provinces in the ports of the United States. To follow the ex- 
ample of the Senator from Maine and quote from the most remarkable 
discourse on record, if in this regard we shall say to our Canadian 
friends: 

For with what judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged: and with what measure 
ye mete, it shall be measured to you again— 


We can not go far wrong. 
There is nothing new nor extraordinary in suchacourse. Ithas been 
the ot Congress since the organization of the Government. Sev- 


practice 
eral acts of the character mentioned have been passed concerning our 
commercial intercourse with Great Britain. 

By an act entitled ‘“‘Anact concerning navigation,’’ approved April 18, 
1818, the ports of the United States were closed after the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1818, against vessels owned by British subjects arriving from 
any port or place in acolony or territory of His British Majesty which 
by the ordinary laws was closed vessels owned by citizens of 
the United States. Vessels and cargoes entering the ports of the United 
States in violation of the act were declared to be forfeited to the United 
States, and the owners, consignees, or agents of British vessels taking 
on board productions of the United States in the ports thereof, except 
sea stores, were required to give bond not to land them in any British 
colony or territery from which by the ordinary laws vesselsof the Uniied 
States were excluded. 

By an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An actsupplementary to an actentitled 
‘An act navi May 15, 1820, it was pro- 

cof the same year the ports 


vigation,’’’ appro 
vided that after the 30th day of = 
of the United States should be and remainclosed against vessels owned 
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wholly or in part by a subject or subjects of His Britannic Majesty, y declared sa s 

comingor arriving by sea from any port or placein the province of Lower 7 : . Ss , 

Canada, in the province ef New brunswick, in the province of N 1s 

Scotia, islands of Newfoundland, St. John’s, or Cape Breton, ov the : r to he n 

pendencies of any of them, and from certain other ports name Bond te ; sia 's = 

were required to be given by the owners, consignees, or agents of Brit . deemed g 

vessels laden with articles the growth of the United States for expo a fi 

tion not to land them in the prohibited places; and it was further pr ; nate 

vided that no goods, wares, or mi dise s} 1 be imported from 

the prohibited place except they wer e growth, produ ; ' ‘ ; 

or manufactureof the colony where ladenand whence directly imp fj 

and for a violation of the provisions of the act the vessel and cargo w — —— ' ’ 

to be forfeited. bow ¢ , : . 
sy anact of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to c a . 

intercourse between the United States and ( ch a proposit : 

ports,’’ approved March 1, 1823, the p1 ~ Li} nid have \ 

third sections of the acts of April 1s, 1320 ‘ . Ib : : 

suspended so far as they related to certain Br I among } say i —s atotl 

were St. John’s and St. Andrew’s in New Brunswick, Halifi iN wane ene én ; ms 4 rat 

Scotia, Quebec in Canada, St. John’s in Newfoundland, and th leh Sine 4 wae int nrevidied 

of the United States, from and after the 3d day of March fo . this 0 } ’ : 

were declared to be open to Lritish vesseis coning dire tly irem wh > 

British colonial ports; but by the sixth section of the act it wa t 

vided that unless repealed, altered, or amended by Congress it s 1 ; 

continue in force so long as the British colonial ports mentioned should 2 Nguescaty ik Sere eich easter : re 

be open to the admission of vessels of the United States conform subcommittee ¥ fi ated ¢ em eee : 

to the provisions of the British act of Parliament of the 24th of . i connection with the | e whic! ot on 

preceding. But if at any time the trade and intercourse between ng i ce _— : 

United States and all or any of the British colonial ports enumerated i After that comm had enteres a ty : oo 

the act should be prohibited by a British order in council or by an act o! e its rt, the Seer Ss vumic es 

Parliament, then irom the day of the date of such order in council o1 ned Slices Site comma se weigh enter neta 7 a aan 

act of Parliament, or from the time that the same should commence to were a ‘ their of the « sath il 

be in force, proclamation to that effect having been made by the Presi- L< Be ‘ entt : Governme 

dent of the United States, each and every provision of the act, so iar | ' ene © Gateaiiantn aie si 

as the same applied to the intercourse between the United States and | ! vas the actua tion of t vi 

the enumerated British colonial ports in British vessels, should cease to | ‘ isrit espe t ritis! 

operate in their faver. r ales eneare ee eee ee ee 
By an act of Congress passed the 29th day ef May, 1830, which pro- with \ spect of our oe re : I 

vided that whenever the President of the United States should receive | It is true that in the treaty of Washington \ ! in re 

satisiactory evidence that the Goverument of Great Britain would opea | 5P°"" ° one ane ar wetter dusinegos cae 

the ports of certain colonial possessions to the vessels of the United the opinion of the other government, the provisios 1 

States for an indefinite or limited term, he was authorized in the re- | istions. But the Se will do well to rememibe " 

cess of Congress to issue his proclamation declaring that he had received | eee eens ea natin with. Creean e 7 vgn po . 

such evidence, and from the date of such proclamation the ports of the | with the ‘Canadian provinces, Our engagements are limited 

United States should be opened indefinitely or for a term fixed, as the | already stated and to the treaty of 151s reiating to the fisheries. 

case might be. Under the provisions of this act Andrew Jackson, then | }°ween te pop co eae ee er 

President of the United States, on the 5th day of October, 1330, issued | that in legislating upon this question we have an open fi 

the proclamation before referred to, in which he declared that the acts | permitted to exercise our own sweet will without question on the part of G1 


of April 18, 1818, May 15, 1820, and March 1, 1823, were repealed and 
British vessels and their cargoes were admitted in ports of the United 
States from the provinces of Great Britain north or east of the United 
States. 

Such a course has been authorized by Congress. By an act of Con- 
gress passed in the Senate by a vote of 46 in the affirmative to 1 in the 
negative, and in the House by a vote of 256 in the affirmative to 1 in 
the negative, and approved March 3, 1887, it is provided— 


That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that A meri- 
van fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being in the waters or 
at any ports or places of the British dominions of North America, are or then 
lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights secured to 
them by treaty or law, or are then or lately have [been] unjustly vexed or ha- 
rassed in the enjoyment of such rights, orsubjected to unreasonable restrictions, 
regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights, or otherwise unjustly 
vexed or harassed in said waters, ports,or places; or whenever the President 
of the United States shall be satisfied that any sucl: fishing vessels or fishermen, 
having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch and trade at any 
port or ports, place or places, in the British dominions of North America, arc 
or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port or ports, 
place or places, in the same manner and under the sawe regulations as may 
exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, or shal! 
be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly vexed 
or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from purchasing such supplies as 
may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation; or 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other 
vessels of tne United States, thair masters or crews, so arriving at or being in 
such British waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
jiea, are or then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded 
io the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly 
vexed or harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein 
by the authorities thereof, then, andin either or all of such cases, it shall be law- 
ful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discre- 
tion, by prociamation te that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of 
the British dominionsof North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard tu vessels 
in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies, asto the President shal! seem 
proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on 
such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage 
elsewhere; and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States 
of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product ofsaid dominions, or other goods 
eoming from said dominiens te the United States. The President may. in his 


discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all of the foregoing-named. 


subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit,and renew such proclamation from 
time to time as be may deem necessary to vhe fall and just execution of the pur- 
posesofthisact. Every violation of auy such proclamation, or any part thereof, 
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Britain. We can establish by act of Congress any of the ordinances that we 
proper for the reguiation of our commerci ations with these provin 
so they can do the same thing 

When two countries, thi neighbors to each other, : thus uated 

pect of their treaty oblications and are left « v to i rtheir: ial 
interests by legislation, it is very clear that ifthe Dou i f ¢ } ked 
by the Government of Great Britain, shall legisiat hostility t ir trade it 
becomes not only our duty bat or: , rma to legislate tility to 
theirs, to legislate according tothe principles of retrosion and retaliation, if you 
please. 

The Senator from Kansas was anxious to know whether the committee pro 
posed to goto war. About what should we go to war Not, certain on ac 
count of the breach of any commercial treaty with Great Britain in respect of 
the Canadian provinces, for we have notgot any. It would be var of words 
necessarily followed by a war of acts of a commercial character simply, if we 
should have a war, for there is te be no broken engagements brought to t t 
tention of any government in consequence of the conduct either of Grr t 
ain or of our Goyernment upon these questions, u $s it may be thats 
rights which have been guarantied to our tishermen in the treaty of [51+ 
commercial rights, but fishery rights, shall have been violated by the Canadi 


Government or by ourse!ves, 
The treaty of 1815 is the real point of dispute between us—the « struct 











it, the question of its proper enforcement, and the question of the respormstbility 
of the British Government for the acts of the Dorninion in regard to that treaty 
That is the real bone of controversy between us to-day, and it is about that 
which we differ. We are undertaking to improve our condition tn respect of our 
diflerences on that subject, and other commercial questions between us and 
Great Britain or the Canadian provinces, by the reformation of our statutes, so 
as to give to our own Government by the authority of Congress under the san 
tions of law that degree of power which is necessary to enable our Government 
to protect itself and to protect its people : nst aggressive acts on th 
the Canadian provinces or the Government of Great Britain, as you 
That is all of it. 

This is not a new sort of Icgislation on our statute-books. We hav is 
acts on the general subject, and we have some general laws, which | dl in t 





Revised Statutes, based precisely upon the principle of this measure. I call at- 
tention to section 4228 of the Revised Statutes, whic! 

“ Upon satisfactory proof being given to the President 
any foreign nation, that no discriminati 
posed or levied in the ports of such 
citizensof the United States, or upon th 
imported in the same from the Un 
President may issue his procian 
duties of tonnage and impost w 
continved—’’ 

That is, a duty of 10 per cent 
“so faras respects the vesse!s o 
ures, or merchandise imported etl ‘from if ‘ 
or from any other forcign country; the suspension to effect f t 
of such notification being given to the President, an > 
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reciprocal exemption of vessels, belonging to citizens of tre United States, and 
their cargoes, shall be continued, and no longer.” 

There is the whole pac of this bill. It is put in a different form in that 
enactment, but only in a different form; the principle is precisely the same. 
Suppose that we should enact a law to-day in Congress that there should be no 
commercial intercourse between the ports of the United States and of Canada, 
but that the President of the United States might suspend that law and permit 
commercial intercourse between the two countries whenever it was made satis- 
factorily to appear to him that our fishermen upon the coasts of Canada were 
received with hospitality and treated with humanity. That would be a con- 
stitutional law,and it would be a wise provision, but the Committee on For- 
cign Relations have not thought it best to advise the Government of the United 
States to come to a positive determination of law in advance that there should 
be no intercourse, and allow the President to suspend that law at his pleasure ; 
but the committee prefer to give the President power to suspend as to certain 
articles orastoany importation of their goods, based upon satisfactory evidence 
brought to his attention that that Government have treated our men of com- 
merce and our fishermen also with injustice upon their coasts, and have harassed 
and detained and cmpeioenee and insulted both them and the flag under which 
they sailed. So this is not a novel principle in the Government by any means, 
nor is it novel in respect of this particular question. 

“ General Grant, in his annual message in 1870, made the following recommenda- 
on: 


“ Anticipating that an attempt may posdibly be made by the Canadian authori- 
ties in the coming season to repeal their unneighborly acts toward our fisher- 
men, I recommend you to confer upon the Executive the power to suspend by 
proclamation the operation of the laws authorizing the transit of goods, wares, 
and merchandise in bond across the territory of the United States to Canada.”’ 

Going further than this bill goes— 

* And further, should such an extreme measure become necessary, to suspend 
the operation of any laws whereby the vessels of the Dominion of Canada are 
permitted to enter the waters of the United States.” 

That was a faithful declaration of American << based upon American honor 
by a man who had proper respect for it, and I honor him in his ve for the fact 
that he did anticipate the hour of trouble that we now app , and forestalled 
it by that wise and manly declaration in his message of 1870 to Congress. 

So this is nota new question atall; it is not a question that has not been under 
consideration heretofore. Congress in its efforts last year to provide a law by 
which this subject could be reached neney Sees to far enough to accom- 

lish the end that was intended. The legislation in this bill is prion in the 

ine of that pro in the last Congress, and which was passed by both Houses, 
that not going far enough to reach the evil which we now have to confront. 

Under these circumstances would the Senate of the United States be content 
to leave the President of the United States without power enough to control the 
commercial intercourse and regulation between this country and the Dominion 
of Canada so as to pose an equilibrium or a parallelism, to say the least ot 
it, between the rights and privileges that they enjoy in our ports and harbors 
and those that we enjoy in theirs? I can scarcely think that we should not be 
otherwise than delinquent in our duty if we omitted toarm the President of the 
United States with the only power which —— now to be effectual for the 
papers of producing this mutuality of benefit and advantage and freedom in 

e between these two countries. Our Government isnot now equipped with 
power enough under the statutes to do that which is becoming to our honor and 
to our interests and the protection of the individual men of our country engaged 
in this lawful traffic, and also en: d in a higher duty even than that—prepar- 
ing themselves to become the chief element of strength in the great naval enter- 
prises which we ex inthe future to establish in thiscountry. Iam not will- 
ing to remain any longer ina condition of impotence and disability when I 
know that the power toconfer this authority upon the only person in the United 
States who can properly exercise it rests in the hands of Congress, and not in 
the hands of the treaty-making power. 

Great Britian can baffle us as long as she pleases by saying she will make no 
commercial engagements with us respecting Canada. ‘‘We have none to im- 
prove; we have none to interpret; we sit down on our own interpretation of 
this fisheries matter, and we intend to stand upon it; but so far as you are con- 
cerned you have no engagement of ours by which you can coerce us to do any 
better on we have been doing in the past in respect of the interest and honor 
and liberty and rights of your people.’’ That is not the condition in which our 
country ought to be left. Patriotiem forbids it; duty to the country and to 
posterity alike forbid it. 

Some question has been raised here as to the pu of the committee in re- 
porting the bill. The Senator from Kansas seemed anxious indeed to ascertain 
whether the committee were going to bring the country into war, and I have 
lad Democratic Senators question me about that who desired to know whether 
the committee were about to make a declaration of war against Great Britain. 
Can we not in the quietude of our own country and in the repose which attends 
this Chamber pass laws affecting our own commerce without making threats 
against any person in the world? It would not be becoming in us to make 
threats, nor Ys it necessary. When our resolutions are reached we are strong 
enough in the expression of them to convey to the world at large the idea that 
we mean what we say. 

Sir, I donot see how the Government of Great Britain could address a note to 
our Department of State inquiring into the motive of ee any more 
than the Government of Spain or the Government of a could address a 
note to our Secretary of State to inquire why it was we spread out upon the 
statute-books discriminations against them in their commerce and their tonnage 
and their ships, which should remain until the President of the United States 
should lift them by a proclamation. It has been but a few months since we had 
a controversy with Spain over this very question. We had a little convention, 
or rather a sort of agreement with her not amounting to a treaty, entered into 
between the executive powers of the two Governments, by which more liberal 
terms of commercial intercommunication were permit between Cuba and 
the other Caribbean possessions of Spain and the United States. 

After a while the President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, became satis- 
fied that Spain was not observing good faith in the execution of that agreement, 
and thereupon immediately he ee his proclamation, discriminating 
duties against the flag of Spain. Afterw: , When Spain came and made ac- 
knowledgment of her mistaken action and removed the difficulty, the Presi- 
dent made another proclamation in which he restored Spain to the favor that 
she was entitled to under that little ment. So it is, whippin and 
forth, that this power in the hands of the President of the Uni States isa 
necessary power to preserve the balance of comme’ ifferences between 
countries, and that we can not abandon that as a part of our statutory system 
without crippling ourown Government. The Committee on Foreign Relations, 
at least, do not propose to abandon it; but they come now to apply it in a case 
which in its nature is delicate, I admit, and somewhat provok to American 
pride and American honor and duty. 

I will read from Mr, Phelps’s letter of date of June 2, 1886, to Lord Rosebery. 
My purpose in reading this is simply to show that the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations is scarcely up in the v of its —aswegs and in the heat 
of its mentation to what Mr. Phelps said in his direct ress on this ques- 
tion olend Rosebery. I shall commence with reading the latter clause of his 
dispatch first to answer some interrogatory or suggestion that has been put 
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here to-day in respect of the purposes of the British Government and the Cana- 
dian Government in this series of unlawful acts which, taking the liberty that 
the Secretary of the Treasury indu!ged in, I am permitted on the floor of the 
Senate to call brutal, without any offense I think to the ears of Senators or to 
British susceptibilities, Here was a plain, positive, direct man, speaking like 
an American ought to speak upon a question of this kind. 


The Senator then quotes from Mr. Phelps’s letter to Lord Rosebery, 
portions of which I have already read. 
He then continues: 


Mr. MorGay. Mr. President, in order to show further that this committee is 
in a line with the present Administration, I will read an extract from the reply 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of December 14, 1886, calling for an interpretation of the tariff laws respect- 
ing the duties on fish. On page 13 of his report the Secretary of the Treasury 
says: 

* During the past summer, while American vessels,regularly documented, have 
been excluded fromthe hospitality and privileges of trading in Canadian ports, 
Canadian fishing vessels have been permitted freely to enter and use American 
ports along the New England coast, have been protected by this Department in 
suchentry and use, and have not been required to pay any other fees, charges, 
taxes, or dues than have been im d upon the vessels of other governments 
similarly situated. The hospitality elsewhere and generally extended in Brit- 
ish ports to American commercial vessels has not been less, in quality or quan- 
tity, as I am informed, than the hospitality extended to British vesselsin Ameri- 
can ports; but there is this marked difference, that while this Department pro- 
tects Canadian fishermen in the use of American ports, the Dominion of Canada 
brutally excludes American fishermen from Canadian ports. This dependence 
of port hospitality, as between this Government and the British Government, 
in respect to vessels of either, is emphasized by the seventeenth section of the 
law of June 19,1886, empowering the President to suspend commercial privi- 
leges to the vessels of any country denying the same to United States vessels. 
That section is in harmony with a section in the British navigation law which 
authorizes the Queen, whenever British vessels are subject in any foreign 
country to prohibitions or restrictions, to impose by order in council such pro- 
hibitions or restrictions upon the ships of such foreign country, either as to voy- 
ages in which they may engage or as to the articles which they may import 
into or export from any British possession in any part of the world, so as to 
aor the ships of such country on as nearly as possible the same footing in 

ritish ports as that on which British shipsare placed in ports of such country.” 

There is a statement of the whole doctrine’; t 
sity of mutual legislation on the ma of each eae to provide the necessary 
means of keeping up or preserving the equilibrium of our commercial inter- 
course in respect of the privileges of the ports and otherwise. 

Mr. Epmunps. Allow me to say that that was stated in the discussion in the 
Senate on the very law to which the ey ee and has been stated all 
the time, and was in the bill passed by the Senate in respect of the export of 
meats, etc., which was sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MorGan. Iremember very well tne Senate passed a bill reported by the 
lamented Senator from California, Mr. Miller, and that bill was distinctly pred- 
icated on the idea that in France and in Germany our American meats were 
excluded from their markets, or discriminationsagainst them were made contin- 
ually, to the detriment of our own people, upon pretended complaints as to the 
quality of the meat, etc, Thereupon the Senate passed that bill, after due con- 
sideration, authorizing the President of the United States, in case the discrimi- 
nation should oe to be not genuine and honest and sincere, but from some 
motives of local policy, to retaliate by excluding their sugars, or whatever it 
— that we put in the retaliatory clause of the bill; Ido not now remember 


what. 

I do not understand that there has been at any time since I have had the 
honor of being a member of this body any difference of opinion among Sena- 
tors ie the question of the right and duty of the American Government to 
provide laws that the President of the United States might exercise this species 
of retaliation, if you please to call it such, in our commercial intercourse with 
foreign countries. So far from its being a warlike measure, it is a measure to 
prevent-war. If we should to-day declare war, as we have the right to declare 
that the British Government have violated the treaty of 1818, that it was a casus 
belli, and that it was our duty so to treat it, we should bring these two countries 
by the ears in a very savage way, to the expenditure of much treasure and 
blood. But the Senate of the United States and the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations do not think of eee upon that ground. 

Tet the facts that may jibly compel or justify such a procedure as that rest 
where they are now, in the womb of the future, and probably American policy, 
and statesmanship, and resolution, and material will be quite sufficient to meet 
each emergency as it may arise, But this committee are acting in the most 

1 way, on the side of ce, so as to furnish opportunities by which our 
vernment may call the Government of Great Britain to pause and reflect 
upon the Ly ayemy first, ‘‘ How much is this going to a your commerce ? 
ow much is this going to cut you off from the profits of the rich and conven- 
ient trade with the ple of the United States? Perhaps after you have duly 
weighed that question under the influence of a positive example set by a proc- 
lamation of a ident of the United States relating to fish, then you will have 
sufticiently recovered your composure to deal with us in a more friendly, if not 
fraternal, spirit than you have been doing.” 

We want to interpose an opportunity for cool reflection on the part of these 
governments, directed to their commercial interests, and addressed tothe sound 
sense of the commercial men who control these countries. It will not be neces- 
sary that the President of the United States shall issue a proclamation of em- 
bargo or & n of entire suspension of commercial relations with the 
Canadian provinces or any other of Great Britain. 

I am quite satisfied that when the Canadian fishermen find that they have got 
no market in the United States for a pound of their fish and can not afford to 
carry them across the Atlantic Ocean or the Pacific Ocean to foreign markets, 
they will at once consult the great moving power of nations and of men, the 

et nerve; they will find that quite influential enough to arrange all of their 
isputes and difficulties without resorting to the muscles and nerve of the right 
arm of power, the war-making power. 


Mr. President, contrast this dignified, vigorous, and patriotic speech 
of the Senator from Alabama, made but a little over a year ago, with 
the complaints now made the course of the majority in the 
Senate in this in open sessions, with the charge that 
the adherence of the majority to the position of the Senate and House 
of a year ago on this queseion is for political p , With the inti- 
mations which have been made by Senators upon this floor that if this 
treaty is not ratified the President will enforce the law, so ably advo- 
cated by the Senator from Alabama a year ago last March, in such a 
manner as to ruin the industries of the country and bankrupt our 
people, and that if we reject this treaty and refuse to surrender all that 


re is a statement of the neces- 
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we have been contending for in this matter there is danger of war with 
Great Britain. 

Which side of this Chamber is influenced in its action upon this 
treaty by political considerations? How are we to account for the 
sudden change in the position of the Senator from Alabama? What 
has put the British arguments as to the construction of the treaty 
of 1818 into the mouths of the honorable Senators on the other side 
ofthis Chamber? Politics! The decree has gone forth that the State 
Department and the Administration must be sustained in this mat- 
ter. The man of destiny who occupies the White House and rules 
the Democratic party at his own will, crooked his finger and the Sen- 
ators who were in favor of commercial retaliation ayear ago have turned 
a complete somersault and endeavor to obscure the real question at 
issue by allusions to caucus agreements and charges that the course of 
the Republican Senators concerning this treaty is dictated by political 
considerations, 

This was the attitude of the United States, deliberately taken by 
the legislative department one year ago. We stood on the treaty of 
1818 as the measure of our fishery rights in British waters, including 
the incidental rights of our fishing vessels to resort for certain pur- 
poses to the bays and harbors of the British American coasts, as to 
which we had renounced the right to fish, We had determined on 
giving to Canadian vessels the same commercial rights in our ports 
that vessels of the United States were accorded in Canadian ports and 
no more, and placed the power in the hands of the President to regu- 
late such rights. We placed in the hands of the President power, by 
prohibiting the entry of Canadian fish, to retaliate for the cruel and 
unjust treatment of our fishermen in Canadian waters. The only 
thing left to be done was to demand of Great Britain indemnity for the 
seizure of our fishing vessels, in violation of the treaty of 1818, and for 
the President to enforce the power placed in his hands. 

Instead of that this treaty was negotiated, by which, if it is ratified, 
we will yield substantially all that Great Britain has ever claimed and 
surrender our claim for reciprocal commercial privileges. 

It is not my purpose to enter into a critical review of the treaty. 
Others better qualified for the task have done that. I will briefly refer 
to the salient features of it. 

The first eight articles of the treaty relate to the delimitation, by a 
commission, of the British waters, bays, creeks, and harbors upon the 
coasts of Canada and Newfoundland as to which the United States, by 
the treaty of 1818, renounced the liberty theretofore enjoyed by its citi- 
zens to take, cure, or dry fish. The question of what these waters are 
is not submitted to the commission, but the treaty prescribes the rules 
by which the delimitation is to be made, leaving the commission the 
formal task of marking the lines of delimitation upon the British admi- 
ralty charts. : 

By Article III of the treaty, if ratified, the United States will sur- 
render the right to fish within a line 3 miles seaward from all bays, 
creeks, and harbors, 10 miles or less in width, along the coasts upon 
which we renounced the right to fish by the treaty of 1818. 

By Article [V of the treaty, at or near the following large bays the 
limits of exclusion are established by fixed lines, and the United States 
surrender the right of fishing in bays of much greater width than 10 
miles, namely, Bay Chaleur, Bay Miramichi, Egmont Bay, Fortune 
Bay, and Sir Charles Hamilton Sound. 

The limits of exclusion at or near Barrington Bay and at Chedabucto 
and St. Peter’s Bays, at Mira Bay, and at Plancentia Bay are fixed at 3 
marine miles seaward from fixed lines, and the United States surren- 
ders the right of fishing in bays of 20 miles and more in width at the 
limits of exclusion. 

By the fifth article of the treaty all such interior portions of any bays, 
creeks, or harbors as can not be reached from the sea without passing 
within 3 marine miles of the shores, no matter what the width of the 
channel may be, are excluded from the common waters. 

These provisions, if not substantially a recognition of the British 
headland theory, are a voluntary surrender of our claims upon the 
question of what are British bays and harbors under the provisions of 
the treaty of 1818, after seventy years of stout contention under all ad- 
ministrations, in the face of an almost unanimous agreement of modern 
—a that our contention is correct, and of an adjudication in our 

avor. 

The owners of the American vessel, Washington, seized in 1843, while 
a in the Bay of Fundy 10 miles from land and confiscated, pre- 
sented their claim for reparation to the commission provided for in the 
convention of 1854 between the United States and Great Britain, alleg- 
ing that the seizure and confiscation were illegal. The commission 
disagreed, and the umpire decided that the Bay of Fundy was not a 
British bay or a bay at all within the meaning of the treaty. This de- 
cision covers the whole ground in controversy, and necessarily sustains 
the American construction of the treaty. It effectually disposes of the 
headland theory. 

The same commission passed upon the claim of the owners of the 
Argus, seized off Cape Breton and within the points of extreme head- 
lands, and held the seizure to have been illegal. The headland theory 
being disposed of, in my judgment there is nothing left of the British 
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claim to exclude our fishermen from the bays, creeks, and harbors 
more than 6 miles wide. The open sea is free to all and can not be 
brought under the dominion of any one nation. Its physical nature 
is such that it can not be possessed, and can not therefore become prop- 
erty. Itis a public highway forall nations. Parts of the sea, how- 
ever, are subject to municipal jurisdiction and belong to the territory 
of the countries whose coasts they wash. This jurisdiction rests upon 
the principle that each state, in order to defend its coasts, is entitled 
to jurisdiction seaward to the extent of its ability to maintain it from 
the shore. Upon this principle the jurisdiction of a nation seaward 
from its coasts is a variable jurisdiction, and was not, at the time the 
treavy of 1818 was made, as extensive as it is to-day. Jurisdiction 
over the sea based upon the ability of a nation to assert and maintain 
it in thé earlier history of mankind would have extended the distance 
of a stone’s throw from shore, then an arrow’s flight, then the distance 
of a cannon shot, which at the date of the treaty of 1818 was by the 
common consent of mankind one marine league. Logically, upon the 
same principle it should now be extended to the distance covered by the 
effective range of modern steel rifles. The rules of international law at 
the time the treaty of 1818 was made entered into and became a part 
of it. The true interpretation of the renunciatory clause of the treaty 
by which the United States surrendered the right of fishing within 3 
marine miles of certain coasts, bays, creeks, and harbors must be de- 
termined by ascertaining what the rule of international law as to the 
jurisdiction of a state over the adjacent sea was at the time the treaty 
was negotiated. The treaty was evidently a declaration of the rule 
of international law. I find this question so admirably discussed in the 
American Law Review for April, 1871, that Iam constrained to quote 
from it. The writer says: 


The clause of the treaty of 1818, e-tablishing the territorial line at 3 marine 
miles distant from ‘‘ any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors”’ of the provi.aces, 
was evidently intended to be, and must be considered as declaratory of the inter- 
national law. If we can, therefore, discover and state with accuracy the doc- 
trines and rules of that law, we shall have found the correct interpretation of 
the convention. Parts of the sea are under the municipal jurisdiction and be- 
long to the territory of the countries whose coasts they wash. These portions 
are, for reasons stated hereafter, bounded exteriorly by the range of cannon 
shot projected from the land, which distance, for purposes of certainty, has gen- 
erally been taken at 3 marine miles. This external sea limit of territorial do- 
minion does not, however, follow the shore parallel to all the sinuosities of the 
low-water mark; it is measured at the established distance from point or head- 
land to point or headland, where these projections do not alter or break the trend 
of the coast, and is thus carried around the mouths of those small depressions or 
bays whose openings are not wider than the double range of cannon, or 6 marine 
miles; but it does sweep inwardly from headlands where the general direction 
of the coast is changed, and follows the concave shore of those larger indents 
whose mouths are of greater width than the double range of cannon. Great 
Britain has, however, from an early day asserted municipal jurisdiction and 
territorial dominion over a wider extent of adjacent waters, and has demanded 
that her exterior sea-line shall run direct froma point 3 miles without one 
extreme headland to a point 3 miles without the next extreme headland, no 
matter how far apart these promontories may be, nor how broad and deep 
the included depression, nor how many the intervening and lesser projections 
of the land. In a word, while the general law says that territorial right is con- 
fined to those bays whose mouths are not wider than the double range of can- 
non, and to that part of others which lies within cannot-shot, Great Britain 
would extend her exclusive sway to all portions of all bays and gulfs. 

In his discussion of this subject Phillimore says: 

‘Besides the rights of property and jurisdiction within the limit of cannon- 
shot from the shore, there are certain portions of the sea which, though they 
exceed this verge, may, under special circumstances, be prescribed for. Mari- 
time territorial rights extend, as a general rule, over arms of the sea, bays, gulfs, 
estuaries, which are inclosed but not entirely surrounded by lands belonging 
to one and the same state. With respect to bays and gulfs so inclosed there 
seems to be no reason or authority fora limitation suggested by Martens. Thus 
Great Britain has immemorially claimed and exercised property and jurisdic- 
tion over the bays or portions of sea cut off by lines drawn from one promon- 
tory to another, and called the king’s chambers.” 

We shall see hereafter that the limitation suggested by |Martens, which is 
thus discarded by Phillimore, is based upon principle, and is sustained by al- 
most universal authority. Wildman simply remarks that “the sea within gun- 
shot of the shore is occupied by the occupation of the coast.” The latest Eng- 
lish text writer upon international law is Sir Travers Twiss, and he is far from 
supporting the extreme British pretensions. After stating the familiar rule that 
hostilities can not be carried on within a certain distance of neutral coasts, he 
proceeds: 

‘That distance is held to extend as far as the safety of a nation renders it 
necessary and its power is adequate to assert it; and as that distance can not, 
with convenience to the nations, be variable, depending on the presence or ab- 
sence of an armed fleet, it is by practice identified with that distance over which 
a nation can command obedience to its empire by the fire of itscannon. That 
distance is, by consent, now taken to be a maritime league seawards along all 
the coasts ofa nation. Beyond the distance of a sea league from its coast the 
territorial laws of a nation are, strictly speaking, not operative.” 

He prefers to call such waters “ jurisdictional,” and thus describes those which 
he denominates ‘territorial :” 

“Tf a sea is entirely closed by the territory of a nation and has no other com- 
munication with the ocean than by a channel of which that nation may take 

ssession, it appears that such a sea is no less capable of being occupied and 
Ceccnsing property than the iand. In the same manner a bay of the sea, the 
shores of which are the territory of one and the same nation, and of which the 
entrance may be effectively defended against all other nations, is capable of 
being reduced into the possession of a nation.” 

Finally, he limits jurisdiction over the ‘‘ King’s Chambers” to the mere right 
of preventing hostilities therein between other belligerents. ‘ 

Why is the range of cannon shot from the land adopted as the limit of terri- 
torial jurisdiction and property? Because the open sea is free to all, and can 
not be possessed or brome ender the dominion of any one nation. Ortolan 
examines and states this principle at length with great clearness and cogency 
of reasoning. We can only quote his conclusion: 

“The impossibility of property in the sea results from the physical nature of 
this element, which can not be possessed and which serves as the essential 
means of communication between men. The impossibility of empire over the 
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sea results from the equality of rights and the reciprocal independence of na- 
tions.” 

This fundamental principle being conceded, the converse is evident. Prop- 
erty in and dominion over the sea can ouly exist as to those portions capable or 
“a permanent possession; that is, of a possession from the land, which 
sion can only be maintained by artillery. At 1 mile beyond the reach of coast- 
guns there is no possession any more than in mid-ocean. Hautefeuilloe elab- 
orates this doctrine as follows: 

‘Maritime dominion stops at the place where continuous possession ends, 
where the people who own the shore can no longer exercise power, at the place 
from which they can not exclude strangers; finally, at the place where the pres- 
once of foreigners, being no longer dangerous, they have no interest to exclude 
them. Now the point where the causes which render the sea susceptible of pri- 
vate possession cease isthe same forall, It is the limit of the power represented 
by instruments of war. All the space through which projectiles thrown from 
the shore pass, being protected and defended by them, is territorial and subject 
to the dominion of the power which controls the shore. The greatest range of 
a ball fired froma cannon on Jand is therefore the limit of the territorialsea. The 
seacoast does not present one straight and regular line; it is,on the contrary, 
almost always broken by bays, eapes, etc. If the maritime dominion must 
be measured from every one of the points of the shore, great inconvenience 
would result. It has therefore been agreed in practice to draw an imaginary 
line from one promontory to another and to take this line as the base of depart- 
ure for the reach of the cannon. This mode, adopted by almost all nations, is 
only applicable to small bays,and not to those of great extent, which are in 
reality parts of the open sea, and of which it is impossible todeny the complete 
assimilation with the great ocean.” 

Martens thus states the rule with the limitation rejected, as we have seen, by 
Phillimore; 

“What has been said of rivers and lakes is equally applicable to bays and 
rulfs; above all, to those which do not exceed the ordinary width of rivers or 
the double range of cannon, At this day all writers agree that straits, gulfs, and 
the adjacent sea belong to the owner of the coast as far as the range of a cannon 
placed upon the shore.” 

In the editor's note upon this section, contained in the latest edition, the pas- 
sage cited above from Hautefeuille is quoted with approval, Kliiber expresses 
himself in a precise and practical manner: 

“To the territory of a State belong those maritime districts and regions sus- 
ceptible of an exclusive possession. In this number are the pcos of the ocean 
which extend within the continental territory of a nation, if they can be com- 
manded by cannon from the two banks, or if their entrance only can be closed 
or defended against vessels (gulfs, bays).” 

Ortolan is even more emphatic, He says: 

* We should range upon the same line as ports and roads, gulfs and bays, and 
all indentations knowa by other names, when these indentations made in the 
lands of the same state donot exceed in breadth the double range of cannon, or 
when the entrance can be governed by artillery, or when it is naturally de- 
fended by islanda, banks, or rocks. In all these cases we can truly say that the 
gulfs or bays are in the power of the nation which is the mistress of the terri- 
tory surrounding them.” 

Baron de Cussy examines the subject at great length. After referring to nu- 
merous treaties and laws and to many text-writers, he says: 

“Sovereignty over the territorial waters of the sea reaches as far as the range 
of cannon fired from the shore. This sovereignty also extends to maritime 
districts and regions, such as roads, bays, and straits, whose entrance and exit 
can be defended by cannon.” * * * “All bays and straits, however, can not 
belong through their entire surface and extent to the territorial seaofthe state 
whose shores they wash. ‘The sovereignty of the state over large bays and 
— is limited to the distance which has been indicated in the preceding 
rule.” 

Heffier, discussing territorial dominion over the sea, states the general rule: 

“Common usage has established the range of cannon as the distance within 
which it is not lawful to trespass, a line of limit which has not only obtained 
the suffrages of Grotius, of Bynkershoek, of Galiani, of Kliber, but has been 
adopted by the laws of many nations.” * * * “If the strip of sea which 
washes the coast is considered as belonging to the contiguous state, if follows, 
for even a stronger reason, that waters connected with this portion of the sea 
ought to b> under the dominion of the neighboring state which is able to guard 
them, to defend the approach to them, and to hold them under its exclusive 
control, Such are the ports and barbors which form a means of access to the 
territory. Some nations, as much by an extension of their rights as for other 
reasons, have arrogated to themselves a kind of dominion, or at least exclusive 
use, over certain portions of the high seas. Thus, in England, they include within 
the dominion of the state, under the name of King’s Chambers, the bays situ- 

ated bet ween two promontories.”’ 

In a treaty between Great Britain and France of August 3, 1439, it is stipulated 
that the subjects of either state shall enjoy an exclusive right of fishing within 
a distance of 3 miles from low-water mark along the whole extent of its coasts. 
The ninth article provides that this distance shall be measured, in the case of 
bays of which the opening shall not exceed 10 miles, from a straight line drawn 
across from one cape to another. 

Wesubmit that our proposition is demonstrated, and that the correctness of the 
American claim is established. The position assumed by the British home and 
colonial governments is sustained by only one EF: eee Sn eats aoe 


All other modern jurists of authority agree both in general principle and 
in its application to the particular case. Such unanimity exists simply because 
the principle itself is not arbitrary, but is founded u essential nature and 
necessary elements of territorial property anddominion. It follows, therefore, 
that. taking the a eee in the treaty of 1818 as the true the exterior 
sea line along the Ca jan coasts 


one, 
should sweep within all bays and other in- 
dents whose mouths are more than 6 miles wide, leaving portionsof their waters 
without its boundary of exclusion, and therefore open and free for American 
citizens and vessels to fish therein, and to , prepare to fish, and do all 
other acts connected with their business, Any interference with them while 
thus lawfully pursuing their avocation, is a3 much an international wrong 
as though they should be arrested in the very midst of the Atlantic or Pacific 
Oceans. 


Such was the understanding of our commissioners who negotiated the 
treaty of 1518. Mr. Rush in a letter to Mr. Marcy in 1854, explaining 
the meaning of the treaty, speaking of this very question, said: 


These are the decisive words in our favor. aaa mean no more than that our 
fishermen, while fisliing in the waters of the Bay of Fundy, should not go nearer 
than 3 miles to any of those small inner creeks, or harbors which are 
known to indent the coasts of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. To 
they were bound to keep 3 miles off from a line drawn from headland 
headland on the extreme limits of that —a line which might measure 50 


miles or more, according to the manner of drawing or imagining ould be 
a most unnatural supposition. 

Similar reasons apply to all other large bays and gulfs. In the treaty 
we believed that we retained the right of fishing in the sea, w called a 


fase ee Sa 


LAARTIMIIDTINAATARTAT DUMNNAYDTH aQYnNaATH 


bay, gulf, or by whatever name designaied, Our fishermen were waiting tor 
the word, not of exclusion, but of admission to these large bays and gulfs. 

An intelligent and able reviewer of this treaty sums up the provisions 
of the first ten articles as follows: 


Articles I to X create an exclusive fishery for the British not consistent with 
the treaty of 1783 nor that of 1818, Our rights in the entire fishery in 1783 were 
those of a tenant in common, including the use of the shores for the purposes of 
drying and curing our fish, and procuring wood and water, and for repairs. The 
anadinetiete in 1818 were a renunciation of our right to take within 3 
miles of the Nova Scotia shore, and the accession of the right to dry and cure 
fish on certain south shores of Newfoundland. 

The lines and limits in this new plan shut us out from vastly more of ocean 
than did the treaty of 1818. Every American statesman, Secretary of State, and 
President who has been brought in contact with this question between 1818 and 
Mr. Bayard in the autumn of 1887, including Mr. Bayard himself up to that 
time, has resisted and refused toconsent to the British contention known as the 
“headland doctrine.”” Every umpire before whom the question was heard has 
decided against the British pretension. British ministers themselves have de- 
clined repeatedly to offer to enforce it, and it has rested in abeyance ever since 
the decisions in the Argus and the Washington cases denounced it as an unten- 
able construction. 


After such a surrender of territorial rights one would naturally ex- 
pect to find some compensatory provisions in the remaining articles of 
the treaty, but when we examine the tenth article we find a further 
surrender of rights—the rights of American fishing vessels resorting to 
British American bays and harbors for shelter and other purposes pro- 
vided for in the treaty of 1818, to exemption from unnecessary restric- 
tious by municipal laws. These rights or liberties, as has been said, 
are not commercial rights, but are incidental to the greater right recog- 
nized by the treaty of fishing in certain British waters. It could not 
have been contemplated by the framers of the treaty of 1818 that in 
the exercise of these liberties American fishing vessels should be sub- 
ject to commercial regulations. 

By this article, if ratified, the United States will waive the right of 
their fishermen to the unrestricted enjoyment of these liberties ex- 
cept to the extent necessary to prevent the abuse of their exercise, 
and agree that our fishing vessels in the exercise of the rights guarantied 
by the treaty of 1818 shall be subject to municipal laws and shall con- 
form to the harbor regulations provided by the municipal laws of Can- 
ada, and when resorting to such bays or harbors for shelter or repairing 
damages and remaining more than twenty-four hours, exclusive of Sun- 
days and legal holidays, or communicating with the shore, or when 
resorting to such bays or harbors within the limits of established ports 
of entry for the purpose of purchasing wood or obtaining water, may 
be requested to report, enter, and clear. It will be observed that by 
this article the fishing vessels of the United States while denied com- 
mercial privileges in Canadian ports are to be snbjected to commercial 
restrictions and regulations while in the exercise of treaty rights. 

The eleventh article of the treaty provides that United States fishing 
vessels entering the ports of the eastern and northeastern coasts of Can- 
ada and of the coasts of Newfoundland under stress of weather or 
other casualty, may unload, reload, transship, or sell, subject to the 
customs laws and regulations, all fish on board when such unloading, 
transshipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and 
may replenish outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by dis- 
aster, and in case of death or sickness shall be allowed all needful facili- 
ties, including the shipping of crews, and that license shall he granted 
to United States fishing vessels to obtain by purchase (not by barter) 
in established ports of entry on the aforesaid coasts of Canada or New- 
foundland for the homeward voyage such provisions as are ordinarily 
sold to trading vessels, and when such license has been obtained by 
such vessels they shall be allowed such facilities for the purchase of 
casual and needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to 
rading vessels, that is to say, such supplies as are required while fit- 
ting for the homeward voyage. 

Without discussing in this connection the right or duty of the United 
States to demand for American vessels of every class such privileges in 
British American ports as are accorded to Canadian vessels in the ports 
the privileges stipulated for the fishing vessels of the United States aro 
the pri sti ing vi ni are 
saa aiietetan dies aptaaienn of all nations accorded to vessels 
of other nations as acts of hospitality and humanity, and that toe pur- 
chase or sell such privileges is incompatible with the honor and dignity 
of a great nation. ; 

But the substantial proposition of the treaty is found in the fifteenth 
the preceding articles the United States gains nothing 
uence and surrenders much. by the fifteenth article the 

pri our fishermen want, and which it is claimed on 
the part of the United States they are entitled to as a matter of good 
neighborhood and upon prineiples of reeiprocity, are offered to us upon 
condition that we will give the colonial fishermen free market for their 
fish and fish-oil. After all that has been said by the present Secretary 
of State and our minister to Great Britain concerning the rights of our 

privileges in Canadian ports, the Ad- 

Great Britain that if we obtain such 
them with the remission of duties 

upon Canadian fish and fish-oil. The duties on Canadian and New- 
foundland fish for the year ending July 1, 1587, amount to $611,- 
937. 
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Had fresh fish been subject to the same duty as salt fish the duties the re aan ations to be communicated to Her Majesty's G 
on the same for the year would have amounted to $230,126. The | to their taking effect, which is justly offensive to our fisherme 7 
duties remitted on salt fish and fish-oil, with the increased importation the surren “mn rof the rightof our fishermen to transship cargoes und i 
in the future, would approximate a million of dollars a year, while the | provisions of Article XNIX of the treaty of 1871. But 1 will not fur- 3 
admission of Canadian and Newfoundland fish and fish-oil free of duty | ther discuss its prov ns, ‘ 
would, as it did under the treaty of 1871, build up the Canadian fish- | It is a mistake to suppose that the pending treaty, if ratified, will 
ing interests at the expense of our own. Notwithstanding this Sena- | r e the grounds of misunderstanding between the two countries as 
tors on the other side of this Chamber intimate that fish will be put | to our fishing rights in ¢ : ttling points 
upon the free-list if this treaty isrejected. Iwill inform them that, in | } e between the t ast t inder- 
my judgment, that is not the way to secure free fish for the Canadian ~ lings, it, in jud 3 q trovers 4 
fishermen. The ratification of this treaty, surrendering to Great Britain | The old question of v al ssary and ons 
our claim for commercial privileges for our fishing vessels unless pur- | prevent the abuse of their privileges by our fish J sh waters 
chased by free fish, would lay the foundation for placing fish on the | wili be still ject of controversy, ‘ 
free-list. The Senator from Alabama in his recent speech declared | right to fi ' bays named treaty a in 
himself in favor of the admission of Canadian fish free of duty. H where the width is 10 m ul under from headland to | wy 
need not have made the announcement. The fact that he supports | the area of the waters from which our fishermen are e: led, and . 
this treaty was sufficient evidence as to his position upon that subject. | within which the Canadian authorities will enfore legislation to annoy 
The admission of fish free is the natural sequence of the ratification of | and drive them out, is greatly increased, and, as we heard from tlh 
this treaty. No doubt the only reason why ast ipulation for the ad- | 5 tor from Maine, the dangerof accidental on of Br h waters 
mission of Canadian fish into the United States duty free was not in- | and i ictions of Canadian law greatly angmented. Th 
serted in the treaty was that stated by our negotiators in their reply | usual tides, strong currents, and preva * fogs which for long] 
to the proposition of the British plenipotentiaries, who proposed — will make it impossible for our fishermen to distinguish the headland 
That with the view of removing all causes of difference in connection w ur pays at the d stan © ir I i > 1 by the new « tion 
the fisheries it is proposed by Her 4 lajesty’s plenipotentiaries that the fisher all add to th erisk and d el } t 
of both countries shall have all the privileges « njoyed du ring the existenc ) calling in the Gulf of St. | I na t} q 
the fishery articles of the treaty of Washi on, in consideration of a Che fifth artiel ft} ti 1 ab revasiona f 
arrangement providing for greater freedom of commercial intercourse be el : . : neato . . 
the United States, Canada, and Newfoundiand. construction | tne Hritisa thorities it pro t 1 
oe t hall 1 trued t lude wi 1 the com : 
To which the United States commissioners 1 , ann mieten. ae ; ~ , 
While continuing their proposals, hereto submitte i t| ‘ rw » ¢ > 1e 2 
fully sharing the desire of Her Br inic Majesty’s } enti to » Articla } ‘ oneal of ( er § ta 4 
all causes of difference in connect with the fisheries, the American plenipo- | . - of ae 2 ae 2 : . : a oe ; i ‘ 
tentiaries are constr r careful cons ration to decline to ask from ti | What does thi rt e mean ? I tne test to pel f I 
President the authority requisite to consider the proposals conveyed a | V r? ri f \ ] ! test 
on the 3d instant as meansto the desi Feehan » the greater freedom of tn ha man or is thers . aoe on lifters wueht 
commercial intercourse so proposed 1 i necessitate an adjusiment of t ee ; ‘ : E s " 
present tariff of the United Stat a lat Denaves ional action, which adju ent | 50 that on ve .WwHi eS cece and a ther admit ; OTW (reat Es 
the American plenipotentiaries consider to be manifestly impracticable of a iritain ¢ im that \ ‘ } a 
complishment tl he medium of a treaty now existing. ‘ wa ba a. ; , 1 either ho . _ ies 4 
Does any one believe that the British plenipotentiaries in negotiating | to Iudei? XN t! eaty add to 
this treaty did not confidently expect that Congress would re ve the rovers with ¢ f 1 her d 1 bh 
duties on fish and fish-oil, and that the fifteenth article of a t1 ( ortant l ers differ > bet t! 
vould become operative? if ition tle a 
What becomes of the statement of Mr. Phelps to Lord Rose) nt by ot! . L fis sin the Bel 4 
that the scheme of Canada to drive the United States ‘‘ into the ; Sea, t Clayto t lt I rag ( t] 
tion of a new treaty by which Canadian fish shall be admitted 10 i 1 i by Great 
= is likely to prove as mistaken in policy as it is indefens xim t rrita 
in principle ?”’ Sir, Lam much m in the temper of the A1 sy, and pret 
ican people if they will submit to be into such a « ssion or | € if 
yield to demands attempted to be enforced by such means. | { Che Senator { » Alnhai J ' a 
Britain, to, make a market for the productions of British India, forced Mr. Blai Mr. E fy ind Mr. ¢ y 
the opium traffic upon China at the point of ‘the sword. To swell 1c ners : a - s ho 
revenues she monopolized the liquor traffic in British dn idia and 7 ph ak pag rap rae 
to the wretchedness of the impoverished inhabitan i pi 4 
temperance among them. She assisted in the colle as 4 
of her citizens in Egypt by the intervention of her ir ci Socmtern | : 
less the American people have hopelessly lost the s; I d ted 
them in 1776 and 1812 she will never succeed by harassi nd annoy- | [ apprehend thatt vi i sudden fury é red to exi / 
ing our fishermen in driving the United States into the admissiop of | in t rhetoric of th r from Alabama. The posit : Pe. 
Canadian fish free. | pub! a to-day tl ition « 101 f 
The President, in his message trans mitting the treaty to the Senate, th Houses of Cong sand. as wasclaimed byt 3 or. of the j 
says ihat by this treaty *° ‘the uninterr: ipted navigation of the Strait o! ministration but a litt ver a year ago But what ar he ts « 
C: 180 is expressly and for the first time affirmed.’’ Thisisa mistake. | cerning the conne f Republ 1 ad trations h f 
As a matter of international law Great Britain never had any right to ries question? 
interrupt the free navigation of the Strait of Canso by the fishing or When Abraham Lincoln was i curated, t ( treat : 
other vessels of the U nited States; but there is nothing ji in this treaty | 1854 was in for und continued in force until 1866. Du tha 4 
that can be construed as an abandonment on the part of Great Britain | ther no controversy between the two Governments upon ‘ 
of any conteation to the contrary. The language of the treaty is: | tion. e aggre is ag t out ermen < 1 w! Can 
Arr. IX, Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of | fish were admitted free. Hefore the termination of ther iprocity treaty q 
the Strait of C anso by fishing vessels of the United States, | the British Government had directed that American fishing vessels 
That is, nothing in the treaty is to be construed asa renunciation by | should not be interfered with unl they were found within 3 miles 
the United States of its claim to the free navigation of the strait. This | of the shore, or within 3 miles of a line drawn across the mouth of 
provision was evidently intended to prevent the delimitation in the | bay or creek less than 10 geographical miles in width. By a lett 
treaty of Chedabucto Bay, which forms the southern entrance to the | from the colonial department of t ad Ity, dated Ay 0, 19% 
Strait of Canso, from being construed into an abandonment by the | and by instructions trom the admiralty dated May 5, 1870 
United States of its right to navigate the strait. The right of the citi- | yal officers were directed " 
zens of the United States to the free navigation of the Strait of Canso ek én acing any [American fishing) vessel ess itis ent y 
does not depend upon treaty stipulation. The strait connects the At- | naauadl tak Che aikcaiera fetaton has } ; ‘th ‘ i 
lantic Ocean with the Galf of St. Lawrence, the navigation of both of | within 3 miles of land 
which are free to our fishermen and to all the world, and they have | Jnshort, the British Government, without abandoning its elaim to ‘ 
under the acknowledged principles of international law the right of | the headland theory, directed that it should not be enforced, but the 4 
free passage through it . a free market in the United States for Canadian fish having been lost by , 
Thereare other things inthis treaty and things omitted from it whic 1 | the termination of the reciprocity treaty, the Canadian Dominion in 
should cause its rejection by the Senate; among them the extraordi- | 1868 and in 1870, by legislation which clearly violated our treaty rights 
nary provisionof Article XIII, providingthat the Secretary of the Treas- | renewed the controversy ‘I i atic controversy concerning « 
ury shall make regulations for enauanenin exhibition by any United | fisheries rights was mer: of 1871, which n ly related 
States fishing vessel upon each bow of its official number, and requiring to Alabama claims, but by of which ail g con : 
. 
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troversy were once more removed by the admission of fish and the 
products of fish duty free into the United States for another period of 
twelve years. When that treaty was terminated the administration 
was Democratic, and is entitled to the credit, or must bear the blame, 
as the case may be, of subsequent negotiations. 

The Senator from Alabama takes the position that the rejection of this 
treaty would close the door to negotiation, and adopts a line of argu- 
ment calculated to alarm the country by intimating that the alterna- 
tive to the ratification of the treaty is war with Great Britain. It will 
be interesting to contrast his recent utterances as to the necessity for 
a treaty with Great Britain and the danger of commercial retaliation 
with some remarks made by him in the Senate on the 13th of April 
1886, during the discussion of a resolution which passed the Senate on 
that day by a vote of 35 yeas to 10 nays, and which is as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, the appointment of a commission 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be rep- 
resented, charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights of 
the two governments, on the coasts of the United States and British North 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 


The Senator said: 


In listening to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, and also in what in- 
vestigation I have been able to give this subiect, I am unable to ascertain that 
there is really any unsettled question between the United States and Great 
Britain in regard to the fisheries of the northeastern coast. I have inquired of 
Senators who have had long experience in the diplomatic affairs of the country, 
to ascertain, if I could, whether there was any open question of damages, any 
cluim of damages arising between the Governments respectively out of any su 

osed breach of our fisheries treaties or our fisheries laws; and I can hear nate: 

ng of that kind. The Halifax Commission seems to have settled for good and 
all every controversy, sounding in damages at least, which has been promoted 
or urged by the citizens of the countries on either side. 

Those considerations out of view, the next question would be whether there 
is any want of certainty in our treaty relations with Great Britain upon this 
subject. I conceive that there is no want of certainty in our treaty relations, 
and there is scarcely room for a difference in interpretation of what our treaty 
relations actuall y are. The twotreaties which have settled the actual and what 
we might term the permanent rights of the ple of the United States and of 
the Dominion country in regard to the fisheries are the treaties of 1783 and 1818, 
No other treaties we have made at all in respect to the fisheries have under- 
taken to define the permanent, enduring rights either of the British —— or 
of our people in respect of the fisheries. We have had two other treaties on 
this ee the treaty of 1854 and the treaty of 1871, but they were both tem- 
porary in their character and both made liable to be suspended by the action of 
either government after they had run for ten years,and both have been abro- 
gated. So that the field is entirely clear in respect of the actual state of treaty 
relations between the United States and Great Britain, and those treaty rela- 
tions rest upon the treaties of 1783 and 1818. 

* * * * * * a” 
We took the oon = de novo, and in that treaty of 1818 we yielded certain 
very important rights which I have just called to the attention of the Senate, and 
we had parceled out to us some other rights in perpetuity. I will call attention 
to Article I of that treaty to show exactly what we yielded and what we re- 
tained; we did not gain anything. 

‘* Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States, for the inhabitants thereof,to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, it 
is agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on the 
“ees and —— coast - or nd.” 

at appears a nt in perpetuity. 

*“ From the said Ca _ to the Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Mag- 
dalen Islands, and on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks, from Mount 
Joli, on the southern coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, 
and thence northwardly indefinitely along the coast, without prejndice, how- 
ever, to any of the exclusive rights of the Hudson Bay Company.’ 

All these rights were granted to us in perpetuity on that boundary, that defi- 
nition of the limit— 

‘* And that the American fishermen shall also have liberty forever to dry and 
cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of the southern part 
of the cnast of Newfoundland, hereabove described, and of the coast of Labra- 
dor; but 80 soon as the same, or 7 ae thereof, shall be settled, it shall 
not be lawful for the said fishermen dry or cure fish at such portion so settled 
without previous agreement for such purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, 
or rs of the ground.” 

hat was what was granted to us, or rather it was what was left of our rights 
under the treaty of 1783. Now comes the part that we yielded: 

‘And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore en- 
joyed orclaimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 
3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty’s dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned 
limits: Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to 
enter such bays or harbors for the p of sheJter and of repairing damages 
therein, of purchasing wood, and of ining water, and for no other purpose 
whatever. But they shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to 
prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner 
whatever abusing the privil hereby reserved to them.” 

That I consider the aate poematiee, in regard to the fisheries between the 
United States and Great tain. It seems to me a very clear one. I can 
searcely understand how it is the subject of misconstruction or misunderstand- 
ing at all, It will be observed that in this proviso the language employed and 
the evident — of it was to extend to our fishernien a peculiar privilege 
in the bays, , inlets, and creeks into which they might resort, in favor of 
our fishermen. There is nothing in that article which I have just read to indi- 

tratioat, ae le aa cont trudi: oo ye Soe the ‘patete 
Pp or a people who were ini ng upon the rights o: e people 
of the British-American vinees; that their ic was in any sense an un- 
lawful traffic or injurious to the people with whom wetraded. On the contrary, 
this very privilege and license of entering into their bays was given to us for 
coniaeoees of promoting the welfare of the people along the coast of the British 

= _ a * * & * * 

I do not wish to voluntcer any opinions about this subject before a question 
gets before the Senate and Iam compelled to act upon it; but my convictions 
are very strong; oer poe Raed, indeed I hae owen hase Caeg get along with 
the people of Great Britain on this subject without any further treaty at all and 
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without any further legislation. If any one were to ask me what provision of 
a treaty I would frame to com and settle any question of fundamental law 
between us and Great Britain in respect of the fisheries, I could not suggest it, 
or if I were asked to propose an amendment to the statutes of the United States, 
so as to put the control of this intricate subject more completely in the hands of 
our own Government, I could not frame the amendment to the statutes. I 
would not know how to doit. I believe that both the treaty stipulations and 
the situation under the statutes are about as complete as we areever able to 
makethem. There or be other interests, and there are other interests lyin 
between the people of the British possessions and the United States that I woul 
like very much indeed to see promoted by further negotiation, but I can not 
call tomind, there is no suggestion to my mind of, any ee ae that we 
could make under existing conditions of our rights in the fisheries of that 
northeastern coast. . 
* : * a * * * 

Mr. GrorGr. Would it not be well to base the right to buy ice, bait, and all 
that sort of thing, on the interpretation of the law? 

Mr. Moraay. Ice and bait are not mentioned in this treaty. 

Mr. GrorGeE. I know they are not. 

Mr. Moraan. Ice and bait are therefore to be treated as articles of commerce, 
If we have any right to get ice and bait there, it is under the commercial privi- 
lege extended to us by the statute of Great Britain. 

r. GEORGE. Which Great Britain has a right to interpret for herself. 

Mr. MorGan, interpret for herself until we come to our right tointerpret, and 

then we say, ‘‘ If you interpret it in that way we interpret our statute so and 


Mr. GeorGe. That is retaliation. 

Mr. MorGan, And itis all you can make of it. 

Mr. GEorGE. It does not come to any agreement. ; 

Mr. Morean. It would hardly be expected, I think, that the diplomatic pow- 
ers of two at governments should enter into a negotiation to determine the 
distinction between ice and bait on one side and bacon and flour on the other 
as articlesof commerce; neither of them is mentioned in the treaty, but I should 
think it was unfortunate for the civilization of this , especially I should think 
it unfortunate for the character of the publicists of this age, if they should find 
it necessary to interpret the meaning of ice and bait soas to exclude them within 
the commercial list, when everybody would admit that flour and bacon are in- 
cluded in the commercial list. 

Whatever is legitimate traffic, whatever is not contraband, is lawful traffic in 
any port to which you have the lawful right of access; and if it is ice and bait 
it is just as much commerce as if it was flourand bacon. You can not claim ice 
and bait under the treaty, you can not claim flour and bacon under the treaty, 
but beyond question a merchant ship has the right to go there and buy flour 
and bacon and a fisherman has the right to go there and buy flour and bacon if 
also he isa commercial ship, for a fisherman may have two characters, and 
every one of them I believe has two characters. One is a business or vocation 
of catching fish, and the other is of dealing in freightsor in merchandise, traffic, 
barter, or exchange just as they wish. We do not send any ships-out of our 
ports, as I understand, exclusively for the purpose of fishing, but we arm every 
one of them with a sea pass and give them the protection of an enrollment or a 
registry, so that they are American ships in every sense of the word and com- 
mercial ships in every sense of the word. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg to call attention again to the treaty of 1818 and to 
insist that the proviso which is found in the latter part of Article I was never 
intended for the purpose of discriminating against American ships and denounc- 
ing American fishermen or putting them under any bad character ome any 
imputation or reproach upon them, but it was intended to rovide for them 
privileges that at that time did not exist in the hands of ordinary commercial 
vessels—a favored class of ships under the treaty, a class of ships favored be- 
cause of the advantages which they brought to the people living upon that 
northern coast, 


The Senator from Alabama says: 

The committee having decided without the aid of a single vote of the minority 
against a resolution to discuss this treaty in open session, the minority had the 
right to suppose that this attitude would be adheréd to. 

The Senator will remember that while the resolution offered by him- 
self relating to the manner of the appointment of the American pleni- 
potentiaries, and set forth in the minority report, was under consider- 
ation, he strongly indicated a disposition to favor the discussion of the 
treaty in open session. I certainly regarded what he said, and I think 
every other member of the committee did, as indicating that if the con- 
sideration of the treaty was not to be divested from the question of the 
regularity of the appointment of the so-called plenipotentiaries who 
assisted Secretary Bayard in its negotiations, he should vote for open 
sessions. ‘The Senator was not alone in making such an intimation. 
He will remember also that when the vote was first taken in the com- 
mittee upon the resolution for open sessions it was adopted, three mem- 
bers of the majority and three members of the minority, including the 
Senator from Alabama, voting for it; and that it was afterwards recon- 
sidered on account of strenuous opposition of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Does not the Senator also know that it has been stated upon this 
floor by Senators on that side of the Chamber that they had caucused 
upon the question whether the treaty should be discussed in open ses- 
sion, and that they were nearly equally divided upon the question, and 
does he not also know that their course upon the question is in accord- 
ance with a caucus understanding, and that the same caucus consid- 
ered the merits of the treaty? It comes with a poor grace under such 
circumstances for Senators now to talk about caucus decrees and of the 
change of position of Senators upon this side of the Chamber upon the 
subject of open sessions. If this treaty is a fair treaty which can stand 
upon its own merits, and will bear discussion, why is all this complaint 
about the discussion of this treaty in open session? Why are Senators 
on that side of the Chamber desirous of ing the consideration 
of the treaty until December? Why so much talk about war with 
Great Britain if the treaty is rejected? Why is the Republican side 
of the Senate threatened with rash and inconsiderate action by the*Ex- 
ecutive in enforcing the retaliation act of March 3, 1887? Why the 
charge that the Republican side of the Senate is governed by political 
considerations in opposing this treaty ? 
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Is it possible that the objection to open session is that certain Sena- | 
tors feel compelled tostand by the Administration and sustain the treaty, 
knowing that it is an abandonment by the United States of the contro- 
versy concerning the fisheries, and will not bear inspection ? 

Mr. President, if I were to vote against this treaty because it has 
been negotiated by a Democratic President, or for any other political 
reason; or if, believing as I do that it surrenders valuable rights secured | 
by the treaty of 1818, that it purchases partial commercial privileges 
in Canadian ports for our fishing vessels and estops us from withdraw- 
ing the full commercial privileges now enjoyed in the ports of the 
United States by the fishing vessels of the Canadian provinces when, 
as I think, we should either have for our fishing vessels full commer- 
cial privileges without purchase, or give to Canadian fishing vessels in 
our ports only such commercial advantages as we ourselves enjoy in 
the Canadian provinces, I should vote for it for fear that the President 
will, if the treaty is rejected, use the power of reciprocity, or retalia- 
tion, if you please, which Congress has placed in his hands to be used 
in his discretion, in such a manner as to unnecessarily interfere with 
the commerce and business of the country and to produce bankruptcy 
and ruin to our commercial and business interests, I should be un- 
worthy of the position I hold. And, sir, if I should vote for the sur- 
render of American rights proposed by this treaty for another reason | 
which has been urged upon the other side of this Chamber, namely, 
that the rejection of the treaty may be made a pretext for war against 
us by Great Britain, I should be no less recreant to the duty I owe to 
my constituents and the country. 

Sir, our battles with Great Britain will be battles of diplomacy. She 
will get by diplomacy all that we are weak enough to yield, but the 
lessons taught her by experience have not been forgotten, and she will 
reserve the contest of arms for nations of less strength and fewer re- 
sources. From the close of the Revolution and the treaty of peace of 
1783 until the negotiation of this treaty there has been one continual 
diplomatic battle between the United States and Great Britain. Ifshe 
has yielded to our just claims it has been foot by foot. Treaties were 
no sooner made than ambiguities were claimed to exist or breaches on 
our part alleged to justify ber refusal to execute them and to lay the 
foundafton for a new treaty and the further exercise of her genius for 
diplomacy. 

By the treaty of 1783 with Great Britain the independence of the 
United States was recognized and a partition of empire agreed upon; 
but in direct violation of the provisions of the treaty she held on to her 
fortified posts in our northwestern territory, using them as a base from 
which to stir up hostility among the savage tribes against us, evidently 
with a view of seizing a favorable opportunity to renew the struggle. 
She not only persisted in this wrong, but pretended to a right to retain 
possession of the posts, alleging that the United States had broken the 
treaty by permitting the States to place obstacles in the way of the 
collection of English debts. In short, it took another treaty—the 
treaty of 1794—to secure the surrender of the northwestern posts by 
the British Government which was stipulated for in the treaty of 1753. 
The settlement of our northern boundary, which by the treaty of 1783 
was definite enough, required years of negotiations and treaty after 
treaty. 

After a controversy of nearly half a century we entered into a treaty 
with Great Britain for the settlement of the Oregon boundary ques- 
tion, a settlement in which, in my judgment, we were overmatched by 
British diplomacy and surrendered rights which never should have 
been yielded and the consequence of which to us and the value of which 
to the British Government are just now beginning to appear. The 
draught of the treaty was prepared by the British ministry and the 
treaty was neither obscure nor ambiguous. It fixed our boundary at 
40° north latitude from the Rocky Mountains to Puget Sound, and 
thence along ‘‘ the middle channel which separates the continent from 
Vancouver’s Island, and thence through the straits of Juan de Fuca 
to the Pacific Ocean.’’ The Canal de Haro was the widest and deep- 
est chanhel between Vancouver and the continent, the one evidently 
called for by the treaty, and yet Great Britain set up a claim to the 
Sen Juan Islands and other islands south and east of this channel, 
and declared that under any circumstances she would maintain the 
sovereignty of them, and sought to establish the Rosaro Straits, named 
and placed upon the English admiralty chartsafter the treaty was made, 
as the boundary line, and it took a quarter of a century of diplomacy 
and an arbitration to settle the boundary in Puget Sound in accord- 
ance with the plain stipulations of the treaty. 

If it were true, which it is not, that the rejection of this treaty by 
the Senate would be made the pretext by Great Britain for a declaration 
of war against the United States, that fact should not receive a mo- 
ment’s consideration by the Senate. 

Can it be that a people who in their infancy threw off the British 
yoke, and by a brave struggle and heoric sacrifices achieved their in- 
dependence, who in 1812 took up the gauge of battle against Great 
Britain and maintained their rights against British aggression, and in 
other times and under other administrations never shrank from assert- 
ing and maintaining their rights upon land and sea wherever the em- 
blem of our nationality was of right displayed, have in these later 
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days, with their great wealth and resources and increased population, 
so degenerated that it is a legitimate argument addressed to United 
States Senators charged with the grave constitutional duty of advising 
y with a foreign nation that if the ti 
not ratified, and, as they believe would be the case, the rights of the 


aty 1s 


| United States basely yielded. it would be the oceasion for war? 


I do not believe that the American people have so degenerated and 
would be willing to purchase peace upon such terms. When if comes 
to pass that the most important acts of this the highest legislative 
body in the country are controlled by fear of foreign war, or by threats 
of Exeeutive proceedings which will involve the country in tinancial 
disaster and ruin, and the business interests of the country in bank- 
ruptcy, instead of by the deliberate judgment of Senators exercised under 
the sauction of their official oaths unbiased by fear and uniniluenced 
by Executive dictation, our republican institutions will indeed be in 
danger, but the danger will be from within and not from without. 

But, sir, I do not fear a war with Great Britain. I believe the 
timent of the two countries in favor of peace and of peaceful measures 
for settling differences is so great as to prevent a resort to thearbitrament 
of war. Besides, sir, Great Britain will not resort to war with us, be- 
cause it is not to her interest todoso. She has everything to lose and 
nothing to gain by such awar. England aspires to be the workshop of 
the world. Her markets are in every part of the civilized globe. Her 
commerce whitens every sea. Her possessions are found on every con- 
Her merchants, her manufacturers, her ship-owners, her bank- 
ers and her capitalists, her artisans and laborers are all interested in 
preserving peace with us. We do not want war. Even if fully pre-’ 
pared for war, it would be a national calamity. The defenseless condi- 
tion of our coasts, the exposed condition of thousands of millions of de- 
structible property in our great seacoast cities, and the ynprotected con- 
dition of our coastwise commerce would, in the event of war, at first 
cause us great loss. While I am free to admit that with our exposed 
coast and unprotected coast wise commerce we are not prepared for a war 
with Great Britain, I am equally certain that she can not afford a war 
with us, for whatever damages at the commencement she might be able 
to inflict upon our exposed seaports, in the end we would come out of 
the struggle able to make her pay the cost of the war and for the dam- 
ages she had ipflicted, while she would come out with the loss of her 
Canadian provinces and of her extended and valuable commerce. 

The fortified naval stations at Halifax and Bermuda. and Esquimalt 
are @ menace to our commerce and seaport cities; but, on the other 
hand, her most important colonial possession is divided from our terri- 
tory by an imaginary line 3,000 miles in extent. No forts can protect 
the Canadian frontiers, and her great ironclads can not protect her 
commerce in a hundred seas. At the callof even this pro-English Ad- 
ministration, in case of war with Great Britain, armed men from every 
State and Territory along the Canadian border would spring into the 
field to make the conquest of the provinces, and a few months of hos- 
tilities would witness on every sea where a British merchant ves- 
sel was to be found an American privateer intent on securing in- 
demnity for the damages inflicted upon our commerce aud unprotected 
coasts. 

Again, sir, while war is undesirable and would be a national calam- 
ity, and considered in itself is a brutal, barbarous practice, there are 
some things more to be dreaded than war. A nation can emerge from 
a costly and sanguine war with its honor untarnished, with its self-re- 
spect unimpaired, its love of liberty intensified, and the foundations of 
its prosperity strengthened, but when to avoid the supposed necessity 
of maintaining its rights it basely vields to unjust demands it loses its 
own self-respect and the respect of other nations. 

Mr. President, in 1776 thirteen feeble colonies, with three millions 
of people, without armies and without resources, declared their inde- 
pendence of Great Britain and maintained the struggle with undaunted 
courage and unparalleled sacrifice until the mother country was will- 
ing to treat with them for a separation. The great prize of peace and 
indgpendence for the struggling colonies was within reach. ‘The Brit- 
ish commissioners sought to induce the American negotiators to give 
up their fishery rights on the British colonial coasts of North America, 
but great as the inducement must have been, John Adams said, ‘I 
will never put my hand to any article without satisfaction about the 
fisheries,’’ and Great Britain yielded. 

Contrast the reply of John Adams just quoted with the terms of this 
treaty. Is it possible that the American people have so degenerated 
during more than a century of prosperity that a nation of 65,000,000 
of people, with unbounded resources, with a full Treasury, occupying 
a commanding position among the nations of the earth, able to com- 
mand respect and to enforce its rights everywhere, the custodian of the 
liberties and rights won by the swords of our Kevolutionary sires, is 
willing to purchase hospitality from Great Britain or her colonies, to 
buy immunity for her citizens from the aggressions of the Canadian 
Government in violation of treaty rights, or from fear of British iron- 
clads is ready, without an adjudication of her rights, or rather in the 
face of an adjudication in our favor, tamely and voluntarily to surrender 
the liberties in British waters secured to us by the Revolution as we 
have claimed them for seventy years ? 
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Ido not believe it. The Senator from Alabama says, though his 
statement is contradicted by his vote: 


Iam not averse to open discussion of this treaty,because I know that the im- 
mense interests of the great populations contiguous to Canada and along the 
Great Lakes will considerately weigh every fact that bears on this controversy. 


The Republican side of this Chamber have shown by their votes that 
they are ready to let the people of this country, not only along the 
Great Lakes but everywhere throughout our domain, hear the discuss- 
ion as to the merits of this treaty and pass judgment upon their action 
in regard to it. They have too much confidence in the intelligence of 
the American people to think for a moment that they can by assertion 
or sophistry be made to believe that the alternative presented to the 
Senate by the Administration is the surrender proposed by this treaty 
or war with Great Britain, and too much confidence in their patriotism, 
national pride, and self- “respect to think that if they could be made to 
60 believe that even then they would be willing to make the surrender. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

During the delivery of Mr. DoLpm’s speech as given above, 

Mr. PUGH said: Will the Senator give way for a minute to allow 
me to submit a motion? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Alabama moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on ay: next, 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. President, I suppose it is a foregone conclusion 
that that vote will be passed —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion is not debatable, as the 
Chair understands. By unanimous consent, the Senator may proceed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I should be very glad to think that the motion was 
debatable. 

Mr. FRYE. It is, by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the Chair 
thinks, it may be debated. 

Mr. CHACE. I suppose it is a foregone conclusion that in this thin 
Senate that motion, as usual, will be adopted; but it seems to me that 
it is an error, a mistake. There are a number of questions before the 
Senate which it will require considerable time to debate. I do not 
wish to offer any factious oppositiun to the motion. I have no doubt 
if a quorum were here they would vote that way, but I simply want 
te put on record my protest against it. It is well on in the summer 
and we are wasting time. 

The Senate may be well up in its business, as some Senator suggests 
in his seat, but there is a great deal of talking to be done, and after a 
time we shall have very important measures coming before us which 
will demand action, and then there will not be time to finish many of 
them. I wish to put on record my protest against adjourning the Sen- 
ate in this way. I think the Senaté ought to sit to-morrow and act on 
some of these questions. ‘There are a number of questions which de- 
mand attention and action, and the Senate ought to stay here and at- 
tend to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. CHACE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator from Alabama would withdraw 
his motion and let me finish my remarks, He can then renew it. 

Mr. PUGH. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

a DOLPH resumed the floor and completed hisspeech as published 
above. 

Mr. PUGH. I give notice that on Monday next at the close of the 
morning business I shall ask the Senate to go into open executive ses- 
sion for the purpose of making some remarks on the pending treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes its legislative 
session. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
RECOVERY OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. 
Mr. CALL, Isubmit the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 


ae erolved, That the Seoretery y of the Tressnry an Stenetet te oes to furnish ero 
chev 
the United States eieehik ich the United se has a valid eli claim, to property ; 
verse possession aeaiomebasien 

to its prec oe as he sp aualiaceee for the public interest. . = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the cna ? 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from ee 
the purpose of the resolution. I do not want to antagonize it. 

Mr. CALL. ‘There issome property as to which I think it is very de- 
sirable some action should be taken for its recevery. 


JULY 13, 


Mr. TELLER. It refers to some particular property ? 

Mr. CALL. It does. 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 16, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fribay, July 13, 1855. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
STATISTICS OF IMPORTS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
99) providing for the printing of the portion of the annual report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on Commerce and Navigation for 
the year ending June 30, 1887, entitled ‘‘ Annual report of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to imported merchandise entered 
for consumption in the United States, with amounts of duty and rates 
of duty collected; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. COGSWELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for one week, on account of personal reasons. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolied Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Rail- 
road Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reserv ation; 

A bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company the right of way through the Nez Pereé Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 2644) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris 
and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through the 
Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas, and 
authorizing said company to build a bridge across the Arkansas River 
at or near the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A bill (8. 2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company 
a right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation, in Washing- 
ton Territory, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act approved May 23, 1888. 


EVENING SESSION FOR BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 


Mr.LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, Fridays have for some time past been 
yielded to public business, and I understand it is the desire of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNtT], chairman of the Committee on 
the Pos‘ ‘)ffice and Post-Roads, to have the House proceed to-day with 
the consideration of the conference report on the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent that to-morrow evening 
the House take a recess from 5 o'clock till 8 o’clock, the evening ses- 
sion to be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims to which there may be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that a recess be taken to-morrow evening at 5 o’ clock until 8 o’clock, 
the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the consideration of 
bills reported from the Committee on Claims to which there shall be no 
objection. Is there objection to this request? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. . 


MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BIGGS. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (11. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining 
question in the State of California, and that the House now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
senate | t© detail three officers from the eer Corps 


————— of = mere oe ———n ee plet : 

tion mining ye e State and fora complete 

examination and survey of the in} tri and lands 
t thereto, with a view to their improvement, and to devise some plan 
the conflict between the m and farming section may be adjusted. 

And that poy fpr bef neopen teed tyra as 

SS of any in the Treasury not for 

carrying into the provisions of this 
persed al the discretion ofthe Secretary of War, the suid covamisaion to report 
as early as practicable to the Secretary of War the result of their in 


the House to the consideration 
—e proceeded 


gee 
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. 
Seep ae REE meee, meen . 
The amendments reported by the Committee on Mines and Mining} Mr. DINGLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs 
were read, as follows: | Mr. MceMILLIN. What is the object of the bill? 
ts ie Mfr NINGT F' Tha ohiert ic to ca this th sk to x 
“In line 8, after the word “injured,” insert “ navigable;” soastoread “injured | | “?!: DI VGLEY. Ch i, gegen ak gh Cais Men tH ae 
navigable river channel.”’ he 3 entitled, but coupled with the proviso that it s 
Before the word “tributaries,’’ in line 9, strike out “‘its”’ and insert “their ditional compensation. 
In line 11 strike out “ section”’ and insert ** sections.”’ / Mr. McMILLIN =~ F eae Death — » 9 
At the end of the bill add: “‘And the Secretary of War shall make report SS ; ae Se 
thereof to Congress.”’ Mir. DINGLEY. WO, SU 
a Mr. MAIS! Or to a bounty lo not remember this bill 
The amendments were agreed to. a DIN¢ ; “age yang ee ene 
Mr. BIGGS. I desire to move a further amendment, which I send 5 capac ence : ; “eee oe 
to the desk. aaa —T 
or 7 Cn} ihe report 18 as tollows 
The Clerk read as follows: , 
| The Committes 1M y Aff to 1 : I 1 
After the word ‘‘ California,” in line 7, strike out “and for a complete exami- | 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith, report 
nation and survey of the injured river channel, its tributaries, and lands adja- | Andrew R. G. Smith was h« t ward of the Se 1 Ma ‘ 1 
cent thereto, with a view to their improvement, and to devise some plan | the time of his « im D is to D 4 
whereby the conflict between the mining and farming section may be ad- | egmmissioned as assistant surgeon s - 1 t , 
justed,” and insert ‘‘ for the purpose of ascertaining whether some plan canbe | Maine. But he was at the time unable to muster, and was tered out I 
devised whereby the present conflict between the mining and farming sections | cember 6. 1865. 
may be adjusted and the mining industry rehabilitated, and for a complete ex- } From June 3, 1865, he was acting y : 
amination of the injured navigable river channel, their tributaries and lands | pital at Pensacola. Fla. 
adjacent thereto, with a view to the immediate rectification of said rivers | x pon his application to muster upon h commission under acts of J 3 
mp 188 l yruary 3, 155 he was refused uy ith ind of the nt of amin- 
The amendment was agreed to. : ~ a: ans al ae airs nase 
The bill as amended was ordered to’ be engrossed and read a third | 1. It appears that Dr. Smith actually pe 1 the dut f assistant sur- q 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | seon from June 3, 1865. 5 
” pass d ” 2. That he was duly commissioned as assistant surgeon | i 1, 1865 
. wane 7 ; = . 3. That there was a vacancy in that g le, th gh ther orsat 1 of Asst. 
Mr. BIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | Surg. Louis E. Norris 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 4. That he performed his « ba capable and hig! ; 
table — the testimony of the surgeon « his regim , Dr. ¢ ri 4 
BIC. , artin. : 
Che latter motion was agreed to. There aa al is. ‘Adee ADD a so 
Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. Pa Se a ee id ee ia a j 
= | adopted, : e bill as amended was ordere« ind read 
| + , . : . . 7 
GENERAL G. CLU | athird time being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
na a 
‘ r . . a. r : y - au passed. 
Mr. COX. I rise to a question of privilege. House bill No. 474, for a i I LEY : , ; aoa Fie 1G 
eo et ‘ . ' Mr, \GLEY moved to reconsider the vote Dy which the bi 
the relief of General G. Cluseret, was returned from the Senate with a a eee ee igs ' Oe ee 
. : issed; and also moved that the motion 1 consider be laid on the 
verbal amendment, and referred during my absence to the wrong com- | P“SS°@; &2¢ also = Ss os 
mittee—to the Committee on Claims instead of the Committee on For- | * “Th ead 
eign Affairs. I desire that the Senate amendment be concurred in. | ee as 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. PO Pi A OPRIATION BIL! q 
Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw that| M NT. Mr. Speaker, I to submit reps } 
demand. } commit conference on the d et ‘ 3 of the t Ho i : 
Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw it for this purpose only. | the Post » appropriatior ] 
Mr. BLOUNT pur} 7 appropl 1 . 
Mr. COX. This bill has been referred to the Committee on Claims. | Che re was read, as follo 
I desire that the committee be discharged from its further considera The committee of conference on t y - 
tion, and that the Senate amendment be concurred in. idments of the Senate to ‘ 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: oo en fry 
7 ISS aving et, aiteri mcd fr ‘ 
In lines 8,9, and 10 strike out “ rendered to the Department of State in « y- | dorecommend to their respective s¢3 2 7 
ing out a circular instruction of that Department of May 23, 1880,’’ and insert | Phat the House recede from isagreement to t 5 
“and é€xpenses in procuring information and specimens of benefit to the United | numbered 2, and agree to the same. 
States and,.”’ | Phat the Heuse recede from its disagreement to the am i t of ~ 
_- ; : 7 4 . 5 ~ ; |} numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as ft ws: In 
There being no objection, the Committee on Claims was discharged | the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following For 
from the further consideration of the bill, and the amendment of the | P od Shad to clerks in post-offices for us i ace Micinaiine aeeecote fee heme - 
Pay ate wan & a ' : | vised Statutes, section 5555, 325,00 and the Senate agree to the sar 
Senate was concurred in. | That the House recede from its disag ideal adi th 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. ) ee ee ae ’ th » —_ ' 7 “y am - tas fo ya: S 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demands the regular | *°.! od den tine — a ee ay 4 t f thes 
order. ‘bered 4, anda santo the ; ied in th « a t ent ; yrws3: in lieu « 
Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. ConGER, and others addressed the Chair. utter stricken out by said ndment insert t I 
rey « 1. 2 . ‘ ° Postr iS v hers vw re i ) t< 3 4 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia insist upon the third el a ; : ort 
3 . - z z *third cla i he same mar 5 , , 
demand for the regular order. | the case of offices of the first and second ] \ no contract f 
Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw | t for a third-class post-office shall not ria ia 1° . 
his demand fora moment. I understood that he would allow one | *°*"™.™ a Cee ee ere 
° . ‘ ua Intappropriated iors 
unanimous consent on this side as well as on the other. | And the Senate agree to t ume. 
P Mr. BLOUNT. I agreed to withdraw in deference to the wishes of | That the House recede from its disagi ns tOs . ; 
the gentleman from Maine. | numbered 6, and agree to the same with an a 
. | the matter proposed insert the followi: That : 
ANDREW R. G. SMITH. Cee en a ot athe amausin diene 
} 1 2 ounces or fraction thereof, subject in all « resp i f 
Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- | /“5: i the Senate 
. a . : . . 7 (on ame 1 nent ! 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill | .erce 
(H. 8. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith, and put it upon its | JAMES H. BLOUNT, q 
passage. sw EE gle PED 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. ieunamecathe nat afta 7 
The bill was read, as follows: UMI 
. r . , . | \ LLISON 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, authorized 1 z aces ~; 
and directed to cause an office-muster to be made in the case of Andrew I. G. VW ote 
Smith, late hospital steward of the Second Regiment of Maine Cavalry Volun- 
teers, so that said Andrew R. G. Smith shall thereby rank as assistant surgeon | The statement accompa! sa 
of said regiment from the lst day of December, 1865, the date of the issuing of | ; 
his commission by the governor of the State of Maine, he having performed | _ 3 ; 
the duties of assistantsurgeon from said Ist day of December, 1865, until the 6th fhe conferees on the part oi the House 
day of December, 1865, the date of the muster out of said regiment. | agreed to the accompanyt fer port, a ‘ ' 
7 : a . | tion to the House for approval. 
_The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the passage of the They agreed to one-half of the sum l in the I ill as comy . 
bill with the following amendment: ? tion to clerks in post-offices for unus t at K ! 
: is - ao rs 2 | Statutes, section 3563, to wit, $25,000. 
ise pe pees ae Smith shall receive no additional pay or allowance onac- | Theeffect of the report on Senate amendment n I t x the 
count of said remuster, | priation for rent, light, and fuel for post-offices of the third class 
1h ata . 2 . «vy « | imstead of $650,607 as proposed in the House bill. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I only desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill is | Phe action of the conferees on Senate at i t nu A 
unanimously reported by the committee and carries no additional com- | out the following language: ‘Nor shall any ract be mace call r 
ensatio payment of either rent, or fuel, or lights beyond the fiscal year 1Ss¥ 
gE : The effect of th 
. r — : . 9 re effect of the report on Senate > ne imbered 4 1s ft er t 
Mr. McMILLIN. What committee? Postmaster-Generai hereafter to allow and fuel at ‘ i 7 
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class in the same manner as he is now authorized by taw to do in the case of 
offices of the first and second class, with a proviso restraining him from making 
contracts for a period longer than one year, and from exceeding the amountin 
the appropriation bill for allowances for rent for any given year. 

The effect of the report on Senate amendment numbered 6 is toadd “ plants,”’ 
and to fix the rate of postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, cions, and plants at 
the rate of 1 cent for each 2 ounces, or fractional parts thereof, subject in all other 
respects to the existing law. 

There was no agreement on Senate amendment numbered 7, 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

JAMES HI. BLOUNT, 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, as already appears from the statement 
accompanying this report, the amount of compensation for clerks pro- 
vided in post-oflices for unusual business as agreed to by the conferees 
was $25,000, instead of $50,000 as fixed by the House. The Senate 
seemed to think that this was an entirely new item, and ought not to 
have been allowed at all. The House conferees appreciating the neces- 
sity, in view of the statements of the Postmaster-General, for this fund, 
insisted, as far as they could insist, but were only able to obtain an 
agreement on the part of the Senate to allow one-half. 

Perhaps the item of most interest in relation to this appropriation 
bill, is for rent, light, and fuel for post-offices of the third class. The 
amount estimated by the Department for this service was $656,674, 
which the Senate cut down to $450,000, and provided that there should 
not be any payment for rent, light, and fuel for a greater sum than $300 
per annum, and struck out all the legislation authorizing it after this 
year. The House conferees believed that in getting the sanction of the 
Senate to a recession, as to the legislation of the House allowing the 
rent, light, and fuel, they were amply compensated for whatever they 
yielded in the matter of amount for the next fiscal year only. They 
were further induced to this agreement by the suggestion that it would 
take some time to put in operation these allowances, and that whatever 
inconvenience might arise it was simply for a year, and that it would 
be well therefore to end the disagreement between the two Houses by 
accepting the suggestion which was embodied in the report. 

In the matter of postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, and roots, it will be 
observed that the conferees agreed to the insertion of the word ‘‘ plants,’’ 
which had not theretofore been embodied in legislation on this subject, 
and fixed the rate at 8 cents a pound, I stated when the matter was 
up in the House before, notwithstanding the utterances with reference 
to a different sum to be fixed for this postage, that that was what was 
intended, and I am confirmed now in that conclusion by what has 
taken place in making the report of the conference committee to the 
Senate. 

I ask the previous question upon the adoption of the report, unless 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or some other gentleman, desires to 
be heard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us first agree to the conferente report; and 
when that has been done—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Then amendments will be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report must first be disposed of, 
and then the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be in 
order. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
report. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will that prevent amendment? 

The SPEAKER. A report of a conference committee cin not be 
amended. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to the fact that there seems to be an error in this report. The 
Chair is about to investigate the matter and see whether the error ap- 
pears in the report as made to the Senate. The report as made to the 
House reads: 

Provided, That no contract for rent for a third-class post-office shall not be 
made for a longer period than one year, etc. 

The word ‘‘not’’ is interlined in this report and destroys the sense 
of the report, as the gentleman will see. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not discover the mistake until the amendment 
had been agreed to by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now refer to the amendment to 
see whether the word appears in the report made to the Senate. If it 
does not it will be evident that this is merely a clerical error in mak- 
ing the duplicate copy for the House. If it is really a part of the re- 
port it can not be amended, because a conference report can not be 
amended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
ference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that; but it is important 
to ascertain whether or not that is in the Senate copy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I had just discovered it as the Clerk read, and I 
intended to call attention to it myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that the word ‘‘not’’ does not — in the te report, and is 
therefore evidently a clerical error in making the duplicate. The 
Clerk will read that part of the report made to the Senate. 





I ask the previous question on the adoption of the 


I will certainly make no motion to amend the con- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no contract for rent for a third-clays post-office shall be made 
for a longer period than one year. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests, therefore, that the gentleman 
erase the word ‘‘not’’ from that report, as it is evidently a clerical 
error in the copying. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the conference report is accepted, it being an 
agreement upon six items and a disagreement upon the seventh, can 
the seventh item be amended ? 

The SPEAKER. The question will still be left open. The House 
may recede from its disagreement entirely, it may recede and agree to 
the amendment with an amendment, or it may recede and agree to it 
without an amendment. The question is upon agreeing to the report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The remaining amendment is now before the 
House for such action as the House sees proper to take. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is only one amend- 
ment disagreed to. ~ 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

The SPEAKER. 
greed to. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

To provide more efficient service between the United States and Central and 
South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of this 
appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to con- 
tract with American built and registered steam-ships for the transportation of 
the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judgment will 
best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be fora on of not less 
than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding for each out- 
ward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and feasible 


sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found expedient and de- 
sirable to secure the ends above set forth. 


The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. BINGHAM, as fol- 
lows: 


Amend, in line 111, by inserting, after the words “‘ West Indies,” the words 
“Australasia, Japan, and the Sandwich Islands,” 

Amend, in line 112, by striking out “eight hundred” and inserting in lieu 
thereof *‘ four hundred and fifty.” 

Amend by striking out all after the word “service,”’ in line 117, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

‘‘And in cases where a contract shall be made in addition to the sea and United 
States inland postage allowed under section 4009 of the Revised Statutes to reg- 
istered Uni States steam-ships plying between ports of the United States 
and Centraland South America, the West Indies, Australasia, China and Japan, 
andthe Sandwich Islands, the Postmaster-General may, by agreement with the 
owners of said steam-ships, at an equivalent consideration therefor, allow any 
sum not exceeding three times the sum of the said sea and inland postage to 
steam-ships running to such of the said countries as are in the Postal Union, 
and an equivalent sum to steam-ships to such of said countries as are notin the 
Postal Union, for d tching their vessels without failure upon certain days to 
be specified in schedules covering periods of not less than six months, to be 
agreed upon in advance by the Postmaster-General and said owners or agents: 
Provided, That any failure to dispatch a vessel upon a schedule date inay sub- 
ject the owners or the agents to a penalty not less than the sum to which the 
vessel would be entitled for the conveyance of mails if she had sailed in ac- 
cordance with the schedule; said penalty to be deducted by order of the Post- 
master-General from any sums found to be due said owners or agents.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, BINGHAM] 
moves that the House recede from its di ment and agree to the 
amendment of the Senate with the amendment which has just been 


Only one; the seventh. 
The Clerk will first report the amendment disa- 


read, 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] whether his only motion is to recede and agree to the 
amendment ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is the only point of disagreement in confer- 
ence. 

Mr. ADAMS. I am aware that the only point of disagreement is 
this amendment. I understood the other day, however, that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was intending to move to recede from the 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, but now I appear tobe 
corrected, because his motion is not to recede and concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, but to agree to the amendment with an amend- 
ment which has been read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For the reason that we take the body of the Sen- 
ate amendment, enlarge it in many particulars, and cut down the ap- 
propriation. The principle is maintained. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether we can not reach an 
agreement as to the length of debate upon this bill to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time does the gentleman wish ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This side will want three hours. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And this side will want six. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brnc- 
HAM] is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. There are several gentlemen who desire to dis- 
cuss this proposition, and while I am entitled to the floor I am of | 
course desirous of knowing to what extent this debate will run, in or-4 
der that the time may be properly divided. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course I want to come to an agreement with the 
gentleman in reference to the time. He has submitted a proposition, 
and responses to it are being made on my side, and I have been taking 
them in. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS. At this stage of the proceeding, orat any future stage, 
is it or will it be proper to move to recede with an amendment differ- 
ent from the amendment which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. | 
BINGHAM] has just had read ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may move to amend the amend- | 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, either by an | 
amendment in the form of a substitute, or by adding to it, or striking | 
out a part of it. The Chair thinks, moreover, that if the proposition 
to recede from the disagreement of the House and agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate with an amendment should be rejected, it would 
still be in order to move to recede from the disagreement, and agree 
without an amendment; in other words, to concur, the idea being 
always to reach an agreement between the two Houses, if possible. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to accede to 
the arrangement suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BINGHAM], which is substantially a proposition for three hours of de- 
bate on each side, and I ask unanimous consent that that order be 
made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] asks 
unanimous consent that debate be closed at the end of six hours, the | 
time being equally divided between the two sides of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will be understood, however, in that con- 
nection, that the session to-day will be extended so that we may take 
a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that. I think the sugges- 
tion a very proper one. 

Mr. WILKINS. Does that require unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. WILKINS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the proposition for 
six hours’ debate, or only to the modification suggested ? 

Mr. WILKINS. Yes, I object to the six hours’ debate. 

The SPEAKER. Thenthe question is under the control of the gen- 
tleman who has the matter in charge. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend from Ohio [Mr. WILKrINs] will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iwill not. I insist that this debate ought to close 
in time to enable us to take a vote by 5 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam sure it will not. 

Mr. WILKINS. That will allow five hours. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman may object, but he can not control 
this bill. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BinG- 
1AM] that so far as it may be in my power I will endeavor to accord 
the time which he indicates his side desires. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let each side take all the time they want on this 
important question. 

Several MeMBERS. That.is right. 

[Mr. BINGHAM withholds his remarks for revision. Sec APPEN- 
DIX. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, prior to the year 1845 the amount | 
paid for the transportation of ocean mail postal matter was exceedingly 
small. No contracts were made. The Government itself did not pay 
for the postage except to American vessels; and under the act of 1825 
up to 1845 only 2 cents per letter was allowed. The foreign vessels 
were not allowedanything. In 1845 Congress passed a law authorizing 
the Postmaster-General to make contracts with American steam-ships 
for the transportation of the mails. That act contained no limitation | 
as to the amount to be paid. 

It was claimed then as now, that something must be done for Amer- 
ican commerce. In that act authorizing contracts we made one with 
the Ocean Steam Navigation Company covering a period of ten years, at 
an annual compensation, in 1848, $100,000; 1849, $200,000. ButTI will 
not take up the time of the House by reading, but will insert the table | 
in my remarks of the payments which were made. 

Then a contract was made with E. K. Collins & Co. in 1858, under 
which large amounts of money were paid out by the Government. 
After this there was a contract made with Arnold Harris, under which | 
many millions were paid. I should dislike to take the time of the | 
House by running over these three contracts, one covering $3,000,000, 
another $5,000,000, and the other $3,000,000. There was a contract 
made by the Secretary of the Navy with a man by the name of Sloo, 
under which a large sum of money was paid, running through a period 
of years. 

Now, the contract with the Collins Line provided for the construction 
of five vessels to be suitable for naval purposes and within the control | 
of the Government in case of war, which were to run, I think, oncea 








| in Congress, notwithstanding investigations were had, for the purp¢ 
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month, but J am not sure of that, between this country and Liverpool, 
making the roundtrip onceamonth. AsI havesaid, these vessels were 
to be subject to the control of the Government and suitable for naval 
purposes. The result was that only four of the vessels were constructed. 
The Attorney-General held, notwithstanding the vessels were not con- 


| structed under the terms of the contract, notwithstanding but four ves- 


sels were constructed and run instead of five under the contract, that 
notwithstanding these failures to comply with the contract, neverthe- 
less the Collins company were entitled to the compensation fixed in the 
law without reference tothe contract. Investigation after investigation 
was had developing these facts, and general discontent was ail over the 


| country. 


So it was in refereace to these other contracts with Sloo and Arnoid 


| Harris, running from New York to Aspinwall, and from Panama to 


Astoria. Contracts were made in terms to protect the Government, 
but the fact turned out to be that the number of vessels required w 
never put on, but there was influence enough in the Department, and 


of preserving this condition of things to the alvantage ot the ship- 


owners, and to the detriment of the Government of the United States. 


I will read from the debate in the Senate at that time as it is found 
in the Congressional Globe of June 10, 1858. 





Mr. Toomps. Yes, by special contract with him; and that was the way with 
the Sloo contract and the Harris contract. They were to build ships tit tor war 
purposes. I know when the Collins vessels were built. [ was a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the other House, and I remember that the 
men at the head of our Bureau of Yards and Docks said they were not worth a 


sixpence for war purposes; that a single broadside would blow them to } 3 

that they could not stand the fire of their own guns. But newspapers in the 
cities that were subsidized commenced firing on the Secretary of the Navy, and 
he suceumbed and took the ships. That was the waythey were got here. Then 
they were to be commanded by lieutenants in the United States Navy That 


was another part of the contract. Mr. Collins came here and said: "I do not 


| want these people on my ships; they are not good for much.” 


[ rather yielded that point, because there was much in what he said; and we 
agreed to let him have his own commanders. All this was done under the 
naval power. It was said we wanted these ships for naval purposes and that 
they would be very valuable in case of war. Nobody maintains that idea now; 
itis given up; but it was used to get Congressional contracts with particular 
individuals for their benefit, and not, as my honorable friend from Mississippi 
says, for the benefit of the Government. That has been the trouble of the whole 
system. It has been for the bene(fit of contractors, not of the Government. 
That has always ruled in making the contracts and always will when Congress 
makes contracts. How can Congress make a contract? Here are sixty-four of 
us in this body; there are two hundred and thirty-six in the other House—gen- 
tlemen of different pursuits. True there may be one or two ship-carpenters 
among the whole number, but the great bulk of them are fit for nothing on 
earth but politics—fit for no business. We have some who are very wel! quali- 
fied for many things, but not for other things. As for the idea that such a body 
can make a contract, I presume there is no human being in America, white 
or black, who can doubt that itis the most unfit body for such a purpose that 
could be collected. There is no responsibility. One-half of them do not know 
who did it and if they did they would not care. Nine-tenths of them act from 
ignorance on such a matter, because they know nothing about it, and we gen- 
erally have only ex parte statements from those interested. We have not time 
to examine the public questions connected with the various Departments of the 
Government and all the little contracts besides. It is impossible todo that and 
attend to our legislative duties. I would go back to the earlier policy of the 
Government, the persistent policy of the Government against the idea of my 
friends from Louisiana and Mississippi. We never had a steam-ship afloat on 
the ocean to carry the mails abroad until 1850, 


Now, sir, in the Thirty-second Congress the Secretary of the Navy 
made a report upon these several lines, declaring the contracts as I 
have stated them, and also the failure of the contractors to comply 
with their contracts, and fully supporting what was said by Mr. 
Toombs, the Senator from Georgia, in the debate from which I have 
read. So outrageous were these failures to comply with these con- 
tracts, as shown by the investigations, that in 1858 the Senate of the 
United States, without a yea-and-nay vote—nay, without a division— 
pronounced against all of these contract steamers as fraudulent, and, 
so far as the vessels were concerned for naval purposes, as an utter 
fraud and imposition on the Government, and placed on the Post- 
Office appropriation bill the law providing for payment of sea postage 
to foreigners and sea and inland to American steamers; and that is the 
way we came to get the act of 1858, and whenever we start out on this 
line of making contracts for the mails, as proposed in this amendment, 


| of which we have experience, we shall always come to scandal and 


frauds. 

Now, sir, there were then the contracts made with these three lines 
to which I have referred, and they were necessarily continued; they 
were in force for ten years, and all the operations of the Government 
were just as these gentlemen wanted them, until the terms expired; 


| so for several years we had had these large payments to make after the 


aforesaid legislation. 

In 1866 we subsidized the Brazilian line, and a little later on we sub- 
sidized what is known as the Pacific Mail line. I maintain, sir, that 
we never got any additional mail by reason of the aid given by the Gov- 
ernment to either of these lines. The Brazilian mail line contract ex- 
pired, and we continued to get the same service that we did before un- 


| der the contract. The Pacific Mail line contract, of all the lines with 


which Congress has authorized special contracts to be made—and while 
I say special, the terms were general, but the contract, everybody knew, 
pointed to the Pacific Mail line—has proved most notorious. 

Perhaps a greater scandal came to the House of Representatives grow- 


| ing out of that contract than out of anything which has occurred in our 
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history. They desired to inerease the amountof the service. Ofcourse 
it was designed for the ‘‘ benefit of commerce,’’ for the ‘‘ improvement 
of the mail system,’’ and was prompted entirely by ‘‘ motives of patriot- 
ism;’’ but just along there an investigation comes in as to where this 
movement commenced, and from that investigation gentlemen who 
will take the trouble to examine it will ascertain perhaps whether it 
was for the benefit of commerce or whether it was for the benefit of 
the mail system of the country. A committee was charged with the 
investigation of the matter, and their report wili be found in Report 
No. 268, Forty-third Congress, second session, on China mail service, 
1874-75, wherein the committee reported in reference to the expendi- 
ture, which turned out to be about $1,000,000, as was supposed about 
this Capitol, for the purpose of getting an additional sum for this com- 
pany; and while I have not time to read this investigation, I will state 
as briefly as | can the substance of it, which was to the effect that 
Allen B. Stockwell, the president of the Pacifie Mail Company, made 
contracts amounting to over $900,000 for the purpose of getting ‘‘ pa- 
triotic legisiation’’ in the interest of American commerce and the 
American mail service through this House and the other. 

What was the result of that investigation? Ah! gentlemen, it was 
shrewdly planned. ‘Themoney had beenspent. Somegentlemen inthe 
House of Representatives were ascertained to be connected with it; and 
their names have been blackened from that hour to the present time. 
Called on to testify, some hid themselves behind the relations of attor- 
ney and client, and others fled the country, and the truth was never 
ascertained. I say, therefore, the history of this country in its past 
legislation warns this House against a repetition of the evils of that 
proceeding. 

But, sir, I wish to eall your attention to the question of whether or 
not the American vessels are receiving adequate mail compensation. 
I wish to ask whether, if that be true, if they do receive adequate 
mail compensation, it does not include the entire question in relation 
to the matter al, issue before the House at this time? What I wish to 
say in reference to that subject will be said plainly, and I know the 
parties who may be seeking subsidies and may be persuaded that the 
money should be used in this way, and for no other purpose, will as- 
sert my reasoning a most contemptible way of combatting what they 
cali a great question. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brnc- 
HAM], who has just taken his seat, stated to the House that prior to 
1885 the administration of the Post-Office Department had never given 
more than the sea postage to American vessels carrying the mails, but 
since that time the present administration had been paying both sea 
and inland postage, which was four times the amount paid prior to 
that time; and, so far as I know, the history shows that there were no 
complaints about that matter. 

I ask your attention now to the Pacific mail line from San Francisco 
to Panama for 1885. The amount paid on the mail matter, if paid at 
freight rates, would have been $2.86 atrip. Thisisanexceedingly small 
mail. If paid at parcel dispatch rates it would have been $40.12, and 
if paid at sea and inland postage rates would be $140.20. That line 
is getting for the carrying of the mails just seventy times what it gets 
for carrying freight. It is getting nearly four times what it would get 
for express packages, and they are under no liability to the Govern- 
ment for loss of the mails. They are under liability for the loss o1 
express matter. 

in the carrying of the mails—the Brazilian mail, for instance, and 
many others—by reason of the fact of carrying the mails they have cer- 
tain port privileges; they ean break bulk ateonce without delay, while 
other vessels are kept waiting; they may arrive and depart at any 
time without interference by reason of the fact that they are carrying 
the mails, and this is to them quite an advantage. 

Let us turn to the Pacific mail line from New York to Colon. The 
amount paid at freight rates would be $1.11 per trip. The amount, if 
paid at parcel dispatch rates is $202, and at sea and inland postage is 
$517. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For what amount and how computed 
on weight? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are paid $1.60 a pound on letters and 8 cents 
on newspapers. 

They are paid by weight. Ifmy friend will allow me, I wish to say 
that this is just four times what we give foreign ships. The foreign 
ships are carrying many of these mails because we have to take the 
first vessel, with a view of expedition, that we can get the mail on. 
On the line from New York to Venezuela per trip the freight rates for 
the mail would be $1.74. If paid at parcel-dispatch rates the rate 
would be $33. If paid at sea and inland postage rates the rate would 
be $115, nearly one hundred times what the freight rate would be. 

Now, what is the inconvenience? There isa little room set apart 
for that purpose on all vessels. They put express packages in there, 
and the packages go across the water without any responsibility at all. 

The amendment of my friend frem Pennsylvania [Mr. BiIncHAamM] 
introduces what I supposed had disa —theChinesemail. Many 
have thought that the scandal of the Pacific mail to China was a thing 
of the past, but here it comes back again in my friend’s amendment to 
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be taken care of. The Australian mail is also in there to be taken 
care of. 

I think I have made it appear plainly if we are seeking to get at 
meritorious rates for carrying mail matter that four times the sea and 
inland postage commends itself to the approval of every man who will 
treat the matter in a business way. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact that the great 
bulk of this mail under the Senate amendment, the mail from San 
Francisco to Panama and from New York toColon, goes on the Pacific 
Mail line, with George Gould as the president and Jay Gould and 
numbers of others as directors, whose names will appear in an attached 
table. Huntington is interested, too. The Brazil line, presided over 
by Mr. Thurber, has for one of the chief owners Mr. Huntington, who 
has had some legislative experience. Doubtless he has a great deal of 
patriotism and a great desire to promote American commerce and im- 
prove the mail service of thiscountry. Iam sure the American people 
will respond in all places and at all times with admiration for his efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the practice constantly to say in response to what 
I have stated as to mail pay, ‘‘See what England pays, what France 
pays, what Germany pays.’’ So far as England is concerned, the Post- 
master-General has rightly stated that her action is political. The sub- 
sidies she has given have as a general rule gone to her colonies, with 
which she must keep up her political relations and her political obliga- 
tions, just as the Eastern section of this country does with the Western 
and the Northern with the Southern. It is their own country, not- 
withstanding the ocean intervenes. It is likewise of advantage to her 
because of her economic laws, which look to the promotion of trade 
with the foreign countries of the world. How about France? Mr. 
Speaker, when we come to look at the action of these countries, and 
compare their action with the proposition contained in this bill, the 
intelligence in the first and the carelessness in the last policy can but 
suggest that that carelessness comes because the real object is not to be 
perceived from the language of the law, to wit, to give a bonus to ex- 
isting American lines. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will it disturb you to indicate the 
difference between the cost in those countries and in ours as proposed 
in this amendment? You have spoken of England, France, and Ger- 
many. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. In France, Mr. Speaker, they 
have adopted what they believe to be a system of increasing their com- 
merce, increasing their shipping, increasing its profits. They provide 
bounties for iron or steel vessels of 50 francs per ton, gross measure- 
ment, and for wooden vessels of 200 tons or more 20 frances per ton. I 
have not time to give all the figures, but will print them. 

THE FRENCH BOUNTY LAW. 


The bounty proposition in France assumed a definite form by the promulga- 
tion of a law in January, 1881, by which the privileges enjoyed by ship-builders 
since 1866 of importing free of duty all materials used in the construction and 
equipment of vessels were abolished, and a system of bounties paid directly 
from the state treasury was substituted. These bounties were fixed at the fol- 
lowing rates: For iron or steel vessels, 60 franes per ton, gross measurement; for 
wooden vessels of 200 tons or more, 20 francs per ton; for wooden vessels of less 
than 200 tons, 10 frances per ton; for composite vessels, 40 franes per ton; for en- 
gines placed on board steamers, and for auxiliary apparatus, such as steam- 

umps, donkey-engines, winches, ventilators worked by machinery, also their 

ilers and pipes, 12 franes per kilogram. ‘These various allowances were pay- 
able on the delivery of the French regisier by the receiver of customs at the 
nearest place of construction. 

Nor was the state aid confined to the construction of ships only; it was ex- 
tended to the navigation of them. 

“ArT. 9. As compensation for charges imposed on the mercantile navy forthe 
reeruitment and service of the military navy, a navigation bounty shall be 
granted, during ten years from the date of publication of this law, toall French 
vessels, sailing or steam.” 

This bounty is applicable only to foreign-going vessels. 

It is fixed at 1.50 franes per register ton and per 1,000 miles’ run for vessels of 
French construction fresh off the stocks, and decreases annually hy— 


Francs. 
IIIS IIE is. occa reba qapccniebasecniaiievhntchieetinbusdweepsinibeconaseetgibe ae cemmuorusd 0, O75 
Pe SOC OND VONIGIB ew vsiiciciccecees oiese rrecenscecesene seces aied 0.075 
a I osx cctitchiincttinttcnnentnetestnshs cattioke tinny vinennpieavesittaditinnatiidientcnanintvation 0.05 





For foreign-built vessels the bounty is reduced to one-half of the above- 
assigned amount. 

Now, sir, the result of all this legislation so far as France is concerned 
as compared with Germany, who gave no bounties, who gave no sub- 
sidies, who only paid 370,000 marks per annum for her mail up to 
about 1885 (a mark being a little over 20 cents), the French bounties 
being forship-building, for navigation, and for subsidies for carrying the 
mail, Germany increased in shipping at a greater rate, she built larger 
ships, her trade increased more rapidly; and while her ship-owners 
were in a comparatively good condition, nearly all the subsidized lines 
of France were in bankruptcy. 

We are told we ought to go down into South America with subsi- 
dized lines, as England, France, and Germany do. Germany has gone 
on, side by side, with the subsidized lines, built up her trade pari passu 
with other nations except England, without subsidies, depending for 
her mail communications and largely for the transportation of her com- 
merce, both with Australia, with China and South America, upon En- 
glish ships. 

Therefore it is quite evident that these subsidies did not bring about 
this result. In 1881 France adopted this policy. Prior to 1831 she 
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was increasing in ship-building and the extension of her trade fas 
rmany ran past | 
France had in mind, among other things, the idea of extending } 
trade with America by subsidizing a steam-ship line here, but in 
or two years after she had put on that line her trade with America |} 
gan to decrease, and it decreased year by year. So that the experi 
of France does not at all help the argument of gentlemen on the othe 
side. Germany—in 1886, I think—did put on one line to East Asia 
and Australia, and information which is believed to be authentie dis 
closes the fact that in 1887 that line lost £280,000. Imitating Fran 
in the matter of subsidies, she has run her lines where France hi 
hers, into bankruptcy. 

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, that the bounty system to steam-ship | 
has resulted inan overproduction of vessels, until they can be boug I 
half their cost. They are lying-up in the various harbors of the wo 
and of those that are running some are not paying running ex] 

And yet, in such a situation, with the freights of the world carried 
these meager rates, gentlemen urge us to launch our people out into that 
same great sea of bankruptcy and ruin. 

My friend from Pennsylvania | Mr. BINGHAM j has un 
pare what we pay ocean steamers for the carriage of the mails with the 
amount we pay the railroads, the steam-boats, and the star service. In 
relation to that I wish to say that the two kinds of service are e 
different, and are performed under entirely different conditions, so tl 
necessarily a different rule must be adopted. 

In 1873 we did pass a bill providing for paying so much per pound, 
per ton, per mile per annum to the railroads. We contracted with 
steamers by letiing contracts to the lowest bidders, and so we did with 
reference to what is known as the star-route service. So far as what 
we pay the railroads is concerned, it has been reduced since then, at 
one time 10 per cent., and at another time 5 per cent., and I believe 
it is generally conceded that the railroads are getting entirely too much 
to-day. So far as the steam-boats are concerned, they are inland; they 
are protected by our navigation laws, and I am not here at this time 
to take issue with any one upon that point; but I remind gentlemen 
that that service also is let to the lowest bidder. The rates are not 
fixed by reason of any design to help the railrords or steam-boats. 
The contracts are let to the lowest bidders in the steam-boat star serv- 
ice. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; the Postmaster-General has discretion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman must allow me to state it as I 
derstand it. The Postmaster-General undertakes to get that servic: 
low as he can, and even as to the Cuban service, to which my friend 
has referred, the Postmaster-General advertised for bids. But ho 
it with reference to the ocean mail? Will you advertise for the lowest 
bidder for that service? Will you undertake to get it as you do y« 
inland service, as cheaply as you can ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law says that preference shall be given 
American vessels, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Please do not interrupt me. Now, Mr. Spea 
there is not a line of American ships running from this country t 
Europe. In the Central and South Ameri 
known, and they are few. If youundertake to have you 
from this country to Brazil by letting the service to the lowest bidder, 
unless you do as Great Britian does, submit it to the lowest idder 


than Germany, but immediately afterward Ge 





ou r] 












ntirely 











an service the lines 











and let any person in the world take the contract, you will ha no 
com petilive bidding practically. This would be the case on the Br l 
line. So itis with reference to the China mail and with reference 


1 


the mail from San Francisco to Panama, and from Celon to New Y 

So it is with reference to all of these lines, and when gentlemen 
about paying $1 a mile and letting the service to the lowest bidder, al- 
though there is nothing in the gentleman’ 
that—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. The general law authorizes that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But my friend is making a law for this case, and 
his amendment directs the Postmaster-General to make the contract 
it does not authorize him, it requires him to doit. In all previous at- 
tempts to pass subsidies there has been an effort to seem to be reason- 
able by giving the Postmaster-General authority to do what was de- 
sired, but the action of Mr. Vilas heretofore upon these questions has 
put these gentlemen on notice, and so they bring in a provision here 
directing him to make contracts. As every one knows, that means tha 
he must go tothe Pacific Mail line running from San Franciseo to China, 
running from New York toSouth America, running from New Yor! 
Central America, running from New York to Brazil. It seems 
he must go to these lines and pay them $1 per mile for the carryi: 


the mails. Now, sir, I have shown that t 


amendment provid 








here is no analogy between 


this ocean service and the railroad service, the steam-boat service. « 
the star-ronte service. 
And yet, sir, it is shown by a table which I will publish (for I hav 





not time to real it) that eam-ship lines are getting to- 
day just as much per mile as the railroad, steam-boat, and star-rout 

lines are getting. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, this poor, im pe- 
cunious, begging corporation, the Pacifie Mail line, with the humble 
men who are at the head of it, whoare asking this additional subsidy, 
have already obtained a subsidy all along the western coast in connec- 
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It is to be observed, sir, in the first place that contracts would be en- 
tered into for five or ten years. Take the case of the Argentine Re- 
public. 

Mr. BINGHA™* rose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Excuse me, I have not time to finish what I have 
to say. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have agreed to disagree to that proposition, 
and I have submitted an amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will not inter- 
rupt me. He says we have agreed to disagree, and yet here is the Sen- 
ate with an amendmenton our bill. And does not the gentleman know 
it is not disposed of, and that because he has seen fit to offer another 
amendment it does not take it out of the way? 

You have to enter into a contract for five or ten years. Suppose you 
have made a contract with the Brazilian line connecting down the 
coast with Buenos Ayres by carrying the mails to that country. Sup- 
pose you had it for five or ten years and up springs the mail from New 
York to Buenos Ayres. How are you to use it? You tie the hands 
of the Government so that it can not take advantage of the changed 
conditions of commerce. There you are tied hand and foot for a pe- 
riod of years under this contract. 

Now the Postmaster-General is unfettered, and he puts the mail to 
Central and South America on every vessel, American or foreign, which 
happens to be leaving the portat the time. For one-half he pays four 
times as much as the other. For the whole he pays about $45,000, and 
he tells you that under this amendment it will cost about $1,200,000, 
One million two hundred thousand, sir, to carry the mails, one-half ot 
which are now carried by foreign steamers and one-half by our own at 
the rates named. This amendment cuts off the service one-half, and 
makes the cost $1,200,000. I ask the House whether the Postmaster- 
General is not correct when he states that it is an absolute embarrass- 
ment to the Post-Office Department in the matter of handling the mails? 

Why, sir, the proposition would seem to be monstrous that the Post- 
master-General shall stop the mails when the time comes to send them 
abroad, and when there is a fine ship to take them, and require that 
they shall wait until an American steamer is ready to make the trip, 
an American steamer, one of George Gould’s establishments going from 
San Francisco to Panama or Colon to New York—to wait until Gould 
and Huntington come along with their ships. Then you contract with 
these men to carry your mail, and the service instead of costing $40,000 
will cost $1,200,000, Doitif you will. In the Forty-fourth Congress 
the gentleman from Indiana, by a resolution in this House, declared 
against subsidies to all sorts of corporations, and it was agreed to by 
an overwhelming vote. In the Forty-fifth Congress the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. John H. Baker, a gentleman on the other side of 
the House, able and true, whose name I shall ever preserve in my mem- 
ory with great respect for his intelligence and capacity, offered a reso- 
lution providing as follows: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the House no subsidies in money, bonds, 
public lands, indorsements, or by pledge of the public credit, shod be granted 
or renewed by Congress to associations or corporations engaged in or proposing 
to engage in public or private enterprises; but that all appropriations ought to 
be limited to such amounts and purposes only as shall be imperatively demanded 
by the public service of the Government. 

Who voted for this? My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
and he has stood true to it from then until now; my friend, Mr. BRowneE, 
of Indiana; also that illustrious personage who once figured as the high- 
est man in this House, and who was afterwards President of these Uni- 
ted States, Mr. Garfield; Mr. Haskell, and our distinguished friend 
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], as well as our distinguished friend from 
Maine [Mr. Rerp]. It was agreed to in this House by a vote of 126 
yeas to 85 nays. 

I’rom that time, in the Forty-fiftb, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty- 
eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses, these same impecunious patriots 
have been here attempting to force on the House of Representatives, by 
amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bills, these very subsidies 
which that resolution declared that the House would not tolerate. 

And if gentlemen want to go before the country on the record of this 
amendment, mar the mail service, cut it off, increase the compensation 
enormously, to the great advantage of the Pacific Mail line and to the 
great advantage of the Brazilian line—these are the chief beneficiaries— 
I say if they want to do it I have no question to make with them. 
They must bear the responsibility. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY in the chair). 
of the gentleman from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask my friend from Illinois to yield to me a por- 
tion of his time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. 
gia such time as he may desire. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Pennsylvania, Gen- 
eral BINGHAM, who has offered the amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment, feels, I suppose, the destructive force of the criticism of the 
Postmaster-General upon the Senate amendment. He proposes to take 
in the Australian line and the line to China, and to pay them four 
times the sea and inland postage. They are getting fifty to one hun- 
dred times the freight rates, or more than that—I have given the ex- 


The time 


I yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
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act figures, and therefore any effort to repeat them here might result 
in inaccuracy—and yet, without any suggestion, so far as I know, from 
any quarter, my friend offers to take in these lines to China and Aus- 
tralia and pay them, I repeat, four times the sea and inland postage, 
which is sixteen times what any foreign vessel is willing to take now. 
We have, sir—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The gentleman is quoting my statement--— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think Iam. I was attempting to quote 
the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is it; but the whole thing subject to the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General under existing law. Now, since 
the gentleman is quoting the amendment, I hope he will not leave out 
an essential qualification. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, the gentleman says ‘‘subject to the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General.’’? If my friend wants the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, then I say by authority that the sea and inland 
postage is all the discretion he wants. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does not say so in his report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not care what he says in his report. I say it 
by authority of the head of that Department in my place on this floor; 
and would not do it, sir, but for the fact that in another place a dis- 
tinguished gentleman has seen fit to announce, and by authority, that 
the Postmaster-General favored this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That he favored the ‘‘ Blount bill’’ was the state- 
ment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, the gentleman says the ‘Blount bill.”’ That 
is about in keeping with the other methods connected with this sub- 
ject. When I came on to Washington there was a suggestion pending 
and being discussed in reference to the increase of the sea and inland 
postage, having the Argentine Republic in mind in this special provis- 
ion—and their mail is already provided for—and as I had in many other 
cases introduced biils and had them referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, because I wanted all phases of this question 
to be presented, and in order that every possible condition of the subject 
might be before the committee, that bill was presented. But in refer- 
ence to that bill I deny that the Postmaster-General has ever given one 
line or syllable of it his indorsement. That is the whole of it. And 
when that bill was published many gentlemen came to me, because it 
was known about the Capitol as the Blount bill, to whom I declared 
my opposition to it, and with the subsidized crowd I seemed to have 
grown very popular for a time on account of it. Iam quite youthful, 
as my friend from Pennsylvania knows, but not quite that young. 
[Laughter.] It is not my bill; never was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the gentleman failed to put ‘‘by request’’ 
upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, well, will my friend not take my statement be- 
cause I did not put ‘‘ by request’’ on the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly I will take the statement; but I say it 
does not appear on the record that it was ‘‘ by request,’’ and I have 
only been quoting the record. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, if my friend was discussing a great question 
with earnestness, I do not believe, whether in seriousness or jest, he 
would take the chance of misleading a singlé member of this House as 
to what sanction I have given to that bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman must not state that I endeavored 
to mislead the House. I answered the direct inquiry, that I did not 
say it was his bill, nor do I say so now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the gentleman has alluded to it so often andin 
a smiling way, I supposed of course that he intended to create that 
impression. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, I only alluded to it in good humor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But, Mr. Speaker, it is not a matter of any conse- 
quence, because I wish it to be understood that I introduced the bill, 
as_I have introduced many other bills which I did not favor, because 
it was a subject proper to be considered in the committee, and I was 
anxious to take it up and investigate it in every light. I introduced 
it; but I did not undertake to father it, and I deny that the Post- 
master-General fathers it, or goesasingle step farther than he has gone 
in his letter, and that letter I am glad to say, sir, if attentively read, 
will satisfy any fair-minded person that he favors neither the amend- 
ment of the Senate nor that proposed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, On the contrary, he believes that the provisions for the 
service to-day are ample, and believes to-day that we have the. very 
best mail system on earth. He has stated that so far as the European 
mails are concerned, our own system gives us a better service by 
sending the mail nearly every day in the year, while the British mails 
coming to this country, taking the subsidized lines, are not near so 
good, and that there is complaint in England as well as this country 
by reason of the service, and itis not unusual to find our European 
mails, coming on subsidized lines, following after the goods to which 
the mails relate, which come here two and three days, sometimes, be- 
fore the mails. So farasthe South American mail is concerned, we are 
paying our own ships four times the service we are paying to the for- 
eign ships and for the same service. There is no desire for more money. 
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I trust that with this statement, with this relation of the Depart- 
ment to this bill and both of these amendments, this House will not, 
by any delusion that American commerce is to be promoted and Amer- 
ican wails facilitated, cripple that very mail system and cripple that 
commerce. 
is concerned, that this subsidy amounts to anything compared to th 
subsidies of foreign governments. Will you then undertake with a 
small bonus to compete with those large subsidies? Is it not a failure? 
Does it mean anything less in the light of these contiguous facts? Does 
it mean anything else than an attempt to get additional compensation 
for certain steam-ship lines that can be numbered on your ten fingers? 

We have but little outward commerce. These lines are known and 
well established. One word just here so far as that commerce is con- 
cerned. We have been told as to the Brazilian mails that the Brazilian 
mails are in the interest of thiscommerce. Wehavean enormous trade 
there—the coffee trade. What is the situation in reference to that? 
These cheap steamers, sometimes designated ‘‘ tramps,’’ hunting all 
over the world for trade, are bringing the coffee to this country instead 
of your Brazilian lines. You may subsidize as many of them as you 
please; you will have the same situation. 
will in a large measure regulate that. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman explain how it is 


that the ‘‘ tramp’’ vessels get that trade instead of the regular lines ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Iinoisasks me how itis the tramps 
get that trade instead of the regular lines. The Italian Government, 





the French Government, the German Government, and I believe Spain 
also, now by a system of bounties and navigation laws have overstim- 
ulated the construction of ships until the trade is oversupplied; many 
of them are lying up with nothing to do, and others are creeping 
every harbor hoping to get trade. It is just that condition of the com- 
merce of the world that makes it impossible for us to get the business. 

Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman from Lilinois [ Mr. AN- 
DERSON | I reserve the balance of his time, asking to be allowed to 
print a number of tables, which it is impossible for me in the time al- 
lowed to read to the House. 














Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF FOREIGN MAILS 
Washington, D. C., July 9, 1888 


Sir: Inclosed herewith I have the honor to transmit two tables showing 
trans-Atlantic service, and the postage tates applicable to letters dispatched to 
foreign countries with which this country maintained adirect service by Ameri- 
can vessels during the period of 1858 to 1888, respectively. 

The tables I sent you sémetime ago contained the statement of the lines (for 
cign and domestic) plying between the United States and Central and South 
America and the West Indies, the length of route, the number of trips per- 
formed, and the weights of the mails conveyed, anda table showing the amount 
actually paid and the amount that would have been paid if they had received 
the sum of $1 per mile during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887. 

The same tables were transmitted to you by the Postmaster-General in his 
letter dated July 2, 1888, and published in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of Wed- 
nesday, July 4, 1888, and the tables may be found on page 6396 of this session. 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. J. H. Blount, 
Chairman Post-Officcs and Post-Roads, 
Hlouse of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 
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Central and South American countries and the West I 

years 1858~-'59, 1873-"74,. and 188% x7 

1858-'59 

oe ek 
NICHOLAS M. BELI 
| « I ' 
| WASHINGTON, D. ¢ 

Office of Foreign Mails, J 

} 
| Pos I 
| < | | 
vg 
Str: In answer to your verbal request t nforn us ‘ eost 
| to the Government by reason of the payment to A 1 steam-s 
} nies the total sea and inland postage on the United States mails « 
| foreign countries as compared with the cost of the service when « 
| postage was paid, and also as to the compensati of vesst 





| States mails prior to the acts of March 3, 1845 and 18 
honor to invite your attention to the following, name] 












































l. Pages 645 and 646 of the Postmaster-General’s re] for 1884, w 
will see that the trans-Pacific service cost inthe year 1 it 
| received only the sea postage on the mai S < iv ed s of $19.12 
On page 1007 of the Postmaster-General’s teport fe the trans-l s - 
ice cost $38,465.49. The American stea S ply rin this service res 1 
| the sea andinland postage, and part of the steamers b r of é i ! i 
| register received the sea postage only 
| As will be seen from page 616 the m ss I st 
$37,132.69, while by reference to page 1008 of the Postmaster-G 
| for 1887, it will be seen that this same service cost the Go 
| Both of these tables include foreign as well as American bu tear 
| table on page 646 of the Postmaster-General’s report for [554 is 
} Cuban and Mexican service, which cost about $18,000, fully one 
cost of the Central and South American service. 

Che Cuban service was transferred, in 1885, from this office to the « st 
service (Office of the Second A Postmaster-Genera i t 
date (1885) the mails for Mexico » been forwar lalmost ex siv 
land, by rail. If this service had been transferred prior to that t s 

| the service would have been, instead of $37,000, less than $18 ) i uk 
ing the comparison, therefor 1e | ment of tht sea a ond 

| postage, and the payment of sta ‘ you s ild th 
sum of $18,000 with that of $51,416.44 

2. Prior to theacts of Congress of Ma S45 11847, res ve s iws 

} and Regulations for the Government o Post-Office Depa t of 1 p 

1 16: Subject, ‘ Postage on Ship and Steam-boat Letters vessels sa i 

| ports of the United States with mail matter, received no compensat 

| conveyance of such matter to the ports of destination, as the compensation 

| such conveyance was paid by the country of destination of the mails which 
received them. 

The act of 1825 provided as follows (section 34), 1 

i “For every letter received bya d ity postmaster at a seaport to | on- 
| veyed to a foreign country, there shall 1id tothe deputy y t ~ .* 
| Section 18 of the act of 1825 provides as follows, name 

rhe master (except of a foreign packet) is to be paid 2 « ts for « tter 


and package delivered by him 
Iam, very respectfully, your ob« dient servant, 


| 
NICHOLAS M. BEL! 
S udent J uf 
Hon. J. H. BLountT 
j House of Rep esentatives, Wash igi D 
| 
} — 
Post-OF! 1) 
OFFICE O! i I~ MAILS 


1888, 














: - : Srr: In answer to yo rbal request to be info las to the persons com- 
Stalement showing the rate of postage per half-ounce of letters sent to for rcountrics | posing the directories of » Pacific Mailand also of United States and Brazil 
with which this Government maintained a direct service by American steamers du Mail Ste am-ship Companies, I have the honor to state that this office is advised 
ing the period from the year 1858 to 1888. 1s to the Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company that their directors were elected on 
the 3lst of May, 1888, Mr. George Gould being afterward elected president, 
Che directors chosen at that time were as follows, namely: Jay ¢ ld, Sidney 
. a = io Dillon, Russell Sage, C. P. Huntington, Henry Hart, W am Remsen, Edward 
Countries. 1858. 1866. 1874. » | Lauterbach, Harvey Kennedy, George J. Gould 
As to the United States and Brazil Mail Steam-ship C« ‘ Mr. H. K, Thure 
ber is president of the board of directors, w 1 is eco Mr. Hunting- 
ton and others. 
Cents. Cents. | Cents Cents } Iam. very respectfully. your obedient servant 
Acapulco i sbdwounenpesied — 20 i 5 " P NIG SM. ] LI 
Argentine Republlic..............ccesccceseees peconial Gude : 18 5 } ; ul 
jahbamas ones . sp ceeessesocsere o 5 } 5 | 
oe siaieaydee 10 Hon. J. H. B . 
Brazil 10 5 | Cha Comm Post-0. Pos 
China ‘inniieiin esawiaiebdiie eutiie y 10 >| H ve I 
Columbia, United States of.............ccccccscee cosas 10 10 10 5 | 
Costa Rica, via Panama possessenecapenices besen on } 
Costa Rica;via United States packet........ d 10 10 5 | . en : 
ORNs ic. cae Diente joe 10 10 10 5 | - OS! ; =saEe 
Guatemala, via Panama................00-.csesseeeees 26 5 | = : 7 AILS 
Guatemala, via United States packet se 10 10 5 } J j 5 
Hawaii.. wosees ‘ . stitisichnctaesusll secuniindes 6 5! re: Ini ply to your verbal re est t ! las t ‘ ther the Hous- 
Hayti, via St. Thomas ‘ taniatll lines al itiidiens : 18 5 | of ste 1ers recently subsidized Gove the Argentine 
tionduras, via St. Thomas 18 ; Ste thad nmenced operations ' 
ce esucnsenene soqeavesseccesstoceocucsetes 10 10 ) > | that this Department has recently b ‘ e of 
PO viene cantina atten ciunminceiiianidtinaraiiniinbeus eileen nibiew 10 5 ra is nearly ready t< mu » operations i that 
Mexico, by United State 3 ecececscccers oscee : 10 5 the someuill - — lie — : 
Distances t nder 2 FOS TEBE EC oc coccccccescccccoce 10 5 The commur \ on i t Bu 
Distances over 2,500 miles............ ae 20 é 5 | on the anal ; , t 
Nicaragua’ United States packet................060. 5 | ers is st G t i 
Salvadk r, via Panama bigiesietbshete 20 10 5 | eo" no t i 4 im 
Salvador, via United States packet l iho: iw 
St. Thomas, by United States packet.to Ja- 3 i X 
maica . eve euses . 18 5 ” 2 ‘ . 4 
Uruguay, via Brazil onan > [CHO > : 
Venezucla, via St. Thomas 10 5 d Mavs, 
| Hon. J es H. Biot 
j ( n ( 


The following table will show the total postage on the direct mails conveyed to 
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Stalement showing the linea of foreign steamers plying between the United States and European ports; the weight of the mails conveyed; the total amount paid each line 
at the rate of 44 cents and 8 cents per pound for letters and papers, and the amount that would have been paid if the vessels hadbeen of American build and register 
at rate of $1.60 and 8 cents per pound for letters and papers; distance traveled between terminal ports; number of trips; total number of miles traveled outward ; the 
amount American vessels would have received per nautical mile, and the average earnings of foreign steamers for the same service, forthe fiscal year ended June 30, 1837. 


















































Route. Weight of mails— ° | . o2=2 | 22 

= — r.yYrs zz 3 
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ae 3 gs |S8ek [58 

= 23 o | @ |sga2 | 43 

3 32 33 - |e oe 3 

Name of line. me 9 eS | s le =F 

| = 2% =9 ~ eo: Ek 

From— | To— | Letters, Prints. = | a3 2 n | Sew ao 

| | = Sg pot ! = | 23 a 

4 ss | g zB | 8s 25 

i & | -s | e a =: aA 

| | a =S | & x - ~<s eS 

oe oe % &| ¢$ 32 2s 

 * 2 aA le} « {ea <* 

Grams. | Pounds. | Grams. Pounds. | Miles. | : 

North German Lloyd......| New York..| Bremen .........| 97,137,866 } 214, 189 | 368,940,154 | 813,513 $129,340.76 |$407, 783. 44 3,520 | 8&5 299, 200 21.36 90. 43 

ENE, ic csp ettinbnaitaaied sical Die nnnnt | Queenstown ..| 51, 885,032 | 114,407 | 215,688,439 | 475,593 | 70,883.09 | 221,098.64 | 2,763 | 51 140, 913 | 1.47 | .30 

White Star......... -l. | 58,612 } 105,176,791 | 231,915 | 35,800.78 | 112, 332, 40 | 3/47 | 129,861 | 86} .27 

Guion | 63,005 116, 397, 065 256, 656 33, 805.88 | 121,340.48 | 3 | 2 69, O75 | 1.75 | .56 
BOWIE scircesiseve: cere | 13,006 | 23,807,399 52, 495 7, 989,26 | 25,009.20} 2,763 | 54 | 
Hamburg-Ameriean.. 3 | 20,532 38,763,573, 85,474 12,726.16 | 39,689.12 | 3 | 25) 

Inman pehpeiadamiehes } 5,447 | 9,239, 33! 20, 373 3,275.55 | 10,345. 04 | 763 | 18 

| ee | 4,021 | 17,320,676 16, 142 2,466.29 | 7,724.96 | 2,763 3 | 
General Trans-Atiantic....|,..... | 18,314! 37,216, 77 82,063 | 11,606.46 | 35,967.44 | 3,191 | 52 | 
\ | | iieatliamiiialei Ramat hiseadl 

| 312, 894. 32 | 981, 198. 72 |.......00- 360 1,099, 781 7.31 | 2.36 

Cent 
Average per trip per mile if Americar steamers.........corsrs.ccccccrecessscrrsecesoressse, cones sonssessenesvesssescorecsecssseseseconeses covescseeneeses sesesecsonscees mecsevensveseseneeess scsssessversosoosenees cesses 89 
Average per trip per mile for foreign steamers .............0++ evecevecvensoresnsoesees esveseecneseenesse equesttbeodabny suneseanpuiepenessh shsossugachnpesgnmnnetinteydetepnscestseutrnenceveestneeousseuserenh sence evsese 28 


NICHOLAS M. BELL, Superiniendent Foreign Mails. 


Statement showing the lines of steamers of American register plying between the United States and Central and South America and the West Indies, length of each route, 
number of trips performed, weight of mails conveyed, rates of compensation, and total amount paid each line, and total amount if paid at $1 per mile, during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1887, 
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aa gus | 3 ls |e 
Route. mail. |$55 | 2 | | 38 ‘ 
| peer ees —T—| 433. | £ iz |g 
j : = & @ - 
| aes | = . a 
| | | \Sas | Ss e. | os 
2 . | } ae os 3 = 
Name of line. Owners or agents. Ses 2 BS =o = 8 
From— To— Say 2 3 oF 59 
ee 2 ed om 
#25 3 = q 
z = | S@ia| 2 aot a hes 
3 & |$523| 2 | 213 3 
| a ° = — he 3° °o 
ne | & |e | a ea |e 
: ° | Pounds| Pounds| | Miles. 
Pacific Mail George Gould, president............... San Francisco.....| Pamama,........0.0.00009| 876 | 5,402 |$1, 833.00 3,240} 40 |129, 600 '$129, 600 
Nisvensbens poncageedlliciscasetetsbenrrunessen s aieaisabblecestaile New York........./ Aspinwall .. .| 5,464 | 82,468 [15,340.62 | 2,000 88 | 76,000 | 76,000 
Tampa....... John J. Philbrick, agent...... --| Key West............ Havana... = 31 48 52.97 90 | 8 720 | 720 
Lizzie Henc Miller & Henderson, agents.......... | — Via Key| Nassau .....oo.....s0000 101 7 | 228.37 540 23 | 13,500 | 13,500 
est. 
See BR. W. ParGons, ABONS 00.000 cccccecensccess | Jacksonville ...... IE cs caceinapixzovees 92 | 970 | 224.71 400 11; 4,400} 4,400 
New Orleans and Central | Jos, Oteri,jr.,agent...... venoverseccoscece -| New Orleans...... Port Limon........... 55 | 966 165.65) 1,350 7| 9,450 9, 450 
American, 
ee ee Hoadley & Co., agents............++ sodipienioesid ee lL 69 | 23.39 | 1,400 2: 2,800 2, 800 
Oteri’s Pioneer... ...| §. Oteri, agent...... eewenquanappes ° -| Truxillo......... 57 481 130. 40 945 24 | 22,680 | 22,680 
Royal Mail.............. ..| Macheea Brothers, nts ..... Puerto Cortez.. 1,545 | 17,707 | 3,887.77 | 1,065 35 | 37,275 | 37,275 
Haytien Republic.................... Hemenway, Goss & Brown.... Cape Hayti.... 64} 1,280 205.30} 1,315 8 | 10,520 | 10,520 
United Statesand Brazil Mail..| H. K. Thurber, president ..... Rio de Janeiro........| 3,752 | 60,024 10,804.35 | 5,339 15 | 80,085 | 80,085 
I a icstaiatinsialantxcdtnratendae A.C, Hutchinson, president .. Havanas......... : 95 506 192. 81 620 41 | 25,420 | 25,420 
Blanch Henderson.. ..| G. BP. Laugh & Co., agents...... Hamilton ‘ 4 56 10,79 678 1 678 678 
ee ..| Wm, P. Clyde & Co., agents. San Domingo City..| 880 | 4,395 960, 08 1,740 17 | 29,580 | 29,580 
Leayeraft & Co ..| Leayeraft & Co., agents....... Puerto Cortez......... | 8 235 30, 32 2,550 2) 5,100 5, 100 
Winchester & Co....... ..| Winchester & Co., agents... Porto Rico....... A 99 620 207.79 1,600 6} 9,600 9, 600 
Lord & Auatin............ “| Lord & Austin, agents....... .| Cape Hayti. 27 462 79.42 | 1,315 4) 5,260 5, 260 
New York and Cuba Mail...... James 8S. Ward & Co.,, agents.. Santiago .. 66 232 124,88 | 1,472 15 | 22,080 | 22,080 
Ree sen coromenee Pe TR encodes aa Nassau ...... i 7| 3,907| 331.48] ‘957| 18| 17,226! 17/296 
Se icsaitakintettcendamcteed | Boulton, Bliss & Dallett........... La Guayra wc | 1,900 | 18,845 | 4,547.47 | 2,067| 30 62,010! 62,010 
GARG cin secesion ovals oseam eM eed bade thse each ab eibadinechaereastv: sieblovias lie toinesictlicenstesaliclh italien things dias Sea aca | 347 [516,758 | 546,758 


| 
NICHOLAS M. BELL, Superintendent of Foreign Mails, 








Blalement showing the number of trips and miles traveled by United States lines of steamers, and individual steamers of United Slates registry, in conveying mails to the 
United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885; the amount actually received, or estimated to have been received, and the average compensation per mile. 
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| | 
. Amount actually paid. | Aver- 
Miles | | age 
Lines and destination. (Trips! traveled | The amounts given below are either subsidies paid to American lines by amount 
|on inward : : id 
tri foreign governments, or the sea-postages on the inward mails, presum- a 
| = | ing that their weight was the same as that of the outward mails, rile 
ae ee Ce eg a a 
Pacific Mail Sieam-ship Company, to China and Japan........... } 18 109, 620 Amount paid on mails (sea-postages)............ eevesersecsserensecerennet ey 00e.64 | §0:032 
Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company, to Hawaii and res 13 84, 57 ey y Governments ot New Zealand and New South 150,600.00 1.75 
i aies, j 
| (Subsidy by Government of Mexico...........ccccccssseeeeereeneee ereees 30, 000. 00 | 
Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company, to Colon...........scseees ania. 2 76,228 |} Subsidy by Government of Guatemala, e+ 24,000.00 49 
Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company, to Panama.......... cumevinnwtiani | 3 £1,775 Subsidy by Government of Salvador..... «| 24,000.00 
| (Subsidy by Government of Costa Rica..........0:0+-+.0« pagsaaianed i @ @ 
a 
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- tatement showing the numbe ips / I is 
2 
4 
; Lines and destination. . ; 
n 
‘ ‘ 
%, 
‘ Oceanic Steam-ship Company, to Hawaii. ‘ { g 
Occidental and Oriental Line, to China and Japan 
J California and Mexican Steam-ship Company, to Mexico I 1 i 
aa New York, Havana and Mexican Steam-ship Company, to 0 3, 700 
. Cuba and Mexico. 
: New York and Cuba Mail Line, to Cuba. ct ; I ; 
4 Clyde Line to Hayti, San Domingo, etce...... ‘ 7 unt } 1 mails 
United States and Brazil Mail Line, to Brazil, et« sel 2 y ¢ 
Red ‘“‘ D” Line, to Venezuela, Curacoa, etc... t 
New Orleans and Central American Line, to Nicaragua, et 
Oteri’s Pioneer Line, to British Honduras.. ‘ ‘ ] 
Morgan Line, to Cuba, ete...............c.00«+ eathint ina ) 
Tampa Steam-ship Company, to Cu et : 
New Orleans, Honduras and Guatemala I * to Hk 
ras, etc, 
Royal Mail Line, to British Honduras, 
Mendoza,to Argentine Republic, et cekeumiiie ’ ; 
Kate Carroll, to British Honduras 
Lizzie Henderson, to Cuba. 
Christiana, to Cuba.............+- ”) 
Dietator, to Cuba...... atetinaditieenepaginonantenatinies 
Aaron Kingsland, to Cuba. 
Eliza Miller, to Samoan Islands nadieationed 
American Steam-ship Company,to Liverpool ‘ ) 
PUREE... cecccesccccceee ) 
Comparative stalement showing number of leilers and t M 3 
tral and South America, the West Indies, ¢ 1 , 
the postage rates and sea and inland posta : same for the 
Tune 30, 1874, prior to the adoption of the Universal Postal Union, and 
cal year ended June 30, 1885. 
5 Posta rate 
Number eee 
Countries. of letters | O* MEWS” |- 
sent. — Letters Papers 
ee pers each > be 
: ounce. =. 
1874. Cents. C 
Brazil, Argentine Republic, 
Uruguay, and Paras , 58, 757 *18 2 : 
Mexico......... 14, 469 10 = i 
West Indies... 35, 644 10 , 3 
Verezuel ..........0ssececceeseres 2, 244 10 2 354 . 
United States of Colombia 
and Central and South | Cont 
America, via Panama and | is of A H 
eee | 110, 785 173, 123 10 2 veen Sa ncis 
China and Japan... 99, 241 170, 003 10 p ! M 
Hawaii and Austral 34, 9OL 72,728 1 2 
Total 696, 147 TOS, 972 
== ® 
1885. Per 2 
Brazil, Argentine Republie, inces. 
Uruguay, and Paragu: | 5 l 7.74 
Mexico 5 I I ; 
West Indies ‘ 5 l 3 
Venezuela .. sideatteaiiinianenatinds | 3 
United States of Colombi: 
and Central and South | ' , 
America, via Panama and | ‘ bis ’ 
i i ctecnncesccnsiavtitcenesvces 1, 165, 099 } l 
& China and Japan a M0, 737 5 l { 
Hawaii and Australia.......... 341, 863 1, 076, 455 
1 Total. scccsscsvereceese| 1,419,285 | 4,501, 843 ; 
F * Brazil, 15. + Haw 6; Australia, I l 
; Australia, 5 and 12. , Austra per rate. 
Comparative statement showing the average amount paid per mile d } 
year ended June 30, 1885, for the transportation of Uniled States mails | J ] 
star routes, steam-boat and coasiwise service, American steam-ship service t + andl t i 
eign ports; and average amount paid tothe eight principal American | : Res lL Th: 
ships, and the amount that would have been paid if the American j 
ceived the sea and inland postage on the mails conveyed. awed { 
. —_ sage in | 
ed to s 
Service } Mi eS Pota : j f 
traveled. pensation. Ww 
} ,) 
- - i 
; ly Be 
Br I 
Railways 151, 912, 140 ”) Caldw Ca ‘ 
Star routes.. 0) ~ as j ( ‘ ‘ 
Steam-boat and coastwise se ‘ anes 3, 540, O07 ) ( ‘ ‘ 
American steam-ships to f ports— ae 
outward—sea postage + cereveesens 1, O24, 126 $6, 223. 69 1.5 W.A. Field. FBI 
If paid sea and inland postage .... Scien ‘ Ss ; Ga o- @ a 
American steam-ships, eight principal i ~~ 
lines—outward—sea postage..............e10+ 810, 829 (3, 492. 48 ; : : ie. 
If paid sea and inland postage.................. ae 14.4 Wap edie 
American steam-ships, inward. 1, 024, 126 )27, 868. 47 >! Ke Ke j 
Roe Pi ae 2 | Lindsey, Loek wood, 
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Govern, McCook, MeKenzie, McKixnitey, McMahon, Mitchell, Monroe, Mor- 
gan, Morrison, Muller, H. 8. Neal, Norcross, Oliver, Overton, T. M. Patterson, 
Pheips, W. A. Phillips, C. N. Potter, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Quinn, Ran- 
dolpb, Reep, J. B. Reilly, A. V. Rice, Roberts, M. 8. Robinson, Sapp, Sayler, 
Seales, Shallenberger, Shelley, Smatis, A. H. Smith, W. E. Smith, Sparks, 
SPRINGER, Starin, Stenger, J. W. Stone, J. C. Strong, Swann, Tipton, A. Town- 
shend, M. I. Townshend, R. W. TownsHEeND, TURNER, Turney, Van Vorhes, 
Veeder, Wait,jWalsh, WARNER, Watson, Welch, M. D. White, C. G. Williams, 
F. Williams, B. A. Willis, Willits, F. Wood, Wright—176. 

Nays—Mesars, Aiken, Atkins, Bisbee, Bridges, Brogden, Bundy, Cain, Cas- 
WELL, Chalmers, Claflin, Cravens, CULBERSON, Darrall, Davrpson, J. J. Davis, 
Denison, Dibrell, Dunnell, Elam, Ellis, Elisworth, Errett, I. N. Evans, J. L. 
Evans, J. H,. Evins, Frye, Garth, Giddings, Goode, Guater, HArmMeEr, B. W. Har- 


a 


ris, HookreRr, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Ittner, J, T, Jones, KeELLey, Kenna, Kil- 
Minger, G. M, Landers, Leonard, Mackey, Manning, Martin, L. 8. Metcalf,Mriws, 
Money, Morse. Muldrow, O' NeiLu, G. W. Patterson, Peddie, PuGu, Rainey, Rra- 
GAN, W. W. Rice, Riddle, W. M. Robbins, Robertson, G, D. Robinson, Schleicher, 
Sexton, Singleton,Sinnickson, Slemons, STEELE,Stephens, STEWART, Strait, J.M. 
Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Tucker, R. B. Vance, Waddell, A. 8S. 
Williams, A. Williams, J. N. Williams, R. Williams, A. 8. Willis, B. Wilson, Yates, 
Young—5. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] would meet the question raised,by the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to 
the postal appropriation bill on its merits, and not by the ingenious, 
diverting cry of ‘‘subsidy’’ and ‘‘bounty,’’ or by animadversions 
against the Senate proposition for which it is proposed to substitute 
one entirely different. 

Whatever views gentlemen may entertain of the wisdom or unwis- 
dom of the ‘‘subsidy ”’ policy by which Great Britain has circled the 
globe with her steam-ship lines, or whatever objections might be raised 
to the Senate proposition, or whatever animadversions may be made 
against large appropriations to one company in the past, they ought 
not to affect the House in the decision of the simple question presented 
by the amendment, which involves only fair and reasonable mail pay— 
not ‘‘subsidies’’—for American steam-ships; pay suflicient toj ustly com- 
pensate the American steam-ships which ply to the countries of this 
continent south of the United States, and of the East, and enable them 
to be maintained; and pay sufficient to make it possible for the estab- 
lishment of other American lines to run to those countries of South 
America with which we desire to establish closer postal and commer- 
cial communications. 

Under the law as it exists to-day the Postmaster-General is author- 
ized to pay to American steam-ships for the transportation of our mails 
to South and Central America, the West Indies, and the East an amount 
equivalent only to the sea and inland postage without regard to the 
distance they are carried. When this basis of compensation was fixed 
in 1858 the sea and inland postage was on the average four times what 
it is to-day. 

Under the law as it would be if the amendment to the Senate para- 
graph proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which I heartily 
approve, should become a law, the Postmaster-General is authorized to 
contract to pay American steam-ships, not only existing lines, but also 
such new lines as the Postmaster-General may desire to have estab- 
lished, carrying our mails to South and Central America and the West 
Indies, and China and Japan and Australasia, in addition to the present 
compensation, a sum not exceeding three times the seaand inland post- 
age. Such steam-ships to conform their sailingsand their trips to sched- 
ules furnished by the Post-Office Department. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania gives substantially the same basis of pay- 
ment as was provided by the act of 1858, for the reason that the rate 
of sea and inland postage is on the average scarcely more than one-fourth 
what it was at that time. e 

The Postmaster-General, in a letter to the chairman of the Postal 
Committee [Mr. BLountT], published in the RecorD, has indicated 
various objections to the proposition to improve our South and Central 
American mail service as inserted in the pending bill by the Senate; 
but the amendment presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
obviates these objections, and conforms to a plan for improving this 
service and increasing the compensation recommended by Superintend- 
ent Bell of the foreign mail service, and printed in the last report (page 
1011) of the Postmaster-General, and according to a statement made 
in the Senate baving the approval of the present Postmaster-General. 
Indeed, I am disappointed to find my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] 
opposing the amendment, because it is a copy of a proposition intro- 
duced into the House early in the session by that distinguished gen- 
tleman. I am not without hope, however, that before this debate 
closes he will be found supporting a measure so obviously just and 
necessary. 

The gentleman from Georgia has quoted from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral’s communication a single sentence, in which it isclaimed that the 
distinguished head of the Post-Office Department represents our South 
and Central American postal service as ample and satisfactory without 
further legislation or increased compensation. It is obvious from the 
report of the Superintendent of Foreign Mails, to which I have already 
referred, that the Postmaster-General could not have intended to be 
thus understood. The Superintendent of Foreign Mails, who has im- 
mediate knowledge of the situation, says: 


The Central and South American service is as good as can be obtained under 
the present system of dispatching mails by vessels “* when loaded.” Frequerttly 
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vessels tendered to the Department to convey these mails on a certain day sail 
several days before or after the time appointed, to the annoyance and incon- 
venience of correspondents, I have to suggest, as one means of correcting this 
evil, that if the Postmaster-General were authorized by law to allow an addi- 
tional compensation, over and above that now allowed to vessels engaged in 
this service (upon the basis of the weights of the mails conveyed), a system of 
premiums and penalties might be mutually agreed upon by this Department 
and steam-ship companies, which would make it to the advantage of the steam- 
ship companies to adhere closely to theirscheduled sailing dates, whereby the 
efliciency of the service would be materiaily increased and the commercial in- 
terests of the country benefited. 


The late Postmaster-General recognized the necessity of improving 
our mail connection with South America by a line of steam-ships run- 
ning from New York to the ports of the Argentine Republic, with 
which we now have no regular direct communication, for in his last 
report he called attention to an offer of that Republic to give $100,000 
per annum to establish direct steam-ship communication gvith the 
United States, and recommended action by Congress looking to co- 
operation onour part. The gentleman from Georgia states that the 
Argentine Republic has concluded an arrangement for a British line to 
New York. We have now only a monthly service to Brazil, a semi- 
monthly service to Venezuela, and only irregular service by foreign ves- 
sels to any other country of South America. Altogether our postal 
and commercial communications with South America are insufficient 
and unsatisfactory. 

It may be true, as the gentleman from Georgia says, that our exist- 
ing laws and appropriations might prove entirely adequate to afford 
whatever foreign mail service we desire if we are to act on the policy 
that it is of no consequence to the American people whether the steam- 
ships which carry our mails and transport our exports and imports are 
foreign vessels that may be turned against us in case of war or Ameri- 
can vessels bearing our country’s flag, proclaiming our country’s power 
and prestige, advertising our country’s products, and ready to respond 
to our country’s call for aid in the defense of her honor and independ- 
ence, 

For the transportation of our trans-Atlantic mails we paid last year 
$160,333 to six British steam-ship lines, $142,075 to two German lines, 
and $11,606 to the French line, but nothing to an American line, for 
the reason that the view which regards it of no consequence whether 
our mails and our commerce are carried by foreign or by American ves- 
sels controlled our policy, while all the foreign nations have acted on 
the theory that power and prestige and trade follow the flag that floats 
at the peak of the ship. 

Even for the transportation of our mails to the countries of South and 
Central America and the West Indies we paid last year to American 
steam-ships only $39,371, divided as follows: To the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company, for the service between New York and Colon during the 
fiscal year 1887—the fiscal year which terminated one year ago this 
month—we paid $15,340.62. We paid the same steam-ship company, 
for service between San Francisco and Panama, $1,833. We paid to 
the New York, Havana and Mexican Steam-ship Company, for service 
between New York and Vera Cruz, $399.03. We paid the steam-ship 
company that carries the mail between Key West and Nassau—the name 
of the owners not given—$228.37. We paid to what is known as the 
‘*Red D Line,’’ between New York and Laguayra, $4,457.47. We paid 
the New Orleans and Central American Steam-ship Company, for serv- 
ice between New Orleans and Port Limon, $195.12. We.paid Hoadley 
& Co.’s steamers, for service between New York and Colon, $23.39. 
We paid Oteri’s line, between New Orleans and Truxillo, $199.55; to 
the Royal Mail Steam-ship Company, between New Orleans and Belize, 
$3,887.77; to the steam-ships connecting us with the Haytian Repub- 
lic, between New York and Cape Hayti, $205.30; to the United States 
and Brazil Steam-ship Company, for service between New York and Rio 
de Janeiro, $10,804.35; to the Morgan Line, for service between New 
Orleans and Vera Cruz, $67.50; to the same line, for service between 
New Orleans and Havana, $192.81; to steamers plying between New 
York and Bermuda, $10.79; to the Clyde Line, between New York and 
San Domingo, $960.08; to Leaycraft & Co.’s steamers, between New 
York and Cape Hayti, $30.32; to the steamer Alert, for service between 
New York and Cape Hayti, $79.42; to the New York and Cuba Mail 
Steam-ship Company, between New York and Santiago, $124.88, and to 
the same line, between New York and Nassau, $331.48. 

To the American line running from New York to the ports of Brazil, 
it will be observed, we paid the munificent compensation of $10,804, 
or $750 per round trip of 10,500 miles; and the line is barely maintained 
by the $80,000 which it receives for transporting the Brazilian mails to 
the United States and its receipts for freight and passenger traffic. Ido 
not wonder that the owners of the only American steam-ship line run- 
ning from the ports of the UnitedgStates to any country of South America 
south of Venezuela are becoming discouraged in view of the increasing 
competition to which they are subjected by foreign steamers, and what 
my lively friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL] characterized 
as ‘‘ the salutary neglect of the Government.’’ The ‘‘ neglect’’ is ap- 
parent; and I have no doubt that when this solitary American steam- 
ship line, floating the Stars and Stripes in South American ports south of 
Venezuela, shall have been driven from the ocean, there will be gentlemen 
to point to the fact that a British line has taken its place and is carry- 
ing our nail for a less sum per trip than is now paid our Brazilian 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question, if it will not disturb him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notat all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask for information 
the position taken is that these appropriations are not intended as s 


sidies ? 


salutary ’’ character of our policy toward Ar 


— 


Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; they are simply fair mail comp ition 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No light has been given us as to how 
these lines are progressing; as to what dividends they are paying. | 


want to ask if these payments are essential to the life of the lines? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. It is undoubtedly true that unless 
something shall be done to increase the mail compensation of the Amer- 
ican steam-ship lines that are now running from this country to South 
and to Central America, and to the East, before five years there will not 
be a single American steam-ship line left. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Is there asteam-ship line now estab- 
lished running to the Argentine Republic ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notany, although the gentleman from Georgia ha 
said the Argentine Republic has made arrangements witha British « 
pany to puton a line. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My point is this: It seems to me to 
be conceded that we are paying more for carrying mails than the rate 
for carrying freight and express packages. 

If the lines, although paid at a more liberal rate than for this other 
class of service, can not be kept up and maintained on business prin- 
ciples, then are we not confronted with the proposition that we have to 
subsidize or give bounty in order to keep the linesalive? I wantthat 
matter put upon its true basis. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That depends entirely upon what you may call a 
subsidy or bounty. Allow me to say that there are three elements in 
the revenue of every steam-ship line which maintains itself: first, the 
compensation received for the transportation of freight; second, the com- 
pensation received for the transportation of passengers; and third, the 
compensation received for the transportation ofmails. Now, the Amer- 
ican lines of American steam-ships running to South and Central Amer- 
ica can not be maintained with simply the receipts for the transporta- 
tion of passengers and the transportation of freight. 

The routes are long, and at present the revenue from these sources 
is inadequate to maintain these lines. The American-Brazilian line, 
for example, has been struggling along with its revenues from passen- 
gers and freight and $80,000 a year from Brazil for the transportation 
of her mails, and scarcely paying its bills, not paying last year a sin- 
gle cent of profit to the owners. Unquestionably if the Government of 
the United States can not afford to pay something more for the trans- 
portation of her mails the American-Brazilian line must be withdrawn 
before long, and a British line would ultimately take its place. That 
is the situation which confronts us in this matter. In determining 
what is fair mail pay we must take into consideration what are the 
receipts of the vessels for the transportation of passengers and freight, 
and must supplement that with a sufficient amount, reasonable in it- 
self, not going beyond the amount that is provided in this bill, namely, 
four times the sea and inland postage, which would give the Brazilian 
line only $55,000. That is all that is provided for by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. Even though 
the Postmaster-General should give the Brazilian line the utmost sum 
provided by this bill, it would be only $55,000 instead of $10,800 at 
present. 

Now, I amsure gentlemen will see that $55,000, the extent to which 
the Postmaster-General can pay under this provision, is low mail trans- 
portation and lower than we are paying coastwise steamers for their 
service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman please tell us where he gets his 
financial information as to the condition of the Brazil line? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have to take it from the statements that the 
owners of the line have put forth. Of course I do not know anything 
about it personally, but I think the gentleman will find the statement 
correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have you any information as to the 
divadends of the Pacific Mail Line or the Brazil Line? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have noticed in the papers that the Pacific Mail 
paid 5 per cent. last year, but I understand from other statements 
which I have seen that they have not been able to make any dividend 
this year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The stock is quoted in the market at 34, the par 
being 100, and it pays no dividend. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should be pleased to be in- 
terrupted to any reasonable extent, but gentlemen will bear in mind 
that there are other members who desire to speak, and I must not 
trench upon their time. 

I have no doubt that British steam-ship lines would cheerfully enter 
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do give American steam-ships about 5c ents each for transporting | 
ters without regard to distance, and foreign steam-ships about 1 cents, 


But this difference of compensation, computed on the basis of letters 
and papers carried, amounts to very little on the lines outside of the great 
trans-Atlantic routes where the mails are lat Indeed, it works to 
the advantage of the foreign lines which control the latter routes. On 
this basis last year the British Cunard line d 65 eents per mil 
one way for transporting our mails, while the American-Brazilian 
received but 14 cents. On the steam-ship routes of this continent 
on the Pacific the mails are comparatively small, the distance to be 
steamed great, and the compensation even at 5 cents per letter almost 
What consolation is it to the American steam-ship line run- 
ning from New York to Brazil, a distance of 5,500 miles, to be told 
that the $10,804 per annum, or the $750 per trip, which they receive 
r carrying the United States mail is made up at the rate of sea and 
inland postage, or 5 cents per letter, while a British line would receive 
only sea postage, or 14 cents per letter, or less than $: 
Mr. Speaker, it is simply shameful—and I meas 
I say it—it is shameful that this t Government 
of people, rich, powerful, and rig ly 
tige on the ocean as well as on the land, should main 
pensation to American steamships for carrying our mails which work 
out such results as I have referred to. It ought to be evident to every 
candid mind that the basis of sea and inland postage on letters carried 
without regard to distance, as a measure of compensation is wrong, and 
is doing American steamers a grave injustice; for it costs a vessel but 
little more to carry two hundred sacks of mail matter than it does ten 
We do not compensate our internal mail transportation on the 
sole basis of weight of mail. We donot compensate even the steamers 
carrying our river and coast mails solely on the basis of number of letter 
or weight of mail, but on the length of the route also. Why should not 
we deal on the same terms with our citizens who are endeavoring to 
maintain American prestige on the ocean in the face of open and over 
whelming foreign competition, and provide for increased compensation 
for transportation of our foreign mails by American steamships wher: 
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The Post-Office Department, in the last year that the 
Postmaster-General gave the compensation, paid the 
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| wise steamers which convey our mails between Port Townsend and Ta- 
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The distance traveled one way was a little over 28,000 
miles per annum, or $1 per mile. Nobody ever « plained that this 
was unjust ‘* subsidy.’’ 

Yet when the New York and Brazilian line asks to have the miser- 

t receives increased to 56 cents 

per mile one way, or $55,000 per annum, all that w 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyly 
est request is met with the cry of * 

The Post-Office Department paid a few years ago. and I presume it 
is doing the same now, and doing it properly, $15,000 to the small 
steamers running between Baltimore and Norfolk for carrying the mail, 
but really more for commercial purposes, as there is a better mail serv- 
ice by rail. 

I ask gentlemen also to note the fact that the Po 
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| ment, by special enactment, has been able to give the Tampa and Ha- 


vana steam-ship line $54,000 per annum for transporting our mails 
semi-weekly or tri-weekly a distance of 366 miles, and no one objects 
or regards it as ‘‘subsidy.’’ Why should similar compensation to « 
Brazilian line for transporting our mails 5,500 miles be 
‘subsidy ?’’ Will the gentleman from Georgia inform the H 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the House, not to give ‘‘subsidies,’’ as the 
European governments do, to establish and maintain steam-ship lines 
connecting with all parts of the world, but such fair compensation as 
will secure the establishment and maintenance of American steam-ship 
lines to the leading countries of Central and South America. [ait 
compensation is not * 
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into a contract to carry our South American and China and Australian | 


mails without compensation if we would withdraw our steam ships run- 
ning to those countries. Indeed, within the past year the Governments 
of Canada and Great Britain, notwithstanding our Pacific line furnished 
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United States to aid in the establishment of so desirable a means of in- 
creasing the intercourse and trade between the two republics. In the 
face of such opportunities, shall we longer continue the policy of neg- 
lect? With the non-manufacturing Empire of Brazil and fifteen re- 
publics, consisting of over 40,000,000 people, at our doors, sympathiz- 
ing deeply with this country, and having a foreign trade of $7U0,000,000 
annually, shail we continue to shout ‘‘ subsidy ’’ and frighten ourselves 
from doing what a wise statesmanship demands should be done to in- 
crease our means of postal and commercial intercourse with South aud 
Central America? 
On the basis contemplated by the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, the Postmaster-Gencral would be authorized, 
if he thought proper, to increase the compensation of the twenty-one 
American lines, which last year received the miserable pittance of only 
$44,474 for transporting our mails to South and Central America and 
the West Indies, to not exceeding four times that sum, or $165,897, on 
the basis of last year’s mail matter, or, with the probable increase of 
mail matter, 2bout $200,000, on the condition that the service shall be 
improved. ‘This would evable the Postmaster-General to give the Bra- 
zilian line not exceeding $53,000, the Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company 
about $92,000 over their line from New York to Colon, the New Orleans 
and Belize line about $18,000, the Venezuela line about $21,000, and 
the other lines smaller sums, all according to the discretion of the Post- 
master-General. 
If the Australian and China and Japan lines are included, to which 
we paid last year $38,465 (including $20,000 paid to the Oceanic Line), 
probably about $100,000 more would be required, leaving a balance of 
$150,000 to be used in establishing a new line to the Argentine Republic 
and increasing the frequency of the service to other points. 
‘Subsidies ’’ are not proposed by the pending amendment, yet it 
may be of interest to look fora moment at what Europe is doing. No 
nation of Europe has ever originally established steam-ship lines to 
connect with foreign countries without liberal mail-pay from the Gov- 
ernment. It has been frequently asserted that Great Britain has not 
done this. ‘The oflicial records, however, prove that England was the 
pioneer of this policy on the most, liberal scale, and that France, Ger- 
many, Italy, and Spain have imitated her example. To settle this 
point beyond question, however, two years ago I addressed a note of 
inquiry to the late Capt. Bedford Pim, recognized everywhere as an 
English authority on all matters relating to the British marine, and I 
received from him a prompt reply on this point, in which he said: 
It has been the policy of the British Government to establish or rather encour- 
age the establishment of British steam-ship lines by the annual payment of a 
postal subsidy, and this with the most gratifying results as regards the expansion 
of British commerce. I know of no instance of a British postal line of steamers 
originally established without a subsidy for carrying the mails. 
Now that Great Britain has obtained possession of most of the im- 
portant lines of steam-ship communication with foreign countries, she 
has no need of dispensing her largesses with so liberal a hand as for- 
merly—largesses amounting to $250,000,000 in the last forty-five years; 
but the mail compensation she still gives so many of her steam-ship 
lines shows tbat she continues to jealously guard this important agency 
in the development of ber foreign trade. 
Only last year she joined Canada in giving a subsidy of $300,000 per 
annum to establish a steam-ship line between British Columbia and 
China and Japan. And it isa mistake to suppose that Great Britain 
has confined this policy to steam-ship lines connecting her ports with 
her colonies, for this has not been the case, as Captain Pim’s statement 
authoritatively shows. Indeed, the first British steam-ship lige con- 
necting the ports of Great Britain with Brazil was established by the 
aid not only of postal subsidies but also of a Government guaranty of 
8 per cent. profit to the company undertaking the enterprise. 
From the annual report of the British postmaster-general I take the 
following statement of the amounts paid by Great Britain to steam- 
ship lines, almost entirely British, for foreign mail service, and the 
amounts paid each line by the Government in excesss of the receipts 
for postage: 
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In addition the British Government is paying a subsidy to a new 
line running from British Columbia to China and Japan. 

Previous to 1875 the British Government paid annually from $4,000, - 
000 to $5,000,000 to steam-ships for ocean mail service, an amount from 
two to three millions in excess of her revenue from foreign postage. 
Nearly all of this sum was paid British steam-ship lines. France pays 
her mail steam-ships over fourand a half millions annually, Italy nearly 
two millions, Austria one million, Spain cne million, Germany $950,- 
000, and even little Holland over $300,000. 

Mr. Speaker, while 1 am gratified to learn from the statement made 
in the Senate that the distinguished Postmaster-General approves the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania looking 
to the maintenance of American steam-ship lines and better postal serv- 
ice between our ports and the ports of the countries south of us, yet I 
regret that in his published letter in which he discusses the Senate 
proposition he should have gone out of his way to connect this impor- 
tant subject of better postal and commercial communication with South 
and Central America with the tariff dispute in such a way as to lead 
many gentlemen who do not stop to carefully inquire into the subject 
to infer that it is one phase of the great issue which divides parties, 
when in fact it is a purely patriotic and business question which should 
equally interest all good citizens. 

Says the Postmaster-General: 

Of course England may subsidize lines of ships to open up new markets for 
her surplus, because she freely exchanges commodities with such markets, and 
her policy is after establishing the commerce to steadily decrease the subsidy. 
if the policy of giving bounties to promote commercial relations with other 
countries be ever adopted again after the failures in our history, it would seem 
that its adoption should be deferred until closer commercial relations with those 
countries can be maintained, and are not antagonized by an opposing system of 
laws. Commerce in the very essence of its meaning is exchange. It is not to 
selland never to buy. The individual or nation does not exist that will buy all 
one has to sell for cash with no reciprocal return in profitable exchange. Car- 
goes out and cargoes back are nanuua for the creation of a merchant marine. 
The cargo out will not be bought unless we buy in exchange,and it will be 
bought if we are willing to trade. 

Inasmuch as the gentleman from Georgia has repeated this state- 
ment silence might be construed as an approval of the economic views 
so confidently affirmed by the distinguished Postmaster-General and 
the gentleman from Georgia. I shall be pardoned for briefly digress- 
ing from the subject before us to point out what seems to me to be 
substantial grounds for regarding them as theories which have been 
disproved by commercial facts. 

l am surprised, Mr. Speaker, that the Postmaster-General should af- 
firm, as if it were a settled commercial fact, that one nation will buy 
of another only as it can sell to that other nation, in the face of hisown 
statistics of our trade with Sonth America, which shows exactly the 
contrary. 

The tables submitted by the Postmaster-General show that last year 
we bought of Brazil products of the value of $52,955,591, and yet that 
we sold to Brazil products of the United States only to the value of 
$8,137,794; that we bought of Central America products of the value 
of $7,706,978, and sold only $3,006,714. 

What becomes of the ‘‘ barter’? theory of the Postmaster-General in 
the face of the actual facts of our foreign trade, which show that na- 
tions buy where they find the prices and the means of communication 
most advantageous without regard to whether they can make an ex- 
change of products? As a matter of fact the United States is the larg- 
est buyer of South and Central America and West India products. 
We are endeavoring to improve our means of communication so as to 
sell them more. ‘The trouble with our trade with South America is 
not, as the Postmaster-General supposes, that we do not buy of them, 
but that they do not buy of us as much as they would if there were 
better communication. 

The suggestion of the Postmaster-General that our exports to South 
American countries are restricted by the fact that we impose duties on 
their products finds a suflicient answer in his own tables, which show 
that, notwithstanding we impose no duty on the chief product of 
Brazil, to wit, coffee, yet we exported to that empire last year articles 
to the value of only $8,137,794, in the face of the tact that we imported 
from Brazil products to the value of $47,076,473, on which we imposed 
no duty, $36,401,864 being coffee; while Great Britain, which imposes 
a heavy duty on coffee, exported to Brazil articles to the value of $33, - 
460,531. 

Neither is there any basis for the Postmaster-General’s assumption 
that the revenue-tariff policy before the war promoted our foreign trade, 
and the protective policy since the war destroyed it, which, I presume, 
is what he means when he says that we must defer steps to promote 
commercial relations with South America until we have got rid of ‘‘an 
opposing system of laws.’’ 

If the distinguished gentleman had consulted the official statistics 
he would have found that our foreign commerce has been much larger 
per inhabitant since the war, under protection, than )ecfore the war, 
under arevenue tariff. In the revenue-tariff period, between 1846 and 
186], our annual im averaged $10.73 per inhabitant, and our ex- 
ports, $9.94 per inhabitant; annual foreign commerce, $20.67 = in- 
habitant. But in the protective tariff decade, between 1571 and 1881, 
our annual imports a $13.50 per capita and our exports $14.93; 
annual foreign trade, $28.43 per inhabitant. 
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Our people are not likely to follow the example. I think the gen- 
tleman himself would not approve it upon reflection. We can not de- 
sire for our country the results that have been produced by subsidies 





during the progress of ages in Great Britain and other European mon- 
archies. Our policy is to place all classes of the people on a common 
basis, to open up equally to all men the opportunities for advancement, 


and not to single out particular classes and advance their fortunes at 
the expense of the many; for this is what subsidy has always done 
and will always do, no matter how plausible the argument may be of 
equal advantage. 

sut, sir, the amendment which has been submitted by the gentle- 
man from lennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] presents this subject to us in 
such a tangible form that we can see at a glance what this subsidy 
means more clearly than common, although the question has been be- 
fore the House time and time again. The distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania proposes to bring under this subsidy system the 
transportation of the mails between our Pacific coast and the ports of 
China and Japan. What has been our experience heretofore in that 
respect ? 

As gentlemen know, our subsidy to the Collins line was a failure, 
and resulted in an unpleasant inquiry in this House. The only two 
subsidies that were not subject of unfayorable comment and protest, 
but which produced no good results to any one except the capitalists 
who owned the ships, were the subsidy to the line from New York to 
Brazil and the subsidy to the line from San Francisco to the Sandwich 
Islands; the one $150,000, the other $75,000 per year, and both aban- 
doned when the contractsexpired, They opened up nonew trade. We 
simply gave a few gentlemen about a million of dollars, that was all. 

But the subsidy for the line from San Francisco to China and Japan 
presents the whole subject in its proper and natural light. Whether 
the subsidy be for an industry between our country and foreign na- 
tions or an industry in our own midst, the results arethe same. When 
in 1865 you subsidized the Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company with a 
bonus of $500,000 a year, there soon sprang up upon the same route 
between San Francisco and China and Japan another line, running in 
competition with the subsidized line, but without a dollar of subsidy. 
While the one line was subsidized and the other not, both were en- 
gaged in the same commercial ventures, running, I believe, the same 
number of vessels between the different ports they visited. 

One of those lines—I speak now of the subject of subsidizing with 
the view to building up American industry or advancing the fortunes 
of American citizens—one of those lines, the Occidental and Oriental, 
was owned by American capitalists though sailing under a foreign flag, 
while the very line which was subsidized, though running under the 
American flag, was, in the main, a foreign corporation, its capital being 
held mainly abroad, so that in fact we were granting a subsidy in the 
interest of foreign capitalists as against American capitalists. So much 
upon the subject of building up our commerce in this way, and so much 
for the patriotism involved. It is well known that our capitalists are 
engaged in any number of carrying enterprises throughout the world, 
their vessels going under foreign flags. I remember that as far back 
as 1872, upon an inquiry directed by this House, the fact was disclosed 
that even then several vessels were being built on the Clyde for Ameri- 
can capitalists to be run under the British flag. So much for the ques- 
tion of patriotism as involved in this matter. 

In referring to our experience on this subject of subsidies generally, I 
have spoken of the Collins line, the other two instances being quite un- 
important, and the subsidies mere gifts of money to fortunate gentlemen. 
Sir, if it ig proposed to extend thissubsidy to the Pacific Mail Steam-ship 
line I am not willing that the House shall so soon forget or overlook 
the fact that one of the most humiliating spectacles ever presented on 
the floor of this House was in connection with a subsidy to that steam- 
ship line. I desire the Clerk to read a resolution adopted by this House 
on the 20th of February, 1873. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, in the testimony taken before the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House, in reference to certain matters committed to said committee for in- 
vestigation, it hgs been sworn by Le Grand Lockwood, of New York City, that 
a large sum of money was used to secure o* ee through Congress of an 
increased annual appropriation to the Pacific Mail'Steam-ship Company, in the 
oaeae of a subsidy, for the transportation of mails and other purposes: There- 

5 That said Committee on Ways and Means are hereby authorizedand 
directed to make full inquiry into the truth or falsity of said sworn statement, 
and to this end the said committee is hereby authorized and directed to send 


for a and papers, and generally to exercise such powers and discretion as 
will be necessary thereto, 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The resolution just read was the foundation of an 
inquiry which resulted in the most startling disclosures. The result 
of the inquiry was reported to the House by Mr. Kasson, of Iowa. 
Mark you, the Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company, for the purpose, as it 
was said, of affording increased facilities for the transportation of mails 
to the countries of the East, had obtained a subsidy of $500,000 a year 
in 1865 for ten years. While that subsidy was still in operation, and 
several years before it had expired (for the contract ran for a period of 
ten years), this movement wus made to increase the subsidy to a mill- 
ion of dollars a year for the unexpired term and $500,000 a year for the 
residue of the ten years; so rapidly do these movements in the inter- 
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est of subsidies travel when once fairly set on foot. What was the re- 
sultof that investigation? It isshown in the following statement from 
the report of Mr. Kasson, on behalf of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, who investigated the subject: 

With the exception of some small sums paid directly by Stockwell, the total 
amount disbursed by his direction in connection with the legislation referred to 
appears to have been retained by or disbursed through the hands of said Irwin, 
and to haye amounted toabout $890,000. The committee ascertained the names 
of the parties to whom payments were made by Irwin to the amount of $703,100, 
and alist of all these recipients of prospective subsidy is given. 

One of the persons to whom payment was made was William §. King, 
of Minnesota, Postmaster of this House, who had been elected as a 
member of Congress, but who never took his seat. Mr. King, who, 
according to the report, received $125,000, was, at the time these events 
transpired, Postmaster of this House, and up to the time of these dis- 
clostres had been so highly honored that he had been elected a Repre- 
sentative from Minnesota; but, as appears from this report, he fled the 
country for the purpose of avoiding the consequences of his infamous 
acts in behalf of this corporation. 

John G. Schumaker, who was at the time a member of this House, 
received, according to the report, $300,000 in two payments, one of 

275,000, and one of $25,000. How he distributed this money the 
committee could not ascertain. So that here in this House, when this 
subsidy system had been fairly inaugurated, an officer and a member 
of the House received the sum of $425,000 corruptly and left this House 
forever, dishonored, reflecting discredit upon this body and upon the 
country at large. Is it desirable that a policy like this should be en- 
couraged by the American Congress ? 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the date of that report ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisa report made to this House on the 27th of 
February, 1875. Now it is proposed that this very same company, the 
Pacific Mail Steam-ship Company, largely a foreign corporation, shall 
in direct terms, under the amendment now pending, receive the bene- 
fit of a portion of this subsidy. Can this House, with a proper regard 
to a just public opinion, and in the face of this infamous record, sub- 
sidize again the company that by such corrapt practices brought shame 
and dishonor upon thecountry? Congress, of course, in 1875, hastened 
to repeal the former subsidy. Will this Congress revive it ? 

The Occidental and Oriental Company has run without a dollar of 
subsidy, carrying your mails between San Francisco and China and 
Japan, and carrying them, too, when the Pacific Mail refused to carry 
them, when Postmaster-General Vilas so wisely refused to give it a 
part of the subsidy you voted in the Forty-eighth Congress. The peo- 
ple honor him for never expending a dollar of thatsubsidy. Yet we are 
proposing, and I think my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
must have overlooked this extraordinary requirement, we are deliber- 
ately proposing that the Pacific Mail shall receive subsidies from the 
Treasury of the United States, although through the seductive and 
corrupting measures taken by that company the country was disgraced 
and the’ names of at least two men connected with this House were 
covered with infamy. 

I think the subject of subsidy is not one the American citizen can 
contemplate with pleasure, even when subsidies were apparently given 
necessarily for the high purpose of more firmly uniting the States of the 
Atlantic and Pacific in the midst of war. The Government felt when 
granting a subsidy of public bonds toward the construction of the Pa- 
cific railroads it did it from necessity for the public good and because 
it would inure directly to the benefit of the people. Yet even then 
the fruits of subsidy were national dishonor, and two once honored 
members of this House left it with blighted reputations, never to re- 
turn. I say, therefore, that the experience we have had on the sub- 
ject of subsidies would lead us to avoid them hereafter as an evil too 
great even to be gravely considered. 

But gentlemen say this isnot a subsidy. Nota subsidy, sir! Why, 
gentlemen, you are now paying four times as much to the American 
ships for transporting your mails abroad as you pay to foreign ships; 
you pay them four times larger compensation than they receive for trans- 
portation of express matter, while the safety of the latter is insured by 
the ship company and your mails involve no insurance. Gentlemen 
seem to think carrying a package for the United States ought to stand 
on a different footing than carrying a package for anybody else. You 
pay now four times as much for carrying a package by an American 
ship for the United States as it would receive for corresponding ex- 
press matter carried a corresponding distance, while in the latter case 
the safety of the package is secured and its safety guarantied by the 
ship company and not in the former. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is generally admitted by all men that we have at 
the head of the Post-Office Department a gentleman whoseability and 
capacity furnish a high guaranty that your great Postal Department is 
and will be wisely administered. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House have expressed their confidence in the chief of that Department. 
He has been referred to by gentlemen only in terms of respect for the 
success and efficiency with which he administers the duties of his of- 
fice. Now, the Postmaster-General, in the able and conclusive letter 
before you, says, so far as the subsidy system is concerned as here pro- 
posed, that it would simply embarrass him and embarrass that great 
Department in the execution of the law. Can you afford to do that 
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under the pretense of reviving American commerce? If you must and 
will grant subsidies, then do it indirect terms. Donot embarrass th 


Post-Office Department in carrying our mails between this country and 
ther countries. Do not embarrass this great Department of the Gov- 
nment by granting a subsidy merely for the purpose of building 
the fortunes of a few men at the expense of the Treasury of the United 
states. 
I will refer for a moment toan additional fact. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], who is generally so frank and so fair, stated 
to the House tirat we are paying more to foreign vessels for transport 

1g the mails than we are paying to American vessels, when in fact v 
ire paying to American vessels for any given postal service four times 
1s much as we pay to foreign vessels. It can not be expected that wi 
will pay as much for carrying a single letter as we pay for carrying ten 
thousand letters. We pay, of course, according to the service as far as 
practicable, not only in our postal service, but in all the s 
Government. We pay simply according to the work done, and it can 
not be expected that we wiil pay for carrying a dozen letters as much as 
we will pay forcarrying one hundred thousand. ’ 
the basis of the service rendered, and nothing more can be justly é 
yf the Government. 

Can the American ship-owner ask for more? He gets four tir as 
nuch as the foreign vessels for doing precisely the same thing. Is not 
that enough? There is no justice to the country in Congress submi 
ting to such a demand as is here made on pretense of an efficient postal 
service merely for the purpose of building up the fortunes of a few men 
who come here and demand it. It would not be tolerated for one mo 
inent in any other business, 

The statement of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] shows 
the House the character and the class of men and their condu 
past in reference to this matter of subsidy, but I do not think thi 
House will consent for one moment to build up the fortunes in this way 
f such men or any other. I am sure the men who were engaged in 
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the Pacific Mail subsidy in 1875 are not those whose fortune this Hous 
should be prompt to enhance in the way which is here proposed. ‘The 
true American idea is different from that of Great Britain, where th 


subsidies has built up great estates, vast wealth, and 
‘lighted the whole land with a hopeless and impoverished people 

Che absence, happily, of the subsidy theory in our form of govern- 
ment and its practice in our country has built up a widely-dilfused 
wealth which is the pride and the glory of the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. What is your theory as to the best man 
ner of building up the commerce of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is growing every year. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, our merchant marine? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The condition is simply this: that when American 
ts find it better and more profitable to engage in the carry 
ing trade than to invest their money in the countless enterprises within 
the limits of the United States, you will find that business reviving, and 
not before. It is a cosmopolitan employment and you can not make 
it local. 

You can monopolize the coastwise trade; it justly and fairly be 
longs to American-built ships. But when you go into the foreign « 
ing trade, you must of necessity come into competition with all the 
sea-faring nations of the world; and your carrying trade will never be 
revived until it affords a more profitable field of employment than can 
be found in other avenues of commercial and business life. 

That is manifestly the trouWle. Our capitalists demand large profits 
on their ventures, and although the change from wooden to iron ships 
produced extraordinary results in former years, it is manifest that for 
twenty years our carrying trade has not revived because our citizens 
found better investment for their money in other pursuits, and be: 
as is shown by the investigation embodied in the report of 1872, to 
which I have referred, made by order of the House, your methods ar 
more expensive and local taxes are higher than elsewhere, although | 
concede that some of the cities and some of che States have reduced 
local taxation in the interest of the carrying trade, but as a general 
rule the higher taxation, and I do not refer now to taxation under the 
tariff, but the higher taxation to which our people are subjected inter- 
feres materially with the cost of the carrying trade of this country. 
But whenever it becomes profitable, as it will undoubtedly be in the 
progress of time, then, and not until then, will our carrying trade be 
rovived. 


It is known that the carrying trade of the world is entirely overdone 
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they expect to successfully compete for business where all nations are 
competitors. But our commerce increases every year, and our capital- 
ists in the progress of time find investments in this field of enterprise 
as profitable as others, and Federal and local taxes will be moderated, 
and then our flag will not be confined to the coastwise trade, but will 
appear as of old in the highways of the world’s commerce. 

Mir. PETERS. 
[Mr. Fevron]. 

Mr, FELTON. 
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I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from California 


I shall not attempt to discuss this question in its 
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Capitalists in this field have to content themselves with small profits if 


{ tf * ray ¥ 2 
\ Vv : 4 SVUVIN SAGs S& 


RECORD—HOUSE 


broadest sense first, beea is [ am n su i ently well verse 





1 in the second place because it has already been ft] 
































di ssed by others. I have listened attentively tothe gent 
Pennsylvania { Mr. BINGHAM], who has explained to us ’ 

I i maste! ma t pos ce phase of this ques 

l i term l : € M M ‘ 

y| has g n us the comme il phase of it: and I have tis l at 
tentively, also, to the gentleman ym Georg Mr. | \ i 
tothem both. Therefore I can add thir »t eral f the 
question, bat des t bmi I 3 t i 
ma tos extent ¢€ I nth I 1 S 
ma l service. . a - 

Now, sir, take the case of the Brazilian i 
nage is proportioned, as a matter of course, to the 
ities carried, and I have not the figures of the tonnage, |! 
merce between the United States and B lis about 1. ip 
innum. Ourexports are only eight mlilions 0 rf t 
gentleman from Maine te us that t a t 

ymmerce, and subsidized, to use an offensive term, by t 
Government in the sum of $80,000, 1s unable to sustain 

iking dividends, and will have to go dé inless sol tional 
rovernment aid either by this Go ) 

Now, take \ il lin h es between t 
Fra sco and Australia and New Zeal ib ( 

nds The total no of é cas t 
S14,.000, 000 

You will obser t 3 fa W } ] onm to { 
Grazilian trade, tl our exports t to nearlv $10 ; 
thus exceeding the i rts over $5,000, 000 , 4 \ 

upon which fre s can | ( eu 0 su n pol 

3 0 ( fifth t n eceive eB 

i n w, it | taken twenty years to estab t « ’ 
merece. It ied Ay ott wned by A en- 
abled to b pro ited by a s l th \ : I V 
fealand Gove I ts munting to $150,000 | Lan ap 
propriation f i tl Post-O Departm of $20 ) na 
No s ther « 1 exist i s ce that ta 
nember t Postal Uni 1 there é t e th : 
er! Oo Uni das tes ( ect rye 10.000 1517 ‘ 
p n n i pa ‘ | ut = 0 

Phe Gov me nt IS Making t tw \ 

Now, taking into consideration in toft 

portance of the trade, I submit to this H ota ep 
: policy beneath the dignity of this st 

yurpose of making mone nd to h it sustained by a for gO 

ernment? <Any gentle 1 who desires to see for hims«e 1mo 

ot this ¢ im e can ma I own figures It pp ( 
ort trade, for every working da In the yearo r11,000;7 

per day each, and according to the usual computations we 

upporting a population in the United States of ( 

Now, sir, the condition i and I know whereof I spea 
\ustralian government’s contract with this 1i expire thin thre 
months of the present time They have become diseusted the « 
treme conservative policy of this Government tog tno 
ind have signified th: r intention of giving no morea e 
the United States Government will meet that govern { t 
is, half way. Gentlemen may think I am actuated by 
motives. They are entirely mistak Of this ent 
merece of $10,000,000 per annum less than one and one 
produced upon the Pacific coast The balance is manuf 
from one State and another throughout the entire East 
may be the condition of other | nes, the condition « t : 
that unless some new arrangement is made and is made before t 
piration of three months, some remen lich t le 
to those people, that the Government may give them what tl 
and what is received for their services, instead of é 
them, we shall lose that line and measurably that tr 

I need not tell gentlemen on this floor that it is 
and frequent communication between countrik t it trad wy 
and is brought to us. A merchant goes to another count ! 
samples and finds a customer. The banking business is 
credits established, and the consequence is a knowledge o 
that we have broucht to the notice of the business men of that « 

They purchase and we receive the advantag: 

Right here let me make one further remark. It tid by some 
tlemen that we can not export to compete th othe i | 
answer is that we are exporting to an Enelis! mv richt from the 
United States. It perhaps may | nterest ) yw SOI ( ! 
articles we export, and therefore I name some of them. W 
nearly $300,000 worth of agricultural implements; of bocks and 
over $100,000 worth; of breadstuf S118,9000 worth: of 
steam-cars, etc., $358,000 worth; of chemicals, drugs es 
icines, $334,000: clocks and watches, $127,000: fish 
$110,000; iron, steel, and the manutactures th f. $1. 


} 


manufactures, $251,0C0: beer, nearly half a millio and t 
faciures of wool, $1,440,596; sewing-machines, brooms 





6274 


The amount of exports during the last eighteen years amounting. to 
$115,251,913, or near $115,252,000; balance of exports over imports 
amounting to $70,000,000 in round numbers and yearly increasing. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the gentleman may have more time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield 
more time to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. PETERS. I will yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. FELTON. ‘These figures illustrate two facts: First, that the 
advantages of this trade is not for the benefit of the people I represent, 
but for the courftry generally. As much as I have their interests at 
heart, and as proud as I am of the State I represent, as every other 
gentleman should be of his State, it Ulustrates the fact that this com- 
merce i3 made up mainly of your manufactures east of the Rocky 
Mountains. 

It also illustrates the fact that, according to the great fundamental 
principles underlying all trade and commerce, it is not always the 
cheapest, it is not always the nastiest that people prefer. It illustrates 
further that the question of commerce is the question of educating a 
people to its wants, its tastes, and its necessities. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLounr]. I understood him to say it is proposed to give 
this Australian line more than they asked. If gentlemen have paid 
attention to what I have said they will discover that the gentleman 
from Georgia was mistaken in his assertion. Unless something further 
is done the present service will not be maintained, but will take its 
place in the Victoria, British Columbia, line, to Australia, which is sub- 
sidized by the Canadian Government, Our people require aid to con- 
tinue this line. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN]. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. Speaker, I was an earnest supporter of the Senate 
amendment which proposed to give $800,000 for the ocean mail lines; 
but now I shall support the amendment that is under consideration. 

The Central and South American Governments have few ships ot 
theirown. Wanting goods they buy of vessels that bring them to their 
doors, and thus naturally the trade of these countries is controlled almost 
entirely by those nations which have the largest merchant marine. The 
control of commerce is in the hands of the nations who control the means 
of commerce. What are the means of commerce? They are mail fa- 
cilities, ships, banking-houses, commission-houses, and agents. There 
must be steamers to convey mail and merchandise with speed and regu- 
larity; there must be all the varied exchange, credit, draft, and the 
large lines of accommodation afforded by banks; and then commission- 
houses must be established where each line of goods, as it is landed by 
the vessels, finds reception; thenagents must travel the country, after 
the manner of our drummers, and the goods they sell by sample must 
be delivered with regularity and certainty. 

So it comes to pass that the people who seek important commerce 
with foreign people must have ships, mails, banks of exchange, com- 
mission-houses, and agents. Having the means of commerce, they can 
control commerce. Wherever the English ship goes laden with the 
manufactures of Great Britain, she finds at the end of her journey an 
English commission-house ready to take her goods and dispose of them 
among the people of that country. It is by all of these means that she 
controls trade, 

Of what avail is the generally favorable sentiment of South America 
for usif we have not the appliances to furnish them goods? Our mails 
to them are far betweenand alwaysirregular. We have but tensteam- 
ers going to the entire southern continent, when we should have more 
than that sailing from our ports every week. We have nothing like 
regular commission-houses and agencies, and as to banking, all our ex- 
change is through English houses. When England, or France, or Ger- 
many contract to establish ocean mail to a foreign port it is for a term 
of years, and it is well known that it will be permanently continued. 
Thereupon her pushing business men open houses at these ports and 
exhibit their wares. If they needsupplies from home they are received 
with promptness. A local commission agent from Brazil visited this 
country and among other things took back a large number of harvest- 
ing machines. They were received with great favor, and sold so read- 
ily that he at once ordered three hundred more. They took the usual 
course of American shipping to that country and were received seven 
months after the order. It is proper to infer that the harvesting sea- 
son was over when they got there. 

If we wili make a five-year contract to carry our mail to these south- 
ern ports our merchants will flock to Rio, Buenos Ayres, Montevideo, 
and the great cities of that country, and open commission-houses. The 
restless agent for American goods will push his way to every trading- 
post and store in all that land. When the wholesale buyer wants an 
article the commission-house does not have, the drummer will reply: 
*“We will order it for you from America, and have it here inside of 
thirty days.”’ 

Their merchants will open trade with ours because they will know 
we have come to stay. I know it requires time to get all these appli- 
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ances at work, and that we can not in a year reach full control of this 
trade. Yet the first year will, beyond all doubt, yield gratifying re- 
sults. When the word gets out among these people that the great Re- 
public has recognized them and ask for the tellowship of barter, 
which next to the kin of citizenship makes a united people, the Ameri- 
can ship will be the welcome guests in their harbors. 

England has made of herself the workshop of the world, and by 
sailing her own ships, and maintaining rapid mail communication with 
all the nations of the earth she is enabled to control commerce to a 
larger extent than any other nation. She buys less and sells more than 
any other government. She buys nothing but raw goods; she sells 
nothing but manufactured goods. She sells to every one of the south 
countries more than she buys; in some instances six times as much as 
she buys. Last year she bought $5,000,000 worth of products from 
the Argentine Republic, and sold that country $30,000,000 worth. Not 
so with us; we buy from these countries more than we sell, and the 
triangular ship system helps to keep us in this rut. 

English lines of vessels loaded at Liverpool for Brazil discharge their 
cargo there, and loading with coffee and other goods sail up to New 
York, discharge their load and sail across to Liverpool. They take a 
cargo to Brazil, and having no order for a return load home, and as we 
have no ships there, they take on board the order for a load of goods 
to America. And this is how we sell to Brazil only $8,000,000 worth 
a year, and our imports from her amount to $50,000,000. We ought 
to get rid of British triangular ships. 

For carrying the mails from Port Townsend, to Neah Bay, 102 miles, 
we pay $6,303; yet from San Francisco to Mexico, a distance of 1,520 
miles, we pay $208. Does any man believe the latter to be a just com- 
pensation? 

For carrying the mail from Tampa to Key West, a distance of 249 
miles, we pay $23,600. These are American ports; but from Key West 
to Cuba, a distance of 100 miles, we pay $237, the latter being a foreign 
island and called foreign mail. Do you approve of this as prudent busi- 
ness management when we seek the trade of that island? 

We pay the New Zealand line $20,000 for carrying our-mail to Aus- 
tralia, when we have an American line making exactly the same trip, 
and the New Zealand line is already paid $150,000 by its own govern- 
ment. Their purpose is to secure the trade of Australia and break 
down our line, which is seeking to secure that trade for America. Is 
this acting in good faith with American interests? . 

When we pay $280,000 for carrying our mail in foreign vessels and 
$46,000 to our own vessels, is that prudent management? 

When for carrying commerce from and to our shores we pay to for- 
eign vessels $136,000,000 per year and but $14,000,000 to American 
vessels, is that the statesmanship that builds a powerful government? 

When in 1858 we were masters of the ocean, and in 1888 find our- 
selves without a vessel crossing the Atlantic with our mail, is it not 
loyalty to plead for the restoration of our commerce? 

South of uslie fifty million people, their country bursting with natural 
wealth, an empire richer than India, from which Augustus Cesar brought 
back $40,000.000 in excess of values exchanged, or of that field of com- 
merce where Solomon sent one voyage which returned him gold yalued 
at $14,500,000. These people are inactiveand without genius. They 
import $500,000,000 worth of manufactured products annually—$450, - 
000,000 from Europe and $50,000,000 from the United States. They 
have asked to be recognized incommerce by the great Republic, for they 
want to believe that theirdestiny moves withours. We view thesteam- 
ers from England, Germany, and France, loaded to the water’s edge, 
bearing to their ports, into many of which the American flag has never 
entered, and unloading that merchandise whose sale and profit alone 
makes the vessel’s native country tolerable to live in. We gaze upon 
this continent of measureless wealth that lies at our very door, and are 
surrounded at home by fields untended, by furnaces unfired, by a million 
men unemployed, by woman’s face made white by anxiety and want, 
and are, like Tantalus, ‘‘doomed to parch with thirst in the midst of 
waves, and viewing banquets, to starve to death.’’ 

Mr. PETERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, the condition of our merchant 
marine should awaken our earnest attention. The latest printed re- 
port from the Chief of the Bureaw of Statistics on Commerce and Nav- 
igation shows that on the 30th day of June, 1887, our merchant ma- 
rine, registered, enrolled,and licensed, consisted of 17,570 wooden sailing 
vessels, with a tonnage of 2,553,706.46, 12 iron sailing vessels, with 
a tonnage of 9,331.54, 4,982 wooden steam-vessels, with a tonnage of 
1,076,960.14, and 499 iron steam-vessels, with a tonnage of 465,756.70, 
a total aggregate of 23,063 vessels and an aggregate tonnage of 4,105, - 
844.84. This tonnage is greater than that of any other nation except 
Great Britain. This tonnage is divided into two classes, coastwise and 
ing. In the coastwise is included all vessels plying upon our 
rivers, the lakes, and along the coast, from one port to another of the 
United States. In the sea-going is to be included all vessels plying 
between our own and foreign ports. 

The coastwise trade is exclusively in our own hands. By law no 
foreign vessel is allowed to clear from one port to another within the 
United States. This coastwise trade has therefore as its only compe- 
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seems all stuff and nonsense, all fuss and feathers. [Applause.] The 
trouble is, gentlemen, you have put the American merchant marine in 
a sort of strait-jacket. Do you know that during the rebellion, when 
the rebel cruisers were sweeping your vessels from the ocean, hundreds | 
of them were purchased by that little country of Norway and used in | 
her commerce, although she had as good and ample material for ship- 
building and as good ship-carpenters as you had ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why did they buy them ? 

Mr. NELSON. Because they were cheap and because they had a 
right to buy them—a right which an American citizen has not under 
your laws to-day. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But what was the inducement to buy them ? 

Mr. NELSON. They bought them because they could buy them 
cheaper under those peculiar circumstances than they could make them 
at home [applause], and because they had the privilege of buying 
them; while in this country you say by your laws to people who are 
willing to put their capital into the enterprise of traversing and trad- 
ing in ships on the high seas that they can not buy a vessel unless they | 
buy it at the price which it costs when made in this country. 

Now, as I have said, Norway is a little country and a poor country, 
and I cite it not because I was born there, but because, and if gentle- 
men examine the statistics they will find, that it is one of the most | 
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poorly endowed countries on God’s green earth; and yet that poor little 
country, with free trade and free ships, comes next to the United States 
of America in its shipping and tonnage. I want to read the figures to 
the House, and I want you gentlemen who prate about the depreda- 
tions of the rebel cruisers twenty-five years ago, and about the necessity 
for subsidies to-day, to take these figures to heart and study them. I 
read from the last American Almanac, which I suppose you all con- 
sider good authority. First on the list comes Great Britain, with 
7,089 vessels, having a tonnage of 6,127,375. 

Next (and these figures have reference not to your coastwise trade, 
but to your foreign commerce alone) comes the United States with 6,639 
vessels and a tonnage of 2,684,067. And next to the United States 
comes poor, little, poverty-stricken Norway, with less than two mill- 
ions of population, but with 4,352 vessels, having a tonnage of 1,585, - 
193 tons. How is that fora country with only 1,900,000 people, as 
compared witha great country like the United States with all its wealth, 
capital, and resources ? 

But the following table of arrivals and clearances in all the ports of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, by nations, for the 
years 1885, 1886, and eleven months of the year 1887 show more fully 
and clearly the great difference and disproportion between the mer- 
chant marine of Norway and the ocean merchant marine of this coun- 
try, and shows what a sorry figure we cut in trans-Atlantic commerce. 


Total entrics and clearances by nationalities of all vessels with cargoes at 
the ports of the United Kingdom from and to foreign countries and the 
British possessions during eleven months ending November, 30, 1887, 
compared with 1886 and 1885. 















































Nationality. | 1887. 1886. | 1885. 
ENTRIES, 
| Tous, | Tens.. | Fone 
RIN. ncnctnayiiivipeietovam isda ieaaasallepcahieoniniat 17, 678,014 | 16,725,319 | 17,219,442 
Kussian .... 221, 753 | 182, 144 212,414 
Swedish 606,287 | 590, 160 614,511 
Norwegian........ ..| 1,618,093 | 1,600,042 | 1,645, 358 
BOREIIED os xc ccs nccoencncsccsesaanveckes eesestanbonvesensenionsees 494, 073 | 467,597 | 518, 921 
Gierman Sdupenas vie 994,004 ; 1,029,770 1, 264,777 
STD inic. saenanoven - 786, 935 | 655, 460 633, 476 
Belgian .... 227, 945 247, 324 | 220, 485 
French... 488, 155 450, 995 | 411, 616 
Te - 404, 940 391, 762 | 376, 631 
Portuguese ............ a = 17, 803 18, 181 20, 559 
Italian......... - 167, 441 157, 957 205, 789 
Austrian... os 49,176 | 39, 379 70, 157 
Greek......... 28, S71 27, 944 45, 560 
United State 124, 682 | 171, 250 230, 511 
Se 2, 662 | 11,219 33, 097 
DOOD.  scccistcnevnscnidiiheniemiainair male 23, 910, 83 22,766,503 | 23,723,574 
CLEARANCES, | 

EEN... 10 Ancuniiatiantaninnenninckinn. secinbabaiietinncenl | 21,106,542 | 20,333,163 | 20,174,641 
PII o0ccaccroscdencerporesscesesanscuspereconece sceieneneenes 166, 713 151, 876 150, 746 
Swedish ............ a 596,712 | 591,714 571,451 
Norwegian .. 1, 206,877 | 1,139, 854 1,184,028 
Danish......... 610, 577 625, 152 646, 458 
NS 1,522,751 | 1,514, 993 1, 693, 541 
SMUORE ... cin incitiucacusoaanes 582, 650 631, 685 614, 910 
Belgian..... 222, 273 253, 362 219.529 
French ....... 643, 484 645, 153 657, 101 
Spanish......... 382, 399 404, 352 390, 568 
Portuguese..... 25, 605 17, 958 20, 286 
Italian ... 270, 116 245, 422 327, 840 
Austrian 62, 252 53, 460 88, 217 
a 68, 704 | 68, 473 75,777 
United States. ‘ h 121, 787 172, 432 245, 019 
i cntntccteepeuihncinnnabeavvcgpesiuedioattiadaimantnl 12, 465 | 10, 997 | 37, 964 
27, 098, 106 


..| 27,601, 907 | 26, 860, 076 
| 
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Now, as to this proposed subsidy, would this little subsidy build up 
American commerce? Certainly not. It would simply help these 
particular lines, and they would lie back on their oars, with this bonus 
in their pockets, and freeze out every other line that attempted to com- 
pete with them. 

You will be simply putting into the hands of these favored steam-ship 


| lines a subsidy weapon by which they can bid defiance to any other 


line which might seek to engage in the commerce in which they were 
plying. To obviate this result you would have to give a bonus, in order 
to build up trade at any given point, to every ship plying to that point; 
because if you should give a subsidy or bonus to one line to the exclu- 


| sion of all others, you would enable that line to freeze out all other 


American lines; and they would do it, because steam-ship lines are as 
selfish as railroad corporations or any other body of selfish men that 
you can imagine. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to show that the view I have expressed is not 
the opinion of a ‘‘ blasted foreigner,’’ I desire to have read by the 
Clerkan article {rom the pen of Professor Arthur Hadley, of YaleCollege, 
the author of a work on railroad transportation, which is, in my opinion, 
the very best work on that subject. The article which I send to the 
desk is a calm, dispassionate statement of the result of our experience 
in the past in reference to this matter of subsidy. It gives the view of 
a man who does not write from a party standpoint, but from the stand- 
point of common sense. 

Mr. FELTON. It is from a free-trade standpoint, is it not? 

Mr. NELSON. Not at all. 

I ask the Clerk to read the article I have sent to the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 

STEAM-SHIP SUB3IDIZS AS A MEANS OF REDUCING THE SURPLUS. 
[By Professor Arthur T. Hadley, of Yale Cajlege. ] 

The United States has in two instances tried the policy of steam-ship subsi- 
dies on a large scale—with the Collins line in 1850-58, and with the Pacific Mail 
in 1865-"75. In neither case was the result satisfactory. 

The subsidy to the Collins line was in large measure due to the efforts of Mr. 
King, of Georgia, for some time chairman of the House Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. As early as 184], only two years after the first contract of the English Gov- 
ernment with Samuel Cunard, he urged the United States to followthe example 
of England. The first act of Congress on the subject was passed in 1845; the 
amounts devoted to the payment of steam-ship lines were gradually increased 
until 1852, when they amounted to nearly $2,000,000 annually. At the close of 
that year there were American steam-ship lines running from New York to 
Liverpool, Havre, and Bremen; also from various American ports to the West 
Indies and the Isthmus of Panama, with connections thence to Oregon. 

Much the most important of these enterprises was the Collins line, which made 
fortnightly trips from New York to Liverpool, for which it received a subsidy 
of $858,000. The history of this line is an instructive one, because it shows 
clearly the dangers of the subsidy system, even under the most favorable cireum- 
stances. The boats were designed, built, and managed by thoroughly compe- 
tent men, They were the finest specimensof steam-ship construction then ex- 
isting; they were probably the best sea-going wooden steam-ships which have 
ever been built. They were much more comfortable and much faster than the 

English boats with which they came into competition, and though the Cunard 
line was forced by the influence of their American rivals to build newer and bet- 
ter boats than they had before, they were far from equaling the Collins line in 
speed or comfort. Nor was the American line dishonestly managed. Mr. Col- 
lins was largely influenced by patriotie motives. So far from making any money 
out of his connection with this enterprise, it ultimately caused his financial ruin. 

But the fact that there was no intentional dishonesty makes the absence of 
good economy allthe more apparent. The managers believed that they had 
the public Treasury to fall back upon. They indulged in all sorts of expendi- 
tures, necessary and unnecessary. Changes were made while the vesse!s were 
in process of construction which greatly increased their cost, in many cases with- 
out corresponding advantage. The capital stock was insufficient. ‘The com- 
pany was heavily in debt from the first. The care in management, which was 
the only thing that could have enabled them to carry this load of debt, was al- 
together wanting. If any one desired an illustration of the danger of paralyz- 
ing individual thrift by Government aid, he could hardly find a better one than 
the early history of the Collins line. Under such circumstances the apparent 
prosperity of the business could not last long. The rage for making fast pas- 
sages rather than safe ones occasioned the loss of two steamers; a change of 
feeling in Congress caused the subsidy to be withdrawn, and the company was 
found to have nothing left to stand on. 

The Pacific Mail had a much longer life, but its history was in many respects 
worse than that of the Collins line, It was less harmed by the discontinuance 
of the earlier subsidies in 1858 than by the renewal of the policy in 1865, The 
$500,000 a year which was paid them for their China service by the contract of 
1865 proved but a poor compensation for the unsound methods which were in- 
troduced into the management—in part, apparently, as the result of that con- 
tract. Up to 1865 the Pacific Mail had been a sound concern. Its shares stood 
above par. After that it feli into the bands of speculators; it lost nine ves- 
sels in as many years; its shares dropped below forty. An additional sub- 
sidy of another half million was voted in 1872. But the company was unable 

to get the new vessels ready for service within the time stipulated; and while 
the Government was hesitating what to do a series of disclosures showed that 
the contract of 1872 had been obtained by wholesale corruption. Publie opin- 
ion was strongly aroused againstthe system. The contracts of 18€5 were allowed 
to expire and were not renewed. It was felt that the trade which had been en- 
couraged had not been that of merchants in China, but of speculators and lob- 
byists at home. 

Such factsas these furnish a strong argument against the attempt to build up 
an American steam marine by means of subsidies. But there are special cir- 
cumstances which render the lesson doubly important at the present time. 

In the first place, the difficulties of building up an American carrying trade in 
this manner to-day are exceptionally great. The cost of ships in America is 
greater than it is elsewhere. No foreign-built ship is allowed to carry the 
American flag. Our ship-owners are thus compelled to buy in a dear market, 
and then compete on even terms with those whose plant is cheaper. But this 
isnotall. Even if we were allowed, by a change in the navigation laws, to buy 
our ships wherever we pleased, we should not be on an equality with our com- 
petitors in this matter. In order that American capital may be attracted into 
the foreign carrying trade, it is necessary that the rate of interest obtainable in 
that business should be about as high as that which can be had in other lines of 
business which offer chances for investment. That is not the case at the | a 
ent time. Shipping profits have becn cut down by large investments of Eu- 
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ropean capital, artificially stimulated by subs 
cut down that there has been for two or three years practically no m 
made in the business 

If the current rate of interest in France on business ventures of a certain as 
is 5 per cent., and in America 7 per cent., Am t 





on equal terms in that business, unless she has a special adv: ig 
duct of the business equal to 2 per cent. on th vested capital. Forty yea 
ago we had such an advantage, on account of ou iperior facilities f b 





ships and superior skil! in sailing them. To-day both of those advantages ha 
been neutralized. Iron has been substituted for wood, steam for sail. Not! 
t 





short of a subsidy equal to the difference in current rates of profit in 
countries would put us on an equality in this matter; and that would o1 

it in case France gave no subsidies atall. But France does give subsidies 

very large scale; so large as to have stimulated an overproduction of | 
ships, which has done the French nation more harm than good. Toac 
anything effective we should have to counterbalance the difference in th ite 


of profit and the French subsidies put together. Were this done, we 
doubtless have a great many foreign steamship lines of our own; | 
would be running for the subsidy rather than for the trade 

There is a tradition that “trade follows the flag; that where ours srun 
we shall develop atrade. This may have been true before the inve f 
telegraph, when the cargo was so often a matter of private e 
part of the ship-owner. But there can be no doubt that it is every day 
less true, and it is probably furthest from the truth on those lines of com 
cation where subsidized steam-ships would be likely torun. The not 


ilerprise « 


such lines would act as drummers for New York houses has very little basis in 
fact. 
If under this condition of things we are asked to grant steam-ship subs sas 


a patriotic way of getting rid of the surplus, the presumption isstronglya 
the wisdom of any such policy. In all the affairs of life, whether publi 
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Mr. BINGHAM. That does not answer the question | 


Mr. NELSON I have the privilege, as 
and, of answering his question in my own way 

Mr. BINGHAM. You have not answered my é 
Mr. NELSON Well, I can not Ip it that 





derstand and appreciate my answe! 


bl e 
Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, that is no arg 
init. I have made the general inquiry whether the 


_ ; " great nations, though their people may have the right 
vate, it is a dangerous thing to spend money simply because you have it I . : . . ‘ : stad 
almost certain that such money will be unwisely spent. This is conspi | their ships wherever they please, does not show that In ¢ 
true of government expenditures. The really wise ones have not been ‘ nation has by subsidy, subvention, or bonus aided in the 
where an overflowing public treasury was used to help individual enter; t of the shipping int rests 
but where some specific need was felt, and the government set about to have ; NET ie es 1 - ' , — * ee 
that need met in the most efficient way. Mr. NELSON. NOU ab al bHeY Nave accempred tf 

England has at times given large steam-ship subsidies, but she has dor ind as a result — 
business principles. It was a political necessity for her to have communicat Mr. BINGHAM Why. England is gi y four 1 
with her colonies, and to have steam-ships which could furnish ha Sens ’ ia Nite a te a oe 
naval reserve, and a transport service in case of war. In order to she to-day. 


had to pay for it. She tried to pay as little as she could for the service re 
dered; but she could not, without political suicide, dispense with such serv 

She had the same reasons for subsidizing steam-ships that we have for main- | 
taining postal communication on lines which do not pay. It was the same 
son which has led Germany and Russia to build military railroads, or w 
led us to grant liberal aid to the Union Pacific in 1862 and 1864. In all these 
feases it was a matter of business for the Government to secure its end rhe | 
fact that the returns could not all be measured in dollars and cents did not 
prevent its being sound business policy. In fact, it furnished a strong reason 
why the government might properly make the expenditure, because there was 
an advantage to be gained, of which individual enterprise could not reap the 
benefit. 

But where subsides have been given, as has been recently the case in France 
or as was done in America in the instances already described, as a means « 
encouraging private commercial enterprise, it has not proved good bus ss 
policy. It has caused waste instead of economy, loss rather than g 
not proved a source of naval strength or commercial prosperity for the nat 
which has adopted it. It has turned out to be simply aninducement to extrava 
gance. 

It is undoubtedly desirable to reduce the Treasury surplus; but why? Just 
because it offers a temptation to extravagant uses of money. To make t c 
istence of such a surplus a justification for subsidies is simply to court the evil 
of which we are afraid. If we spend our money recklessly, we shall not have 
so much left to spend, and in that way the immediate danger may be din 
ished ; but meantime we shall have done the very harm which we wished to 
avoid. More than this, we shall have laid the foundation for future evil of t! 
same sort; for any such lavish expenditure of money conceals the need « 
measures to prevent its accumulation. 

Che existence of a surplus creates a presumption that if subsidies are gra 
at all they will be granted unwisely. If the surplusis made an avowed rea 
for granting them, this presumption becomes overwhelming. If the policy 
should be adopted under the influence of such arguments, we must be prepared 
to see it at its worst. 











ARTHUR T. HADLEY. 

Mr. NELSON (before the reading of the foregoing was concluded 
said: Mr. Speaker, without consuming further time in the reading 
of that article, I will incorporate the whole of it in my remarks. Iam 
sorry that I have not time to go into this subject further. In conch 
sion I wish only to say, recurring to the subject of a comparison with 
the merchant marine of Norway, that this little country has free shi 
A citizen of that country can buy ships in Norway or the United 
States or anywhere else under the sun. And as forsubsidies, Norway 
is so utterly poor that she could not think of subsidizing a single vessel 
fora single year. If she should undertake to enter upon a policy of 
subsidies she would be swamped forever. Hence in that country you 
have a case where the people are poor because of the natural poverty 
of the country, where they have practically free trade, where they have 
all the materials for ship-building and are first-class ship-builders, and 
yet are allowed to buy ships all over the world; where, in short, the 
people are left untrammeled just as God made them and are at liberty to 
compete with all other people on the face oftheglobe. Youcan scarcely 
go into any harbor of the civilized world without finding a Norwegian 
ship. Now, the idea that in this country, with all our wealth, with 
all our resources, with all our material, we can not create or keep a 
merchant marine afloat without giving subsidies to a few steam-ship 
Jines which ply from California westward or to some of the South Ameri- 
can countries is preposterous. As Isaida moment ago, the giving of 
bounties to a few steam-ship lines will simply arm them with weapons 
to keep everybody else out of the business, 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Can not England buy her ships everywhere ? 
Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 


Will the gentleman allow me one inquiry ? 


Can not I'rance? Can not Germany ? 


m= 


Mr. NELSON. The aggregate result in all countries « 
land is that they are to-day feel 
and oversubvention in that industry; and as regards En 
a matter of*trade w l 


ests by maintaining communication with her extended ou 


inces and colonies 








Mr. BINGHAM. Logiand WS notUl { ‘ 
Mr. NELSON. It is a pity that we do not 1 
spl t 
e the hammer 
FELTON, Will 1 courteo f L fs { 
yee 1 al} 


,ELSON | allow me one word ? 


aa ‘ 

Mr. NELSON. I fi 
Mr. FELTON. I infer from what the gentleman has 
way is a poor country, that her people are driven to the s 


essort. They have there, as I understand the gentleman 


will, for I wish to be courteous 


' 


trade; they were poor before and they are poorer n 





Iam a citizen of a country that does have to seek fo: 
as long as possible, the cheap and the nast; 
ple the gentleman is speaking of may also arrive at tha 
The commonest natural requirements of citizens 
States would be luxuries to people in some countries 


Mr. NELSON, 


aition, 


Now let me answer your question. 





i 

Mr. FELTON. Let me get through. Ionly hope tl 
own country will arrive at the same kind of civilizat 
pervades ours 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, I know all about the fee 
have been hating the Chinese so long over tl t 
thing else in the shape of a foreigner 

Mr. FELTON. So far as our feelings for the ¢ 
the gentleman states it exactly. You are right t 


mented. 
Mr. NELSON. Yes, you hate the Chinese 
Mr. FELTON You could not pay mea 
that. 
The SPEAKER pro temp rhe t of t 
pired 
Mr. NELSON. And you have got so over there tha 


discriminate in your dislike between Chinese and foreig 
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other countries, even those who are not in favor of the 
nasty.’’ The gentleman had a good deal to say about th 
however, that the great manufacturing establishments a 
corporations of the gentleman’s part of the « itry 
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had to pass laws to prevent them from co . in. 
laughter. | 
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Mr. DOCKERY I believe I have the floor 
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sentiment, and I want him to understand that I, myself, introdueed 
in this and in the Forty-ninth Congress, early in the sessions, a bill 


in this House to prevent objectionable immigration, which your com- | 


imttee have not dared to report. Why did your committee not report 
the measure and give the representatives of the people an opportunity 
toactonit? , 
The SPE \K ER pro te mpore, 
that the gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


create on the other side. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can hav 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend his re- 
marks until the House comes to order. 
The gentleman from Missouri has forty minutes. 


: order for a few moments—— 


[Mr. Dockery withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. } 

Mr. BRUMM. 
remedy it? 

Mr. PETERS. 
ADAMs]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I can not claim to have a very intimate 
knowledge of the working of the foreign mail service of our Post-Office 
Department. Ishall not try to discuss it. What I shall try to do in 
the time I have at ny disposal is to show the great benefit which will 
flow to that part of the country in which I live if the Senate amend- 
ment becomes law and means what I believe it to mean, and is executed 
by the Postmaster-General as he says he will execute it, according to 
the spirit of the act. 

I do not understand the Senate amendment in the way in which the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERyY] understands it. He looks 
upon it as a subsidy pure and simple, using the word in the odious 
sense of a mere gratuity to a few existing lines of steameys. He even 
declared that under it a large sum of money would go to the Pacific 
Mail Company. How he reaches that conclusion I can not possibly 
see. Ihave not time to argue the question at length, but I will state 
what my understanding of its meaningis. If this amendment were 
to become law and were to be faithfully exeented by the Postmaster- 
General, he would not be compelled to pay a single solitary dollar to 
the Pacific Mail Company. 

Of course I speak of the moral obligation resting on the Postmaster- 
General. As to legal enforcible obligation, there is none. He could 
not be impeached if he refused to spend a dollar. But I repeat, that 
if he endeavored, as he says he would, tocarry out the spirit of the act, 
he would not be compelled to spend a single solitary dollar on any ex- 
isting line for the existing service of that line. All the money which 
he would have to spend, all the contracts which he would in honor be 
bound to enter into, would be either to secure direct mail facilities 
where such facilities do not now exist at all, or else to secure a better 
service from an existing line than he can otherwise secure. Indeed I 
am inclined to think that he would be derelict in his duty if he spent 
a single dollar of this money to an existing line as an additional com- 
pensation for the same amount of service which would be rendered 
without the additional payment. The meaning of the Senate amend- 
ment is simply this, Compensation to existing lines for ordinary serv- 
ice is elsewhere provided for, 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, in the existing law, and the appropriation for 
it is found at the bottom of page 5 of the printed bill. Here it is: 
‘For transportation of foreign mails, $547,000.”’ 

Now, just as we find in the transportation of our mails by rail that 
the ordinary mode and rate of compensation will suflice for ordinary 
cases, while in exceptional cases an exceptional nate of compensation 
is proper, and we therefore appropriate for necessary and special facil- 
ities on trunk lines, as we do in this very bill now pending; just so 
the Senate amendment provides for an extra or special compensation 
for the transportation of our foreign mails by sea in those cases where 
the ordinary modes of compensation do not afford the mail facilities 
which the people of this country ought to have. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word about the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I must say that I prefer the Sen- 
ate amendment. Why? Because I can not see how, under the gen- 
tleman’s amendment, we could secure direct steam communication 
where we need it most. I mean between New York and New Orleans 
in the United States, and Buenos Ayres and Montevideo in South 
America. The main effect of the gentleman’s amendment would seem 
to be to give a more adequate compensation to existing lines of Ameri- 
can steamers, That may be perfectly proper. But what we need most 
of all, I think, is to secure direct steam communication where there is 
no existing line at all. How can you start a line of American steamers 
between New Orleans and Buenos Ayres, or between New York and 
Bnenos Ayres by merely giving fonr times the sea and inland postage? 
It ts impossible. In’sucha case you must give a mileage rate, and you 
an not give it except under the Senate amendment. 


Does the gentleman believe that free trade could 


I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


The Chair will remind the gentleman | 


It must have been a center shot, from the confu- | 
sion that the remarks of the gentleman from Minnesota seemed to 
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Mr. HOPKINS, 
him a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Not ifit is a brief one. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 


of Illinois. Will it trouble my colleague if I ask 


My time is limited. 
Have you investigated the subject far 


| enough to know whether the appropriations will be sufficient to estab- 


lish new lines at the place indicated by you. 
Mr. ADAMS. I do not know that. I only know that if the money 


| is not sufficient for that purpose it will not be spent for that purpose. 


I know further, that the new lines could not be started under the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 
Understanding the Senate amendment as I do 1 believe in the wis- 
dom of adopting it. It is an exceptional means of securing an excep- 
tional advantage. The general principle of bounty or subsidy is not 
involved at all. I believe our trade with Central and South America 
is capable of a great development. I believe this mainly because I be- 
lieve in the magnificent future of the Argentine Republic. Increased 
trade with the West Indies and with the northern part of South Amer- 
ica and with Brazil may be of great benefit tous. It does not compare 


| with what we should gain by increased trade with the Argentine Re- 


public. The foreign trade of that Republic is great already. It is 
nothing compared with what it will be in ten years. 

We need that trade to-day. We shall need it tenfold more in ten 
years. We can secure it if we make a determined effort now. In ten 
years it may be beyond our reach. 

I might almost’say, Mr. Speaker, that I have a local interest in this 
question. I have been looking at some tables of imports into the Ar- 
gentine Republic. Iam surprised to find how many of the more impor- 
tant articles are produced in my own Congressional district, or in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of the city of Chicago, in which I live. If other 


gentlemen will examine the subject in the same way, I believe many of 


them would see the practical bearing of it in the same light. 

What I want to see done for the benefit of the Northwest is the estab- 
lishment of frequent and regular steam communication between New 
Orleans and Buenos Ayres. It would benefit not merely the North- 
west, but the Southern States of the Mississippi Valley. Of course 
there should be a similar line from New York, but we in the Missis- 
sippi Valley are mainly interested in the New Orleans route. 

There is another trade facility which I hope to see established, and 
which would have an important bearing on our trade with Central and 
South America. I mean an all-water route from the Great Lakes to 
the Gulf of Mexico. Such an all-water route, by its cheaper water 
carriage or by the effect of its competition on railway rates, would 
cheapen the cost of transportation to Central and South America from 
nearly all the manufacturing towns along our Northern border. 

But what we want first of all and most of all is a frequent and regu- 
lar line of American steamers from New Orleans to Buenos Ayres and 
intermediate points. 

Suppose we get such a line by adopting the policy indicated by the 
Senate amendment now pending. What would the effect be on the 
industries of this country and particularly upon the industries of the 
Mississippi Valley, North and South? 

First consider what sort of a customer for American goods the Ar- 
gentine Republic is likely to be. It is the strongest, the richest, the 
most progressive among the younger nations of the world. Labor 1s 
comparatively scarce there, and wages are high. The people of the 
Argentine Republic earn money easily and spend it freely. They are 
in that respect like the people of the United States. The market 
which they offer us is likely to become within twenty years the best 
market in the world for us outside of the United States. 

I hold in my hand a very attractive book, just published, entitled 
‘« The Capitals of Spanish America,’’ by Mr. W. E. Curtis. Mr. Curtis 
was secretary and acting commissioner of the commission appointed 
under the act of July 7, 1884, to ascertain and report on the best modes 
of securing more intimate international and commercial relations be- 
tween the United States and Central and South America. 

Undoubtedly the information in regard to Spanish America contained 
in this book is also to be found somewhere in the two bulky volumes 
of the report of the commission. But Mr. Curtis has in this book 
shown the happy faculty of imparting useful information in a very en- 
tertaining way. The main facts are here put into a more convenient 
form. Besides, what I want to show is not merely the dry facts of the 
imports of foreign goods into the Argentine Republic; I want to show 
the spirit of that people, their way of living, their way of making and 
spending money as it is now, and as it is likely to be in the future. 

It is these traits of national character and habits of earning and spend- 
ing money which makes all the difference in the world between a good 
customer and a bad customer for American products, and particularly 
for American manufactured goods. Where a population is poor, where 
wages are low and the people find it hard to make both ends meet, you 
will not find agood market for manufactured goods unless it be for the 
inferior grades of goods at a low price. 

On the contrary, when the laboring population of a country have good 
wages, and not only make both ends meet, but hayesomething to spend 
for the luxuries of life, there you find a good market for the better 
grades of goods, even at the higher price. 
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ublic is too small to deserve our attention. If it is not worth hav- 
ing for what it is to-day, it is at least worth having for what it issurely 
destined to become. Remember, too, that although the Republic is 
certain to become a large user of manufactured goods, it is not likely 
to become a manufacturing nation. It has neither fuel nor water- 
powe r. 

Nor can it be said that the people of the Argentine Republie do not 
desire to havé closer commercial relations with us. They desire it 
eagerly. Iunderstand that they have offered to give $100,000 per annum 
for the establishment of a direct line of steamers to the United States 
if the Government of the United States would give an equal sum, and 
that the offer is still standing. 

This reminds me of the remark of the gentleman from Georgia that 
a direct line of steamers to New York was likely to be established be- 
tween the Argentine Republicand New York without the interposition 
of our own Government. Ithinkheismistaken. The line he referred 
to is the Houston line. As the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] 
has said, it is a British line. Its headquarters are at Liverpool. It 
was offered the bonus and accepted it; but when it was ascertained 
that the company was required to build new ships of 4,000 tons bur- 
den and adapted to carry two hundred and fifty passengers, the com- 
pany threw up the project, and we are as far off from having direct 
steam communication between the United States and Buenos Ayres 
as we were before. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the establishment of frequent and regu- 
lar steam communication between New York and New Orleans, in the 
United States, and the capital of the Argentine Republic and interme- 
diate points, which, as I understand the matter, would be the logical 
outcome of the adoption of the Senate amendment and its faithful ex- 
ecution by an intelligent and patriotic Postmaster-General, would re- 
turn to the people of the United States tenfold all the money it would 
cost the Treasury of the United States. 

Is this proposition disputed? Not at all. Those who oppose the 
Senate amendment will not stay to argue the question of the commer- 
cial advantages involved init. They put their opposition on other 
grounds, They say that it is subsidy pure and simple, by which they 
mean a gratuity to a few favored lines of steamers. Mr. Speaker, if a 
subsidy in the odious sense in which the word is used shall come out 
of the pending proposition, it will arise, not out of the act itself, but 
out of the execution of the act by the Postmaster-General. He can 
make it a subsidy or not, as he pleases. I admit that we give him the 
power. ! have no fear that he will abuse it. 

He tells us in his letter to the chairman of the committee that if this 
Senate amendment becomes a law he will faithfully execute it accord- 
ing to the spirit of the act. The spirit of the act is that he shall make 
contracts with newor existing lines of American steamers, not for their 
benefit, but for our benefit. The terms of the contracts which he is to 
make are entirely within his discretion, except that they shall not ex- 
tend less than five nor more than ten years, and that the rate shall bea 
mileage rate and shall not exceed $1 a mile. 

I believe the Postmaster-General to be an intelligent and patriotic 
man. I believe he will exercise the power we give him, not in the 
interests of a few individuals, but in the interest of the people of the 
United States. His aim will be 


To provide more efficient mail service between the United States and Cen- 
tral and South America and the West Indies. 


That is the very language of the act. If out of this improved mail 
service there shall come, as I believe there will come, a large and profit- 
able increase in our Central and South American trade, our mails to and 
from these countries will also increase, and the cost of carrying them 
then reckoned by the pound or price of ‘mail matter will largely dimin- 
ish. The experiment may fail. So may any experiment fail. We 
voted $100,000 the other day for further experiments in the making 
of sorghum sugar. That experiment may fail, but it was well worth 
trying. 

The incidental advantages to our merchant marine and to our polit- 
ical and commercial relations with the countries of Central and South 
America, which we hope for as a result of an improved mail service to 
those countries, may after all not be tealized. If so, we shall at least 
have gained something. We shall have set at rest a long-disputed 
matter. If we can not in this way extend our trade relations with the 
countries of Central and South America then we can not in this way 
extend our trade relations with any countries in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the experiment will not fail. I believe it will 
be a great and enduring success. I believe it will draw closer the ties 
of international and commercial friendship between the United States 
and the countries of Central and Southern America. I believe it will 
lead to a great and profitable extension of our foreign trade. I believe 
it affords the safest and wisest way in which we can take the first step 
toward the restoration of the American merchant marine. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had directed him to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3215) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cum- 
mings Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas. 


orc eres eee 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4423) relating to certain acts of the Twenty-seventh 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
of the District of Columbia and defining their duties, and for other 

ur 
. A pill | (H. R. 5064) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
3aton Rouge, La.; and 

A bill (S. 9563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, 
Wyo. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed House 
biils of the following titles, with amendments, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for vol- 
unteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that it had passed joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to issue arms and equipments to the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

It farther announced that the Senate had receded from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 431) granting a 
pension to Emma §S. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late major in the 
United States Army, and agreed to the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BLAND. I desire in the interest of the overworked oflicers of 
this House to make a request for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PETERS. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to make a motion for a recess until 8 o’clock, 
if the gentleman will yield, as it now only wants about seven minutes 
of 5 o’clock, and we will have to take a recess at that time under the 
previous order of the House for the consideration of pension bills. It 
is hardly worth while for the gentleman to begin to make a speech now 
in the short time remaining; and I will therefore move a recess until 
8 o’clock. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
to hear what he has got to say. 

Mr. BLAND. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that in the interest of the offi- 
cers who are overworked in this House, I wished to make a request for 
unanimous consent to the effect that the night sessions ordered by the 
House be limited to half past 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The night session for to-night is lim- 
ited by the order to half past 10. 

Mr. BLAND. But that all evening sessions fixed heretofore by the 
House be limited to half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. PETERS. I think that order had better not be made with refer- 

ence to to-night, at all events, until the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not affect the order for pensions, as that 
is already limited. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Human nature requires some rest; human endurance 
has its limits, and the officers of this House ought to have a little con- 
sideration by the members. They have been entirely overworked; they 
are necessarily here all the time; the sessions of the House have been 
very long and very trying; and I understand there will be no objection 
to the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair hear objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that the evening sessions heretofore ordered by the House be lim- 
ited to half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. LYMAN. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask how much time of the six hours is re- 
maining for the general debate ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Those in favor of the amendment have 
occupied two hours and twenty-four minutes. Those opposed to it 
have occupied two hours and twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that, as soon as the six hours shall 
have been exhausted, by agreement with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania we will ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and fourteen minutes of the 
general debate remains. 

Mr. FELTON. Will the question be then open for further amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That will depend on whether the previous question 
is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make asuggestion to the House, which, 
I believe, will meet the approval of a great many of the members pres- 
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Mr. SPRINGER. That is true; and the Reporters were present, and | ree coger f een merge see rn a dont pe mee ghey = nen ake 
had to do their work whether anything resulted or not. ber 8, 1847, and Chapultepec i City of Mexico, September 13 $, 184 
I move that the House do now adjourn. to August, 1848; en re u to and at Fort At kinson, Kansas to Februa y lf 
Mr. PERKINS. On that I demand the yeas and nays. Jets su eve Se Seay 5. 2000; om nocrataing aenvaes £0, Boptenabee 6 3650) on 
Several MEMBERS. ‘Oh, no!”’ 9, 1853: on sick leave to September 13, 1854; deputy governor of the Mi 
The motion to adjourn was rejected. | Asy um at Harrodsburgh, Ky., to May 14, 1858, ane lieute ——- 
Mr. BLOUNT. I renew my motion for a recess until 8 o’clock. ce Se ee F te 16. 1863. SS a oe 
Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would that | sickness and exposure in the line of duty. On duty under orders of the com- 
interfere with the order providing that this session shall be for the con- | anding officer of Louisville, Ky., from March 9, 1564, to August 16, 1866 ; mem 
sideration of pension bills? el EE nae y es 186 eee ee es eee 
er ol, 4 unempioyec oJvune < on cour 1 u y i epar 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwouldnot. TheChair understands | ment of the Cumberland to January 22, 1869; unemployed to Mareh 11, 1881, 
that by a special order of the House the evening sessions of Friday are | upon which date he died at Louisville, Ky ‘ieee meee 
set apart for the consideration of pension bills. ms 2 a 7 x <4 -_ 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to ask if the pension cases General S. B. Buckner, who is now governor of Kentucky, was an Army a 
which were set for last evening can be taken up this evening? ociate of Col. Thomas L, Alexander, and renders the following tribute to th 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that these cases | ™e™mory of the deceased, which is made part of this report 
have returned to their proper places on the Calendar in Committee ot ih oad ae a Se ee eae oe. i 
the Whole, and would be in order at the Friday evening sessions. heat ies nial adie caeecer a benun alain oF iene ae eae 
Mr.SPRINGER. Ob, no; that isa mistake. Theyare notinCom- | qualities, his exemplary life, his Christian virtues endeared him to all with 
mittee of the Whole. whom he was associated, and left upon all with whom he came in contact the 
Mr. BINGHAM. They are in the House and not in Committee of ere eens eer oe neh legace af ma ae saan erauther off cise teniadihans dasa 
the Whole. . character calculated to ex -ouremulationand to command our esteem. His 
Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. career has been an eventful one ‘ . 
f m ‘ . os 2 rm ‘*Born in Prince William County, Virginia, of an illustrious parent 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was misinformed. The | ,anked amongst his ancestors the distinguished statesman, Richard H 
Chair understands that they are still in the House. It would be in | who washisgreat-g grand! id emigrating to Kentucky at an earl; 
order to-night to call them up before the House goes into Committee , entered the United Stat itary Academy in July, 1] On graduating from 








. y . . : . hat institution in 1830 he entered the Sixth in t -d State Inf ntrv 
of the Whole or after the committee shall have risen. = latent Gelaeeall Viauidameneh dal Yannis anadumaidaid promote _ nag tags me 
The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was then agreed to. second lieutenant, first lieutenant in 1837, and captain in 1838 in the same regi 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House took ent, in which he continued to serve until promoted to the grade of major of 
the Eighth Infantry in 1453, and subsequently to the grade of lieutenant-colonel 

a recess until 8 o "clock p. m. of the Fifth Infantry in 1861. 
San ‘ The earlier years of his military career were posed inv what was then our ex- 
———— ™ - treme western frontier, in Missouri and Iowa, and $ military qualities soon 
EVENING SESSION. ttracted the attention of his supe After only two years of active service 








" . : e was selected by Brigadier-General! Atkinson as aid-de-camp, and participated 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Hon. | {\Sch'that distinguished soldier in the battle of the Bad Ax, August 2, 132, agarnat 

BENTON McMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following com- _ the Sacand Fox Indians, who were under the leadership of the celebrated chief, 

munication: Black Hawk, and after this decisive victory was selected by the commanding 
neral to conduct the captive chief to Wash ton City 
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PEAKER’s Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVI after the conauest of these Western Indias una his promot 














































Washington, D. C., July 13, 1888 ae aorta. ps miicad witht ; ae 88 : 
Sir: Hon. BENton McMI un is designated to preside as Speake t Ee Oe SP eke we Clear om wre see ener — 
— walang were > preside as speaker pro tem} i Florida, and actively participated in the ar yaigns againstthattribe 
at the session of the House this evening. ; es ; . juring the years 1839, 1840, 1841, and 1842. Onthe conclusion of the war, the diffi 
Son, Joun B Chane J.G, CARLISLE, Speake iit character of which « in on y be appreciated by those who have experienced 
Clerk Sekes of Representatives. ike hardships and privations he was selected to super ! end the remo al of 
. he present Indian nation west of Arkansas of the Seminole Chief Tiger Tail 
: Mr. HUNTER. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- nd his band; and was subsequently stationed in their midst at Fort Towson 
> . . P to hold them in subjection. In this remote region, which was then so far beyond 
: tee of the Whole from the further consideration of Senate bill 1009, and | the limits of civilization remained until the outbreak bpm Ak bee a 
i that it be now considered in the House. and the concentration of the troops of the regular Army by General Scott fo1 
4 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, after | te Brot campalgn agat Sai e a cna ne 
: which the Chair will ask for objections. eiiaaenaenaeae eaten, Tianctendianes wan anated tt We 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: March 9, 1847 
‘This descent, which was made in the close view of an enemy superior in 
An act (S. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. Alexander, widow numbers, was no ordinary pageant. Three thousand vet« i ps « ke 
of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United States Army in boats, each of which was manned by seam d direc ft 
S Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | Navy, moved in a line paral with the st and in per 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | ™!nutesfrom the landing « : st boat t entire line « i 
: hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- | bad formed upon the | in pon the h its be 1. Alex 
er visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie R. Alexander, | #¢ers< olors were the the bea nad it ‘ Sa 
¥ widow of the late Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United States Army, at the serted th it he was the eteran army W se fe ou thi 
ty rate of $50 per month, for and during her natural life, in lieu of the pension of | hostile shore. ‘ i 205 
a $30 per month now paid to her. | es Vera ¢ ruz which follows a, oud wi egnonay- ted in its sur 
be render on the 29th of March: in the battle of Cerro Gordo on the I7th ar 18th. 
i! The report (by Mr. Hun NTER) is as follows: of April following; in the subsequent pu ot the retreating ene throug 
a The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1009) | Jalapa Perote and the city of Puebla; in t terrible day of Churubusco, and 
a granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. Alexander, widow of Lieut. Col. the operations resulting in the final capture of the city of Me yand the d 
sc Thomas L. Alexander, United States Army, have had the same under consider- | persion of the armies of Santa Anna, Captain Alexander bore an active and a 
a ation and concur in the Senate amendment, which is as follows: Strike out in | distinguished rt, in recognition of which he rece ithe rank of vet imajor, 
_ lines 7 and 8the words “ one hundred” and substitute therefor the word “‘ fifty.” | August 20, 1847, ‘for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battles of Con- 
af Your committee beg leave to submit the following statement of the military | treras and Churubusco.’ 
service of Col. shemne L. Alexander, United States Army, husband of claimant ‘That veteran army which planted its victorious standards on the national 
‘War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE pereee of exit ond Won am empire for He country contained many aknignily 
3. Ta 2 : ; ’ soldier, but i t could boast of no truer gentleman or more chivalrous spirit than 
Washington, February 14, 1888, I Thoms as Ludwell Alexand 
‘Statement of the military service of Thomas L. Alexander, late of the United * At the close of the war with Mexico he was again assigned to dut» 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office F frontier in Kansas and Minnesota, until selected to organize the Military 
“He was graduated at the United States ig ‘Academy, and appointe d | lum at Harrodsburgh, Ky., in 1854, where he remained until! appointed, in 145% 
brevet eataan lieutenant Sixth Infantry July 1, 1830; promoted second lieuten- | Lic utenant-governor of the soldiers’ home, near Washington City, in which 
ant July 1, 1830; first lieutenant April 18, 1837; captain. uly 7, 1838; major Eighth position he continued until March 8, 1364. 
Infantry June 9, 1853, and lieutenant-colonel Fifth Infantry ‘July 31, 1861. ‘The arduous duties of a military career, extending over a period of more 
‘He received the brevet of major, United States Army, August 20, 1847, ‘for | than thirty years, and the de let rious influence of the varied climates to which 
gallant and meritorious conduct in the battles of Contreras and C hurubusco.’ he had been exposed, seriously injured a constitution which was never robust. 
“He was on leave of absence to December 1, 1830; on duty with his regiment at | He was compelled, therefore, after so many years of devotion to his c try, to 
Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, to May, 1831; at Rock Island, Ill., to July, 1831; at | avail himself of the privileges accorded by its laws, and on October was 
Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, to April, 1832; in the field in the Black Hawk war | ‘retired from active service for disability resulting from long i faithful sery- 
against the Sac Indians (being engaged in the battle of Bad Axe River, August j ice, and from sickness and exposure contracted in the line of du 
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“The remaining years of his life were passed chiefly at his beautiful home 
near Louisville, Ky., cheered by the presence and the affection of the cherished 
partner of his life, the devotion of his children, the admiration and love of 
numerous friends, and the sincere regard and esteem of the community of 
which he was anu omament. 

“In the fullness of years,at the age of seventy-three, he sank peacefully to 
rest on the lith of March, 148], the laure! wreath of the chivalrous soldier encir- 
cling his honored brow, and the confiding trust of Christian hope cheering and 
inspirivg his heart. 

“Among the numerous friends who lament the loss of this accomplished 
gentleman nore can more deeply grieve than the writer of this brief sketch of 
his military career. His subordinate for many years, and honored by his friend- 
ship, he early learned at the bivouac and around the camp-fire to appreciate 
the noble quaiities of his commander, which attracted the love and commanded 
the esteem of all who approached him. His imposing presence, his kindly, 





loving nature, his generous impulses, histrue dignity of character, his stainless’ 


honor and integrity, his knightly and chivalrous bearing, united to make ‘a 
combination and a form, indeed, which give the world assurance of a man.’ 
“Ss. B. B. 
** LovIsviLue, March 14, 1831." 


Tn view of the distinguished services rendered the country by the deceased, 
and the advanced age of claimant, your committee find that the case appeals 
strongly to the generosity of Congress, and therefore make this favorable re- 
port, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. DoCKEry in the chair. 

Mr. CHIPMAN,. I move that we pursue the same course that we 
pursued last Friday evening, that only those bills be acted upon that 
are specially called up by members present. 

Mr. SAWYER. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that in addition to the request made by 
the gentleman from Michigan that those who were on the list last 
Friday evening and did not get recognition be the first recognized to- 
night. Perhaps with that modification the gentleman from New York 
will be satisfied. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


That is understood. 
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not attempt now to take advantage of those who were here. I have 
never sought to take advantage of my occasional absence to ask any 
extra privileges, and I do not think it ought to be done by any one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As we are wasting valuable time, I ask for the 
regular order. . 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say that my name was on the list and 
went over. I have only had one bill passed in six months and do not 
think it is fair to be cut off by the objection of gentlemen who have 
been absent from the House half the time this session. [Criesof‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee will permit the Chair to make 
a statement, the Chair will say that at the meeting before the last 
unanimous consent was given to every member to call upa bill. At 
that time the Chair was able to recognize every gentleman present. 

Mr. HOUK. We will all agree to that to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not be the fault of the Chair if every 
gentleman is not recognized. 

Mr. HOUK. If it is understood every gentleman will be recognized, 
I will withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair stated at the last meeting that unless 
members interfered and objection was made, he would carry over the 
list and recognize members to-night. The Chair is endeavoring to 
carry out the agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave not asked permission to make a remark 
fora month. I have a bill which I would like to cali up to-night. 


| ButI think fair play requires that those geutlemen who were present 
| last Friday night and whose names were not reached should be recog- 


' nized in regular order to-night. 


I ask that the Chair proceed with the 


| call of the names in regular order, so that those who staid here last 


| nized in their order. 


Friday night and were not called may now have an opportunity of 
calling up their bills. 1 make that motion, although it cuts me out, 
as I think it is fair and just. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEARyY] 
asks unanimous consent that gentlemen on the list who were not rec- 
ognized to call up bills at last Friday evening’s session be now recog- 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. IL object. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. The Clerk will report the 


| first bill. 


The Chair will state that some fifteen or twenty | 


gentlemen were left over from the list last Friday evening, and an ob- | 


jection will cut those gentlemen out. 

Mr. HOUK. It will be. 

Mr. SAWYER. If I may be permitted to make a statement, I will 
say that I did not object because I have any personal interest in the 
matter. There is not a case on the Calendar in which I have any per- 
sonal interest at all. But there are Senate bills which were referred 
to me and which I have reported. There is nobody here to look after 
those cases. I have heard a great deal of complaint in regard to the 
Senate delaying action on bills that have passed the House. If the 
cases are not taken up in regular order on the Calendar the bilis that 
have passed the Senate and come to the House will be put over to suit 
the personal feelings or desires of independent members of the House, 
and we will have the Senate complaining of us as we complained of 
the Senate at the last session. It is getting toward the latter part of the 
session, and [I think we should follow the regular order. ‘That is the 
reason I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will suggest to the members present that on last 
Friday evening there were a number of gentlemen upon the list who 
were not recognized when we adjourned. It was then agreed (although 
I do not, of course, say that binds the House to-night) that the gentle- 
men who were not recognized should be recognized this evening, and 
all have depended upon that. I think it is but fair that the gentlemen 
omitted then should be recognized. After they are recognized, if it be 
the wish of the gentleman from New York, we can proceed in the reg- 
ular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Kansas ? 

Mr. HOUK. Tobject. Iwason the list during the early part of the 
session and never was reached. I did not insist on being recognized 
afterwards. I have been hereseveral nights when I could not get recog- 
nition. I was not here on the night to which the gentleman refers. I 
was out of the city last Friday night and could not be here. I do not 
see why the proposed action should be taken just because it is more 
convenient for gentlemen to come here on one night than another. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is hardly a good reason for objecting to recog- 
nition of those who were here. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have been absent since the 16th of May, and have 
had no recognition. I do not think gentlemen who have unfortunately 
been absent from these sessions should attempt now to take advantage 
of those who have attended here regularly. I think they should abide 
by the actio of the House on last Friday evening. The Chairman then 
announced, and I thought properly, that he would carry the list over 
to this eveniag, and would recognize those who failed of recognition at 
the last pensian session for want of time; and I trust that members 
who were not here and could have been here last Friday evening will 


Is the objection insisted upon ? 


Is there objection to the request of the’gentle- 


Cc. R. THOMAS, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to C, R. Thomas, whose 
pension certificate is numbered }20171. 

The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 335, 
having considered the same, report it back and recommend its passage with the 
folowing amendment, to wit: Add, after the words “ one hundred and seventy- 
one,” the words “and pay him a pension of $12 per month.”’ 

Your committee hereby adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate 
Committee on Pensions, which is as follows: 

{Senate Report No. 135, Fiftieth Congress, first sessien.] : 

Charles R. Thomas, late a corporal of Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment o 
Ohio Volunteers, was in receipt of a pension of $2a month from March 18, 1872, to 
August 23, 1882; of $f amonth from August 23, 1882, to September 6, 1882, and has 
been in receipt of $ a month from the last-mentioned date to the present. The 
history of the disability of the claimant is given in an affidavit of Darius Lan- 
don, who deposes : 

“That he was a member of Company D, Sixty-fourth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry; that he was personally acquainted with the applicant, Charles R. 
Thomas, and believes him to have beena sound, healthy man at the date of his 
enlistment and until the 15th day of June, 1862, on which date, at Battle Creek, 
Alabama, the said applicant received injuries in the following manner: He, the 
said Thomas, with others, was detailed by the colonel commanding to pro- 
cure water. Itbeing very dark thesaid applicant fell into a deep intrenchment, 
thereby injuring himself to such an extent that he was unable to help himself, 
and titat the affiant, with others, assisted him out and carried him to camp, 
and that he was not afterwards with the command. The affiant also says that 
he has been acquainted with the applicant since his discharge from the Army, 
and verily believes that the disability existing inthe said applicant is the effect 
of the injury received as before stated, and that it, the said injury, incapaci- 
tates him for the performance of manual labor.” 

* The techincal character of the disability is shown in the following extract from 
an aftidavit of Dr. George H. Masters, dated September 24, 1887, who swears: 

“That he has often examined this applicant, Charles R. Thomas, and finds 
him a continual sufferer from chronic myatitis, located near the lumbar regions, 
and in addition to this he finds a partial anchylosis of both ankle joints, which 
disabilities incapacitate him and render him unfit for the performance of man- 
ual labor.” 

Dr. Masters is corroborated by other medical testimony; and the sound health 
of the applicant before entering the service, the receipt of the injury detailed, 
and the resulting and continuous incapacity of the applicant are proven by sev- 
eral affidavits from men who were his comrades and remain his neighbors. The 
applicant is now sixty-six years old; his pension is his support; and the com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill for its increase. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the titles of the bills 
be read in their order, and that if consideration of any bill is not asked 
when its title is read it be passed over, according to the usual custom. 

There wa3 no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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STEPHEN A. SEAVEY a 
‘ 
rr . . ~~ , , . 
rhe next pension businesson the Private Calendar called up for « . 
; Puy ~ +) } D> ec 4 
sider: by Mr. REED) was the bill (H. R. 7510) granting a pens | 
. i 
t te a. Seave = i oT ’ 1g y ; ‘ : 
The bill was read, as follows: the H ey eco! ( t 
a Be it enacted. etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be da} hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!! the nam Stephe A.S 
é formerly of Company C©,Twelfth Regiment Maine Vo rs,and } ‘ ’ } eT 
+ pension of $30 a month from and; ptember 3, 1855. ! ‘ ; r \ | 
‘ 1e report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as foll va I 
my Phe Con tee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ref l H | 
Z s010) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey, having considered the same. 1 
oly po sfollo e I 
ye ‘ ? ; 
~ r ¢ sted N n 1, and was discharged August 17,1862.for | t 
e} sy. H on 23, 1880, at $8 per month, from date « 
chs which January 17,1883,and to $30 from Mar DBaldw 
L883 On Sep S85, pension was suspended on the ground of unsound } 
ness prior to en Ane It 
A very carefu n of the papers in this ease shows that it is very The C 
difficult to determine with anything like absolute certainty the real facts in the i504 
case. On the other hand, claimantallegesa sunstroke while in the se ice as t a i 
cause of his epilepsy, but fails to conclusive s w the incurrer of said x 
stroke. Could he do this, there would be no doubt as to the me the cl ! 
and his restoration to the roll would be a matter of thes t justice. Ont I 
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in nor due to his military service, nor due to the hernia for which he was pen- 
sioned, said fever occurring six years after his discharge from the service.”’ 

The soldier was pensioned for inguinal hernia, which he contracted by talling 
through a bridge while on — duty before Corinth, Miss., about May 6, 1862. 

The examining surgeon, Dr. Hugh H. Patten, says: 

* He finds hernia in left groin produced by a fall, The rupture is very large, 
and often very painful; it is several inches long. Soldier is unable to do any 
kind of labor; disability permanent, and in my opinion equivalent to an am- 
putation.”’ 

Dr. J. A. Malone testifies that soldier came under his professional treatment 
(date not stated) suffering with inguinal hernia of right side. 

“TI thought there was ulceration in the bowels, for he sank down suddenly 
shortly after the hernia had made its appearance in the right side, and there was 
— for a surgical operation, as death followed soon after, September 3, 

In a later affidavit he testifies: 

_ “The cause of his death, September 3, 1868, was from typhoid fever and the 
inguinal hernia, of which he sank suddenly before an operation could be had.” 

Two years later, August 19, 1879, Dr. Malone again testifies: 

“That the prime cause of the soldier’s death was inguinal hernia of the right 
side, causing perforation of the bowels. Typhoid fever was secondary to the 
above trouble. The inflammation of the hernia was made very active by the 
fever during the last two or three days of his sickness and he sank down and 
died on or about the 3d of September, 1868.’’ 

Dr. West testifies that soldier never had but one hernia that he knows of, the 
one of which he died. 

All the evidence tends to show, in the opinion of the committee, that the death 
of the soldier may reasonably be traced to the hernia contracted in the Army. 
‘True he might have died of typhoid fever had hernia not existed, but the medical 
testimony shows that death must have been produced by hernia and typhoid 
fever combined. 

While there may be a doubt as to the actual cause of death, the committee 
are disposed to give the widow the benefit of the doubt, and therefore submit 
a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


TheCHAIRMAN (Mr. McCrREARY). The question is on laying this 
bill aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 


it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the Chair declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 6. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. HOVEY. In order not to delay the business of the evening I 
ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed over informally, not 
losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. MARY M’GEE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. RussELL, of Connecticut) was the bill (S. 1495) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary McGee, widow of 
Thomas McGee, late private Company I and Company B, Thirteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1495) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mary McGee is the widow of Thomas McGee, who served as a private in Com- 
pany B, Thirteenth Connecticut Volunteers, from January 4, 1862, to April 25, 
1866. He was a pensioner for varicose veins and resulting ulceration of right 
leg, and died July 20, 1885, of valvular affection of the heart. 

The widow's claim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the evidence fails to show that the death cause was due to the service. 

Dr. Harmon Shore, who attended the soldier for fifteen years before and upto 
his death, testifies that— 

‘The soldier had varicose veins on both legs; those of the right leg most ex- 
tensive, with large painful ulcers over the front and inside of the leg; for which 
he was under treatment every year more or less during the last fifteen years, up 
to the time of his death. He also had a defect of his circulation, a feeble action 
of the heart; and several years previous to his death physical examination of 
the chest indicated valvular changes and disease of the heart. The immediate 
cause of death was, in my opinion, from embolism, produced by the above- 
named diseases and defects of the circulation, and originated from causes de- 
veloped while in the service of the Army and line of duty.” 

The soldier served more than four years, and a greater part of this time in 
the malarial sections of the Southwest, and, as shown by the record, suffered 
from the effects of malaria during service, although no application for pension 
on that account was filed by him. Medical examinations show that he was of 

rood habits, and that he was a great sufferer from the diseased condition of 
1is legs. 

In the absence of any evidence to the contrary, your committee feel inclined 
to accept the attending physician’s statement as correct; and the claimant's 
good character and need for assistance from the Government being vouched 
for by the best citizens of the town in which she resides, report favorably on 
the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 3. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that noquorum has voted, 
the Chair will designate the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. RussELL] to act as tellers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Texas can 
give any reason why this widow ofa Union soldier should not be pen- 
sioned I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. He does not need to have a reason. 
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Mr. KILGORE. As gentlemen have asked for reasons, I suppose I 
have a right to give them. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
would like to know the number and title of this bill, because I want 
to preserve them with the record of the action here of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. K1LGore] for use in the campaign. I would not ask 
anything better. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has appointed as tellers the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. KILGore] and the gentleman from Connecticut 
{Mr. Russet]. They will please take their places. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us have a call of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us make this record. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman has asked for my reasons; I sup- 
pose I have a right to give them. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is what I want. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Connecticut will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery in the chair). The gentleman from 
Texas and the gentleman from Connecticut will take their places as 
tellers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. As 
I understand, we are about to have a division. The gentleman from 
Texas said he would like to give his reasons. I for one would like to 
hear them, as perhaps that will save further trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 
if the gentleman from Texas desires to make a statement he can ask 
consent to do so. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I called up this bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I wish to make a request that this 
bill be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. I called the 
bill up at the request of my colleague, Judge GRANGER, who is de- 
tained at his home by sickness; but inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Texas has raised the point of ‘‘no quorum,’’ I ask that the bill be 
passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. I make this request 
at the suggestion—— ; 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Debate is not in order. 
The tellers will take their places. The question is on laying the bill 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, 
noes 2, 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas insists on the point 
of ‘‘no quorum.’’ The tellers will retain their places, 

7 CHEADLE. I move that the committee rise. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no!’? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iaskthegentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
to withhold that motion for one moment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, the 
ayes have it; and the bill is laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it pass. 


LEVI LITTLE, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
BUCHANAN) was the bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of-the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi Little, late of Company E, 
Fourth Regiment of Delaware Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


Levi Little served as private of Company E, Fourth Regiment Delaware Vol- 
unteers, from August 14, 1862, to June 3, 1865, when honorably discharged. 

His claim for pension on account of disease of lungs has been rejected by the 
Pension Bureau, on the ground that there is no record of disease of lungs or 
heart, and no medical testimony showing the existence of either of those dis- 
eases prior to 1876. 

Two comrades, who are shown to be credible, testify that the claimant con- 
tracted what they supposed to be disease of lungs near Fairfax Court House, 
Va., in January, 1865. 

The records of the War Department show that he was treated at different 
fe — his service for soreness, boneache, pain in stomach, cramps, pain 
in head, ete. 

Dr. J.G. West testifies that claimant came under his treatment immediately 
after his return from service, and was treated more or less until 1872, when he 
left the neighborhood. Aftiant found him in shattered constitution, much weak- 
— and debilitated, which condition affiant attributed to claimant’s army 
service. 

Dr. T. A. Taylor testifies to treatment for lung troubles since 1876. 

A number of lay witnesses, claimant's neighbors, testify to claimant’s sound- 

ness at enlistment, and his debilitated condition at discharge and since. 

Dr. Lewis Jemison, late United States examining su n, testifies that claim- 
ant was under his professional care for about two weeks in 1876. He was then 
in — broken-down condition, physically prostrated, and unable to do any 
manual labor. ie ae ay 

The medical examinations fail to show any disease of lungs, but disclose hy- 
pertrophy of heart. 

It is true that the medical evidence is not positive as to the character of the 
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and through exposure, want of food, lying on the bare ground, and uncleanness, 
contracted scurvy, rheumatiem, and ulcers, 

“The Adjutant-General’s report corroborates his statement as to capture and 
Andersonvillcimprisonment. Lieutenant-Colone! Nevins, of his regiment, says 
he was taken prisoner June, 1864, sent to Andersonville, and while in line ot 
duty contracted the diseases from which he is suffering. Patrick Martin and 
Thomas Naylor, fellow soldiers, swear to his capture, Andersonville imprison- 
ment, and resulting diseases. 

“The surgeon of Togas Soldiers’ Home, where he now is and has for a long 
time been, says he is suffering from chronic rheumatism and chronic ulcers in 








both legs. Another surgeon of the home says he has an eruptive disease, the | 


result of severe and continued seurvy. Dr. Hill, of Saco, Me., who attended 
him at the home in 1873, says he had chronic rheumatism and ulcers caused by 
scurvy, and was in no condition to perform manual labor. 

* The medical examiners all identify seurvy, and one rates his disability total. 

“This man, since his discharge, has been in no condition to earn his subsist- 
ence. The greater portion of the time he has been in soldiers’ homes or charity 
hospitals. 

“The Pension Office rejection is based upon the statement ‘that there are no 
records of the alleged seurvy and rheumatism, and the claimant’s inability to 
furnish evidence.’ 

“Here is ample and positive proof of his capture and imprisonment—of his 
ten months’ confinement in the Andersonville prison, from which few were lib- 
erated alive, and from which none were set free without disease. Necessarily 
there are no records of his disability unless there were prison records, which are 
not available—which would not be accepted if they were. 

“There has been one special examination in the case, which was not pro- 
ductive of any revelations for or against the claimant, and upon this the reviewer 
indorses the opinion that it is not advisable to waste any more time or money 
upon it. The application was made fourteen years ago, and in the opinion of 
the committee justice toaman who experienced a living death at Andersonville 
and came out of it diseased has been delayed too long. The bill is reported fa- 
vyorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.” 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee as above, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 





The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY J. DAVIS, 


Mr. HAUGEN called up for consideration the bill (S. 1111) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Davis. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int ior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Davis. dependent mother 
of the late Lorenzo Crittenden, an enlisted man in the naval service. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘This report has been made by Mr. Buiss, chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions, and has been carefully drawn. The 
Clerk has already read a page and a half, and gentlemen must be satis- 
fied as to the justice of the claim. The report is a lengthy one, and I 
move, by unanimous consent, the further reading be dispensed with, and 
that it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
the disability complained of was contracted in the war. 

Mr. PERKINS. This man continued in the Army long after the 
war. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
reading of the report? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Butss) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1111, adopt the 


report of the Senate Committee on Pensions and recommend the passage of 
the act. 


Is there objection to dispensing with the further 


[Senate Report No. 43, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Mary J. Davis, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the mother of the late Lorenzo Crittenden, who was ward- 
room steward on beard the United States ship Guerriere. As to his service the 
Third Auditor says: 

‘Ie enlisted on the Ohio June 15, 1867, was transferred to the Guerriere the 
same day, and served on that vessel to May 15, 1869, when he was discharged.’’ 

He had previously enlisted and served on the United States ship Pawnee, and 
served out the term of his enlistment, when he was discharged. 

A claim filed by him for pension, in consequence of disabilities incurred dur- 
ing his service, was pending at the time of his death, which occurred at Sailors’ 
Home, Quincy, Mass., January 22, 1880. 

The mother’s claim was rejected July 18, 1885, “‘on the ground that the sailor's 
death was not the result of disease incurred in the service and line of duty, but, 
as indicated by the report made upon special examination, most probably the 
result of vicious habits.” 

This is certainly the conclusion of the special examiner appointed to investi- 
gate the claim, but in the opinion of the committee it is not justified by the tes- 
timony filed in the claim, nordoes it furnish any information in addition or con- 
trary to that already produced, The origin of the disease is shown by the tes- 
timony of his comrades. 

J Fietcher and Henry Peters swear that they knew Crittenden since the 
year 1867, being on the same ship with him; that they well remember his sick- 
nesy on board the Guerriere by reason of the positions, Fletcher being steerage 
cook and Peters being ward-room waiter; they knew from the conversation of 
the doctor that Crittenden was sick with rheumatism. s 

Benjamin F. Page swears to his personal knowledge of the man and of his 
sickness on board the same vessel. 

George F. Long swears that he was in the service with Crittenden, and knows 
he was sick before and after discharge. 

William E. Corthel swears that he knew Crittenden since 1862; in 1869 and 
1870 worked for the same man, and during that time he was lame and used up 
with rheumatism in left side, leg, and ankle; saw him often until he went to 
the Quincy Home, and afterwards saw him frequently and floticed that he was 
partially paralyzed. 

William T. Prindell swears that he first knew Crittenden in 1867, and in Octo- 
ber, 1869, sailor came to him lame and sick with rheumatism in ieft side, leg, 
and ankle. He offered to work without wages if witness would take him in, 
Wiineas did so, and Crittenden worked about the dining-room, at times so used 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





As far as the report has been read, it would seem | 


LL CL a 


JULY 13, 





up that he could do little or nothing. At this time Dr. Leighton boarded with 
witness and prescribed for both of them for rheumatism. in May, 1870, wituess 
became embarrassed and gave up business, and Crittenden went to work for 
P. S. Wetherell on or about the same terms as for witness, and Dr. Leighton 
aiso boarded with Wetherell and prescribed for sailor. As witness and Critten- 
den were afflicted in the same way, it is natural that witness remembers that 
Crittenden kept getting wore and worse, and his disability increased until he 
became paralyzed, Dr. Leighton is dead, and Wethere!! has lost his mind. 

Samuel D. Harrington and John P. Fitzgerald swear that sailor was treated 
from November 1, 1869, to the latter part of 1871 by Dr. Leighton for rheuma- 
tism, and he was not able to keep employment on account of his disability. 
Patrick Fitzgerald and Jocl Wilder knew Crittendon from 1869 to 1871, and 
boarded where Crittenden worked; knew that he had rheumatism off and on 
all the time, sometimes being confined to bed. 

Philander T. Wetherel!l swears to Crittenden’s being in his employ from No- 


| vember, 1869, to fall of 1871, and was attended by Dr. Leighton, now dead. 


Dr. Thomas Hall swears that he was Crittenden’s physician four years and at- 
tended him various times for chronic articular rheumatism, from which he was 
never entirely free; and latterly for urzemic convulsions, followed by paralysis 
of left side, rendering him perfectly helpless. 

Dr. Faxon, superintendent of Quincy Heme, says Crittenden was admitted 
to home December 27, 1875. Disease, paralysis. No treatment aside from bat- 
sees. Died January 22, 1580. Cause, paralysis, which, he says, was caused by 
tobacco, . ° 

It may be here remarked that the paralysis ensued ‘‘ chronic articular rheu- 
matism,” from which the man became partially before he was wholly para- 
lyzed. He was a great and almost helpless sufferer from this first cause. and it 
seems a little strained and far from consistent to trace paralysis to tobacco. 

These witnesses are all residents of Boston, Mass. 

There were two special examinations, the first in Washington, the last in 
Boston. In the first there were no developments. The last was an ex parte in- 
vestigution, No one representing the interests of the claimant had anything to 
do with it. In this examination Isaiah Prindejl appears asa witness. He be- 
gins by saying that he is not certain, but thinks he knew Crittenden before 1860; 
and then goes on to testify in reference to him, as to his condition prior to his 
voyage’on the Guerriere. ‘It was about 1865 or 1866 that he worked for affiant.”’ 
He knows of his going to the home on account of the rheumatism and paraly- 
sis. He does not know how he incurred rheumatism, but he said it wasin the 
service. While he knew him his habits were fair. He smoked some; don’t 
know that he chewed any. Did not smoke much. 

Mrs. Mary Snow testifies in this cxamination, but it is principally as to what 
she does not know. 

The doctors who treated him in hospital and at the home differ in their tes- 
timony. Some say he drank and smoked excessively, Some say he had de- 
lirium tremens, others not. Dr. Hall never saw him drunk. ‘Testifies from 
memory. Dr. faxon, of the home, says his disability when admitted to the 
home was paralysis; he died of general debility resulting from that; don’t 
know that aaa was the result of rheumatism; he really worried himself 
to death—disappointed that he could not reeover from his paralysis. He did 
not drink, but he smoked; he (Dr. Faxon) served tobacco to all who were able 
to use it. Some he eut off, they were not strong enough. He could not say 
that tobacco caused his death. Again he says his paralysis was caused by to« 
bacco; reason for this opinion is his conversations with him; he never exam- 
ined him, George F. Going, his shipmate, sailed with him from Boston to Rio 
Janeiro. He used to smoke, and took a glass occasionally ; never saw him the 
worse for liquor. ‘ 

William E. Corthel, who testified in the special examination, says his habits 
were good; never saw him under the influence of liquor; saw him many times 
day and evening. “It was nota fact that he was a hard drinker or smoker, 
saw him every day or two for nearly two years; he smoked cigars; he used to 
drink beer; have seen him and know.” 

Samuel D. Harrington, in special examination, says he was nota bad drinker; 
never saw him intoxicated; smoked like the average of men. This special ex- 
amination has produced nothing new except some few contradictions. 

A. H, Shattuck, Second Auditor's Office, in a letter to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, written October 13, 1884, says as to the son’s supporting his mother 
that he was in no condition to do so. 

“He always expressed a desire to assist his poorold mother, who was once a 
slave, but circumstances prevented. The claimant, Mrs. Mary J. Davis, and 
her daughter live together and support themselves by taking washing. I 
always thought Mr. Crittenden in every seuse a gentleman; his habits were 
temperate, and the officer in the hospital in which he died spoke of him to 
me in the highest terms.” 

Mrs, Davis and her children were slaves. They first belonged to John C. P. 
Peter, late of Montgomery County, Maryland. They afterwards became the 

roperty of Rev. Charles H. Nourse, of Gecrgetown, D. C., from whom Mr. W. 

V. Corcoran, of Washington, D. C., purchased their freedom. Lorenzo, the de- 
ceased son, was for some years after a servant in Mr. Corcoran’s family. She 
has one daughter, feeble in health. The two have for years struggled to pro- 
care needful food by doing such work as they could get and were competent to 
perform. She was, beyond any question, a dependent mother, dependent, un- 
fortunately, in the eye of the law, upon a sick and dying son. There is no pre- 
tense that the claim should not be allowed except that stated in the communi- 
cation of the Commissioner of Pensions, that the son's death was attributable to 
“vicious habits.’ This inference can only be drawn from the contradictory 
testimony of some of the witnesses. % 

Lorenzo Crittenden was some five years in the service of the Navy. His last 
three years were in part spent in South American ports. The records of the 
Navy Department w that he was ill at more or less frequent intervals 
during the cruise. From the time of his discharge he was disabled, and his 
disability gradually increased until he was stricken down with lysis, and 
death soon after ensued. The ominance of testimony is against the theory 
of ae — the _— = the ty 94 in anes rae = ee of 
respectable and convincing proof to contrary, anu ec nm. 

The bill is reported ronan mg with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOUN W. JANUARY. ‘ 


Mr. CLARK called up for consideration the bill (S. 1124) to increase 
the pension of John W. January; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. January, of Minonk, 
IL, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Lllinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1124, 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and find that the report 
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was discharged on account of this disea 
from it ever afterwards, and finally died of it. There is nodoubt as to the caus 
of death, and witness after witness testifies to the soundness of the deceased b 
fore he entered the service. He seems to have been regarded as a very good S )2 
soldier in all respects r 

There is no doubt that some persons are more susceptible to certain dis 
than others, and the fact that an individual actually contracts a dises 
exposure under which others eseape it does not tend to prove that he had : i and directed to | ' ensiot 
disease before enlistment, but that the effect of exposure on him was eal« mitations of the pension vs.th e ¢ H 
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Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 











There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to ; ‘ . : 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. ne a pension to Henry 7 
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Mr. ARNOLD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 160) grant- an oe ” 
. . . . . s . = xaminer 
ing a pension to Elizabeth B. Sailer; which was read, as follow od aed és ile 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her - | tarnir 1e, TECO i ‘ t 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!1, subject to the provi sa - ’ ’ : 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth B.Sailer, of Was : Dll iS laid aside to be rep ed tot 
ton City, D. C., widow of Frederick Jacob Sailer, late a private in Co mendation that it be leiinitel y 
t RS L. Fifteenth Regiment Heavy Artillery, New York State Volunteers. ont 
Sy of United States pensioners, with the rate according to law, to commences GEO! : ( 
Fe the date of approval of this act and continue during her widowhood 
4 = a me : ie “POT : . ‘ r DP a4 " 
The amendments of the committee were read. as follows ) ( ) i | 
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ox . — . _ "9 1 t rize al ; Ace ‘ - 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R pany F, Third Regime: 
160) granting a pen » Elizabeth B. Sailer, respectfully report : ' : ae , . 
A similar bill was favorably reported to the House in the second session of she report (by Air. G LINGE was read, 
the Forty-ninth Congress, but was not reached for consideration. | The Con on v iP to ' ; 
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9119) granting a pension to George C. Chase, having considered the same, re- | F, Fifth Maine Volunteers. She asks a pension on the ground that his death 


port as follows: 

Soldier enlisted November 13, 1861, as a private in Company F, Third Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteers, for a term of three years, He served until July 29, 
1862, when he was discharged because of the existence of an oblique inguinal 
hernia on the left side. Soldier applied for pension, alleging that he incurred 
a rupture in consequence of a barrel of beet rolling on him which he was en- 
deavoring to load in a wagon, but his application was rejected on the ground 
that the hernia existed prior to enlistment, and on appeal the decision of the 
Pension Office was affirmed. 

The evidence, pro and con, is as follows: 

When soldier was discharged from the Army the regimental surgeon gave it 
as his opinion that the rupture existed before enlistment. No reason is given 


for his belief on this point, nor is any explanation vouchsafed how soldier man- | 
| covered from them. 


aged to perform his duties in the Army for eight months if he was in a ruptured 
condition at the time of enlistment. 

In addition to this evidence against the soldier is that of Examining Surgeon 
Orlando W. Sherwin, of Woodstock, who examined soldier December 10, 1881, 
and who discovered not only a small hernia in the left side but also a large one 
in the right side; and this medical officer of the Government declined to give a 
rating in the case because, as he says, ‘‘ I think the disabilities did not originate 
in the service.’’ He does not trouble himself to explain why he thinks that the 
disabilities, one or both of them, might not have originated in the service, but 
contents himself by saying he thinks they did not. 

This is all the evidence filed against the claim, except the statement of the 
captain of the company, who, at the time of the alleged accident, was sick in 
hospital at Philade!phia, 
of the ep being absent from the company at the time, but that he had 
conferred with two soldiers of the company, and they hadn’t any faith in the 
claim. Headmits, however, that he thinks the soldiers were prejudiced against 
the claimant. 

On the other hand, Charles Humphreys says that he knew claimant inti- 
mately for five years before he enlisted; that he worked for his father, doing 
the heavy work on the farm, and that he knew him to be free from rupture. 

Lorenzo W. Shattuck, William J. Durphy, and George W. Durrell swear that 
they worked with claimant, and were in bathing with him frequently, and that 
they never knew or heard of his being ruptured before enlistment. 

Albert Willard and Melissa Willard, in a joint affidavit, state that claimant 
worked on their farm at the time of his enlistment, and that so far asthey knew 
he was in good health and free from rupture. 

Charles Boyce swears that he was soldier’s tent-mate in the army; that he 
knew him for five years before enlistment; that he was perfectly well upto the 
spring of 1862, at which time he showed deponenta rupture in his left groin. 

Dr. D. M. Goodwin, assistant surgeon of soldier’s regiment,and now of Min- 
reapolis, Minn., testifies as follows : 

**Said Chase was,as I have no doubt whatever, a sound and able-bodied man 
atenlistment. He was disabled in the line of his duty at Savage Station, Va., by 
rupture in the jeft groin, about the 20th day of June, 1862, caused, as wasalleged, 
by lifting beef into an army wagon, Chase being at that time a wagoner. He 
was fitted with a truss the following day,and was subsequently discharged on 
necount of his said injury, at Harrison’s Landing, Va. 1 am personally knowing 
to said facts.” 

Your committee are strongly of the opinion that the weight of proof rests 
with the claimant in this case, and therefore report the bill back favorably, with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. IL ask for a division. 
Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman from Texas be good enough to 
state what his objection is to this bill? 
Mr. KILGORE. It does not seem to me the report states such a case 
as would justify this House in granting a pension. There does not ap- 
pear to be any evidence of a positive character. 
Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will notice, there is evidence of a 
positive character in the report. 
Mr. KILGORE. What is it? 
Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will look at the report he will see 
that it is there stated: 


On the other hand, Charles Humphrey says that he knew claimant intimately 
for five years before he enlisted; that he worked for his father, doing the heavy 
work on the farm, and that he knew him to be free from rupture. 

Lorenzo W. Shattuck, William J. Durphy, and Geo W. Durrell swear that 
they worked with claimant, and were in bathing with him frequently, and that 
they never knew or heard of his being ruptured before enlistment. 

Albert Willard and Melissa Willard, in a joint affidavit, state that claimant 
worked on their farm at the time of his enlistment, and that so far as they knew 
he was in good health and free from rupture. 

Charles Boyce swears that he was soldier's tent-mate in the army; that he 
knew him for five years before enlistment; that he was perfectly well up to the 
spring of 1862, at which time he showed deponent a rupture in his left groin. 

Dr. D. M. Goodwin. assistant surgeon of soldier’s regiment, and now of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., testifies as follows: 

“said Chase was, as i have no doubt whatever, asound and able-bodied man 
at enlistment. He was disabled in the line of his duty at Savage Station, Va., 
by rupture in the left groin, about the 20th day of June, 1862, caused, as was al- 
lewed, by lifting beef into an army wagon, Chase being at that time a wagoner. 
Ile was fitted with a truss the following day, and was subsequently disc’ 
on account of his said injury, at Harrison’s Landing, Va. I am personally 
knowing to said facts,” 


There is testimony of a positive character by the surgeon of his reg- 
iment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdraw my demand for a division. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommedation that it do pass. 


KEZIAH E. STRONG. 


Mr. GALLINGER called up for consideration the bill (S. 1142) grant- 
ing a pension to Keziah E. Strong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Keziah E. our widow of the late 
David Strong, a private of Company F, Fifth Regiment of Maine Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pension, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1142) 
granting a pension to Keziah E. Strong, having considered the same, report as 
ollows: 


This bill has passed the Senate, the report in the case seul as follows: 
*“ The claimant is the widow of David Strong, who was a private in Company 


(IONARVAQION AT. RDUMORN 


He says he had no knowledge as to the incurrence | 





was due to his service, and her claim is rejected because she has not been able 
to prove this to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

*“ He was but a short time in the service, having received an injury at the time 
of the Bull Run retreat, and on account of which he was discharged. His com- 
rades testify that he wassound when he entered the service, and that he was 
never well after he left it. The doctor who attended him for many years and 
down to the time of his death is dead. His widow testifies that her husband's 
books show that the soldier was treated by him from 1864 to 1874 at various 
times, but the entries do not show for what disease. 

‘* The soldier’s certificate of discharge says he is unfit for the duties of a soldier 
by reason of chronic inflammation of the ligamentsof the metatarsal bones. It 
is in evidence that he was run over and injured in the foot and leg and shoulder; 
that from these causes he was always more or less disabled; that he never re- 


‘The claimant has not been able tocomply with the requirements of the Pen- 
sion Office as to the proof demanded, on account of the death of physicians and 
officers of his milltary organization; but it is shown that he was discharged on 
account of an injury received as alleged ; that he never recovered from the dis- 
abling effects of that injury; that he was almost continuously under treatment 
from its incurrence until he died. 

“Tt would seem to be no injustice to concede his widow a pension, in view of 
the fact that he was never able to labor for her sufficient support during bis life 
after discharge, and that the injury and the struggle for subsistence may well 
os saees as the cause of his gradually increasing helplessness and ultimate 
death, 

‘The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.”’ 

In addition to the facts set forthin the reportof the Senante committee, as 
above, a careful examination of the papers seems to fully justify the granting 
of a pension in this case. It is shown that soldier was sound at enlistment; 
that he was detailed as a wagoner at the first Bull Run battle, and that he came 
in lame and injured, from which he never recovered. He died on December 23, 
1874. As hedid not himself apply for a pension, the widow found it impossible, 
after so long a lapse of time, to secure the technical proof required by the De- 
partment, She is now nearly eighty years of age and in necessitous circum- 
stances, and your committee report the bill back favorably, with a recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. Did the injury for which pension is asked take 
place during the war? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It did. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH F, JONES. 


Mr. GALLINGER called up for consideration the bill (S. 886) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah F. Jones. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah F. Jones, widow of Albert L. 
Jones, late of Company B, Sixth Maine Volunteers, deceased. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 886) 
granting a pension to Sarah F. Jones, having considered the same, report as fol- 
lows: 

The Senate report is full and conclusive in this case, and your committee 
adopt said report as their own and recommend the passage of the bill. The Sen- 
ate report is as follows: 

“The claimant is the widow of Albert S. Jones, late of Company B, Sixth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers. Her husband was pensioned for gunshot wound 
of neck, and died July 10, 1868. Tis term of service is thus,shown by the rec- 
ord: ‘Enlisted July 1, 1861; discharged July 24, 1865.’ He died July 10, 1868; 
his widow filed application for pension October 15, 1868, and her claim was re- 
jected February 7, 1877. From this action an appeal was taken, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior sustained the Pension Bureau, basing his decision on the 
statement of the medical referee, who says: 

“* The record and other evidence does not warrant the opinion that death from 
disease of the lungs and heart and paralysis was due to impure vaccination. 
Syphilis, however acquired, seems to have been a factor in the death cause, and 
can not be eliminated.’ 

“The history of this man’s service is that he was wounded, first by what is 
called a gunshot wound in the neck, the ball entering the neck four inches be- 
low the ear, or near the collar-bone, passing downwards and backwards to a 
point opposite the shoulder-blade, where it made its exit. After this wound he 
was never fit for active service; he was much in hospital, and was finally trans- 
ferred to Invalid Corps. It is also of record that he was a prisoner; that, ac- 
cording to the report of one of the examining surgeons, he was wounded in the 
leg, the muscles of which were injured and the leg weakened; and that he had 
rheumatism in the Army and after his discharge. 

Two of his comrades, who were in the same company and hospital, say he 
was vaccinated in January, 1864. This was after his wounds in the neck and 
calf of leg,and several sicknesses; and they swear that his arm was full of 
sores from vaccination, s6 that he was sick. That he was furloughed on account 
of the effectsofthe vaccination. They were withhimandknow. These affiants 
saw him often after his discharge,and until a few weeks before his death, and 
during all this time the sores upon his arm continued to break out. One of these 
witnesses was the sheriff of Hancock County. Other witnesses corroborate this, 
and say that the sores continued up to 1868. 

** Another comrade, who was in the same hospital ward with him, says they 
were there four months. They were both vaccinated, but not by the same sur- 
geon. He testifies to the sores and hearing the doctor say they were caused by 
the vaccine matter. 

* Dr. Parker, of Ellsworth, Me., testifies to his belief, from intimate knowl- 
edge of the man and of his condition, that the soldier’s sickness and death were 
the result of his service. 

“De. FF , of Holden, Me., knew the soldier from his birth. In June, 1868, 
he was called to attend him, and found him suffering from disease of lungs and 
heart. Ten days before he died his right side was paralyzed. 

“John F. Whitcomb, first lieutenant of his company, says between his dis- 
charge and death he was never well. 

“The only reference to syphilis the committee can find is that contained in 
the report of the Surgeon-General, in which he says he was transferred to Har- 
per’s Ferry with this disease, December%, 1864; whereas the Adjutant-General’s 
repo t shows that December 8, 1864, he was in Newton University General Hos- 
pital, Bai:imore, from Winchester, Va., with diarrhea. There are other dis- 
cies in dates that are inconsistent with the syphilis theory. 

“'Pne doctors who treated him, the Pension Office examining su ns who 
exaniined him, make no reference to syphilis. The med referee bases 
his opinion upon the Surgeon-General’s report, which is generally defective, 
and in this instance conflicts with other reportsand other evidence. The com- 
mittee believe the medical referee had no just grounds for such a decision; 
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incurrence of his wounds, of his poisoning, his « inued sickness l c 
ing, in which there was no interval, justify the belief that his disa es we 
a! contracted in the service, and that they were the cause of his de 
Che failure to discover ‘ pathological con: tion’ is « of the obs “ 

the way of many a just claim, and in a case such as this, in which <2 
years to decide it, and in which the evidence is clear, posit and f the m 
eliable sources, the committee is of the opinion that ¢ gress wi x 
its prerogative in reversing t decision. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do } 





‘here being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
BUSINESS. 


ORDER OF 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
to call up a bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is too late to proceed in that manner now. It 
is near time for the committee to rise. 

Mr. MORRILL. I eall for the regular order 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on a 
noes £ 


I move that members present be permitted each 


ayes 11, 


division 
MRS. ELIZABETH WHITE. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. KERR) was the bill (S. 2089) for the 
relief of Mrs. Elizabeth White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth White, mother of 
Charlies H. White, late of Company K,Seventeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers 

The report (by Mr. SPOONER) 

That they adopt the following Senate report upon said bill, and r 
the passage of the bill 


was read, as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 889, Fiftieth Congress, first session 
The claimant is the mother of Charles H. White, late of Company K, Seven 
teenth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. The son died at St. Louis, May 4, 1862 
only a very short time after he was mustered into the service. He was a mere 
youth when he enlisted, only sixteen years of age, too young and insufliciently 
developed for a soldier's hard duty; nevertheless he was accepted and sent t 
the front, with the speedy fatal result revealed by the record 


The simple history of the case is that prior to his enlistment the son lived at 
home with his father, and that together they worked a small farm After the 
death of the son the father struggled alone, borrowed money from time to tims 
to eke out a support, and finally his indebtedness accumulated to such an ex- 


tent that he sold his property, the proceeds of which were absorbed in satisfy- | 


ing a mortgage and other obligations. For years the father had heart disease 
and other infirmities, some of which are traced back to 1863. His di | 
increased, rendering him helpless for years as a provider, and finally 
leaving his widow old and poor. Dr. Russell, of Monticello, Iowa, ti i 
from 1862 to 1870 for valvular heart disease. He suffered much and was obliged 
to keep quiet. He keptno record except a day-book, and these were destroyed 
irom’year to year, but he identifies his treatment and dates by incid« 

Dr. Millette knew him twenty years. He was troubled with valvu 
of heart. The first he knew of it professionally was four or five 
his death; but Mr. White told him ke had been troubled with it 
years, and fhe doctor remembers of hearing, fonthe last dozen years 
he had occasional fainting spells. Has indistinct recollection that h« 
ney disease. This he delivered to the special examiner. In a dir ifliday 
he says: ‘* Prior to 1868 I knew little of his physical or financial condition 

M. L. Garpenter, banker, of Monticello, says what land he owned 
poor. He borrowed money of him to live on. His credit was good, becaus« 
was honest. The banker bought the farm and paid the larger portion of 
purchase-money with offsets. This isto the specialexaminer. In a direct afi 
davit he says: *‘ After paying off his mortgage he had nothing left. Thirtes 
years he knew him to be failing in strength. The produce of his farm after pay- 
ing interest was not sufficient to support himself and his wife, and in order to 
support them in a frugal way he had to encroach upon his property 
on to say that after paying interest and taxes they would have only $50 left 
‘They were quite poor. 

There is some discrepancy in the direct testimony and that delivered to the 
special examiner, but it is a well-established fact from the evidence produced 
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that the mother was dependent in the strict sense of the term, and that in later | 


years she has suffered much because her dependence has not been re« 
by the source from which relief should have come. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ognized 


ROSALOO SAGE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. CLARK) was the bill (S. 2137) for the reliet 
of Rosaloo Sage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed toplace on the pension-roll the name of Rosaloo Sage, late ot 
Company A, Eighth lowa Infantry, subject to the requirements and limitations 
of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


That they adopt the following Senate report upon said bill and recommend 
the passage of the bill: 
[Senate Report No. 890, Fiftieth Congress, first session 
The claimant was late a member of Company A, Eighth Iowa I: 
enlisted September 5, 1861, and was discharged June 3, 1863. He applied for a 
pension August 22, 1883, and the long interval between his discharge and the 
filing of his application is referred to as a prejudicial circumstance. It may b« 
as well to mention here a fact that is weil known to the public, which is that 
hundreds of soldiers defer their applications until their growing disabilities 
and actual poverty compel them to apply for relief to a source from which they 
know they will encounter numberless obstacles, long delay, if not final rejection, 
and the alternative of an appeal to Congress. 
The evidence in this case is principally the product of special examinations, 
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t further examinat 
Beyond any dou his sickness, suffering, present prostrat 1 poverty 
‘ argeable to the Government The committee cor rw he pecial 
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iaid aside 


The bill was to be reported to the Hous 


mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINES 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do no rise 

Mr. McKINNEY. There is a bill which was passed over, Mr 
Chairman, and I ask unanimous consent to r to that 

Mr. CHIPMAN. We will sear ly have time to pass those bills 
that we have considered to-night even if we rise now; and I can not 


withdraw the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resum 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY 1 it the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Ca i 
consideration the special order, had directed him t 


recommendations. 


rted tl 





with various 


He goes | 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the s considered 
| at the last evening session, or which were made special for last evening, 
be passed over informally, retaining their present status 
Mr. WILLIAMS. That leaves them exactly in the nt condi- 
t1o 
The SPEAKER pro temp e, That l be the « ( 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman f i Missouri? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
BILLS PASSED. 
| Bills of the following titles, reported from the Com tt ( 
| Whole, were considered, ordered to be engrossed for t 
and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and } 





namely 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. R 
the late W. T. 


for the relief of Hannah H. | 


granting a pension to Sallie T. 


R. 8506 
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A bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Litt 
A bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Mary los 
| A bill (H. R. 8677 granting t per on to 
| A bill (H. R. 160) granting a pension to E | er: and 
| A bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to G C. 
{ The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
| amendments, were considered, the amen t and th 
| bills as amended ordered to be engrossed fi third yr air und bet z 
| engrossed, were according]; third t KLSSe iumely 
| <A bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren; and 
| A bill (H. P. 7510) granting a pension to Ste en A ‘ 
The bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief J Harris, reported from 
| the Committee of the Whole with an adv« : recommendation, was 
ordered to be laid on the tab! 
Bills of the Senate of the following titles, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole favorably, were considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, were passed, namely 


A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee 


A bill (S. 2073) granting a pensien to Margaret Blades; 
A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to John Child; 
A bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to Mary J. Davis; 
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A bill (S. 1124) to increase the pension of John W. January; 

A bill (S. 1447) granting a pension to Bridget Foley; 

A bill (S. 1142) granting a pension to Keziah E, Strong; 

A bill (S. 886) granting a pension to Sarah F’. Jones; 

A bill (S. 2089) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth W hite; and 

A bill (S. 2137) for the relief of Rosaloo Sage. 

The bill (8. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments, was con- 
sidered, the amendments concurred in, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

The bill (8, 702) granting a pension to Henry Pulsky, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with adverse recommendation, was or- 
dered to be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

** MUCK-A-PEC-WAK-KEU-ZAH.”’ 

Mr. MACDONALD. [ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the | bill (H. 
It. 6764) to grant a pension to ‘* Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah,”’ or ‘John, 
an Indian who aided in saving the lives of many white people in the 
Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., T hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Muck-a- pec-wak-keu- zah, or 
*“ John,’ an Indian of the Dakota or Sioux tribe, now residing near the city of 
Hastings, in the county of Dakota, in the State of Minnesota, and who rendered 
valuable services in behalf of the white settlers, and who was instrumental in 
saving the lives of many white people during the Sioux outbreak and war in 
the State of Minnesota in the year 1562, and who then served the United States 
as a scout, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) is a follows: 


That it conclusively appears that this Indian performed important and valu- 
able services in behalf of the whites during the Indian outbreak, and subse- 
quently was on the frontiers of Minnesota and Dakota in the years 1862-'63, as 
a scout and under the command of General H. H. Sibley, then in command of 
that district; nnd that while defending the whites he received injuries at the 
hands of hostile Indians and from exposure while such scout, which have per- 
manently disabled him and injured his health. 


The following is a memorial from General Sibley to this Congress in behalf 
of this Indian, and shows him te be worthy ofa pension from this Government: 


** To the honorable the Senate and House of Representalives 
of the United States in Congress assemb'ed: 

“The memorial of the undersigned, late brigadier-general and brevet major- 
general United States Volunteers, in command of the military district of Minne- 
sota, respectfully represents: That Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah, commonly known 
as ‘Indian John,’ was employed by me during the outbreak and subsequent 
war with Dakota or Sioux Indians on the frontiers of Minnesota and Dakota in 
1862-’63 as a scout, and in that capacity rendered essential service, and was in- 
strumental in saving the lives of white women and children; that while in the 
service he received injuries from exposure and violence at the hands of hostile 
Indians which have permanently atfected his health and prevented him from 
properly supporting his family; that heand they are utterly impoverished, and 

1ave to depend for subsistence on the charity of the whites; wherefore your 
memorialist respectfully recommends and urges that your honorable body | pass 


s 


an act for the relief of the said Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah, in view of his helple Ss: 


condition and former meritorious services to the Government, granting him 
such provision per month during his natural life as will enable him and his 
family to livein comparative comfort. 
“And your memorialist will ever pray, etc. 
“HENRY H. SIBLEY, 
“Late Brigadier and Brevet Major- General U.S. Volunteers. 


“Sp, Paun, Mrxn., March 21, 1888.” 


The additional evidence submitted to the committee shows that this Indian 
is a full-blood Sioux and now of the age of seventy-five years; that he was liv- 
ing at Redwood, on the Sioux Indian reservation, at the time of the outbreak; 
that he did all in his power to induce the Indians not to raise up against the 
whites, but failed; that in aiding a mother and four children (the husband and 
father having been killed) to escape, he was followed by other Indians, and 
while protecting said mother and children was struck in the breast with a mus- 
ket and knocked down, and his ribs were broken; that after many difficulties 
he succeeded in getting the motherand children to his tent, where he kept them 
for about four weeks; that he rescued others in the same manner and guarded 
them until General Sibley came and rescued the white prisoners which the other 
Indians had, when he and those whom he had defended returned with General 
Sibley to F ort Sne lling. 

Drs. Adams and Haws testify that his disability totally incapacitates him for 
manual labor of any kind. Other witnesses testify sustaining our conclusions. 

Your <ommittee regard this as a truly meritorious case,and inasmuch as this 
Tndian is uneducated, and will find it difficult to understand all the proceed- 
ings necessary to enable him to secure a pension in the regular way, we deem 
it but just that he should be granted a pension without being required to un- 
dergo further medical examination to establish his disability. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended Bo as to specify the amount 
of pension which he is to receive, and that that amount be fixed at the sum of 
$15 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed, 
. Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FANNIE A. KIMBALL, 


Mr. ARNOLD. I ask unanimous consent to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2890) 
granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Fannie A. Kimball, the blind daughter of 
Charles A, Kimbail, deceased, late sergeant Battery D, First Rhode Island Light 
Artillery, at the rate of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


That said Fannie A. Kimball isthe blind daughter of Charles H. Kimball, who 
was a sergeant of Company D, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery, 
and enlisted in 1861, and died in the service in 1863. 

His widow and said daughter were pensioned until the remarriage of his 
widow and the daughter had reached the age of sixteen. 

There is no general law for the pensioning of the daughter when over sixteen 
years of age; but the relief proposed by this bill has been granted by special act 
| of Congress in a number of similar cases, and is within the limitations estab- 
lished by your committee and sustained by the House both in this and previous 
Congresses. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY C. DAVIS. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis and putit uponits passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized aud directed to place the name of Mrs. Mary C. Davis. formerly widow 
of William M. Worsham, major of the Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, United States Army, on the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. HuNT=R) is as follows: 

Mary C. Davis resides at Danville, Ky., and is sixty-four years of age. She 
married William M, Worsham on the 5th of September, 1844, in Wayne County, 
Kentucky, and he enlisted in the Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, United States Army, on the 3d day of October, 1861, and was regularly 
mustered into the service of the United States Army asa major of said regiment 
on the 3ist day of January, 1862, for three years. 

Maj. William W. Worsham, while in the line of his duty in the military ser- 
vice of the United States, and while on the march from Shiloh to Corinth, in 
the State of Mississippi, in the year 1862, contracted camp diarrhea and became 
wholly disabled from said disease, and unable to perform military service, and 
applied to the proper military authorities and to those in command of his said 
regiment for a leave of absence, that he might return to his home in Kentucky 
and recruit his health; but at that time no leaves of absence or furloughs were 
granted to officers or enlisted men, and as his death seemed inevitable he re- 
signed his commission, which was accepted on account of his severe illness, and 
he immediately started to his home with a brother officer in July, 1862; but he 
died before he reached home, on a steamer on the Ohio River on the 18th day 
of July, 1862, of the said disease, contracted as aforesaid while in the service of 
the United States. 

After the death of Major Worsham his wife, Mary C. Worsham, married 
Schuyler B. Davis, in Boyle County, Kentucky, and remained his wife until his 
death, which occurred on the'l0th day of F ‘ebruary, 1883, since which time she 
has remained a widow. 

She had rio children by either of her husbands, and is now old and in feeble 
health, and has not sufficient estate for her support, having derived little or no 
means from her first husband, Major Worsham, and only a small amount from 
her late husband, Schuyler B. Davis. By her own industry she has been trying 
to make a livelihood, but increasing years and feeble health make it very difii- 
cult now for ler to secure such a support as she deserves. 

The facts herein referred to are supported by the evidence of W. A. Haskins, 
lieutenant-colonel and in command of the Twelfth Kentucky Infantry, of which 
regiment William M. Worsham was major at the time he resigned, and also by 
Lawrence H, Rousseau, who was afterwards commissioned colonel of said regi- 

ment, and by others, who also show that Maj. William M. Wersham wasa gal- 
lant officer and was faithful to all of his duties as an officer and soldier from the 
time he entered the service of the United States until the time of his resigna- 
tion. Your committee believe that the name of Mary C. Davis should be placed 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, and they recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to rec consider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JONN J. MITCHELL. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J, Mitchell, late of Company 
A, One hundred and tenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) is as fullows: 


John J. Mitchell enlisted September 4, 1862, in Company A, One hundred and y 


tenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was “honorably discharged 9th day of ‘June, 
1865. The evidence on file in the Pension Department shows this man’s con- 
dition to be deplorable. Without means, supported and eared for by a devoted 
wife, helpless as a child, and a hopeless imbecile. The evidence further shows 
that he was a healthy, robust man when enlisted, a brave and faithful soldier, 
ass high character as such from the officers and privates of his regi- 
men 

The evidence filed in his case is very voluminous, based upon a hospital rec- 


Se 





a ew ae > ee 


och \estite i 





Y y , 
' 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 629] 


) we 


























ord that when admitted to Finley Hespital, Was to D. C., he was s =} h tl i 

ing from syphilis, which fact was contradicted S ‘ eee 

his physicians after his dis harye from t \rm tt Pensik D ar : it 

evidently believing that dise e was the cause « t S t eon 

claimant, and that he had the disease because the record was supj 

claimant’s statement, made after his id was de ‘ I 

in the asylum for the insane, fir la sy al « 1 of the « the Ci 
ant upon that special matter, a t of e ex 3 \ } gee 


Government vindicated his family physicians by: tine t n ‘ rR 
trice, scar, or change of ee ‘ ' . a ay 


‘ ‘ 4 ¥ — 
ever the victim of syp! pose ft se . 
of claimant’s unhap; + 


to au advanced ag 























brings us to the evide: s ‘ 
Dr. F. CpOwen, a ph an sure 4 I 
One hundred and te: ee! antry, § - 
That he personall tehe i that AT, 
quence of excessive e3 : A s , 
gestive type of neura ud at 
hospital, but was oblig« 1 tog ral 
called Finley Hospi 
Department made < ' 
1 reported his charact« i y 1 4 ~ 
; said soldie i ‘ lin t { 
Te L} iber of ¢ A, red a oO : 
unt 3 vely ' T 
































































q ton, i ' is 
a the est k ) . 
# was taken a i - F.C.O . . 
4 a shortt v ss i il i ( 
a Wi 1A.S er Mit 3 to VW . 
4 Bul ne v ha severe pain } > : 
‘ VW M. Edge remen ; Mit l giving ou } . } : ‘. . : } o = 
4 the general hospi in Octob I ] : 4 
; | Corps, and did not me i 
und states that Mitchell had the ap; ‘ f being | i t . 
health, 3 
5 rhe above-named witnesses ¥ 
# strongly indicate that th sa 
i ately for establishing the case o 
a wh i him in his ut 
¢ dead cla ant, a rto t t 
h currence of the disease, but would vhen 
pro uted and | < ne wu v 
, Gray, Dr. Parker, Dr. O’Ferra ‘ 
i 
} ing n at va t I 
: ly ial pa n 
i 5 | ‘ i S ‘ 
‘ r t MI r ex 
overexertion ata date re om the it, and cau yr 
present trouble and condition 
The evidence of continuatio f disa rom of 
Bul ent to me« I 1 ts « baw ! I s S 
Department. Th Loft : clearly estab ed. | 
aiter the war re 1 the «€ ot tl i ind ot 
death of the attending physician. ev i 
- cians of high character call to at iM i : ‘ 
5 deplorable condition of Mit« ] eomb ) 1 i 
a for the action of Congress. and your committ do therefor 
4 pi. ssage of the accompa lying bill, rand 
Chere being no objection, the bill was consider it 
grossed for a third reading, and, being read the tl 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved to reconsider the te DY WH l : 
: passed moved that the motion to reconsider be laid tot 
i ta 
j rhe latte t i creed t ‘ 
a t 
ag MA 3D. RA MOND . 
} ] ECKINRIDG of Kentu I ask 
di ur the Committee of the W] on the 
2 the further con eration of the pill JUL.) granting 
7 sik » Mareus D. Raymond, and put it upon its passage 
‘4 bill was read, as fo s 
4 Be it enacted, et rhat t S I } 
; thorized and directed piace on e 3 i t to 
limitations of the pension laws, tl i Ma sD. R i i 
‘ poral of Company [, 7 tieth Kentucky Volunteer antry : : 
Company B, Fortieth Kentucky V« iteer Infa y,a rate of $2 
in lieu of the amount per month he is now 1 
The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred th 
granting increase of pension to Marcus D. Ray mad e had the sa 
consideration, and adopt the Senate report f 
“The applicant was a corporal in ‘ I tieth K 
3 teers, from October 10, 1861,to Mav 12,1862. H \ $ sel iasa 
Company B, Fortieth Kentucky Volunte« June 15,1863, to D 
1864. In 1863 he received a gunshot wound i: tside, for wl 1 
in hospital two months. In 1876 the s« er filed an appiication . 
for the above-alleged disability. It was g 2 per m . te 
‘ May 13,1862; $6 from Dece: r 31, 1864 ie iry 137 4 ' 
3 March 5, 1884, and was reduced to $8 from Septe1 r 4, 1586, on the re 7 : 
tion of the examining surgeon . 
**Subsequently he filed a declaration decla Idi ul disabilit ' 
injury toleft elbow and right ri received by falling from a 3 ; 7 
nigi messenger duty. Che soldier was not abie to est lish the on : : 
latter claim to the satisfaction of the De ent, and the ease was place —t os ~~ 





hands of a special examiner, who is of th sinion that the 
tained in the service as alleged. The examining surgeon gives ; 0 
4 rating. ; ee ae : . 

“ After a careful review of the evidence the committee recommend t a aie ahi ' 
sage of the bill with the following amendment: In line 9 strike out the w 
thirty’ and insert instead the word ‘twenty,’”’ 








irate with his disa 

Phere is no i 3 
: en a terr suiferer : 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third | duty. It is established beyond 














reading, and being read the third time, was passed. Se ee oe eas hey a 
‘ Rneaerrece e a > aaa F , 1ich is apparently th a ’ id 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote lung. The soldier's left arm is g y reduced 
> be 





6292 


little service to him, The wound in the breast, as before stated, has evidently 
given rise to severe affection of the lungs and heart. The soldier is thus ren- 
dered unfit to perform any manual labor requiring the least exertion on his 
art, 

’ Dr. Parker, a physician and surgeon of high standing, of Knoxville, Tenn., 
under date of May 18, 1887, gave this soldier a careful and thorough examina- 
tion, and it might be well to cite the result of this examination in connection 
with the conclusions reached upon this bill. 

Dr. Parker says: 

“1. That there is an old cieatrix from a gunshot wound of the left arm, the 
wound of entrance being just below the insertion of the deltoid muscle and a 
little tothe posterior aspectofthe * * *. Therange of the ball isupward and 
inward, having passed through the border of the po-terior aspect of the humerus, 
leaving a wound on the inside of the arm at the inferior margin of the anterior 
boundary of the axilla. From thence the ball penetrated through the fifth ii- 
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tercostal space, leaving ascar at the point of intersection of aline drawn around 
the chest 2} inches above the nipple and a vertical line will fall over the left 
coracoid process, The course of the ball alter penetrating the pariecties of the 


know positively. 

2. Exploration reveals the ; 
upper portion of the left lung a little below the ciavicle,and there is adhesion 
of the pulmonary t.ssue in this locality, with obliteration of the air vesicles, from 
the sternum to the left wall of the chest, I regard this as the result of the de- 
struction of the tissue in the track of the ball and the inflammatory action sub- 
sequent to the shot. There is an irritable condition of the heart, with adhesions 
between the pleura and pericardium,anda direct mitral murmur. Pulse, when 
quiet, 00; on exertion, 150, Respiration, quiet, 22; on exertion, 32. 

“3. There is a partial paralysis of both motion and sensation on the ulnar 
portion of the forearm and of the little and ring fingers. This I attribute to in- 
jury of the ulnar branch of the brachial plexus. There is atrophy of the mus- 
cles of the left shoulderand arm. I regard thisasduetonon-use. Ihavetaken 
no subjective syniptoms.”’ 

The existence of the ball in the vicinity of the heart is apparently liable to 
cause death at any time; and while in ordinary cases your committee are 
averse to recommending a disturbance of rates granted under the general law, 
they are clearly of the opinion, from the facts presented in this case, that the 
rate allowed this soldier has not in any way been commensurate with his disa- 
bility, shown to have existed, and to have been due in the main to the disability 
for which he is pensioned. ‘They therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the Speaker pro tempore, in pursuance of its previous order, de- 
clared the House adjourned. 


thorax I do not 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

by Mr. GLASS: Joint resolution (H .Res. 197) referring theclaim of 
Norah Walsh to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10819) for the relief of Dr. J. 
Felix Mergan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R, 10820) granting a pension 
to George M. Ziegler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10821) to correct the military record 
of George McKinney, jr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10822) for the relief of V. C. 
Lasley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10823) for the relief of James F. Blount—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Van Buskirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Jelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10826) for the relief of Richard 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Tee- 
gardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 10828) granting a pension to Braddock 
F. Stocking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of Thomas Lloyd, Charles Hilde- 
brand, and 31 others, citizensof Rentchler, Ill, for certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Reliable Council, Junior Order ot 
United American Mechanics, of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of Senate bill 
No. 553—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BIGGS (by request): Remonstrance against House bill No. 
3067, to grant Boisé Basin Bed-Rock Flumefompany the right to con- 
— a bed-rock flume in Idaho—to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Bittenger and others, citizens of Schuy]- 
kill County, Pennsylvania, for amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of woolen manufacturers and wool 
dealers of Louisville, Ky., against the passage of the Mills bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


bsence of vesicular murmur in the | 





RECORD—HOUSE. JuLy 13, 


By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of James Keener, of Bartow County, 
Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of J. W. Dickerson and 38 others, of 
Pennsylvania; of William Herbert and 98 others, of Colorado; of T. J. 
Chittenden and 30 others, of Nebraska; of John H. Tuttle and 22 
others, of Utah; of R. H. Pennington and 94 others, of Colorado; ot 
D. H. Henderson and 33 others, of Ohio; of S. L. Moore and 67 others, 
of Pennsylvania; of E. C. Chapman and 73 others, of New York; of J. 
P. Romero and 32 others, of New Mexico; of 8. C. Gordon and 36 
others, of Ohio; of T. N. Lucas and 163 others, of Indiana; of John An- 
drews and 30 others, of Indiana; of J. W. Bryarly and 32 others, of 
Virginia; of Cantrell & Faulkner and others, of Tennessee; of T. Hen- 
derson and 28 others, of Kentucky; and of C. B. Ladd and 42 others, 
of New Mexico, for increase of the tariff on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX: Resolution of U.S. Grant Post, No. 327, Grand Army 
of the Republic of New York, recommending the passage of Sen- 
| ate bill 2797, to advance George Wallace Mellville—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Gotham Assembly, and of the New York Plow 
Company, of New York City, for amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. : 

Also, petition of Henry M. Barrett & Co., proprietors of the Eclipse 
Woolen Mills, and others, of Louisville, Ky., against the passage of 
the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Petition of woolen manufacturers, wool 
dealers, and others, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of B. F. Bonney, of Hamilton, N. Y., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of woolen manufacturers, wool 
dealers, and others, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of woolen manufacturers and wool 
dealers, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HEARD: Paper in the case of Mary J. Malotte, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of woolen manufacturers and wool 
dealers, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of manufacturers and dealers in 
wool, against placing wool on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

sy Mr. HOUK: Petition of wool-growers, protesting against placing 
wool on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Meaus. 

3y Mr. McCLAMMY (by request): Petition of woolen manufacturers 
and wool dealers, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Resolution of Climax Council, No. 195, of 
Trovilla Council, No. 158, of Security Council, No. 168, and of O. W. 
Howell Council, No. 210, Junior Order of United American Mechanics 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage ot Senate bill 553, for regulating and 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of H. O. Beal and 108 others, citizens of 
Edwards County, Kansas, for amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of manufacturers of and dealers in woolens, against 
the Mills bill in the reduction of the duty on wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of 78 citizens of St. Paul, Minn., for the es- 
tablishment of asystem of harbors and water-works, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of the War Department. 

sy Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of heir of Christopher Acklen, 
of Franklin County, and of administrator of Mrs. Devinda Crouse, of 
Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of P. H. Murphy and others, against 
reduction of duty on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. : 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of U. 8. Grant Post, No. 327, 
Grand Army of the Republic of New York, approving the proposed 
protnotion of their comrade, George Wallace Melville—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Tarrytown (N. Y.) Workingmen’s Organization, 
asking certain amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of woolen manufacturers, wool dealers, 
and others, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition of citizens of Dolgeville, N. Y., to pro- 
tect the manufacturing interests of this country—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : : 

Also, against the destruction of the sheep industries of this coun- 
try—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Richardson & Co. and others, against the 
passage of the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 
were in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of Jacob Swart and others, of A. B. Pratt 
and others, of W. H. Virgin and others, of Harrison Morris and others, 
of James M. Finell and others, and of Linsey Black and others, of 
Greene County, Pennsylvania, 

The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of D. M. Hall, Wesley Jefferson, and others, citi- 
zens of Marion County, Georgia. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 49 citizens of Benton County, Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 14, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
W. H. MILBurRn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 


SARAH L. LARIMER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2563) to compen- 
sate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the mili- 
tary authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming, and for loss 
of property taken by Sioux Indians; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request of 
the Senate: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, July 12, 1888 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 


tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River, at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln 
County, Arkansas. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the House bill reported on yesterday 
I believe is identical with that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Senate has asked to have the bill returned. If 
there be no objection, the Committee on Commerce will be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill and it will be returned to 
the Senate in accordance with the requestof that body. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret; 

A bill (H. R.'8989) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; and 


A bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of 


Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 
NEWSPAPERS, ETC., SOLD ON TRAINS, ETC. 

Mr. PHELAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10829) to prevent discrimination in the selling of literary matter, news- 
papers, journals, periodicals, or magazines on railway trains, in rail- 
way stations, on steam-ships or steam-ship docks; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS DROPPED FROM THE ROLIS. 


Mr. LEE, by unanimous consent, offered the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
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Mr. BLAND. It is not fair to re 
such unreasonable hours. 


The SPEAKER. 


uire these officers to remain ere 


The gentleman from Illinois has objected 





Mr. BLAND. I give notice that hereafter I shall object to all ot} 
night sessions unless the limit of half past 10 o’clock is fixed for ad 
ournment. 

POST-O! APPRO ATION 

Mr. BLOUNT I desire to call up the Senate amendments to the 
Post-Office appropriation bil 

Mr. PETERS. I believe ive tw ‘ n tes le I shall 
be able only in the time ren iing to notice some of the objections that 
have been made to this amendment. Che first objection was the Pa- 
cific mail scandal. The gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BLouNT], from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and from Missouri | Mr. DocKERY ilmost 
hed tears over the fall of certain statesmen whose garments were singed 


and who were in position in this House when action wastaken. I have 
no time to shed tears over the fall of any man who in public life per- 
mitted his political skirts to be besmirched by a corrupt lobby. He 





who accepts public position and then allows his action to be influenced 
either directly or indirectly by corrupt influences should be hurled from 


power without sympathy and without pity from the people. 
We are here to deal not with the past, but with the present and the fu- 


| ture. If the gentlemen are afraid to trust themselves, then they should 


resign and go home. If they can not withstand temptation, then this 
sno place forthem. Ifthey areafraid to trust their Postmaster-General 
ith that discretion that is always necessary to accompany a lodgment 
f power, then he, too, should resign and give place to a man who has 
a firmer mold. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. PETERS. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 


i 
I can not, because my time is limited. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the gentleman thinks there should be a 
great deal of sympathy for the corporation that corrupted the members. 
Mr. PETERS. That may be the gentleman’s idea, but it-is not 
mine. Hemay have sympathy with such corporations, but it is known 


from my course in this body thatI have none 
for him to ask the question 


Because unholy influences entered 


It was not necessary 


‘ iis Hall years ago is no reason 
why we now, asthe Representatives of the people, should hesitate to do 
ir duty. If that is acorrect rule of action then we should at oncecut 
off from this bill all appropriation for star routes, because forsooth, in 
times past, fraud has been perpetrated in the expedition of that service 

We might as well abandon Christianity because a Judas betrayed 
his Christ. We might as well discard patriotism because a Benedict 
Arnold betrayed his country for British gold. We might as well wipe 
from our statute-books all laws punishing murder because a Guiteau 
assassinated a Gartield. 

The second objection that has been urged is that we now pay a hun- 
tred and fifteen times more for mail than is paid for freight on these 
steam-ship lines. And has it come to this, that in this, the light of the 

ineteenth century, burning, live intelligence is to be placed on a par, 

1 an equal footing with dead freight; that we are to pay no more to 
transmit the burning thought of intelligence, teeming with business 

and inspirations than for the senseless mess pork or codfish of 
merce? Out with such a comparison 
progressive age of ours. 

Another objection urged is that the granting of this appropriation 
will embarrass the Postmaster-General and the Post-Oflice Department. 
Che appropriation in this bill for carrying the mail from Tampa to 
Havana is open to the same objection. Every dollar appropriated for 
carrying the mail along our coasts is open to the same objecti 
Every dollar appropriated for carrying our fast mails upon our railroad 
is open to the same objection. Position, effort, and responsibility, re- 
quiring intellectual exertion, is embarrassing, but who ever heard be- 


It should have no place in 


fore this reason urged for the standing still of our car of national prog 
ress? 

Another objection urged by the gentleman from Georgia[ Mr. BLoun1 

| was that it would create such an unnatural stimulus in the building 

of new lines that the competition would soon produce bankruptcy as 


inform the House of Representatives what action has been taken by him, if any, | 


with reference to officers of the United States Navy and Marine Corps who 
served honorably through the Mexican war, and whose names have been 
dropped from the rolls. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLAND. 
whom are already sick in consequence of overwork at night sessions, 
I ask that the evening sessions hereafter be limited to half past ten 
o’clock. 
The SPEAKER. 
Zora Missouri? 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


I object. 


my Oar 1 wm We “iN ?Tsrl aT AUT 7". 


In the interest of the officers of the House, some of 


| can withhold the appropriation. If the subsidies 


it did in England and Germany some time ago. Our carrying trade 

I think, can stand a good deal of stimulus; and when we reach that 
period when competition tends to bankruptcy, if we ever do, then w: 
granted by the Ger- 
i the ?r ' 


seas WitD Ships, ante 


man and English nations flooded the ! 

tion in this bill is a subsidy, then certainly it is a very strong argu- 
ment in favor of our granting it, because our country certainly need 
to have a stimulus; needs to have our seas flooded with American ves- 
sels. I for one should like to see a flood of that kind. 

But here there is a glaring inconsistency in the argument of the op- 
ponents of this measure. In one breath they declare that it would so 
increase the number of steam-ship lines, would so increase the supply 
of vessels in the American carrying trade that each would have but 
little to do and become bankrupt. In thenext breath they assert that 


the granting of these subsidies, as they call them, would not accom 
plish the result. It would not increase the carrying trade. It would 
not increase the steam-ship lines, and the Postmaster-General would 
be compelled to distribute the amount of money among lines already 
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inexistence. At least one of these positions can not be correct, and I sus- 
pect neither of them is correct. If the first position be correct, then we 
can remedy that by withholding the appropriation at the proper time. 
If the subsidies offered by the German and English nations did create 
an unhealthy stimulus, then that is the best evidence in the world that 
the subsidies granted were greater than necessary. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] says the amount of- 
fered in this bill will not increase the lines, because of the increased 
cost of the construction of the American ship and the increased cost of 
the labor in running the ship. 

His argunent is, that you must either have free ships and cheap 
pauper labor or you must give four million of subsidy to place us on 
an equal footing with England and Germany. I wish I had time to 
talk for a few moments upon that question. Wedo pay more for labor 
than England does, because our labor is intelligent labor; because the 
sailor and the marine that goes down into the ship has the same power 
at the ballot-box that the Presidentof the United Stateshas. The Amer- 
ican system treats him as a component part of our political govern- 
ment. Our laws treat him as an intelligent being, who has a right to 
aspire to the highest office in the gift of the people; as an intelligence 
that has a mind; a soul! that has feeling, has sympatky, inspiration, 
intuition; that has a right to have a home and a fireside, a family 
circle and loved ones about him, 

If it takes millions of subsidy from our overflowing Treasury to pay 
American workmen to build ships and to pay American sailors to sail 
American vessels to compete with England and Germany, then, rather 
than have the American ship-builder and his famiky go without bread 
and education and the American sailor and his family go without the 





let the millions roll forth. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

You propose to convert the American ship-builder and the American 
sailor into a tramp and a vagrant and send their families to the alms- 
houses of the land, because you can purchase English ships cheaper 
and hire English sailors at a less price. I am for the American work- 
ingman, the American siilor, the American mechanic first, last, and 
all the time, even though he may be a little more expensive than the 
English mechanic or the English sailor. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] says the amount pro- 
posed in this bill will not accomplish the object; he says that we tried 
it from 1866 to 1871, and that each successive year our merchant ma- 
rine grew less and less, and then went on in almost the same breath to 
answer his own argument, and show that the cause of the declension 


of the merchant marine was due to certain causes entirely disconnected | 


with the law that he instances. He answered himself when he said 
that one of the causes of the decline of the merchant marine was the 
opening of the great West immediately after the war. The sailor and 
the marine who had served upon the sea during the war heard ot 
“Uncle Sam’s’’ farm west of the Mississippi—and he wanted a piece 
of it. 

He ceased to be a seafaring man and became a wayfaring man, and 
traveled westward, and this desire to get western homes so decreased 
the supply of sailors thatit made it almost impossible to get men to man 
American ships. But this was only one of the causes and was not by 
any means even the main cause. The war itself, the battle of the 
Monitor and Merrimac in Hampton Roads, the transition from wood 
to iron and steel, the treachery of England and the destruction of our 
marine by her privateers, are causes that led to this declension, and it 
would have taken millions upon millions of money to have stayed 
it, money which, at that time, our Government did not have; so that 
the declension of our merchant marine in the face of the appropriations 
that were made by the Government then is no argument against the 
appropriation now. Not one of the causes which produced that result 
exist to-day. 

But there is still another reason why that was not a fair test, and 
why it is not an argument in favor of the position assumed by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

The appropriation about which the gentleman talks was made to cer- 
tain steam-ship lines; made not so much for the purpose of establish- 
ing new lines, but made, if possible, to save some out of the wreck that 
was going on. 

The proposition to-day is entirely different. It proposes to set apart 
a fund to be used by the Postmaster-General for a certain purpose. 
Not a dollar of it is to be given to any particular line by name. It 
only authorizes the giving of an extraordinary compensation for car- 
rying the mail to South America either by existing lines or by lines to 
be hereafter established. And gentlemen lose sight of another fact. It 
is not the mere carrying of the mail that is the object to be competed 
for by these various steam-ship lines. That is but a small item, a com- 
paratively insignificant matter. 

It is the commerce that the carrying of this mail will bring to the 
vessels that carry it that will be the great stimulus to the establishing 
of new lines. Why is it that steam-boats on our inland rivers adver- 
tise themselves as carrying the United States mail whenever they have 
that privilege? Why is it that ocean steam-ships plying between our 
country and foreign countries advertise themselves as mail lines ? 

It is because of the additional patronage that this brings. 
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Gentlemen say, ‘‘ we know just what iines will get this money;’’ the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] ingeniously figures out just 
what amount will go to each line, and then they raise their hands in 
holy horror and say, ‘‘Do you want it to go to the Pacific Mail; to go 
into the coffers of Gould and Huntington and that class of raseals ?”’ 

I think more of the Postmaster-General than you seem todo. He 
was a class-mate of mine and I have confidence in him. Iknow that if 
he gives it to the Pacific Mail, or to the Brazilian line, he will do so 
because he can get the best service for the least money. He is not 
compelled under this amendment to give them any amount of money 
because the clause ‘‘ not exceeding ’’ qualifies the whole amendment. It 
is all idle to talk about the Postmaster-General not having a discretion 
under thisamendment. He need give them only what he gives foreign 
steam-ships for carrying our mail. And here I want to allude to an- 
other fact. You gentlemen who talk so loudly against this proposi- 
tion are talking in the interest of the subsidized lines of England, Ger- 
many, and France. 

Defeat this proposition, and the result is in the interest of the En- 
glish aristocrat, the German monopolist, and the French banker. You 
assist England to subsidize her lines; you enable Germany to robus ot 
a territory anda trade that belongs to us underthe Monroe doctrine; you 
despoil our farmers of a market for their surplus products in a neighbor- 
ing country for the benefit of foreigners and a foreign country; you 
close South American ports against the products of the labor of Ameri- 
can workmen, and fill the sails of foreign vessels supplying a trade 
which rightfully belongs to us. 

You cry out ‘‘Subsidy, subsidy, subsidy,’’ and yet if this proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be asubsidy, then you by pass- 
ing this bill vote like subsidies to get your mail carried in foreign ships. 
The law now authorizes the Postmaster-General to give to these for- 
eign ships for carrying the mail the sea and inland postage. Do you 
give anything like such a sum to the railroads for carrying your mail ? 
Do you give anything like such a sum to the star routes carrying your 
mails te your own people? Do you give anything like such a sum to 
your own people for carrying your mails anywhere? It is a gratuity 
you are giving to the foreigner. It is a gift you are giving to the for- 
eigner. It is a subsidy you are giving to the foreigner, if the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is a subsidy. For my part 
if we are to give these gifts and gratuities and subsidies I want to give 
them to Americans instead of English; I want to give them to citi- 
zens of the United States instead of to citizens of the German Empire; 
I want to give them to people who live here rather than to people who 
live beneath the French flag. Why isthe name subsidy lugged in here 
whereit does not belong? Why is the name of Gould and Huntington 
injected into this debate where it has no place ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because they are the beneficiaries. 

Mr. PETERS. Who are the beneficiaries? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Jay Gould and Huntington. 

Mr. PETERS. I say the British monopolists that own the British 
steam-ship lines are the beneficiaries of the lawthat you argue in favor 
of, and desire to enact in the place of the law proposed by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. Choose ye between the British mouopolists, 
between the British bankers and the German aristocrats on the one 
side and the American citizen on the other. 

Gould and Huntington are referred to for the purpose of arousing 
your prejudices and warping your jadgment. The opposition to this 
amendment isin the interest of British gold and German capital. For 
my part I have no love for Gould or Huntington. I donot know them 
personally. If what has been charged against them is true they de- 
serve the most condign condemnation of the American people. If what 
has been said of them be true they are nothing but disreputable spec- 
ulators. But they are Americans, and have property in this country, 
and pay taxes in this country, and help to support the Government. 
And if we are going to give gifts and gratuities and subsidies, if you 
please, for the purpose of getting our mails carried, and I must choose 
between an American tor and a foreign aristocrat, I will choose 
in favor of the American every time. If the gratuity is given to them 
and they fail to render just and accurate compensation such as thecon- 
tract required, then they are within our reach and amenable to our 
laws, while the English aristocrats, the German monopolists, and the 
French capitalists can snap their fingers at us and ask us what are we 
going to do about it? If you gentlemen who oppose this amendment 
desire to stand in the position of favoring foreign monopolies and for- 
eign monopolists, that is your privilege. But as for me, my motto shal! 
be ‘‘ Americans, may they alwaysberight! Butright or wrong, Ameri- 
cans forever !”” 

It has been suggested, Mr. Speaker, that upon the same ground we 
should stop the mail transportation over the Missouri Pacific Railroad, 
because Mr. Jay Gould owns a controlling interest in thatline. I tell 
you, gentlemen, that argument will not stand the test of reason. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the object that 
is sought to be accomplished by the voting of this appropriation. What 
is the prize that we are seeking for? It is the trade and commerce of 
South America. South America, Central America, and the West Indies 
have a population of 40,000,000 of people. They have an area twice as 
large as that of the United States. Theirexports and imports last year 
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, ; . trat —— 4 
Zi President and mem of the Cabinet, to members of Congress, and other i ot te ti ‘ l 
fluential persons. The officers of our Government are doubtless desirous of doing | competitors tor the world’s 1 le « d what is it 1 
; what is for the best interest of our country, but they are without knowledge of on it . 
E all the cireumstances and doubtless believe they are representing publicopinion |, | : 
4 in pursuing the policy they have in the past; but I firmly believe they are wrong | "4ve the peor D l 1» i 
= in this own steam- plin so t t } ets t 
a They do not appreciate that all classes are deeply interested in restoring our ‘ _ ’ ‘ “eee, “ae : 
o commerce to its former position on the seas, and all it needs is an expression 
4 opinion to those in authority, upon this subject, to induce them to take fav t th i t 1 
ble action. If, after reading this little pamphlet, you agree in the views the : ‘ . 


expressed, will you not write letters to President Cleveland and to Postma 
General Vilas, at Washington, expressing the hope that they will us 

large influence to reverse the policy of our Government toward our comm l In another pla his pat let 1 es 1 
marine which has resulted so disastrously. and inaugurate the same pr F 
in the carriage of ocean mails as is practiced by us on land, n ] 


























what the service is worth, regardless of the postage collected on a par S \ ‘ 
route? If you will also do the same with your member of Congress and | 1 ship 
A Stat Senator, and with the editors of papers with whom you may mounted to $12.7 th A I sted wa ia 
quainted or with whom you may do business, I believe that the business value of the produ 0,5 - l 
of the proposition are so plain that when they are known a public opin Oe Mr. & 4 ; 
arise which will speedily overcome the false theories which have res ee , i a : , ee ; 
disastrously to our foreign commerce. Every man possesses some inf! Was it un the auspi \ stem, now 
a and surely it can not be exercised in any better cause than this. this unsophisticated natriot. w e very ywels vé 
a I shall also be pleased to have an expression of views from you upon tl 1 ati tae ae 2 4. 7 ; 7 
ject, and, if you desire, will forward you from time to time suggestions and nad gory olf COU , ’ n > Nau 
formation bearing upon this subject, but I trust that you will at once act u; entations OV the dec ‘ lant ma er ig 
a the suggestion of writing the officials above suggested and also any other i namphiet answer. Savs h 
aE ential friends you may have 
. Very truly, yours, In 1556 American vessels 
H. K. THURBER nls it 2 
President United States and Brazil Mail Steam-ship Comp Th ng f is 3 


2 Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, Iam advised, whether correctly or not : Se ae oe 
_ I do not know, that the author of this letter is at the head of the largest ide windione ef tue atin 
a wholesale grocery establishment in the world, certainly the largest in ge of American and 
this country. He therefore is not dependent necessarily upon th — ' ' 
bountics of the Government for a living. He is not a beggar ! 

necessity. It is from pure choice or pure patriotism, or because it is ¥ 

fashionable and customary nowadays for others similarly situated to 

do it. It will be observed that this circular letter concludes by earn p 
estly requesting my good farmer friend and constituent to give h un , 
expression of his views on the proposition presented to subsidize the , 8! to! 
steam-ship line of which the writer of the letter just read is presiden 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, for the benefit of the distinguished autho 

ae of that letter, the answer of my constitutent giving his views upon the And so it was in the good old J \ days, ¥ American 






































ag subject of subsidies. could buy his ship in any marketand sail it under t flag of his ow 
r 2% a I 
The Clerk read as follows: country, and none dared to molest him ike bh afraid J 
ALMA, ARK., Sepler , long before the fallacious dogma ev yu th, that ) 
Dear Sir: I am in receipt of a letter and pamphlet—which I in onal rich is to tax them. that the way to protect 
d which I am informed that I ‘am interested.” Probably lam. I donot ku ap -_ ae TAC a 2S tO (Ak Whe, what LAO Way © PI i ) ) 
‘oe nor have I time to inquire or make the investigation necessary. I have, t burdens on them and fetterand restrict their nme 
gether with others, elected a man to look after my interest in these cas« i i] the world. But this very interest 7 Dp iphlet « 
a have confidence in his ability and disposition to deal with them , . — . ; ‘ 
: It looks a little to me like a “‘job.” For that reason I send it to you, that you | , , aeerneien : ee : : yd 
may know from whence emanates the backing for any letters you may rece Se oe ee ee _ ae : 
3 from: your constituents, as I suppose this document is likely scattered b 1 . — : ; ce 2 , ‘ : ; : 
; casi so as to come in on you at the “* back door.” z —s 7s : nee : 
a I will say this If the object sought is to subsidize a line for ext f sf ; ines c .s ‘ 
f merchandise | am opposesl to it. We have “ protected” our manufacturers w a poss ws S ; a aa ae 
a til our peop!c are unable—teo poor—to consume their product; no ‘ Pewg 7 + ceaden : 4 ’ : a . 
duction” in the ease. Now,do they, the manufacturers, want the Government *%U!0rized for ling of war ships, if exy d ove t 
to transport our goods to foreign markets so that they ean compete with ho 41” uld give us : : ant ners that would ys 
men in the markets of the world? Are our “ iofant industries” to remain fo AESY INLO tne jj ae vi a, Saas 
ever in a state of helpless imbecility ? our mines and our forests, that wou i furni« mu ‘ 
a Yours, truly, — thousands of our mé¢ nies and laborers. and «¢ rr ate $ 
4 s J. K. P. DOUGLASS. SO CASE Seats VaaR FISD pe Same) pang < " 
2 Hon. Jous H. Rocers, ee ee oe 
3 Fort Smith / One-tenth of the surplus in the lreasury now acting 
try— 
; 
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‘*Mark the perfect man, and behold the upright.’? Why, had that 
sentence stopped there one might have thought it came from the 
President’s message—‘‘ now acting as a menace to all industry.’’ How 
do our Republican friends relish that? But let us proceed a little— 
or one-quarter of the sum now authorized for the building of war ships, if 
expended over a period of ten years, etc,, etc., would furnish remunerative em- 
ployment to thousands of our mechanics and laborers, 

‘As the hart panteth after the water-brooks,’’ so this ‘‘childlike and 
bland’? Samaritan yearns for the welfare of the ‘‘ mechanic and la- 
borer.”’ 





And enable these materials and men to earn more than $100,000,000 annually 
in carrying our own products to market which now go into the pockets of for- 
eign ship-owners. 

Foreign ship-owners? Why certainly not; that must be a typo- 
graphic error. Certainly he means these enormous sums go into the 
pockets of the mechanics and laborers. What an embarrassing mis- 
take that is. So we have it, that we must take one-tenth of the sur- 
plus, or one-fourth the sum now authorized to be expended for the 
building of war ships by our own people and give it to this unsuspect- 
ing gentleman; that the $100,000,000 annually carrying our own prod- 
ucts to market, which now goes into the pockets of foreign ship-own- 
ers, shall be diverted from their pockets and turned into his. 

Mr. Speaker, it can not be that so good and simple minded a man as 
this can be engaged in any ‘‘job.’’ My clever constituent does him 
the grossest injustice. He is but following in the footsteps of innu- 
merable other patriots in an honest effort to distribute the surplus so 
that our great industries may not be menaced thereby, nor their future 
plans disturbed by a reduction of taxation. 

One more reference to this pamphlet and I am done. 

Some people ask why it is that we can not compete with other nations on the 
ocean now as we used todo? It is not because of the change from sailto steam 
or from wood to iron; we have both of these to as great an extent as any other 
country; but it is because of the change from individual ships to steam lines, 
which cost so much to establish that it is beyond individual effort, and because 
other Governments— 

I ought to stop right here to say that this great merchant prince tells 
us that these gentlemen are mistaken when they urge that aggregated 
capital can accomplish better results than individual enterprise. 

And because other Governments, recognizing that ‘trade follows the flag,” 
that *‘ the commerce of the world commands the wealth of the world ’—in other 


words, that steam lines build up their termini just as railroads do—have fed and 
nourished their steam-ship lines— 


Now listen to this beautiful figure of speech— 


aoe asa bird feeds her young until they are strong enough to care for them- 
seives. 

Mr. Speaker, this beautiful simile attracted my attention, and it de- 
serves notice fora moment. How sweet and beautiful the thought! 
We are to ‘‘ feed and nourish’’ these great monopolies, to ‘‘ feed and 
nourish’’ these merchant princes, to ‘‘ feed and nourish’’ these mill- 
ionaires, with all that kindly, self-sacrificing devotion with which the 
mother ‘* bird feeds her young.’’ 

Yes, labor shall toil eight, ten, twelve, and thirteen hours a day in 
field, farm, and workshop, and bring its earnings to feed and nourish 
this ‘‘infant industry,’’ conducted by this patriotic president of the 
United States and Brazil Steam-ship Company, who so loves his country 
that he invests $100,000 in this line, and becomes its president ‘‘ with- 
out pay,’’ to save his countrymen from the shame of having to send 
their letters to South America via Liverpool. How touching it is when 
he has achieved all this, to witness with what patriotic instinct, so 
closely akin to that which characterizes all the other privileged classes 
in this country, he turns and tells us that his little infant industry 
must be ‘‘ fed and nourished even as the mother bird feeds her young.’’ 

Why, sir, this reminds me of a little conundrum that I heard the 
other day, which so well illustrates this situation that I must be per- 
mitted to refer to it. Some one asked ‘‘ why it was that little birds in 
their nests should live in peace,’’ and the answer was, ‘‘ Because it is 
dangerous to fall out.’’ [Laughter.] So these great industries, bask- 
ing in the warm spring sunshine of legislative favor, live together in 
their soft, downy nest, made so not by their own earnest endeavor, 
enterprise, and thrift, but by legislative discrimination against the 
toiling masses; live in perfect peace and amity, because they know 
“it is dangerous to fall out;’’ and they all come, with their stereo- 
typed letters, with their pamphlets, with their false and manufactured 
public sentiment, and demand that the hard earnings of the people be 
taken from them and dropped into their mouths, just as the mother 
‘bird feeds her young.’’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have fifteen minutes 
which I reserved from my hour. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, in the event of the pending amend- 
ment being voted down, I shall offer, if permitted to do so, an amend- 
ment to the following effect: 

To sustain the present, and to provide a more efficient mail service between 
the United States and Australia and New Zealand, the Postmaster-General is 


hereby authorized to pay for such service an amount of money equal to the 
amount received by it from such service for sea and inland postage. 


In this proposition there is nothing in the nature of subsidy. It 
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takes not one dollar from the Treasury of the Government. It simply 
proposes to give these lines what they earn and what they are entitled 
to for this service. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

7 BINGHAM withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent that all gentlemen desiring 
to do so may have leave to print remarks on this subject. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed to me I shall 
not attempt to do more than state what I conceive to be the general 
principles underlying the Senate amendment and the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. I willnot beable 
to present so full an argument as I would if I had moretime. Section 
4009 of the Revised Statutes of the United States reads as follows: 


For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign port, or 
between ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, the Postmaster- 
General niay allow, as compensation, if by a United States steam-ship, any sum 
not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage; and if by a foreign 
steam-ship or by a sailing-vessel any sum not exceeding the sea-postage on 
the mail so transported. 


This, sir, is the measure of compensation now fixed for carrying the 
United States mails on the seas and oceans of the world. It is alleged 
to be insufficient. It issaid that the compensation thus provided does 
not afford to the people of this country sufficient foreign mail facilities. 

Now, sir, if that is an insufficient allowance for carrying the mails 
to the foreign countries named in the amendment, especially to the 
South American countries, no one will more willingly than myself vote 
to increase that compensation, so that there may be ample pay for the 
service required. There is a marked distinction between paying a 
reasonable compensation for proper mail facilities, and the bestowal of 
the largesses of the Government upon steam-ship companies to stimu- 
late commerce and make the business pay the ship-owners. 

The Senate amendment proposes to appropriate $800,000 out of the 
Treasury, not to pay for carrying the mails, but to be given to steam- 
ship companies at the rate of $1 for each nautical mile sailed, in addi- 
tion to the sea and inland postage allowed by existinglaw. Itisasub- 
sidy, and is intended more for the purpose of stimulating trade and 
commerce between this country and those of South America than to pro- 
vide just compensation for carrying the mails. The money in the 
Treasury is the common property of the people; it is collected from 
them by way of taxation, and the appropriation of it in the way of boun- 
ties and subsidies to some small portion of the people to make the par- 
ticular business in which they are engaged profitable is favoritism, class 
legislation, and undemocratic in principle. 

It is paternalism, and the same objection which lies against monop- 
olies created by a high protective tariff lies against bounties and sub- 
sidies except in very rare instances. The principle I denounce is the 
injustice of taking by law the money of one man or set of men and 
applying it to the use and benefit of another. I believe in legislating 
for the impartial and equal benefit of all the people of the United 
States. The paternal, partial, and unjust legislation of Congress, tavor- 
itism to particular pets as well as to corporations and classes for the 
last twenty-five years, is the prime cause of the discontent which to- 
day prevails among the poor and laboring classes of the people. 

The proper business of Congress is, in pursuance of constitutional 
grants of power, to make general laws for the common benefit of all the 
American people. 

The Congress of the United States should be as impartial as death, 
which knocks with equal hand at the door of the palace and cottage. 

I am opposed to appropriating money out of the public Treasury to 
stimulate anybody’s business in order to make it pay him. I have 
heard it asserted upon this floor that this proposition is similar to what 
is incorporated in the appropriation bills every year by way of provis- 
ion for compensating the railroad companies for transporting the mails. 
I can not see it in that light. The railroad companies are compensated 
by some standard fixed at what is believed to be reasonable for the 
service rendered. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to fix the com- 
pensation of steam-ships for carrying the mails to South American coun- 
tries, China, Japan, and Australasia at three times the present rate of 
sea and inland postage, and backs this up with an appropriation out 
of the Treasury of $450,000 for the next fiscal year. I do not know 
whether it is intended that this appropriation is to be used as a subsidy 
or not, but presume that it is intended to provide for the difference in 
present and the measure of compensation proposed by the amendment. 
If the latter is the proper construction of that amendment, it is not a 
subsidy, but is only a proposition to change the measure of compensa- 
tion by making it three times what it is now. The author of that 
amendment contends that the present measure of compensation is too 
small. If Iwere satisfied of that I would vote to increase the compen- 
sation to the highest point of the actual value of the service. 

I believe in liberal appropriations for mail facilities at home and 
abroad. It is nearer to the people than any other service except the 
work of the tax-gatherer. And if the commerce of this country with 
South American states is stimulated and benefited as an incident of our 
mail service it would be a source of gratification. But, sir, the United 
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States through the stimulus of annual subsidies may build up a con- 
siderable trade with other countries, but when these are withheld it 
is doubtful whether it would survive. A foreign trade which comes 
to stay is that which is found to be so profitable as to induce capital 
and enterprise to engage in and develop it. That which is developed 


withheld it withers and languishes 


other European countries have built a great commerce by the use of 


subsidies has but little weight with me. We are Americans, with a 
superior form of government, different institutions, traditions, and 
surroundings, and, in my judgment, European precedents have wrought 


more harm than good in their influence on the legislation of this coun- 
try. 

I am not satisfied that the present compensation is toosmall. Iam 
a little apprehensive that it is not quite as great as it should be for the 
mail service to South American countries. I am not well informed 
upon this branch of the subject, e who have had superior op 
portunity for obtaining information disagree aboutit. Iam, however, 
less in doubt that the measure of compensation proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is too great. He and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNnt], both exceedingly well informed, and for whos« 
opinions in such matters I have very great respect, differ so widely 
that there is no possibility of reconciliation. I shall therefore vote 





and th 


The argument that England and | 


against the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and the | 
Senate amendment being a subsidy and obnoxious to all the objections | 


I have named, but not elaborated for the want of time, I shall never 
vote for it. 


Mr. RAYNER. I merely arise to clear away, if possible, a misap- 
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poses to revive this lost American industry by a sort of galvanic process 
that will infuse into it the transient flush of fever instead of the per- 
manent glow of health. There is no one in my presence more dee 
anxious for the restoration of American shipping than Iam. Restore 
it upon a natural basis, anc not by artificial stimulation 
England is the mistress of the seas because she has freed her com- 
nerce and freed her ships; that is the truth, and we know it We have 
| enslaved them both, and we have foundered the best equipped and fleet- 
est service that sailed the ocean in its day We have enslaved the ship 
from keelson to truck. From the wire in her stays to the br in he 
‘*taffrail log she isaslave.’’ We have enslaved her cargo, beca from 
the moment an American vessel touches at a fore th and 
hibitive daties proclaim to the nations of the earth that a pirate’s trib 
ute is to be levied upon her freight, and tl ul to t 
commerce of mankind Had Englan tl 
all the subsidies in her treasury would I 
tion that she now occupies upon the s Like France and German 
she has swept from her statute-books those relies of bar varism tl tp 
ish a citizen for transferring a toreign ship to tl r of his country 
and until at least we relieve our commerce from burdens to some 
extent, we may dissipate subsidy yon bsidy, and bounty upon 
bounty, but the ships that leave the ban f the Mersey and the 
Chames and the Clyde will continue to comm i and monopol the 
markets of the world though we place upon the sea the best equipped 
marine that ever trod the billows of the deep 
Mr. WHITE, of New York deem that dis- 


prehension in connection with the subject of American shipping that | 


seems to have taken a most remarkable hold upon public credulity. 
Mr. Blaine, some time ago, in a communication to an association o1 
merchants in the city of New York, declared that England has con- 


tinually stimulated the growth of her commerce by enormous bounties | 


paid to those who build and sail steam-ships. The New York Cham- 
ber of Commerce repeated the statement, and, starting in this manner, 
it has re-echoed through the halls of almost every board of trade and 
shipping league in this country. After a patient examination of this 
subject, which resulted from my firm conviction that the shipping in- 
terests of a country could never be permanently maintained by any 
such process as this, I now make the statement, and am prepared to 
prove it with the details when the occasion requires it, that the com- 
mercial marine of Great Britain, the most powerful upon the seas, has 
neither been built up nor sustained by subsidies or bounties in any 
shape, and that we are not in the slightest degree following her exam- 
ple by adopting the wild schemes that are now being contemplated in 
order to restore American shipping. 

Great Britain in all her history never appropriated a dollar of money 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction or employment of a British 
ship. France has done so, and unprofitably toa high degree, but Eng- 
land never, and you can not point me to an act of Parliament that ever 
voted a bounty or subsidy for any such purpose. 
maintain a costly ocean packet service, which is just as necessary for 
her governmental purposes as a standing army or a tax levy; and it is 
because the character of this service has not been examined into that 
it is being constantly confounded with a system of bounties and sub- 
sidies to which it does not assimilate itself in the slightest degree. Before 
these schemes that are now flooding in upon Congress and purporting 
to follow in the wake of her example make any headway, let me im- 
press upon you the fact that this packet service is employed for the 
purpose of carrying the mail; that her ocean mail is under the juris- 
diction of her post-office department, open to public competition, and 
always awarded to the lowest bidder. That from 1872 to 1882 its ex- 
penditures decreased over £300,000 per annum, and, what is more im- 
portant than all, two-thirds of the total outlay isannually repaid to the 


Mr. Speaker, I do not 

cussion of this question is likely to change the vote of the House and 
had not intended to occupy any of the time of the House in expressiz 
my views upon it. But on a policy which I deem so vital I am no 
willing to sit silent without raising my voice 
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wainst the illiberal 


course which has been pursued by this country and is now being 
pursued against its own commerc« 

If it is statesmanship to economize to the last farthing upon the 
transportation of our foreign mails, and to keep those mails as small 
as possible, in order that the cost of transportation may be re- 





& minimum, then the course and policy of this Gov 


duced to 
is wise and statesman-like 

But if the correct and statesmanlike view looks to something beyond 
a mere niggardly and higgling bargain on the transportation of our 
mails; if it enhances a building up of our commerce and establishing 


- +4 
rnment 


| cordial, extensive, and binding trade relations with our neighboring 


She has helped to | 


republics of Central and South America, then the policy pursued by 
this country is narrow and short-sighted. 

I shall enter into no extended disquisition on this subject, but « 
tent myself with placing myself upon record in favor of the broad 
view of national policy. 

Mr. Speaker, commerce follows in established lines of trade, and the 
use of the mails goes with commerce. If this country desires to wrest 
the commerce of Mexico and the Brazils from Spain and England into 
channels which, from vicinage and common interest and kindred forms 
of government, are the natural channels and belong of right to us, then 
this country must, by a liberal treatment of our infant industries and 
by a far-reaching policy, foster at once new avenues of trade and en- 
courage our merchant marine as other nations who have succeeded in 
achieving a large foreign trade have fostered their new channels and 
aided their merchant service. Gentlemen, ‘‘ there is a withholding 
which does not enrich, and a giving which does not impoverish,’’ and 
among the most pre-eminent examples of this adage is the treatment 
of our struggling industries in the matter of our commerce. 

Expend $800,000 in fostering our Central and South American tra 
and you will bring ten times $800,000 into the coffers of our American 
merchants and ship-builders. Withhold your aid and send your mails 
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| by transient foreign ships, by ocean tramps, bound upon speculat 


| 


post-office department by the countries for whom the mail is being | 


carried and by the colonial dependencies of Great Britain. 
The Peninsular and Oriental Line, which steams to India, 


lexan- 


ventures for their owners, in foreign competing countries, and you have 
checked commerce and retarded national growth You have hidden 


| your talent in the earth rather than put it with the excha that 


dria, Australia, and Gibraltar, and virtually circumvents a territory | 


that contains twenty millions of people dependent upon England and 
sending their exports and products free of duty into the English mar- 
ket, has never been nourished at the exchequer, as has been so persist- 
ently claimed, but procured the carriage of the mails because it was 
by far the lowest bidder, performing the service for 17 shillings per 
mile in vessels of largely increased horse-power in place of a service 
costing upwards of 30 shillings a mile in vessels of not half the power 
and of greatly inferior speed and construction. Mr. Guion, at the 
launching of one of the ships of the Williams and Guion Line some time 
ago, triumphantly declared, ‘‘ We have never received a pound of Gov- 
ernment aid. We donot need it and we will notaskit.’? The trouble 
about the matter is that our shipping leagues will not draw a distine- 
tion between an honest system, open to competition, allowing a liberal 
compensation for carrying the mails, and providing for a speedy pas- 
sage and a prompt delivery under the strictest regulations and the se- 
verest penalties, such as the English system is and the contemplated 
American system, which unlocks the doors of your Treasury, opens 
the flood-gates of cérruption, pays a premium to monopoly, and3pro- 





a 


it might gain other talents for its owners. 
For these reasons I favor the pending ame! 
larger and wiser treatment of our merchant 1 
commerce. 
Mr. BLOUNT rose. 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Gi ’ 
six minutes of his time remaining 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this question has been very el itely 
discussed upon both sides, and [ think the Ho : tisfied of 
the disposition of the Committee on the Post-Ofi nd Post-Roads to 
allow liberal debate. I shall feel it my duty at the end of my six min- 
utes, if not earlier, to ask the previous question on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BinGHAM Before I do that I 
want to make one additional observation. The gentleman from Penn 
sylvania has spoken of the discretion given to t Postmaster-General 
by this amendment, and has said by way of illustration that the Post 
master-General has discretion in reference to a large sum of money for 
the payment of clerks in post-offices, and also as t rig ther fund 

Mr. Speaker, so far as the discretion provided fo1 the amendment 
of my friend from Pennsylvania is concerned, the d ty is not that 
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it denies discretion to the Postmaster-General, but it is that while in 
ters discretion is allowed it is practically denied. For instance, we 
have but one line of steam-ships from thiscountry toChina. Prescribe 
that the Postmaster-General may allow that line three times the sea 
and inland postage in order to get the mails carried ona certain sched- 
ule. Remember that this is the only line, and suppose that the Pa- 
cific Mail Steam-ship Company should undertake to say to the Depart- 
ment: ‘* Congress has given you the money to pay us three times the 
sea and inland postage; the compensation is reasonable, and we will 
not make any other contract with you.’?’ We put the Postmaster- 
General in a position where he must absolutely stop that mail or else 
yield to the demand. And so it is all along the line. Therefore the 
idea of discretion being given to the Postmaster-General by this amend- 
ment is delusive. 

I will not occupy further time, and I now ask the previous question 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BinGHam]. 

The previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


from VPennsy!vania, whichis that the House recede from its disagreement | 


to the Senate amendment, and agree to the same with an amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must ask the Chair to insist upon order in the 
Hail. Although the Chair has just stated the question, gentlemen are 
continually coming to me to ask what it is. 

A Member. Il ask that the question be again stated. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], which is that the House do 
now recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and agree 
to that amendment with an amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. This question, the Chair will state, is divisible, 
if a division of the question is demanded. That is to say, a vote may 
first be taken upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and then upon the simple motion toconeur. If no divis- 
ion is demanded-—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, before the vote is taken 
Task that the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BINGHAM] be read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. BINGHAM, as fol- 
lows: 


Amend, in line 111, by inserting, after the words ‘‘West Indies,” the words 
“Australasia, China and Japan, and the Sandwich Islands,” 

Amend, in line 112, by striking out “eight hundred” and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘four hundred and fifty.” 

Amend by strikingout all after the word “service,” in line 117, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“And in cases where a contract shall be made in addition to the seaand United 
States inland postage allowed under section 4009 of the Revised Statutes to reg- 
istered Unitid States steam-ships plying between ports of the United States and 
Central and South America, the West Indies, Australasia, China and Japan, and 
the Sandwich Islands, the Postmaster-General may, by agreement with the 
owners of said steam-ships, at an equivalent consideration therefor, allow any 
sum not exceding three times the sum of the said sea and inland postage to 
steam-ships running to such of the said countries as are in the Postal Union, 
and an equivalent sum to steam-ships running to such of said countries as are 
not in the Postal Union, for dispatching their vessels without failure upon cer- 
tain days to be specified in schedules covering periods of not less than six months 
eacli, to be agreed upon in adyance by the Postmaster-General and said owners 
or agents: Provided, That any failure to dispatch a vessel upon a schedule date 
may subject the owners or agents to a penalty not lessthan the sum to which 
the vessel would have been entitied for the conveyance of mailsif she had sailed 
in accordance with the schedule; said penalty to be deducted by order of the 
Pos:master-General from any sums found to be due said owners or agents.” 


Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wishto know 
whether the vote about to be taken includes, with the proposition of 
the gentleman from Georgia, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, or whether the question is upon the amendment of the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania as a distinct proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. There is no proposition pending excepting that 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The House is now about 
to vote on that. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
55, nays 135, not voting 134; as follows: 

YEAS—55. 


Allen, Mass. Grosvenor, Lyman, Scull, 
Arnold, Grout, Mason, Seymour, 
Baker, N.Y. Hermann, McCormick, Taylor, EK. B., Ohio 
Bingham, Hires, Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Hitt, Nutting, Thomas, Ky. 
Brunim, Hooker, Osborne, Thompson, Ohio. 
Cheadle, Hunter, Owen, Vandever, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Patton, Weber, 
Dingley, Kean, Perkins, White, N. Y. 
Farquhar, Kelley, Peters, Whiting, Mass. 
Felton, Kennedy, Phelps, Wickham, 
Finley, Kerr, Reed, Williams, 
Funston, Ketcham, Russell, Conn, Yardley. 
Gear, Lodge, Sawyer, 

NAYS—135. 
Abbott, Bacon, Biggs, Breckinridge, Ark. 
Adams, Baker, IN). Bland, Breckinridge, Ky. 
Allen, Mich. Bankhead, Blount, rewer, 
Anderson, Iowa Barnes, Boothman, Browne, T.H.B.,Va. 


Anderson, Il. Bayne, Bowen, Burnett, 


Bynum, 
Candler, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cotbran, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
Culberson, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Dibble, 


Glass, 
Grimes, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, Iowa 
Henck rson, N.C, 


Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Tl. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Huda, 
Huiton, 


Lind, 
Macdonald, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McCreary, 
McKinney, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meshane, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morrill, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
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Russell, Mass. 
Sayers, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Shively, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, Wis. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Ga. 








Dockery, Johnston, N.C, O'Donnell, Vance, 
Dorsey, Kilgore, O' Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Dunn, Latfoon, O’ Neill, Mo. Walker, 
Elliott, La Follette, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Foran, Lagan, Payson, Weaver. 
Ford, Lane, Phelan, White, Ind. 
Forney, Lanham, Rice, Whiting, Mich. 
Fuller, Tatham, tichardson, Wilkins, 
Gest, Lee, Rogers, Wilson, Minn, 
Gibson, Lehlbach, Rowland, 

NOT VOTING—i34. 
Allen, Miss. Crouse, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Laird, Romeis, 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, Landes, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Darlington, Lawler, Rusk, 
Barry, Davenport, Long, Ryan, 
Belden, Davidson, Fla. Lynch, Scott, 
Belmont, Davis, Maffett, Sherman, 
Blanchard, De Lano, Mahoney, Simmons, 
Bliss, Dougherty, 7 McAdoo, Smith, 
Bound, Dunham, McClammy, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McComas, Steele, 
Bowden, =irmentrout, McCullogh, Stephenson, 
Brower, Fisher, McKenna, Stewart, Tex, 
Browne, Ind. Fitch, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Flood, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Bryce, French, Milliken, Symes, 
Buchanan, Gaines, Moffitt, Taulbee, 
Buckalew, Gallinger Moore, Thomas, Ill, 
Bunnell, Gay, Morgan, Thompson, Cal. 
Burnes, Glover, Morse, Tracey, 
Burrows, Goff, Nichols, Turner, Kans. 
Butler, . Granger, O’ Ferrall, Warner, 
Butterworth, Greenman, O'Neill, Pa. West, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Harmer, Parker, Wheeler, 
Campbell, Ohio Hatch, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Campbell,T.J., N.Y. Hayden, Penington, Wilber, 
Cannon, Henderson, Il. Perry, Wilkinson, 
Catchings, Hiestand, Pidcock, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hogg, Plumb, Wise, 
Cogswell, Holmes, Post, Woodburn, 
Collins, Hopkins, N. Y. Pugsley, Yoder, 
Compton, Houk, Randall, Yost, 
Crain, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, 
Crisp, Jones, Robertson, 


~ So the motion of Mr. BrnGHAmM was rejected. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, (during the roll-call), said: Iam paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs], who is sick; but as 
on this question he would vote the same way as myself, I vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions until further notice: 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. MERRYMAN with Mr. SyMEs. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Dr LANo. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Trmorny J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. BuRRows. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomas, of Dlinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. Scorr. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RoCKWELL. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. HigSTAND, 

Mr. Summons with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. JoNEsS with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. Stone, of Missouri, with Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. McCLAmmy with Mr. NIcHOLs. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, with Mr. Yost on this amendment and 
on the original proposition. Mr. Yost would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. 
ANDERSON would vote ‘‘ no.’’ 

Mr. Wisk with Mr. Browne, of Indiana, for this day. Mr. Wisk 
would vote against the amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill providing ocean mail pay. 

Mr. Peex with Mr. BuRRows on this vote. Mr. PEEL would vote 
*®no,”? 
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Mr. JoHnston, of Indiana, with Mr. BAR M 
vi Ly’ this amendment i Mr. |] ' 
Mr. RoBrinson with Mr. RoMEIs, until 3 p. m. to-day. 
Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, until Wed lay, the 18% lowa M 
stant. : 
Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. O en! 
til July 16. i 4 
Mr. TRACEY with Mr. PLuMs, on all qu ns 1 the 17th : oS ~~ , 
stant. H I : \ 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. PuGsLey stions, { ree days M : 
Mr. O’ FERRALL with Mr. GAI ull questions from the 12th . , : 
instant, inclusive, until the 17th instant, inclusive, except the eveni: } N.C. \ 
sessions of Thursday and Friday for pensions. 7 ; 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. McComas, on all questions, until M . i 
next. ‘ - 
Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, on all po ‘ , 3 
questions, for Friday and Saturday, July 13 and 14. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. CANNON, for the day. 
Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. DALZELL, for this day. 
Mr. FRENCH with Mr. GAINES, on all questions, for the day. Nw. ¥. 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. RYAN, on a cal quest ons, iortb 7 





Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. LONG, on All polit 
tions, for this day. 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. DAVENPORT, on all questions, for the « R \ 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. BouTELLE, on this vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. Morrirt, on thi 


ANDERSON would vote ‘‘no’’ and Mr. Morritt “‘ ay. 
Mr. RAYNER. I voted inadvertently, not remembering 1 aoe vt 
with nf¥ colleague [Mr. McComas]. I do not know how he 


vote on this question, but I presume I had better withdraw 1 
and I do so. 














Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. My pair with the itleman m | 

Pennsylvania | Mr. O’NEILL] has been announced. I desire t 
1 | ; 
that if he were present I should vote *‘ no.’’ Blan 1. ; 

McMILLIN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] is pair Bound ; i 

for to-day with the gentleman from Michigan [| Mr. BuRRows |] Boute ) i 
. = + , , bow 

as the pair announced between the gentleman from Michigan : eae 

self does not apply to this question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Applause. | vne, Ind y acd ~ 

ao: we ‘ an . . : r ).R., Va. i ] i < 

Mr. FELTON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know iia Mot 3 
whether it is now in order for me to offer my amendment, or for t} Fr M ., 
chairman of the committee to accept it. ' M 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the committee can not ac s Gun ions. ' 
amendment; and the Chair, not knowing what the amendment vs G ! Merrima g 
not say whether it is in order now or not. : Millik : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House further insists on it tae, U0 Seen : 
agreement to the Senate amendment numbered 7, and agree to th : Ohio I : M i 
quest of the Senate. digcenae Hi. ‘ ! ‘ 

Mr. FELTON. Iask that the Clerk read the amendment which . ; ‘ 
send up. I i \ y 

The Clerk read as follows: ell a L. 

in the present, and to provide a more efficient mail service betw i Hi i 7 
the United States and Australia and New Zealand, the Postmaster-Genera 
he y authorized to pay for such service an amount of money equal to t I N.Y 
amount received by it from such service, for sea and inland postag ; 
~ iT n } Ss 4 

Mr. FELTON. I move to concur in the Senate amendmen iz the call 
the amendment which has just been read. votion of M PRINGER 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House recede from ‘ names was dispensed with. 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same wit! e following additional 1 y d 
an amendment. Does the gentleman propose his amendment asa this vote 
stitute for the Senate amendment? ir. McAI Ml i 

Mr. FELTON. Yes; as a substitute for the Senate amendment i - Mr. J 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is first on the substitut [r. ENLO i | I was paired with t f 
posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON] for the ar I cone iH 1 the preceding v to ; 
ment of the Senate. envaced in the of the Co a 

Mr. FELTON’s amendment was disagreed to. did né t in ne to have 

The question next recurred on Mr. BLOUNT’S motion, that the have voted , 

4 su Day t } i ‘ 
further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment ni ir. PAYSON. I paired m M 
7, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing E1. but as he would vote tl 
votes of the two Houses. e vote was then sounced d 

Mr. BLOUNT. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays Mr. BLOUNT ) 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ' 1 that the x reco p ie ‘ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmatis latter me ‘ eed to 
140, nays 58, not voting 126; as follows: SPEAK] ited as ma t 

YEAS—140. t of » House Mr. BLowunt, Mr. 1 ER d , 
Abbott, Blount, Clardy, Dorsey DER ¢ I 
Allen, Mich. Boothman, Clements, Dunn, , i 4 = ‘ 
Anderson, Iowa Breckinridge, Ark. Cobb, Elliott, The SPEAKER Che regular 
Anderson, Miss. Breckinridge, Ky. Conger, Enloe, | mittees for reports 
Anderson, Il. Brewer, Cooper, Felton, = ae. al ; 
Bacon, Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Cothran, Finley, | if, Mids : ‘ , : , 
Beker, Tl. Burnett, Cowles, Ford, } The motion was agreed t 
Bankhead, Bynum, Cox, Forney, a 
Barnes, Candler, Crain, Fuller, | MSLSULE 
Barry, Cariton, Culberson, Gibson, Mr. BOOTHMAN., from the Committ 
Bayne, Caruth, Dargan, Glass, ie et a 
Biggs, Caswell, Davidson, Ala. Grimes, | the following resoluti 
Bland, Cheadle, Dibble, Guenther, Resolved, That Edward D. Easto1 wT A » under 
Bliss, Chipman Dockery, Hall, | Speaker as a substitute reporter for Mr. J.K.1 
a ~ LA LrarTAi MrrI rary? a T FYIISVTS\ TY TY rYsa\TTciy. rreprsey 
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bed by severe illness, be paid from the contingent fund of the House from the 
date of his appointment, June 11, 1888, and during his service as one of the re- 
porters of the House, the amount of the eurrent salary of said Edwards, with 
such additional sum as may be required for the payment of assistants; and 
this resolution shall not interfere with the receipt by Mr. Edwards of his full 
legal salary 


Accompanied with the following written report: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the resolution named above, having 
inquired into the facts, find that J. K. Edwards, one of the Official Reporters of 
this House, was taken violently ill prior to June 11, 1888, and is now dangerous- 
ly sick with a prospect of failing to recover during the present session. That 
Edward D, Easton, above referred to, has been employed in the place of Mr. 
Edwards temporarily. That from said June 11, 1888, Mr. Edwards has been pay- 
ing Mr. Easton out of his salary for his servicc, and has paid quite a sum addi- 
none in ounen to get the stenographic notes of Mr, Easton transcribed and thus 
101d his place. 

Your committee further find that Mr, Edwards is a man in poorcircumstances 
and dependent upon his salary for the support of himself and family; that he 
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was taken sick with a fever while employed by the House, and presumably be- | 


cause of his devotion to his duties as an officer of this House. Your committee 
think that, under the circumstances, the House owes it to itself to see that such 
a faithful employé does not suffer, and that he be permitted toretain his salary, 
and that his temporary substitute, Mr. Easton, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House as provided in the resolution as proposed to be amended, and 
that the cost of transcribing the notes be also paid out of the same fund, thus 
giving to Mr. Edwards the use and enjoyment of his official salary during his 
extreme illness and necessity. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the said resolution be amended as 
follows: After the word “* House,” in line 9, insert the words ** not to extend, 
however, beyond this present session of Congress ;"’ also after the word “ Eid- 
wards,” in line 10, insert the words *‘ while he shall be so employed and ;” also 
after the word “assistants,” in lines 11 and 12, insert the words ‘to transcribe 
his stenographie notes at the usual rates paid heretofore for such service,” and 
that as amended the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not see the necessity for the adoption of this 
resolution; and would like to have some explanation from the gentle- 
man presenting it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the resolution read again. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will be in order the Chair will cause 
the resolution to be again read as it will appear if amended as proposed. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there is a mistake in the recital part of 
that resolution. It seems from the report that the Speaker did not 
employ this assistant to take the place of Mr. Edwards, but that he 
was employed by Mr. Edwards himself. 

The SPEAKER. Thatiscorrect. Upon the application of Mr. Ed- 
wards the Chair gave him leave of absence during his sickness, and 
approved of his employment of Mr. Easton. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the resolution ought to show that the 
appointment of a substitute was made by Mr. Edwards himself, and 
not by the Speaker; because the Speaker, as I understand it, has no 
authority to make such appointments. ‘The number of the Official 
Reporters authorized by law had been already appointed, and until 
there is a vacancy, caused by death or resignation, the Speaker has no 
authority to appoint any additional member of that corps. 

This gentleman has been acting at the request or by employment of 
Mr. Edwards, therefore, and not by appointment of the Speaker. 

But it seems, Mr. Speaker, that we have no necessity for this em- 
ployment at all, in view of the fact that there are two stenographers 
already authorized by law in the employ of the House, now receiving 
annual salaries, whose duty it is to report the proceedings of the com- 
mittees of the House when called upon. I know of no committees now 
in session that require their services, so that I can see no reason why 
one of them at least, and possibly both, may not be assigned to the 
duty of assisting the Official Reporters of debates on the floor of the 
House. I say I believe there is no committee now in session requiring 
their services. Perhaps the Committee on Manufactures may hold 
sessions occasionally; but I do not see why these stenographers should 
not be assigned to this duty. 

I am satisfied that the House stenographers are in need of additional 
assistance, that they are very hard-worked, and especially by reason 
of the numerous night sessions we have had of late, and I am perfectly 
willing to give them all the additional assistance possible in view of 
the sickness of Mr. Edwards. But it seems to me that we have the 
necessary force already in the employ of the House, who are not doing 
any service for the committees. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. ‘The Committee on the Library is also in- 
vestigating a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And if they are not employed in committees 
they could be used in connection with the work in the House, without 
the necessity of employing outside assistance. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr, Speaker, in order that the action of the 
Committee on Accounts may be clearly understood, it is well that I 
should state the reasons which induced the committee to recommend 
this resolution. Mr. Edwards, as is well known, is one of the regular 
Official Reporters of debates of the House. He was taken violently 
ill during the session of the House, and the presumption is, from his 
present condition, that he will not recover. In orderthat he might 
be able to retain his place and not lose his situation, being a man in 
such circumstances in life that it was necessary for him to work to 
obtain a living for himself and his family, and being ill, as I have 
stated, it became necessary for him to get some competent person to 
supply his place as one of the Reporters, so that his position may not 
be declared vacant and another appointment made. He did so, but it 








- 


JULY 14, 





required the full amount of his legal salary to get a competent substi- 
tute, in addition to which it was necessary for him to employ other 
persons to assist this stenographer in order to transcribe his stenographic 
notes. He therefore not only pays the full amount of his salary, but 
has also been paying for this additional work. 

Now, a person having a regular annual employment can afford to do 
that, although he may have only $2, $3, or $4 a day out of his salary 
during the session of Congress left after paying his necessary clerical 
assistance, for when Congress is not in session he gets his full salary, 
and in that manner he is able to even up and make a fair compensation. 
But the man who is employed as an assistant to work only thirty, 
sixty, or ninety days, as the case may be, can not afford, at least no 
stenographer who is capable of doing the work required to be done on 
the floor of the House. to accent the position for the meager amount 
that would be left him after paying these assistants. Itrequired, there- 
fore, the full amount of Mr. Edwards’s salary to pay for his substitute, 
and in addition to that, to pay the additional compensation to persons 
for transcribing the notes of the stenographer, so that besides paying 
his full salary for the employment of a substitute, which he has been 
doing ever since the 11th day of June, he has also been paying in ad- 
dition thereto from $8 to $10 a day to employ assistants, This man 
in the delirium of his fever is fretting over it, and it renders his con- 
dition a great deal worse. 

It seems to me that where a faithful employé of the House has been, 
as this report shows, presumably stricken down in the service of the 
House, the House owes it to itself and to a spirit of fair treatment to 
its employ¢s, that he shall not be left to bear, not only the burden of 
his illness, but the additional expense imposed upon him by,this ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. McKINNEY. That is right. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. ‘That is the explanation, and that is the reason 
the committee asks the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman if that has been the 
custom hitherto in such cases ? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I do not know. 
kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will find upon examina- 
tion that such has not been the case. 

Mr. MASON. Has there been any other case where a substitute has 
been employed for one of the Reporters who was sick? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I only know that it is consistent with an honor- 
able and fair treatment of the employés of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Illinois had known of the 
conditions heretofore, he would not have asked the question. The 
same question has arisen heretofore, and itis proper for the House now 
to understand this new proceeding before adopting this resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out, in the third, fourth, and fifth lines— 

Now acting under the appointment of the Speaker as a substitute Reporter 
for J. K. Edwards. 

And insert: 

Who has been employed by Mr. Edwards. 

So that the resolution will read: 


Resolved, That Edward D. Easton, who has been employed by Mr. Edwards, 
who is confined to his bed by severe illness, etc. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will accept that. 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McM1ILrin] 
intimates that there is an established rule in regard to this matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The custom heretofore has been that the stenog- 
rapher who is sick, and whose salary runs on when he is sick as well 
as when he is well, designates some one to take his place. That, of 
course, is done by the acquiescence at least of the House, although the 
substituteis paid by the Reporter, who makes such private arrangement 
as he sees fit with a man who is acceptable to the House. 

Mr. MASON. Iam informed by the Reporters that this question has 
never been raised before. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. It seems to me the claimed precedent is hardly 
in point. Here is a case where the sickness has lasted from the 11th 
of June to the present time, with the probability of a fatal termina- 
tion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the Forty-seventh Congress the illness contin- 
ued to the death of the Reporter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask for the previous question on my amendment. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER’s amendment was agreed to; and the amendments of 
the committee as amended were agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move to recommit the resolution to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to say that this gentleman has been a long 
and faithful servant of the House, and I think his salary ought to go on. 

The motion to recommit was lost. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Now I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The previous question was ordered. 


I know of no other case of the 
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The Honse divided; and there wer yes 6 
Mr. SPRINGER. Nogquorum. | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint 
from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGERZ and th 
BooTHMAN ]. 
Before the tellers took their places t yeas 


and ordered 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
in the House that some of us have been unable to kno 
under consideration. I ask that the 
lhe resolution was ¢ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
of a division, so that we can vote upon the payment for the services tl 
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this gentleman has rendered up to date, and by another vote 
ther he shall be paid for the future? 
The Chair thinks the resolution is not sus 
The resolution is so drawn that 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmativ 
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bia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 

panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BIRMINGHAM, MOBILE AND NAVY COVE HARBOR RAILWAY COM- 
PANY. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (Hi. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the 
military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and 
Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS FLINT AND CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVERS. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (11. R. 1053) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Flint and Chattahoochee Kivers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF PORTLAND. ‘ 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as 
a port of entry; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FOURTIL COLLECTION DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882 
changing the boundaries of the fourth coliection district of Virginia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JACOB CAPES. 








Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- | 
bly the bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to Jacob Capes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 


endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
STANLEY J. MORROW. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of Stanley J. Mor- 
row; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC FIELDHOUSE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8153) 
for the relief of Isaac Fieldhouse; which was referred to the Committee 


of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- | 


panying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MIGUEL DESMARAIS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8160) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Miguel Desmarais and others; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to he 
printed. 

J. T. AND C. T. HALETT. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 7781) for the 
relief of J. T. and C. T. Halett; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

RAFAEL ROMERO. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back fuvorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8161) for the 
relief of Rafael Romero; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL SILVA. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 6361) for the 
relief of Manuel Silva; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PORTS OF ENTRY AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE, WASH. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1128) to create ports of entry at Tacoma and Seat- 
tle, in Washington Territory; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JACOB NEWHARD. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob New- 
hard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2662) for the erection of 
a public building at Salt Lake City, Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JESSE DURNELL. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
with amendment the bill (11. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL ITEIN, 

Mr. MASON also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 4087) for the relief of Samuel Hein; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOSEPH KULAGE, DECEASED. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R, 2564) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Kulage, deceased; which was laid on the table. 

He also reported from the same committee, in the nature of a substi- 
tute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10833) for the relief of the heirs ot 


| Josephi Kulage, deceased; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
TARIFF. x : 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 


| read, ® 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon striking out sec- 
tion 3 of this bill. During this day formal amendments need not be 
offered, as the debate will be continued on the pending amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman,I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read a brief editorial from the Chicago Inter-Ocean. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE ABOLITION OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

The venerable Judge KeLLry seems to have stirred up a good-sized hornets’ 
nest by his unequivocal avowal on the floor of Congress of opposition to the re- 
tention of the internal-revenue system. The Republican platform was for cut- 
ting off everything except whisky, and even that rather than weaken the pro- 
tective system. The convention contemplated the total repeal of internal 
taxation as probable in the near future; Judge KELLEY agrees with the Inter- 
Ocean that the time has already come for getting rid of that wartax. For tak- 
ing that position he is charged with willingness to promote intemperance in 
the interest of protected industries. In proof of this charge a remark made by 
Mr. Blaine in his Paris interview is often quoted, It is true that Mr. Blaine 
thinks, or did six months ago, that the moral argument was in favor of retain- 
ing the tax, but the Prohibition party, which has given the subject special con- 
sideration and ought to be accepted asthe highest authority on that point, holds 
just the contrary opinion, The fourth plank of the platform adopted at the na- 


| tional Prohibition convention, at Indianapolis, six weeks ago, declares for ‘‘ the 
| immediate abolition of the internal-reyenue system, whereby our national Gov- 


ernment is deriving support from our greatest national vice.” 

If the objection urged to the Republican position on this subject were well 
taken it would equally apply to the Prohibition position. The two differ in ex- 
tent; they also approach each other from different starting points, butif the Re- 
publicans are chargeable with favoring ‘*‘ free whisky,’ then so are the Prohi- 
bitionists, only more so. The truth is that it takes both planks to suggest the 
whole truth of the matter. There are two great arguments in favor of the pro- 
posed repeal, one financial and one ethical. It is alike for the pecuniary and 
the moral interest of the American people that the internal-revenue system 
should be abolished. On the latter point there is no room for fair controversy. 
Of course, each individual reasoner has a right to his own personal opinion, but 
when it comes to an authoritative declaration it must be conceded that a na- 
tional and representative gathering of Prohibitionists is the highest possible 
authority upon the moral or temperance phase of the tax on whisky. What 
could be more absurd than to charge the Republican party with promoting the 
liquor interest when it takes a step toward the position occupied by the Prohi- 
bition party? That touches the utmost verge, the outer rim of the preposterous, 

The pretension that the removal of the tax on whisky would make it dan- 
gerously cheap is based on the assumption that the State authorities could not 
or would not subject the liquor traffic to special treatment, when the fact is that 
everwhere the traftic is either prohibited, except for medical and mechanical 
purposes, or required to pay special license fees. There is no such thing as 
“free whisky” anywhere in the United States, independent of the national 
tax, Of course the prokibition and the license laws are often evaded and con- 
temned, but such violation would not be increased or aggravated by removing 
the nationa] tax. On the contrary, the latter has created and maintains a 
whisky ring’ which is one of the great hindrances to the enforcement of tem- 
perance legislation. The enormous fund at the command of the liquor trust 
is largely due to the machinery of national taxation, and it is only natural that 
the Prohibitionists, who find their work constantly impeded by the whisky 
ring with its millions, should demand the immediate abolition of the internal- 
revenue system, 

The enemies of the Republican party who prate so loudly of ‘free whisky” 
should know that the trick they are trying to play will not work. Ifthe elec- 
tion were to come off in August it might, but long before November the bottom 
will fall out of the hypocritical sham, and the mischief will react. Judging 
from the developments up toate, the Republican party isto be assailed this 
time with platform lies rather than with personal abuse of the standard-bearer. 
Perhaps the latter will come out later on the Morey letter plan. However that 
may be, the first duty of the citizen is to form an intelligent idea of each plank 
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table prepared by an active and energetic journalist in the State of | are included in the sum to make the average. I wish to be fair in 


Ohio, drawing his data from exactly the same source. It is with re- 
gard to the eflect—if tariffs have any effect upon this question—of the 
high tariff of 1557 upon the number of these animals reared in our 
State. 

I will insert the table and some comments of the gentleman who 
made it in my speech: 





Years. Sheep. Wool. Years, Sheep. | Wool. 
“ il eae 
Number. -ounds. Number. Pounds, 
ED eincaiinas 7,555,507 | 24, 848, 629 5, 130, 920 2 
ee 7, 638,845 | 22,940,479 
ee 6, 272,640 | 19,292, 858 | 
1870 5 16, 711, 521 22, 161, 35 
5 v9, yf idoet | <2, 161, 558 





Result. | Sheep. | Wool. 
Number. Pounds. 
nN Big: Te CN Te ic ncn ses scdennesipbatbasedatbecisecacnesnee 2,503,479 | 8,137,108 


Decrease in 1886 from 1883 858, 457 


2,187, 751 





The tariff was placed on wool in 1867; 5 per cent. of it was removed in 1883. 
Now, ifthe removal of 5 per cent. caused a decrease of 858,457 sheep and 2,187,751 
pounds of wool in four years from 1883 to 1886, will Mr. Cowden be kind enough 
to tell me what caused a decrease of 2,503,479 sheep and 8,127, 108 pounds of wool 
in the four years from 1867 to 1870? 

W. A. TAYLOR. 


There was a decrease in four years after the tariff of 1867 was put 
on wool of 2,503,479 sheep in the State of Ohio. 
the taking off of the tariff diminishes the number of sheep, the put- 
ting on of tariff does not increase instead of diminish the number ? 

Mr. WILKINS. Permit me to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Answer in your own time. 

Mr. WILKINS. One million and a half of sheep were driven into 
Texas that year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, That is not an answer to my question andisa 
statement which is unfounded so tar as the statistics are concerned. 
There was a falling off in the Ohio wool clip of over 8,837,808 pounds 
in four years after putting on a high tariff, ora falling off of neariy four 
times the amount shown to have been the falling off in four years after 
the reduction of that tariff. 

Suppose the statement of my friend to be absolutely correct. Even 
Buppose that a like ratio of all the sheep of the United States were 
driven into Texas, would that account for the fact that there was a 
diminution of 7,534,382 sheep in the United States in four years after 
1867. There was also a diminution of 18,000,000 pounds in the an- 
nual clip within four years after this increase of tariff on wool in 
1867. What inference in favor of a restoration of that tariff do gentle- 
men across the aisle draw from these facts ? 

I have here a pamphlet which is entitled, ‘‘ Facts about wool 
and woolens,’’ sent to me by some zealous Republican protectionist in 
order that I may read, learn, and digest its contents, so as to vote in- 
telligently on the subject? because you know I belong to those igno- 
rant, blundering Democrats that Mr. INGALLS’s candidate for the Vice- 
Presidency alluded to on the floor of the House the other day. 

This pamphlet is written by Dr. E. P. Miller, author of the ‘‘ Fal- 
lacies of free-trade,’’ ‘‘ Protection the farmers’ only security,’’ and sev- 
eral works on medicaltopics. Justsee whether he mixes up his quack- 
ery on medicine with his quackery on the wool question. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Here is a table containing a statement of prices of unwashed wool in 
New York and Philadelphia markets from 1824 to 1887. I have on the 
opposite side a table of changes made in the tariff law. The twotables 
show on inspection, first, that the price of wool went upafter reductions 
of duties quite as oftenas it went up after an increase, and in the sec- 
ond place, the price went down after increase of duties as often as it 
went up after an increase. There is another proposition contained in 
these figures. 

I take from the table the average price of fine wool for the month of 
January during the ten years immediately preceding the high tariff, 
and the average price in the month of January was 63.8 cents per 

und. Taking from this table theaverage price in the same month dur- 

g the first ten years immediately following the high tariff of 1867 and 
the price fell to 56.2 cents per pound. Iam making all these com- 
parisons of the prices of fine wool. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then the tariff is not added to the price of the 
wool? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam giving you some protection Republican 
authority upon the effect that a tariff has on the prices of wool. Take 
the second decade, when the high tariff was still on, and the average 

rice for that period fell to 41.4 cents during the month of January, 

ing 22 cents less in the ten tariff years than for the ten years of low 
tariff. Six years of the period which I have designated as the second 
decade of high tariff were before the reduction of 1883. In fact, as I 
am comparing January prices, seven of the ten before that reduction 





Please tell me why, if 


these comparisons. 

But some one may say that it is not fair to compare the prices dur- 
ing the ten years from 1857 to 1866, inclusive, with the prices during 
the ten years from 1867 to 1876, inclusive; you ought not to take a 
period of national and financial disturbance, but a period when there 
was no such disturbance. Very well, then, let us take the low-tariff 
period from 1850 to 1860, during six years of which the duty was 30 
per cent. and for the other four no duty. In the October market of 
these ten years thé average price of fine wool was 51.4. To get away 
from the inflation period as far as I can I will take from 1877 to 1886, 
inclusive. Calculating the average price of fine wool, October market, 
I find it was 39.7 cents per pound. 

During the first six years of this last period the duties were 90 per 
cent. of the highest ever known, being trom 45 to 55 per cent., and 
during the other four years the duties ranged from 40 to 50 per cent. 
The average duties for these ten years were about four times the average 
duties for the ten years with which I have just compared the average 
prices of fine wools as shown by the table. But I am not le({t to the 
dedactions which I may make from these figures. On December 17, 1869, 
twenty months after the high-tariff act had gone into effect, a Repub- 
lican Secretary of the Treasury sent to the Republican Congress then 
in session a document prepared by a Republican special commissioner 
of revenue, from which I wish to read some extracts. They give the 
conclusions of this commissioner as to the effect of the passage of that 
act. They are as follows: 


Nearly two years have now elapsed since these measures were consummated, 
giving ample time for experience to test the principle. And what to-day is that 
experience ? 

First. Wool to the agriculturist at a lower price in gold than has almost 
ever before been experienced, the average price of medium American washed 
wools from 1827 to 1862 having been 42.8 cents per pound (gold), while thg aver- 
age price of Ohio wools for the year 1868, reduced to gold, was only 35.21 cents, 
which is less than the average price of 1858, when, under the influence of the 
disastrous crisis of 1857, a large portion of the mills of the country were stand- 
ing absolutely idle. For the year 1869 the price paid in Ohio for medium wools 
has been about 43 cents currency (32) cents gold). 

Second. A decrease of the number of sheep in the United States, estimated 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture at 4,000,000 for the single year 1868, while 
other authorities place the total decrease as high as 25 per cent. since the pas- 
sage of the wool tariff. 

Third. A condition of the woolen manufacture characterized by a greater de- 
pression than that of any other branch of industry in the country with the ex- 
ception of ship-building; small profits accruing to a few, heavy losses to the 
many, with numerous and constantly recurring failures. 

Fourth. An increase in the importation of foreign fabrics of wool; the im- 
ports for the fiscal year 1868 being returned at $32,458,834, and for 1869 at $34,- 
620,943. 

Gentleman protectionists now question all this and shout out: Ex- 
plain! Explain! I can give no better explanation than this same com- 
missioner gave. Satisfied with his statement, and adopting it, I quote 
it here: 


The manner in which the present extravagant duties on the importation of 
foreign wools operate to prevent the prosperity and extension of the domestic 
woolen manufacturing industry, and to reduce the price of domestic wool, is a 
matter not difficult of explanation. 

The wools of the United States are mainly the merino clothing wools, which 
ean be producedin any quantity and at prices which defy foreign competition. 
Wool has been raised in Texas during the last year (1868-’69) in large quantities 
at an estimated cost of 7 cents (gold) per pound, and has commanded readily in 
the market 25 cents (gold) per pound, It is furthermore to be noted that Ger- 
man-Saxon wool, which during the last year has touched the lowest price almost 
of the century, could not now be imported, even in the absence of al] duty, and 
sold at so low a price as the average prices which XX Ohio wools have com- 
manded during the past season in the New York market. 

On the other hand, wools which the existing tariff excludes are mainly wools 
which are either not grown in the United States or grown in very limited and 
insufficient quantities. The American manufacturer, therefore, being restricted 
in the selection of his raw material, is, of necessity, restricted in the variety of 
his products; and the great quantity of machinery brought into existence by 
the demands of the war has in consequence been forced, in great part, into one 
line of production; overstocking the markets with certain descriptions of fab- 
rics, unnaturally reducing prices, restricting diversity and extension of pro- 
duction, and bringing disaster upon the whole business of wool manufacturing. 


I shall now return to the pamphlet of Dr. E. P. Miller for further sta- 
tistics and arguments in favor of free raw wool. Understand clearly 
that he had no intention that his production should be put to such base 
uses. I shall now use the language of this gentleman who proposes to 
instruct us how to vote. 


The reader will remember that the first duty placed on wool in this country 
was in the year 1824, after thirty-five years of free wool. The price of fine wool 
in January of that year, it will be noticed, was 68 cents; in April, 70 cents; in 
July, 55 cents; in October, 60 cents. Now notice the price in 1887, after twenty 
years of high tariff; in January, 33 cents; in April, 33 cents; in July, 34 cents; 
in October, 35 cents. Show a decline in the month of January of 35 cents a 
pound; in April, of 37 cents; in July, 21 cents; in October, 25 cents; or an 
average decline throughout the year of 29} cents a pound. 


That is a pretty picture to hpld out to the wool-growing farmers of 
Ohio to induce them to vote to keep the tariff on wool. In view of 
it can you wonder that they no longer desire the restoration of the tariff 
of 1867? But I must read on. The doctor says with emphasis: 

Fine wool sold in the New York and Philadelphia markets after thirty-five 


years of free wool on an average of 29} cents more per pound than it did in the 
same markets after twenty years of high tariff duties. 


Are we to go on in this downward course? The wool-growing in- 
dustry of my State is declining under the baleful influence of the pres- 
ent high tariff. Shall we make no effort to arrest that decline? But 
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here is another paragraph, and it is 
tables, which I have compared to see 
with the figures or not 

Another fact. In 1866, the year before the highest tariff was placed upon w 
fine woolin January was 70 cents per pound, in Ay 65 cent July 70 « ts 


in October 63 cents 


Mr. DORSEY. Will the gentleman allow a quest 


correctly, from the 


has been jugg! 














Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have but a few moments. I prefer not t 
vield. 

Mir. DORSEY I only want to ask what was the price of gold at 
hat time? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman can take his own time toan 
his questions— 

hile in January, 18 rod io n wool intl 
try,s enteen ve vyninthe story ‘ 
fine wool sold at April, 35 centsin July,a ) 
cents in October In pl r yf 2 ce Ly} 





nee the adoption 
has interrupted me to intimate that this decline is at- 
in the price of gé ld and that the tar 

: of wool; that th 
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armers Know these things to he 





If these he facts, the farmers of my district do not know them to 






be, but deny both propositions. The declineis still going on, and t 
want to stop the dec line, if p yssible. by legislation. 

\ Member. How are you going to stop it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know whether it is possible or 1 I 
do not think it is possible to do so by increasing the tarit Is not 
increased supply throughout the country and the world bringing 
price down? But lam quoting a Republican as authority now, and 


rree with him in all his conclusions, I do agree with 


though I do not 


him as to his tie 





He says: 






Another important fact should be observed, wl th price of woe 
which the highest dut » placed, had declined an average of 2 ce + 
pound from the year 1824 to 1s I price of coarse wool, on w! 1 th 
duties were pla i, had advan¢ {cents a pou 

The duties then do make a distinction as azainst the finer qua 
and in favor of the coarse. Well, in Ohio we take pride in raising the 


very finest wool that is produced in the United State 
Again, in January, 1866, before t ! 


he highest duties were placed upon wo 


ich we had highest duties i 
luties, was 20 cents a pound 






r >In price between fine wool upon wil 
coarse wool, on which were placed the lowest 








That is coming down a little nearer to the region of the present time 
and here he reaches it. 





While in January, 1887, fine and coarse wool sold at the same pr 
July of the same year coarse wool sold at 1 cent a pound higher than fine 
Again this gentleman has a paragraph in this pamphlet which 
heads ‘‘ Free wool does not lessen the cost to the consumer;”’ 
words, free wool does not lessen the price to the manufacture: 
other words, free wool does not lessen the price that the farmer 
ceives, and he proves it by figures from the same table. 





In 1853 wool under 8 cents a pound was admitted free of duty ; the price of fine 
wool in January of that year was 55 cents a pound; while in January, 1831, it was 
70 cents, a rise of Lo cents per pound; the price of coarse wool in January, I+ \ 

cents a pound; in Aprilit was 38 cents; in July, 40; in Octobe 1, and i 


January, 1831, it was 48 cents a pound, showing an advance of 15 cents a pound 
in one year after putting wool on the free-list 

Again, in 1857, when wool valued at 20 cents a pound or less was put upon 
frec-list, although it fell off a little im 1858, it was 2 cents a pound higher in 
Jannary,1859, than in January,1857. Do not the facts prove clearly that putting 
wool on the free-list does not lessen the cost to the consumer, asclaimed by the 
opponents of protection? And ifthe price of wool advanced after it was 
free, as it did in these cases, how are consumers in this country benefited 
free wool? 

These facts certainly sustain the heading of the paragraph. What 
interest has the wool-grower in keeping on the tariff or increasing it 
in the face of such proofs that it would not injure him to have fr 
wool? But my protectionist advocate gives other reasons. Of cour 
he never intended these arguments to be studied by wool-growers. 
They were for the manufacturers’ friends here. 

I will now read another paragraph, which he heads ‘‘ The price of 
wool is not raised by increasing the duties;’’? and I commend this to 

~* > . > =~ 
my friend from-Ohio, who wants the duty of 67 cents restored. 

In 1824, after thirty-five years of free wool, the price of fine wool in January 
was 68 cents, and in April, 70 cents a pound. In May of that year a tariff of 15 
and 20 per cent. was placed on wool, but the price instead of going up went 
down, for fine wool sold in July at 55 cents; in October, at 60 cents; in January 
1826, at 55 cents, and in January, 1827, 36 cents. Again, in 1842, after ten years 
of nearly free wool, a tariff was placed on low-priced wool, and in January 
that year fine wool was sold at 48 cents, and coarse at 35 cents; in January, 1343 
fine at 35 cents and coarse at 25 cents per pound. 

* & « * = ze a 

After the tariff act of March, 1867, the highest in the history of the country, thé 
price of wool declined instead of advancing, for it sold in January, 1866, at 70 
cents; in January, 1867, at 68 cents; in April, at 69; in July, at 55; in October, at 
48; and in January, 1868, at 48 cents a pound; in April, at 50; in July, at 46, and 
in October, at 48, a decline in one year of 20 cents a pound, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whose speech is the gentleman quoting 
from ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not quoting from a speech, but from a 
pamphlet. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow mea question ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I really have not time. 
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ss of the wool vote in my district if I had agreed to stand 
tion of the bill 
In my district there is one very excelleat precinct 
t ‘known by the name of Goosetown. At the ite 1} ! I 
was most thoroughly indorsed and supported in that clas pre ct 
it was reported that the next morning in the police court appeared 
several of my constituents from Goosetown, some with discolored cuti 
e around the eyes and others with noses slightly swollez But the 
had fought like brave men long and well, and I had hoped t 1 
be there in November to fight my battle as valiantly again, if l be 
What am I to do now? According to the gentleman f J 
sey I am oath-bound to support this bill; and I find, to my horror and 
lismay, that this bill to which I am thus pledged puts feathers on the 
free , and willcrush, destroy, annihilate, and totally wreck the goose 
industry of Goosetown in my district. shter.| How many of 
you gentlemen do actually believe the ta oft y] 
will destroy the wool industry? How many believe that I am « 
hound to vote for this bill or any line of it 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Do I understand the gentleman to say 


is pledged to support that bill ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I referred to the statement of the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PHELPS 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Sworn to according to the stat it 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘‘ Imposed an oath upon every one of them 
was the language he used. I am not mistaken. Let me go on with 
this little dissertation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The proposition is ridiculous that it, the 
will destroy the wool-growing industry. It is an industry which pays 
very little for its labor, and in which the natural increase each year 1s 
from 75 to 80 per cent., and which has the additional value in the 
markets of being a meat-producing industry; that that industry will 
be destroyed by taking a little of the tax off imported wool, or even 
taking the whole of the tax off of such wool, is not to be believed 

Let me call the attention of gentlemen right here to the fact that there 

| are countries upon the face ot this globe that have no tariff upon wool, 
| and that in those countries the industry is flourishing as well as it isin 
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this country. They are scattered all over the world; and in some in- 
stances are doing better, aecording to the statistics that I read a few 
moments ago, than this country is so far as wool-growing is concerned. 
To read on irom the gentleman’s remarks: 


But after this decline has wrecked wool-growing in this country and one- 
sixth of the production of the world has been lost does any one doubt that for- 
cign wool-growers will take advantage of the situation to increase the price, so 
that the ultimate result will be greater cost of wool clothing? 


When one-sixth of the world’s wool-growing is lost. 

Then we are to be destroyed! Thereisto beagrandcombine. The 
Chinese are to come in uponus. People are to assemble in a monstrous 
wool trust from every civilized and uncivilizedland. They are to come 
from the steppes of Asia and the colonies of Great Britain, whether in 
Australasiaor Africa. They are tocome from the heart of Russia. They 
are to come from the Argentine Republic and Uruguay, from Canada, 
and from the South Sea Islands; and all get together and combine to 
control an industry that produces nearly 2,000,000,000 pounds of wool, 
worth about $400,000,000 annually. Simply to call attention to it 
in this way is sufficient answer to the proposition. 

My friend from Ohio stated that already the price of wool had gone 
down from fear of the Millsbill. ‘‘ The reduction in price has been oc- 
casioned by the pendency and discussion of the Mills billalone.’’ Can 
it be that such an intelligent constituency as his would let the price 
of wool go down on account of the discussion of the Mills bill alone, 
when there sits the Republican Senate at the other end of the Capitol 
(as has often been boasted by gentlemen) ready to save this country 
from destruction? Perhaps they have no faith in that body. Perhaps 
politics does not control the price of wool; but the rule of supply and 
demand does. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, As I have not talked on this subject in the 
general debate I ask to have five minutes longer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will be allowed five min- 
utes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish my colleague, if he will permit me, 
would state his opinion as to the influence of a protective tariff upon the 
wool industry, giving the reasons for his opinion, and then stating 
— he is in favor of or opposed to a protective system in its be- 
ialf. 

Ir, OUTHWAITE. That would simply cut off the rest of my re- 
yuarks; and I havea particularspeech in my mind that I want to finish. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is the kind of speech that will bring 
an answer in the district. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will speak in the district this fall. 

I have here some propositions similar to that of the gentleman’s 
with regard to the destruction of the wool industry which I saw ina 
paper this morning; ‘‘that everybody in this country was alarmed ex- 
cept the foreign importers and the foreign shippers, because the duty 
of 15 cents is to be taken off potatoes.’? Everybody alarmed! My con- 
stituents in Goosetown are not alarmed. They rest from their labors. 
They are ready and willing to accept their potatoes at 15 cents a bushel 
less, if such be the effect. But the duty is not to be taken off. Then 
here is another article which I cut out of an independent Republican 
paper this morning, a telegram stating that the iron industry in Hock- 
ing Valley in my district was about to be destroyed. Why? Because 
the Mills bill proposed to take $2 per ton off pig-iron. Is thatso? I 
fail to see it in the Mills bill. The cut is only 72 cents per ton. The 
truthful and intelligent correspondent goes on to say that the coal in- 
dustry is going to be destroyed. Why? ‘‘ Because we are going to put 
coal on the free-list.’’ Such false prophecies of evil are quite common. 
Nobody is influenced by them. 

It is not for fear of loss to the farmer—it is not anxiety on account 
of the farmer that is prompting a great many gentlemen here in their 
opposition to this reduction. 

‘The gentleman from Rhode Island expressed it very clearly in a col- 
loguy between himself and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morst] the other day when he said that ‘‘the woolen manufacturers are 
afraid of free wool, because they are afraid of free woolens later on.”’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], 
says, on page 6757 of the RECORD: 

But the passage of the Mills bill could not even temporarily benefit woolen 
manufacturers. The present tariff imposes on imported weolens a specific pound 
or square-yard duty, intended to fully cover and little more than cover the duty 
on wool, which goes to the farmer, and a manufacturer’s duty of 35 per cent. 
ad valorem on coarse woolens and 40 per cent. onfine. The Mills bill abolishes 
the duty on wooland also the specific duty on imported woolens, ieaving the 
manufacturer the same ad valorem duty as at present. This does not give the 
wnenee n manufacturer any additional vantage ground as against imported 
Loo 8s 

That is what troubles them, that we do not give the woolen manu- 
facturers any additional vantage ground as against imported goods. 
They want additional vantage ground. 

The gentleman says again: 


In other words, the woolen manufacturer, with free wool and nothing but the 
manufacturer's ad valorem duty, which is largely overcome by undervalua- 
tions of imports, would not be so well off as now. 
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So far as the undervaluation of imports is concerned we*have taken 
care of itin this bill. So far as any danger tothe manufacturers is 
concerned, I do not believe that it exists. ‘They have been able to take 
care of themselves. We have made a fair proposition, which is to 
| make a seduction equivalent to the reduction which shall result from 
the taking off of the tariff on wool, that which they have paid hereto- 
fore on that part of their raw material which they imported. 

I have here a little thing which I think shows the cause of the solici- 
tude of gentlemen upon the other side of the House on behalf of the 
manufacturers at this time. It is from a paper called the Tarift 
League Bulletin, which professes to be ‘‘ devoted to the protection of 
American labor and industries,’’ On the first page of it there is a 
comment upon what it calls the ‘‘ confidential letter of the Republican 
League of the United States,’’ and here is what the editor says about 
that letter: 

It would be useless to criticise the tone of this ‘ sensational document,” or the 
temper with which it assails American manufacturers, in words which it says 
“are strong and bitter,butthey are true.” And we will not here comment upon 
the unfortunate policy of the letter which enforces a peremptory demand for 
money with a threat. 

It is important at this time only to review the charges against American man- 
ufacturers, which are the bone and sinew of this “confidential letter,’ without 
which it would receive from us no comment whatever. They are quoted, it is 
true, from an eminent Republican Senator, but they are quoted with approval 
and declared to be true s , ; 

These charges, when stripped of their discreditable verbiage, are, first, that 
the * campaign which we are about to enter will concern more than anybody else 
the manufacturers of the country ’’—*‘ men who are getting practically the sole 
benefits, or at least the most directly important benefits, of the tarit® laws 
and, second, ‘‘ That while reaping the fruits of the tariff policy they have been 
very laggard in their contributionsto the Republican cause, Their conduct is 

| called * cravenal parsimony.” The New England manufacturers, it issaid, have 
been somewhat less parsimonious than the others. But of Pennsylvania man- 
ufacturers it says, in language both vigorous and picturesque: 8 

“If Thad my way about it I would put them under the fire and fry all the fat 
out of them,”’ 

And (he might have added) ‘‘hold my dripping-pan under them to 
catch this fat to make soap out of for W. W. Dudley to carry on the 
campaign with in Indiana.’’ [Laughter. ] 

This editorial proceeds: 

But while manufacturers derive no greater advantages from protection than 
other classes in proportion to the magnitude of their enterprises, they never- 
theless do contribute far more than all other classes to its support. The records 
of the Republican party prove it. Those who have been engaged in collecting 
funds for its defense will testify to it. 

Well, if the records of the Republican party prove it, of course the 
Republican party ought to serve those who employ it for that purpose. 

The editor continues: 

We therefore deny the assertion of the Senator whom the Republican League 
has chosen for its mouthpiece, and we affirm that more than three-fourths of all 
the money used in support of Republic: anismand protection has come from men 
directly or indirectly engaged in manufactures. 


Mr. Chairman, I want to close with these sentences: Any legisla- 
tion that is purchased is vicious legislation. Any legislation that is 
bought with money, no matter what its purpose may be, is legisla- 
tion that the people of the country should beware of. Any legislation 
which is in return for money paid to carry political campaigns withis 
injurious to the interests of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Do we understand from that that you are a free- 
trader? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know what you understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. lask that my colleague’s time be extended 
long enough for him to explain where he stands with reference to this 
industry. Wedo not know except inferentially. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. And in that connection I would like to have him 
answer whether he is a free-trader or not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course if the gentleman does not want 
time to make the explanation—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You Republicans may call me a free-trader- 

Mr. LA FoLLerre obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to ask my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILKINS. I would like to ask my colleague whether he did 
not, with all the members of the Ohio delegation, go before the Ways 
and Means Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress and protest against 
the removal of the tariff duty on wool proposed by the Morrison bill, 
under consideration in that Congress? I hope he will answer yes or no. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘There has been some progress since that time. 
I trust I have kept pace with it. I voted for the consideration of the 
Morrison bill without hesitation at the session to which the gentleman 
alludes. 

Mr. REED. We are willing to give the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] more time, as he has neglected to state his position. 

Mr. WILKINS (to Mr. Ouraw AITE).. Did you not sign a paper at 
that time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has been recog- 


nized. 
Mr. BLAND. Since that time the Representatives from Ohio have 
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caped the ‘‘reformers’’ of 1846 and continued its growth under the 
protective act of 1842, 

The gentleman also speaks of the growth of the hosiery industry as 
marvelous. The duty on cotton knit goods was lowered by the act ot 
1816. But the great bulk of hosiery is classed as woolen hosiery, it be- 
ing so termed whether the product be all wool or mixed. Indeed, in 
the act of 1542 the only hosiery mentioned is ‘‘ woolen hosiery.’’? And 
the growth of this industry may not appear such a marvel when it is 
learned that on woolen hosiery the protective duty of 1842 was not low- 
ered at all by the act of 1846. 

It will be remembered that the percentage of progress which the gen- 
tleman gives for the woolen industry is only about one-half as large as 
that given for cotton, hardware, boots, and shoes. Why was this? 
Was it because the woolen industry fared worse under the law of 1846 
than the other three? Observe what follows. Out of twenty-three 
different lines of manufacture in woolens the act of 1846 reduced the 
tariff on fourteen an average of 29} per cent.; it increased the tariff 
on seven lines an average of nearly 20 per cent., and on two important 
lines left the tariff the same. 

It will therefore be seen that on some lines this erratic tariff act bore 
very heavily with its reductions, while others were given ample pro- 
tection for the times. 

On the cheaper grades of blankets, for instance, the duty was in- 
creased by the act of 1546 over that of 1842 33} per cent. ‘The tariff 
on broadcloth was reduced 25 per cent. below the rates of 1842. What 
was the result? In Massachusetts, the State leading in manufacture, 
the value of this product decreased from $2,157,392 to $837,650.62, or 
61 per cent. in the ten years from 1845 to 1855. I give the figures for 
Massachusetts because it is the only State furnishing the statistics for 
the decade from 1845 to 1855, which shows precisely the effect of the 
act of 1846 on the manufacture of broadcloth. 

In view of the small comparative increase in the percentage of wool- 
ens: in view of the fact that the duty on one-third of the lines was in- 
creased and on two-thirds much diminished; in view of the fact shown 
that the manufacture of certain lines of woolens were practically de- 
stroyed while others were fairly well protected, it might be fair to as- 
sume that for the most part those branches of this industry which were 
undisturbed by the act of 1846 were the ones that gave the percentage 
of increase for the whole industry, quoted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. This assumption is proven to be entirely correct, if the condi- 
tion of the woolen industry as a whole was accurately described in the 
reports and debates of 1857. 

That this industry was not generally prosperous, that its languish- 
ing condition was attributed to the Walker tariff of 18416, is pretty 
vigorously stated in the report upon the tariff bill of 1557, as it first 
passed the House. Under the head of ‘‘ Depression of the woolen in- 
terest’’ the committee say, ‘‘Our woolens have languished to the verge 
of extinction.’’ The following from the same report emphasizes the 
inequalities of the law of 1846 and also gives us some further informa- 
tion as to woolens: 

The cotton manufacturer was protected, the woolen was abandoned, and 
while all the interests dependent upon it have been sacrificed, the revenue has 
been inflated at least four millions perannum during the last four years beyond 
what it would have received ifthe policy of the Government had been as friendly 
to it as it has been to the cotton manufacturer. 

In ten years after the passage of the act of 1846 the importations of 
woolens had almost trebled, running from twelve million up to thirty- 
five million; while in the same time cotton imports only advanced 
from thirteen to fifteen and a half millions, increasing our depend- 
ence on foreign woolen factories nearly nine times as much as upon cot- 
ton. 


On the 16th of February, 1857, in the tariff debate in the House, Mr. 
Horton, of Ohio, after calling attention to this fact, said: 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs you that the manufacture of woolen 
fabrics has decreased. The importation of foreign wool has decreased, while 
thatof woolens has largely increased. No wool is exported and there is said to 
be only a small stock on hand. No other conclusion appears plausible except 
that the wool crop is greatly diminished. Uncertainty, irregularity, fluctuation 
in price, want of confidence in manufacturers’ ability to continue their opera- 
tions have produced their natural result. Add the fact that stocks in woolen 
inanufacturing gommpanies have gone down to a low price and there will be no 
doubt as to the eonelusion to which I have arrived. 

In the same debate, Mr. De Witt, of Massachusetts, said: 


We have more than trebled our imports of woolen goods since 1816. We have 
banished nearly every flock of Saxony sheep from the country, and stopped the 
three hundred and forty-four sets of cards and the eighteen hundred broad 
looms which worked annually more than eight and a quarter millions of pounds 
of these fine wools, 

The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. CARLISLE, quotes from the 
speech of Senator—afterwards Vice-President— Wilson, in the tariff de- 
bate of 1857, with hearty approval, a few paragraphs on the subject of 
the tariff on wool and other raw materials used by the manufacturer. 
He introduces his quotations from Senator Wilson with the com- 
mendation for his information and opinion on this subject, saying that 
he was— 


A gentleman who perhaps understood as thoroughly as any one the real con- 
dition and necessities of his constituents. 


It is strange perhaps that the gentleman from Kentucky did not 
take Senator Wilson’s testimony on the condition of the woolen indus- 


try at that time. But as he overlooked it, I may perhaps venture to 
give it. I quote from the same speech, delivered in the United States 
Senate February 26, 1857: 

At this time, when the great interests of the nation depend upon the proper 
adjustment of-the duties upon imports, the woolen manufacturers present their 
condition to the attention of Congress—to the consideration of American 
statesmen. They tell you, Mr. President, and they tell you truly, that the 
tariff of 1846 has borne heavily upon their interests. They tell you, and they tell 
you truly, that under the operations of the tariff of 1816 the manufacture of the 
finer and better classes of woolens has almost entirely ceased; that one by 
one the mills for the manufacture of these finer classes of woolens have been 


| compelled to succumb; that hundreds of thousands of dollarsinvested in these 


mills have been lost,that even in the manufacture of the coarser qualities of 
woolens hundreds of thousands of dollars have been sunk. 

And again, the woolen manufacturers tell you, and they tell you truly, that 
their interests are depressed, greatly depressed, under the present policy. They 
point you to theirsilent spindles and looms, to their depreciated property. 

This was the condition of one of the leading industries of our coun- 
try. This was the happy situation which the distinguished gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] had in mind when he declares that— 


The tariff act of 1845 infused new life and vigor into our languishing manu- 
factures. 


When he asserts that— 

Even the strong prejudices of New England were removed by actual experi- 
ence, 

Sir, no man can read that debate on the bill of 1857 without com- 
prehending that a desire for relief from the effects of the act of 1846 
was the controlling motive with Senator Wilson and other representa- 
tives of New England in both branches of Congress. The wool-grower 
and manufacturer did not understand their mutual dependence then 
as now, and their supposed conflicting interests constituted the most 
important part of that discussion: and indeed they had been placed in 
extraordinary position by the hideous tariff deformity of 1846, which 
put more than one-third of the manufactures of wool at a lower tariff 
than the raw material. 

Is it strange, then, I ask gentlemen, that some of the representatives 
of New England were ready to vote even for a bill vicious in certain 
provisions which gave to the manufacturers free wool of all the coarser 
grades, upon which they had been obliged to pay a tariff of 30 per 
cent., and to that extent gave to them an increase in the tariff on cer- 
tain manufactures of woolens over the then existing rate? 

No, no, Mr. CARLISLE, these gentlemen did not, as you say, ‘‘de- 
clare by their vote that a further reduction would be beneficial to their 
industries,’’? but they did declare that the act of 1846 had given cer- 
tain lines of certain leading New England industries an almost mortal 
hurt; and that, though the aid offered had something of peril in it for 
other manufactures, it would for the time being build up the waste 
places where the Walker tariff had made such utter havoc and ruin. 
Need we marvel that some of them voted as they did? It is true, Mr. 
Chairman, that the statistics show gains in the important industries 
during the decade in question. Ido not wish to be misunderstood 
upon this point. Still { maintain that other causes, of which I shall 
speak presently, gave rare and unusual advantages to all business, and 
that an average increase is not at ali inconsistent with the great busi- 
ness disturbances experienced under the laws of ’46 and ’57, laws 
which gave ample protection to certain lines of many industries and 
subjected others to the destructive influence of free-trade.competition. 

The gentleman selected industries to point his argument which with 
one exception would show especially large percentages, but he singu- 
larly, with one exception, selected those which the act of 1546 either 
did not reduce at all as a whole or but slightly as a whole. 

Healso makes the claim that the percentage of increase in the wages 
paid exceeded the percentage of increase in the number of hands employd 
and that hence the low tariff of 1846 ‘‘secured higher wages to our 
laboring people.’’ In another portion of his speech he endeavors to 
account for the much higher rate of wages under the more recent pro- 
tective period of our history in quite another way. If wages increase 
under protection the gentleman finds that ‘‘ the most eflicient cause’? 
of the increase is the introduction and use of machinery in combina- 
tion with skilled labor; that a man using machinery can turn out a 
hundred times more product than by hand, and consequently earns and 
receives higher wages. But it seems never to have occurred to the 
gentleman that this same argument turned against that other portion ot 
his speech might account for and explain his little percentage of ad- 
vance in wages as well as aid most materially in making up the per- 
centage of growth in the several industries cited. 

Why, sir, the study of our industrial progress discloses the fact that 
there came greater comparative development from inventions from 1842 
to 1862 than in any like period of time before in our whole history. It 
is true that the recent years are rich in great inventions, but they are 
largely improvements on existing inventions; besides, the conditions 
are entirely changed, and their influence on on an industrial world 
crowded and noisy with labor-saving machinery is not so marked, does 
not so revolutionize manufacturing as a generation ago. 

In hosiery it was not till about 1840 that the rotary-power loom was 
patented. From 1813 untilthat time but five patents were issued on 
machines for manufacturing hosiery; from 1840 to 1851 but thirteen, 
while from 1851 to 1860 there were seventy-nine patents issued. In 
1848 one hand could weave but 4 yards of carpets per day. Big- 
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elow perfected and patented the power loom tor weaving carpets w 


which a single hand could weave 25 yards in a da 
this business was lifted for the time-being above the mali 
of foreign competition. It was not until , 
chine for pegging boots and shoes was patented. With this machine 
one man could peg a boot in three minutes. The importance of such 
an invention in an industry where pegged boots and shoes constituted 


three-fourths of the entire manufacture can at 





1851 that the ingenious 1 


this time scarce] be 


calculated, but it is enough in itself to account for any percentage « 
growth made during the decade following 
To that portion of the gentleman’s speec h where he re vs the a 


tion of the House somewhat in detail upon the tariff bill 1857, and 
which has occasioned much comment throughout the « cunt I 
vite the special ve of gentlemen present here to-day. 


He says that the results of the act of 1846 were so beneficial t! 
1857— 
every Representative from that part of the country (New England) wl 
at all voted fora bill making an almost uniform reduction of 20 per ce 


the rates imposed by the act of 1846 and placing many additional articles o1 


free list. 

This was upon the bill, he says, as it ‘‘first passed the H: 
speaking further in detail of this same vote he says 

Every Representative from New Hampshire, Vermont, Conn 
Rhode Island was present and voted for the bill, and among the 
name of the venerable and distinguished Senator who stil 
the other end of the Capitel, Hon. Justin S. MorrRIL1, 

This statement shows just enough familiarity with the history of ‘‘the 
tariff act of 1857 asit first passed the House’’ to misquote the record and 
misrepresent themen whomadeit. With areckless indifference to plain 
and established facts, this declaration tramples under foot the verified re- 
ports of that Congress and plays with the reputation of a distinguished, 
consistent, life-long protectionist with a vandal hand. It transforms 
a devotee to the American system into a heretic and makes him wo! 
ship the British beast. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Keep the gentleman’s [Mr. CARLISLE’S] statement in mind: 

Every Representative from that part of the country 
New England— 
who voted at all voted for a bill making an almost uniform reduction of 20 per 
cent. from the rates imposed by the act of 1846. 

And going into this vote in detail, he adds: 

Among them appears the name of the venerable and distinguished Senator 
who still serves his State at the other end of the Capitol, Hon. Justin S. Mor- 
RILL. 

This is an error so gross and unjust as to demand correction, if for 
no other purpose than to do justice to the honored name of the Senator 
from Vermont, then a member of this House, and rebuke the careless- 
ness of the gentleman from Kentucky, who used it with such e 
and telling effect on the occasion of his speech. 

I challenge him or any gentleman on the other side to mention a 





mphasis | 


single reduction upon any important artacle of manufacture by the | 


bill as it first passed the House, when Senator MORRILL voted for it 


Instead of making, as the gentleman from Kentucky says, ‘‘an al- 
most uniform reduction of 20 per cent. from the rates imposed by the act 


of 1846,’’ as it first passed the House, when all the New England Repre- | 


sentatives and Senator MoRRILL voted for it, the bill was a protective 
measure, came from a committee which made in its report one of the 
most powerful arguments for protection ever submitted by a committee 
of this House, and did not make a horizontal or 20 percent. reduction at 
all. There was a Treasury surplus then as now, and the bill as it first 
passed the House was designed to reduce that surplus without impair- 
ment or injury to American industries. 
principles. It added such articles to the free-list as were not in com- 
petition with the productions of this country. It did nothing more. 
It simply added to the free-list, and made no reduction upon manufact- 
ures whatever. 

There was no reason why Mr. MoRRILL should not vote for it, and 
to seek to make that vote cast for the bill as it first passed the House 


a scar of inconsistency on the record of that gentleman is either inex- | 


cusable blundering or the meanest sort of political pettifogging. 
plause on the Republican side. ] 
Why, when the bill for which Mr. Morritt and all the New Eng- 


[Ap- 


land Representatives had voted went over to the Senate what did the | 


Democrats there say of it? Did they say it made ‘‘an almost uniform 
reduction of 20 per cent. from the rates imposed by the act of 1846? 

Let ussee. Take for instance the statement of that distinguished 
Democrat who devised the substitute which finally, with some modi- 
fication made in the Senate and some further amendment in conference 
committee became the law of 1857, Hon. R. M. T. Hunter, of Virginia 
He said: 


The bill which passed the House does nothing but add to the free-list. The 
bill does nothing for the consumers. On all the articles he uses the duties re- 
main as they are, the addition to the free-list is for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer. 


And again: 


The bill assent from the House of Representatives proposes that whatever 
advantages are to be derived from its operation shall be given to the manu- 
facturer alone and keeping the existing rate of duty on everything eise 


I do not know how it appears to other gentlemen, I simply take the 
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the sole credit for the measure on the Republicans 
| was a rare and striking instance of Democratic 1 

he did not avow he suggested and implied. In one 
says: 

Here is the vote on the act of 1857 st passe 
House, over which Nathan rea la 

And later, of the vote on the Senate su te 

And thus the tariff act of 1557, which w ft 
the other side of the House, became t ‘ i 
lican and New England Representat 

As the excessive generosity of the gentleman 
the Democrats of their iare of credit for th 
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od nd 1 \m Know Nothings 43. Thirty of the Know 
Not we from the Southern Democratic States. 

Of the Repub! ited, all but 39 voted against the tariff of 
185 Of the ocrat ho voted, all voted it except 4. The 
Dense t ted the billoutnumbered the Republicans nearly 
>to 1 d to this may be added the votes ofall the Know Nothings 
from th Ma n and Dixon’s line Ww ho voted excepting 3. 

And thus the tarifl of 1857, which we have so often heard extoll- 
ed on th 1¢ other side of the House, but which has been execrated by 
the good people of this country for nearly a generation, became the law 
of the land hy the votes of Democratic free-traders and Know Nothings 
from the South. 

I do not know that I can better illustrate the utter unfairness of th 
gentleman’ angUAge | than to apply his method to the present situa- 


tion. Suppose the j} ling bill should pass here and go to the Senate, 
that it should there ed from a free-trade bill to a protective 
bill. should be returned to this House and be passed by it, a few Demo- 
crats voting withthe Key ins, how would the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] enjoy the idea of a Republican Speaker of thi 


be chang 


ubiie 


House a generation hence coming from his high place to this floor to 
say of the Democratic party, to say of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that so well pleased was he with the results of the Morrill tariff that 


he voted for and made aspeech in favor of the protective bill of 1883 as it 


House; that this bill, after undergoing a few trifling 
enate, came back and again passed the House—a Demo- 
Hon. JouN G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, presiding ? 


ile replying to the charge respecting the de- 


lirst passed the 
ch ine 
cratic 

The 
plete l condition of t 
Michigan | Mr. BurRows ],denied that the tariff acts of 1846 and 1857 
had contributed to the business depression and bankruptcy of 1857, 
and asserted that the credit of the Government had not been impaired 
and no Government bonds or Treasury notes ‘‘sold at less than par’’ 
until within ten days of the close of Buchanan’s administration. The 
authority cited by the gentleman to sustain this statement may take 
no account of the the Treasury transactions connected with 
the etforts to raise money during the last year of Buchanan’s adminis- 
tration. Whether discounts were not entered on the Treasury books 
as discounts, but as ‘‘ commissions,’’ or in some other manner still, or 
whether no record was made and preserved there at all of the arrange- 
ments with syndicates of bankers to float Government obligations does 
not signify. History has preserved for us the facts of that vexed period, 
and without favor or political bias hands them down to us with their 
lesson for to-day. 

Appleton’s ineyclopedia for 1861, as well as McPherson’s History 
of the Rebellion, recites the Treasury transactions for that time sub- 
stantially as given in the History of the Protective Tariff, by Hon. R. 
W. Thompson, ex-Secretary of the Navy and a former member of this 
House. I quote from page 426 of his work: 


In October, 1860, the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Howell Cobb, of Georgia, 
who had largely contributed tothe results then existing, offered for sale $10,000,000 
of the 5 per cent, Government stocks, half of the $20,000,000 authorized by Con- 
gress. Bids were made for this at a small premium, but onlya portion of it was 
realized, on account of some of the bidders having withdrawn their offers, Con- 
gress Was consequently compelled to pass a law in December, 1860, authorizing 
the issue of $10,000,000 of Treasury notes as another expedient for borrowing 
money. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury at once offered $5,000,000 of these notes 
for sale, which had the effect of demonstrating the humiliating fact that the 
credit of the Government was lower than that of many individual ¢ tizens, 

3ids were made for only $500,000 of the $5,000,000, and these at varying rates of 
discount, some 36, some 24, and the lowest 12 per cent. discount. 

As it was absolutely necessary to raise money to pay the interest upon the 
public debt, due January 1, 1861, the Secretary closed the $500,000 at 12 per cent. 
‘This, however, fell short of the necessary amount, and, to prevent the Govern- 
ment from failing in the payment of the interest, a loan of $1,500,000 was made 
ofa syndicate of banks and bankers at 12 percent. Ina short time the remain- 
der of the Treasury notes were disposed of at the same rate and to the same 
syndicate. And by these measures was the Government enabled to obtain re- 
lief from the financial pressure. It had to be done by borrowing money upon 
such terms and such a rate of discount as would drive any business man into 
insolvency. But even this relief was at most a mere temporary expedient. And 
not the least humiliating feature of it was the fact that, at the same time, the 
State of New York sold $1,200,000 of her State bonds for premiums varying from 
1} to 2§ per cent. 

In January the Secretary offered another loan of $5,000,000 and received bids 
varying from 8} to 11 per cent. discount, the credit of the National Govern- 
ment being thus reduced below that of the States. 
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This was all in October, November, December, and January, months 
prior to the time when the gentleman from Kentucky states that Gov- 
ernment securities were sold at a discount. He says none were sold at 
a discount ‘‘from the time of the passage of the tariff act of 1846 down 
to the last ten days of Mr. Buchanan’s administration. ”’ 

The gentleman from Kentucky may possibly be correct in this state- 
ment, but there is at least very good authority, as I have shown, for 
believing that he is also in error upon this point. 

Gentlemen may differ in their opinions as to what caused the gen- 
eral business depression and disaster of these years and sent the Gov- 
ernment disgraced into the streets to hawk about her notes and bonds 
at a discount; nevertheless the following table of receipts and expendi- 
tures will show the effect of the tariff of 1857 on the condition of the 
‘Treasury, and may enable those interested to nose out the taint which 
had fastened itself upon the public credit: 


‘Treasury,and especially to the gentle man from | 
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: Sxpen di- 
Year Receipts an . ; tures over 
es receipts, 

J ; $2. 165, 238 
BERT .. 000 ccnnee + 08etoccedosrcpnsescorevccseonsests eoevceses 437 0, 540, 817 
l 0 16, 790, 126 
4 6, 869, 243 
PO ade ncdindacanenvennaini O55 23, 033, 9: a 
Total 248, 000, 985 100, 339 79, 399, 354 
During the same period the public debt increased year by year as 

, mows 


$28, 699, 831 
14, 911, 881 
58, 496, 837 
64, 842 
JU, 





580, 873 
Our imports of all kinds of foreign merchandise, exclusive of coin 
nd bullion, for the year 1849, the earliest date for which the official 

figut at hand, amounted to $141,206,199 in value. In 1859 they 

! <1 the sum of $331,333,341; and in the eleven years from 1849 to 

1259 incl amounte a to a total of $2,805,369, 211. 

Our exports of all kinds of both domestic and foreign productions, 


es are 


usive, 


excepting precious metals, were, in 1849, $140,351,172, and in 1859 
$292,002,051. In the eleven years the total amount was $2,458,598, - 
| 177, leaving a balance against us on the merchandise account of $366, - 


| 771,034, 

| Judged by any fair tests—as rev 

| manufacturing, by their effects upon agri 

| 1857 fail and tail signally. 

| The effect of the act of 1846 on agriculture is well 
the facts furnished by President I’illmore in his 


enue measures, 
ulture 


by their effects upon 
—the acts of 1846 and 





demonstrated in 


message of December 


| 

| 2, 1851, five years after its enactment: 

| 

| The values of our domestic exports for the last fiseal year as compared with 

| those of the previous year exhibit an increase of $43,646,322. At first this con- 

; dition of our trade with foreign nations would seem to present the most flaiter- 
ing hope of its future prosperity. An examination of the details of ourexports, 

i however, will show that the increased value of our exports for the last fiseal 


| year is to be found in the high price of cotton which prevailed during the last 
half of that year, which price has since declined about one-half. The value of 
our exports of breadstuffs and provisions, which it was supposed the incentive 
of a low tariff and large importations from abroad woul i have largely aug 
mented, has fallen from $68,701,921 in 1817 to $26,051,373 in 1850, and to ‘ 21, 848,653 
in 1851, with a strong probability, amounting almost to a certainty, of 
further reduction in the current year. 

The aggregate values of rice exported during the last fiscal year, as compared 
with the previous year, also exhibit a decrease amounting to $460,917, which, 
with the decline in the values of the exports of tobacco for the same period, 
make an aggregate decrease in these two articles of $1,156,751. 

The policy which dictated a low rate of duties on foreign merchandise, it wi 
thought by those who promoted and established it, would tend to bene 
| farming population of the country by increasing the demand and raising the 

price of agricultural products in foreign markets. The foregoing facts, how- 
ever, seem to show incontestably that no such result has followed the adoption 
of the policy. 

Buchanan, in his message of December 8, 1857, gives this testimony 
as to the condition of the country after eleven years under the tariif 
acts of 1846 and 1857: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded the 
toil~«fthehusbandman, We have possessed ail the elements of material wealt!: 
in rich abundance, and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country 
in its monetary interests isat the present time in a deplorable condition. Inthe 
midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and in all the elements o 
national wealth we find our manufactures suspended, our public works ret: urded, 
and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to 
want. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other pointand Iam done. Protectionists 
are sometimes criticised for referring the prosperity of the last quar- 
ter of a century to the maintenance of their economic principles. The 
language I have already cited from the speech of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is enough to show how he labors first to prove growth and 
prosperity from the passage of the tariff of 1846 until 1860, and then 
how broadly and unqualifiedly he claims itall as due to the low tariffs 
of 1846 and 1857. Nothing gets out of his net. These laws not only 
made wool cheap to the manufacturer, but in some unaccountable way 
the farmer gota higher price forit. They not only madeall mauufact- 
ured articles cost less, but by some magic gave the manufacturers 
greater profits and greater prosperity. ‘They not only made wages 
higher but everything cheaper which the laborer turned out, and still 
left the employer a larger margin. In short, sir, they kept both ends 
of the teeter in the air at the same time. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] From the gentleman’s view they were simply 
most marvelous pieces of legislation. 

The gentleman entirely ignores those more remote but still power- 
ful influences so material in keeping us afloat. buoying us up, and at 
times carrying us to the very crest of the wave. Infiuences both at 
home and abroad fortunately joined, placing this country in some 
measure beyond the harm of unwise legislation and 1¢ to the 
American people unexpected and for atime almost unlimited wealth. 

He counts as nothing the discovery of gold in California, timed so 
fortunately for the business interests ‘of this cor untry. It gave new life 
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continued applause on the Republican side. } 
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the 11th of May last, in connection with the remarks I made upon 


I 


House bill No. 9051, to reduce taxation, I took occasion to refer to t] 


enormous profits realized by some of the protected industries of this 
country under our present tariff laws, and I then stated in proof cer- 


tain facts which had come to my knowledge in regard to the profits in 
one year of one.of these companies, and which a certain party—a ben: 

ficiary under this policy—had personally admitted to me wis correct 

I, however, did not mention the names of individuals, only incerpo- 
rated companies. 

Perhaps no company in the United States has a larger interest in 
the iron and steel industries of the country than the one I named, and 
in referring to it in connection with these industries and the protecti 
system generally as advocated by the Republican party, I used no | 
guage that any man, having even the slightest instincts of a gent! 

I did refer to the large profit mad 


ee could take exceptions to. na 
by this company and how it was acquired, and in doing this I cast no 
personal reflections, nor did I use an 





disecourteous language. I re 


ferred to this company to illustrate a policy, which, in my judgment, 
is unfair and unjust to the great masses of our people, and I did not 
pretend to claim that any company or individual had not the right and 
were not perfectly justified in availing themselves of unjust and up 


equal laws to amass money. 
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year and had given away one million of it, as he stated, no one could | 
question the motives by which he was influenced. That where a sys- 
tem of bad and vicious laws cnabled a man to accumulate $1,500,000 | 
in one yar out of any industry of the country as his share alone of | 
the profits of his company he might well afford to -be liberal with his 
gains to popularize a policy that makes it possible for him to make in 
one year so large asum of money. Mr. Carnegie’s reply to me was, 
‘Oh, you are a .ree-trader.”’ I said, ‘* Yes, I am a free-trader, if you 
mean by that that Iam opposed to such a policy as discriminates in 
favor of the few azainst the many.”’ 

Mr. KELLEY took no part in this conversation, and Mr. Carnegie bid 
me good day, and left. Not one word in regard to the profits on steel 
rails passed between us, and in fact there was no occasion that any such 
conversation should have occurred. I neverstated in my remarks that 
the profits of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works were made from steel 
rails alone. I am toothoroughly acquainted with the various produc- 
tions of the Edgar Thomson Company not to know that their large ac- 
cumulated profits are derived from various steel and iron products made 
by them outside of steel rails. 

Mr. Speaker, I am willing to be qualified that this is substantially 
what transpired between Mr. Carnegie and myself, and that the state- 
ments made by the gentleman from Pennsylvaniaare totally incorrect, 
except as to Mr. Carnegie’s citizenship; and I will endeavor to have 
printed with these remarks the statements of other gentlemen present, 
of the same political faith as Mr, Carnegie and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, although they may not be “ official persons,’’ but who 
are at least entitled to as much credit for veracity as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that will confirm what I have said. 

Mr. COX (when the five minutes of Mr. Scorr had expired) said: I 
hope the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be extended. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not desire more than two minutes more. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam informed there is an understanding that some 
gentlemen on the other side, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] and others, are to have an extension of time. I am willing, 
of course, that this side of the House should use as much time as may 
be occupied by the other; but when the existing understanding has 
been carried out, I am going to insist on the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] to continue his remarks for two min- 
utes longer? The Chair hears none. 

{[Mr. SCOTT resumed and concluded his remarks as already hem 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR 
will now be recognized for thirty minutes, in accordance with the 

previous order of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROoSVENOR] proceeds, I desire to give notice, since the 
speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. LA FoLLETTE],that I will 
print in the Recorp extracts from a speech by General Garfield and 
from the late speech of Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose after the speech of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] I should say the 
late Mr, CARLISLE—— 

Mr. REED. What is the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desired to give notice—I 
suppose it is not necessary to ask leave—that I would publish in the 

%ECORD extracts from a speech of General Garfield, and also from the 
late speech of Mr. CARLISLE—— 

Mr. REED. The ‘‘ late Mr. CARLISLE,’’ I thought the gentleman 
said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, the ‘‘late Mr. CArR- 
LISLe;’’? and no doubt it is a matterof very great pity that Mr. CAR- 
LISLE has been run over so badly this afternoon, but stfll 

Mr REED. Perhaps he can take care of himself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He is not too great to be spoken of. 

Mr. REED. He might possibly take care of himself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman has 
had ample occasion to know that he is not only able to take care of 
himself, but able to take care of anybody who may have preceded him. 

Mr. REED. I beg to say that I have never had any personal occa- 
sion to know ii of him or any other Kentucky gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have nodoubt the modesty 
of the gentleman from Maine is only equaled by his merit. 

Mr. REED. Only equaled by my accuracy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I admit that; your modesty 
is only equaled by your accuracy. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. REED. They are both great. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt the gentle- 
man thinks so; and that is an evidence both of his modesty and of his 
accuracy in a single sentence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it the intention to reproduce the speech of Mr. 
CARLISLE? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I stated, I want to pub- 
lish in the RecorD extracts from a speech of Mr. Garfield and also 
from the late speech of Mr. CARLISLE. 


! 





Both of us agree as to that. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. BAYNE. 


JuLY 14, 





I presume the gentleman does not intend to repro- 


| duce the speech of Mr. CARLISLE in full? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
the REcorD. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Chicago platform declares 
that— 

The protective system must be maintained. Its abandonment has always 


been followed by general disaster to all interests except those of the usurer and 
sheriff. 


An extract from it. 
The complete speech has already been published in 


And no doubt very widely 


This is a striking and theatrical sentence; but the historical state- 
ment contained in it is capable of proof or contradiction. The Walker 
tariff was a distinct ‘‘abandonment’’ of the protective system, and 
the country tried that experiment from 1846 to 1857, a period suffi- 
ciently long to give that system of low tariff with ad valorem rates a 
fair trial. In 1857 Congress, after full debate, with the concurrence of 
a majority of New England and its Representatives, reduced the rates; 
and the universal judgment of the country was in approval of the ex- 
periment commenced in 1846. So that the decade from 1850 to 1860 
may be accepted as the fair witness as to the truth of the statement of 
fact made in the Republican platform. The following extracts from 
the speeches of General Garfield and Mr. CARLISLE cover one of the 
periods referred to in that platform, as well as that upon which the 
gentleman from Wisconsin comments: 


[Remarks of Hon. James A. Garfield, CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of March 6, 1878, 
pages 1525-6, volume 28, Forty-fifth Congress. } 

The first forty minutes of his two hour and a half speech were devoted to over- 
turning a proposition of mine which was incidental and not vitally essential to 
my argument. The line of my argument was this: that it was generally con- 
ceded that 1860 was a time of peace and of general prosperity in this country; 
that there was fair employment of labor and fair remuneration for the laborer ; 
that it was an era of free banking and the volume of the currency was $207,000,- 
0v0, the largest which this country had ever had, except for a brief period in the 
panic year of 1857. On thatstatement I drew the conclusion that it was due to 
gentlemen who said that we had not now enough currency to show howyafter 
all that has occurred to us in years past, the present depression of prices, which 
are nearly if not altogether asi ow as in 1860, and the present non-occupation of 
laborers, three times as much currency now as we had in 1860 was still insuffi- 
cient. 

That was the drift of my argument@and upon the preliminarv declaration 
that the year 1860 was one of peace and fair prosperity \:roughout the country 
the gentleman spent forty minutes to show that 1860 was one of our most dis 
tressful years, except perhaps the present, that this country has ever known. In 
the first place he denied that it was a year of peace, and for three very curious 
reasons. First, because during the previous year seventeen men had invaded 
Virginia at Harper’s Ferry. Second, because it was the year of the Presidental 
election. Third, because the yearafterward we had awar. Well,if these three 
facts prove that 1860 was not a year of peace then the gentleman is entitled to 
say that our currency was adjusted to a war basis during that year. But he 
denies my statement that 1860 was a year of general prosperity, and asserts 
that it was a year of great business depression. And he bases this opinion 
upon the fact that in 1859 there was a destructive frost in some of the grain- 
growing sections of the country; that some iron-men say it was a disastrous 
year to the producers and manufacturers of iron; that there were large sheriffs’ 
sales in Philadelphia; and that the national Government was compelled to 
negotiate a loan to meet its expenditures. These and the opinion of Mr. Carey 
are, I believe, the main grounds on which he relies for overturning my position. 

For the purpose of my November speech I might have taken the whole decade 
from 1850 to 1860 as the base-line from which to measure the relative amount of 
currency needed before the war and now, but I chose the year 1860 as the last 
year of peace preceding the period of war and inflation. I consider it a fact, 
admitted by most every one, that 1860 was a year of very general prosperity, 
but as the gentleman denies it I will enumerate briefly a few of the grounds on 
which I made my statement. 

In 1860 the burdens of national taxation were light. All our revenues, includ- 
ing loans, amounted only to $76,000,000. Our expenditures were $77,000,000, and 
our whole public debt but $65,000,000. In the year 1860 the tonnage of our ships 
upon the seas was 5,353,868 tons, which was more by 140,000 tons than in any 
other year of our history before or since. Two-thirds of our imports were then 
earried in American bottoms, as were also more than two-thirds of our exports. 

Our exports that year reached the aggregate value of $400,000,000, which was 
forty-three and a half millions more than during any previous year. Our im- 
ports were $362,000,000, decidedly more than any other year. And I make this 
statement on the authority of David A. Wells, that in 1860 we were exporting 
to foreign countries more American manufactures than in any other year of 
our er: In a table printed on page 10 of the report of the special commis- 
sioner of the revenue for 1869, it appears that in 1860 there came to this country 
179,000 emigrants, 58,000 more than during the preceding year. 

As an exhibit of the activity and industry of our people, 4,819 patents were is- 
sued at the Patent Office in 1860, 1,100 more than the average number for the three 
years preceding. In that year we built 1,846 miles of railroad, a slight increase 
above the preceding year. The people of the United States consumed 332,000 
tons of sugar in 1857, and in 1860 they consumed the enormous amount of464,000 
tons, more than in any other year of our previous history. The mean annual 
consumption of tea ‘n the United States, which was 16,000,000 pounds in the de- 
cade ending with 1850, was 27,000,000 pounds in the decade ending with 1860. 
This certainly is an indication that the people had something to buy with. 

From 1831 to 1851 the cotton crop of the United States ranged from one million 
to two and one-third million bales per annum. In the year 1860 it had risen to 
the enormous crop of 4,675,770 bales, almost 1,000,000 more bales than were ever 
grown in the United States in any previous year of our history. 

I find from the census reports that in 1850 our wheat crop was 100,000,000 ——- 
els, and in 1860 it was 173,000,000 bushels. In 1850 we raised 592,000,000 bushéls 
of corn; in 1860, 838,000,000 bushels, while in 1870 we raised but 760,000,000 bush- 
els. The crop of 1860 was 78,000,000 bushels more than that of 1870, and 346,000,000 
more than that of 1850. And so with several other of the great cereals. The 
crop of barley for 1860 was three times that of 1850, The crops of rye and buck- 
wheat in 1860 exceeded those of 1870, as well as those of 1850, 

In 1850 the value of the American farms was three and one-quarter billions of 
dollars; in 1860 it was $6,645,000,000 by the census, an increase of 103 per cent., 
while the population increased but 35 per cent. during the decade. 

The value of farming implements in 1850 was $151,000,000; in 1860 it was $246,- 























CO 


18 





000,000, an increase of 70 per cent., while during the next decade itincreased but 
42 per cent, From the statistics of manufactures given in the census I find that 
in 1860 nine hundred and fifty-seven thousand hands were e mployed; in 1850, 
thirteen hundred and eleven thousand. In 1850 the products of manufactures 
ameunted to $553,000,000; in 1860, $1,009,000,000, an increase of 90 per cent., while 
population increased but 35 per cent. The products of our manufactures in- 
creased in that decade $870,000,000, Kut the gentleman tells us it was a year of 
unusual distress. 

He spoke of the condition of the iron interest in that year. Let me tell him 
what the iron and steel associations say in their report for 1877. I find on page 
28 that in 1860 there were brought from Lake Superior to our mills in the East 
116,000 tons of ore, 51,000 tons more than in any other year of our history. 

On page 47 of the same report I learn that the production of anthracite coal in 
Pennsylvania in 1860 amounted to 9,807,000 tons, almost 800,000 tons more than 
in any previous year. On page 12 of the same report I find that the production 
of bituminous coal and coke for 1860 amounted to 122,000 tons, which was 38,000 
tons more than the greatest product of any preceding year. And how much 
pig-iron did we produce in that year? I quote from page 302 of the volume of 

‘Speeches and Addresses’’ by WILLIAM D. KELLEY, a speech made by him here 
January 11, 1870, in which he gives the product for seven or eight years; and, 
according to his speech, in the year 1860 the total product of pig-iron in this 
country was 913,000 tons. This was 130,000 tons more than the average of the 
six preceding years, yet he holds that 1860 was a year of unusual distress. 

This is from an old debate between the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
myself; a debate that we had cight years ago, when to justify his extreme views 
on the tariff (whigh I do not hesitate to say have done the cause of real protection 
more harm than the doctrines of the extreme free-traders) it was necessary 
for his argument to make it appear that because we then had a low tariff 1860 
was a year of great distress. 

We can find ample ground for the sufficient protection of American manufact- 
urers without distorting the history of our country. The gentleman's position 
lays him open to this dangerous reply that if the low tariff and insufficient 
volume of currency of 1860 caused the alleged distress of that year, how will! he 
account for what he admits the great distress of 1 , witha much higher tariff 
and three times the currency of 1860? 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1860 was one of peace and 
general prosperity. The aggregate volume of real and personal property inthe 
United States in 1850 was, in round millions, $7,135,000,000 ; in 1860 it was $16, 15y,- 
000,000, an increase of 126 per cent. while the population increased but 35 per 
cent. Yet to suita theory of finance we are told that 1860 wasa year of great 
distress and depression of business equaled only by the distress of the present 
year, 

1 hold that the facts I have recited, establish,in so far as anything can = 
established by statistics, that the year 1860 was a year not only of general peace 
but of general prosperity in the United States; andthe fact that there were fr: ate 
in some fields the year before, sheriff sales in Philadelphia, and unemployed 
laborers near some of the mills, not only does not overturn the proofs I have 
submitted, but these proofs show how limited were the disasters of which the 
gentleman speaks, 








{Remarks of Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, House of Representatives, May 19, 1888 

We have been told over and over again during this debate that the passage 
of the pending bill will destroy manv valuable industries now flourishing in 
various parts of the country; that it will deprive thousands of laborers of em‘ 
ployment and greatly reduce the wages of those who continue to work; and 
the gentleman from Maine, who has just spoken, has substantially repeated the 
gloomy predictions to which the House has listened so often during the last 
three weeks. Sir, if I believed that the passage of this measure would injure a 
single honest industry or reduce the wages of those who are employed in it, I 
would, notwithstanding the gre: it emergency which confronts us, hesitate long 
before giving it my support. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

But in my opinion the redue tions now proposed on dutiable imports, and the 
proposed additions to the free-list, will be beneficial to the manufacturers them 
selves as well as totheir laborers and the consumers of their products; and as 
the Representatives from New England on the other side of the House appear 
to be especially alarmed cone erning the injurious effects of this bill upon the 
great manufacturing industries in their part of the country, it may not be in: a 
propriate to call their attention to a few historical facts connected with our 
iff legislation in the past and the effects of low rates of duty upon the prosper ity 
of their people. 

The highest rate of duty imposed by the tariff act of 1846 upon any class of 
woolen goods, cotton fabrics, manufactures of leather and of hardware, was 3) 
per cent, ad valorem, and upon most kinds of cotton goods it was only 25 per 
cent. These were the industries in which New England was most largely en- 
gaged, and her Representatives here, except those from the State of Maine, 
who were divided upon the question, protested against the passage of that act, 
as they now protest against the passage of the pending bill, upon the ground 
that it would paralyze and ruin these great interests. The Representatives 
from Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, and Vermont 
voted unanimously against the bill, with the exception of Mr. Collamer, of Ver- 
mont, who did not vote at all. But it passed, nevertheless, and became a law ; 
and now, Mr, Chairman, let us see what its effect was upon the most impor- 
tant industries of these great manufacturing States, and what the subsequent 
action of their Representatives was, after an experience of eleven years under 
these moderate rates of duty. 

We have no authentic statistics showing the progress made by manufacturing 
industries between 1846 and 1857 as a separate and distinct period of time, but 
it may be fairly assumed that the full force and effect of the new rates of duty 
were realized at least as early as the census year 1849, and we have the census 
returns of 1850 and 1860, the latter based upon the productions of the year 1859, 
to which I beg leave to invite the attention of gentlemen from New England 
and other gentlemen who believe that low tariffs destroy manufactures and 
pauperizelabor. During the period mentioned the value of all our woolen man- 
ufactures increased more than 42 per cent-, the gumber of hands employed in- 
creased 18} per cent., but the total amount of Wages paid increased nearly 37 
per cent. [applause], showing that the percentage of increase in the amount of 
wages paid was twice as great as the percentage of increase in the number of 
hands employed. | Applause. } 

Taking all the New England States together, the increase ia the value of the 
product in this industry was 62 per cent. The increase in Massachusetts was 54 
per cent. ; in Rhode Island, 176 percent. ; in Vermont, 61} per cent., and in Maine, 
83) per cenit. In the manufacture of hosiery the progress during the ten years 
under consideration was almost marvelous. In the Eastern States the increase 
in the value of the product was 481 per cent. It was 523 per cent. in Connecti- 
cut, 277 per cent. in New Hampshire, and 373 per cent. in Massachusetts. 

What was the effect upon the manufacture of cotton fabrics in New England 
and in the whole country? Why,sir, the value of the production in the United 
States increased 77 per cent., the number of hands employed increased 28} per 
cent., and the total amount of wages paid increased 39 per cent. [Applause.|} 
In New England the increase in the value of the product was over 81 per cent., 
in the number of hands employed 28 per cent., and in the amount of wages 
paid 36 per cent. Massachusetts increased her product 77 per cent., New Hamp- 
shire 55  ~ cent., Rhode Island over 87 per cent., Connecticut 116 per cent., 
Maine 137 per cent., and Vermont 27} per cent. 

In the six New E ngland States the increase in the value of the product in the 
manufacture of boots and shoes was 83 per cent.; in Massachusetts the increase 
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was 92 per cent., in Connecticut 10 per cent., in Maine 99 per cent., and R 
Island 537 per cent Che production in New England alone in 1500 was g 
t! I aggregate production of all the States of the [ I In « 
unufacture of hardware New England increased the value of prod m) 
per cent., and in this industry also her product in 1860 was ater than t 
product of all the States in 1550 
Instead of paralyzing the industries and pauperizing labor in New England, 
or any othe r part of the cx yuntry, for that matter, the tariff act of 1846 infuses 

















life and vigor into our lan — ing manufactures and secured more con 
employment and hig as wages to our laboring people; and the consequen 
was that even the strong prejudices of New England were removed by actual 
experience, and in 1857 every Representative from that part of the country who 
voted at all voted for a bill making an almost uniform reduction of 20 per cent 
fre the rates imposed by the act of 1545, and } yma addit articles 
on the free-list. 

It may not be irrelevant to print a single paragraph from ‘‘ Twenty 
Years of Congress,’’ by Mr. Blaine. 

From Twenty Years of Congress, page 196, v« 

The Whig victory of 1848 was not sufficiently decisive to warrant an attempt, 
even had there been desire, to change the tariff General Taylor had been 
elected without subscribing toa platform or pledging himself to a specific meas- 
ure, and he was therefore ina position to resist and reject appeals of the ordinary 
partisan character. 

Moreover, the tariff of 1816 was yielding abundant revenue, and the business 


of the country was in a flourishing condition at the time his administration was 
organized. Money became very abundant after the year 1519; large enterprises 
were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for a considerable period the 
prosperity of the country was general and apparently genuine. After 1852 the 
Democrats had almost undisputed control of the Government and had gradu- 
Mly become a free-trade party. The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 
seemed for the time to be so entirely vindicated and approved that resistance 
to it ceased, not only among the people but among the protective economists, 
and even among the manufacturers to a large extent. So general was this ac- 
quiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by 
any of the three parties which presented Presidental candidates 


As for this testimony I ask leave to quote from the letter of f J. Q. 
Smith, printed in report No. 2848, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means during the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress: 


By the census of 1850 the estimated value of farms in the 1 
$3,271 575,42 In 1860 the value was est 
creased value during the decade of $3 
1870 the value of the farm timated at $9,262,803,861, showing an increase 
during the decade of 2, , or less than 40 per cent In 1880 the value of 
farms was estimated at $10,197,096,776, bei an increase during the decade of 
$939,292,915, or only a fraction over 9 per c« See Compendium of the Census 
of 1880, page 658 

















1ited States was 
ited at $6,645,045,007, showing an in- 
sl, or more than 100 per cent. In 


















The value of the live-stock in the United States in 1850 was estimated at $44,- 
180,566. In 1860 it was valued at $1,089,329.915 rhe increase during the oon ade 
was $45,149,349, or over 100 percent. In 1S70 it was estimated at $1,525,276,547, 
b ing an increase during the decade of $455,946,542, or less than 4 per ce = in 

“80 the live-stock was es ated at $1,500 454,602, being a decrease during the 
decade of nearly $25,000,000), or more than 1} per cent 

Che official valuation of taxable property in Ohio amounted in 1850 to $439,- 
876,340. In 1860 it amounted to $888,302,601, showing an increase during the ten 
years of $448,426,261, or more than 100 per cent. In 1870 it amounted to $1,167,- 
731,697, being an increase during the decade of $279,429,096, or less than 32 per 
cent. In 1884 the taxable property of the Stale amounted to $1,675,144,081, 
being an increase during the fourteen years of less than 44 per cent. (O! ta- 
tistical Report for 1584, page 
The lands of Ohio, not including town lots, were valued on the books of the 
auditor of State, in 1859, at 3266,751,102. In 1860, these lands were valued at 
$492,593,587, being an increase during ten years of $225,842,537, or 84 percent. In 
1884, they were valued at $708,312,772, be an increase in the twenty-four years 
of $215,719,185 or less than 44 per cent. g@ the last eight years, while the as- 
sessments have increased more than $100,000,000 there has been no increase in 
































the value of lands, notwithstanding millions of dollars have | 1 @x- 
pended in their improvement. 

Since 1846 there has bee nno important cl inge in the methods of valuing real 
or personal property in Ohio. All the changes which have been made have 
been in the direction of securing fuller returns, All assessors are sworn to re- 
turn property at its “true value in money 

In 1850 the live-stock of Ohio was valued at 432,18 In 1860 it was valued 
at $69,585,000, The increase was $35,150,811, L880 the value was $69,583,000. 





rhe increase was in twenty years only $9,990 It was more than three and 
a half times as much between 1350 and 1850 as it was between 1860 and 1880 

In 1860, with 6,246,871 acres of improved land in Missouri, the valuation of the 
lands of that State was $232,821,716. 'n 1584, with nearly 17,000,000 acres of im- 
proved land, the lands of the State were valued at $244,262 l. The increased 
valuation of all the lands of Missouri in twenty-four years was only $11,441,215, 
or less than 1 per cent., although the increase of improved land was nearly 200 
per cent. 

By the assessed valuations, published in the census report 
wealth of the people of Indiana was $205 in 1850, andin Is») 
in ten years was $99. In 1880,it was $367. The increase in twenty years was 
only $62. In 1850, the per capita wealth of Ohio was $222. In 1860, it was $379. 


the per capita 





The increase 






rhe increase during ten years, $157; the incr > during the next twenty years 
was just $100, or not two-thirds as much as it was in the previous ten years 
Without wearying you with further figures,do not all these statistics point 
strongly, if not conclusively, to the fact that from some cause or causes, there 
has been, since 1860, a great arrest in the prosperity of the country, and espe- 


cially of those engaged in agriculture? Are not the statistical figures I have 
given such as to demand at the hands of your committee a careful and disinter- 
ested inquiry into the subject? There seems every reason to believe that - 
tween 1850 and 1860 there was a very rapid increase in wealth. 

In the general prosperity of the country, the great farming com: ap- 
pears to have fully participated. Then, as now, it comprised about half all 
our people. Starting in 1550 with less than $4,000,000,000, they increased their 
wealth by more thanan equal amount in ten years. But since 1860,with farmore 
than twice as much capital, and added millions of persons employed, they have 
searcely been able, even by the highest estimates the census officers could pos- 
sibly make, to add as much to their wealth in twenty years as they did in the 
preceding ten. In 1860 farmers owned half of the wealth of thecountry. In 1880 
they owned but a quarter. By the census estimates, the other half of the com- 
munity between 1860 and 1580 increased their wealth by more than $23,000,000,000, 
But farmers starting with an equal capital increased their wealth during the 
same time only a little more than $4,000,000,000 

No one is betterawarethan you that between 1550 and 1860 we had the lowest 




















tariff that we have had for more than seventy years. And you are equally 
well aware that since 1460 we have had, almost al! the time, the highest tar if 
we have ever had. Is there not good reason to believe that in that fact is hg be 
found the secret of the terrible blight which has fallen on American agriculture? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the question is on the motion 
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of Mr, PuGsity, of Ohio, to strike out the section placing wool on the 
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free-list. I support that motion and I have no apology to offer for my | 
position. Ido it in the interest of a great interest in my district. I 
do it as a representative of all the people of my district, and in doing 
so I represent agreat interest not alone of Republicans but of Democrats 
ag well, And ! claim for myself that I am quite as ready to do such 
hattle as I may be able for all the people of my district alike. When 
it comes to a question like this tie interest of the whole people should 
be paramount to partisan considerations. 


But, Mr. Chairman, no matter how the question involved in the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PuGsLey] may be turned and 
shaped, 1t is a political question as here presented. lam glad the time 
has come that in the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 

ent there can be no longer any dodging or shifting of position on the 
part of the gentlemen who represent the Democracy. 

When I heard the speech of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ouri- 
WAitkE | to-day I was reminded that he had made some progress in the 
development of a tendency toward the support of free wool. My 
mind runs back to the days in Ohio when fierce battles were waged 
on the stump and in the press and when Republican speakers were de- 
nounced as falsiliers of the record because they warned the peop!e of 
Ohio that the tendency of the Democratic party was in the direction 
of free wool. 

In their platform of 1883 they denounced the intimation of thé 
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The Democrats selected General Warner to speak for them, and the 
Republicans selected myself. General Warner made a speechin which 
he denounced in strong language any attempt to reduce the tariff on 
wool. He said the wool industry in the State of Ohio had stood the 
last possible reduction that it could stand and be saved from utter de- 
struction. From this strong Janguage no dissent was made by the 
gentleman from the central district of Ohio, or by any other Demo- 
crat. IL insisted that the position of the Republican party on wool was 
in fayor of the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867, and I supported 
our position as well as I could, and there was no dissent heard to what 
I said. The members of Congress from Ohio came from the room of 
the Committee on Waysand Means conscious of having done their duty, 
both sides saying we had represented not only the Republicans but the 
Democratic sentiment of the State of Ohio, and all insisting that Ohio 
in both parties was unalterably opposed to any reduction on the wool 
tariff. 

Two years have passed away, Mr. Chairman, and the gentleman from 
the central district of Ohio has changed front materially. But I ought 
to say that in the cAmpaign that followed the slaughter of the Morri- 
son tariff bill, my friend made a most energetic and persistent canvass 
in Ohio, and, in my mind’s eye, I can see him now gallantly riding 
among the ‘* haw-eaters’’ of Hocking County and the hardy agricult- 


urists and wool-growers of Perry County, declaring that his position 
i BP . ? D> 


| on the wool tariff had been defined, when, in company of MCKINLEY, 


Republican press and leaders of the Republican party and fiercely pro- | 


claimed in language that I will reproduce that the Democratic party 
of Ohio defended protection of the wool interest of that State. 

In their platform of 1883 they denounced the lowering of the wool 
duties as follows: 

The act of the Republican Congress reducing the tariff on wool, while at the 
saine time increasing it on woolen goods already highly protected, was ini- 
guitous legisiation * * and ought to be corrected. 

Later on, as late as 1885, after the present Administration had come 
into power, the Democratic party again, in August of that year, reas- 
serted its fealty and loyalty in support of the wvol tariff in language 
which I will also produce : 

The Democratic party is and always has been the party of the people and of 
the agricultural and wool-growing interests. 

And in that same year there was circulated in Ohio a little circular, 
sent out by the Democratic headquarters at Columbus, affirming the 
loyalty of the Democratic party to the protection of wool and assailing 
the Republican party, and notably attacking the record of Senator SHER- 
MAN, on that record, asserting that it was the Republican party in the 
Senate of the United States that had made possible the attack upon 
wool interest of the State of Ohio and of the country. 

In that cireular the Democratic party of Ohio placed itself on record 
in opposition to the position of my colleague from Ohio [Mr. Ouri- 
WAI!ITE], when he claimed that the reduction of the tariff on wool will 
enhance the value in the market. In thatcireular the Ohio Democracy 
said: 

It means the indorsement of the reduction of the tariff on wool, by which 
measure the wool-growers of Ohio have been robbed of millions of dollars. 

This is quite a different statement from that of my Ohio friend. It 
is due to the truth of history to say that the attack upon Senator Sher- 
man was a false, wicked, and malicious statement, and known to be 
such by the men who made it. Senator Sherman fought in that con- 
test, as he has in all others, for the interests of the wool-growers and 
farmers, and his record in this regard will grow brighter and brighter 
when his maligners and traducers are forgotten, or remembered only to 
be condemned. 

When I heard the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUrHWAITE] make 
the speech he did I was reminded of an incident in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, one which made a profound impression on my mind, and one 
made use of in the campaign in Ohio to injure the position of the Re- 
publican party and strengthen the position of the Democratic party. 
There was pending in Congress the Morrison bill, which did not put 
wool on the free-list but provided a horizontal reduction of the tariff 
only inasmall degree. There came from Ohio a great delegation of 
wool-growers, headed by the president of the Ohio Wool-Growers As- 
sociation, and also by a strong representation of Democratic workers 
and the secretary of the same organization. 

Under their leadership twenty members of Congress from Ohio as- 
sembled in the lobby of the House of Representatives. All the Demo- 
cratic members were there. My distinguisned predecessor, General 
Warner, was there. My friend from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], who sits be- 
fore me and whodoes me the honor to listen to me now, was also there. 
The gentleman from the central district of Ohio [Mr. OUrHWAITE] 
was also there. Also all the Democratic members, and all the Repub- 
liean members, except the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BurTERWoRTH ], 
who was unavoidably absent, but whose position did not need any re- 
affirmation on that question, for he is always for protection to Ohio 
and all the other States. in solemn column we marched to the Ways 
and Means Committee room. That organization had not yet invented 
the star-chamber process of incubating tariff bills. That committee 
had not withdrawn itself into a cloister to produce an attack on the 
industrial interests of the country. They had not progressed so far in 
that direction, and they were willing to hear from the representatives 
of the people. We went in there. 


and Warner, and Judge TAYLOR, and other distinguished represent- 
atives of the protection of the wool interest, he gave his voice in pro- 
test against a reduction or alteration of the tariff on wool. So he se- 
cured the votes of his district and made a successful canvass. The 


| Democratic wool men were happy and so was everybody else. But 


now he has changed front, as near as I can tell from his speech, I re- 
peat. 
What has caused it? I do not desire to be personal in my remarks; 


| and I ought to say in this connection that I notified my colleague that 





I should refer to this subject, and he teld me that he must go from the 


| House upon a matter of important business. He is the only Representa- 


tive of the Democracy of Ohiothat notoniy has changed front, butis proud 
of having done so, Other Répresentatives of the Democracy from Ohio 
re taking this enforced ‘‘ dish of crow,’’ but they are doing it in si- 
lence. [Laughter.] How well they like it I donot know, and what 
the effect upon them at the fall election will be I can not say [laughter], 
but I refer to my colleague from the central district because he not only 
takes his dish of crow, but deliberately turns around and asserts that 
he always liked crow and always takes it inthat form. [Laughter and 


| applause on the Republican side. ] 


This year the Ohio Democracy in State convention assembled, with 
their record before their eyes, with the whole history of their false and 
fraudulent pretenses staring them in the face, and with the destruction 
of Ohio wool as a paying business assured, in their State platform comes 
out in strong language for the Mills bill, and free trade in wool. The 
Ohio delegation here, forgetting their position of two years ago, will, as 
I learn, all vote for free wool with only the honorable exception of my 
colleague, Mr.-FoRAN. 

So the Democratic party of Ohio, following the Democracy of the 
country, and bowing to the fierce demand of the sectional committee 
of the House and the free-trade message of Mr. Cleveland, is for free 
wool. It is not important to discuss the question whether the Demo- 
crats are for free trade in general; it is enough to say that the whole 
party, headed by the President, is a free-trade party in wool. 

What has been and what will be the effect of free wool upon the ir- 
dustry ? 

There has been and is now much confusion on this subject growing 
out of the multiplicity of authorities upon the effect of the decrease of 
the wool tariff on the industry in Ohio. 

I produce herea table from Ohio statistics of 1868, with the intro- 
ductory matter, as follows: 

Sheep-raising in Ohio has increased very rapidly, and we have now a much 
larger number than any State inthe Union. The number and value in 1868 
are as follows: 
iin cstatn cas uistitintaiite tepieiedovaapenmennieiserecTussses cebepaten:anvsioeds 7, 688, 345 
Value of same . $14, 819, 353 
AVETAGES VALUC... ccrseessecesess coeee $1. 92 






* 
This shows an increase of 133,338 in the number ofsheep. The num- 
ber in a series of years was as follows: 


2, 028, 404 
3, 942, 916 
4, 845, 189 
3, 368, 174 


3, 934, 763 





The wool clip in Ohio for 1868 was 24,848,624 pounds, being an increase over 
1867 of 3,355,577 pounds. 

In this year, the third of the reign of Mr. Cleveland, the flocks of 
Ohio have fallen to 4,101,340. ; 

I can not better discuss the question of how the changes in the tariif 
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rinthine compilations with which we have been tortured during the 
last three months. 

In the official report of the Ohio agricultural department, published 
only yesterday, it is shown that the wool clip of Ohio, as compared with 
the average for the past five years, is only 77 per cent. 

I want to say here that I have no time to spend in an elaborate and 
philosophic argument upon the question involved. It is enough for 
me to know that in 1560 we had in Ohio a trifle over 2,000,000 sheep, 
and that in 1868 we had increased this to the enormous number of 
7,608,485. This increase went on until the reduction of 1883. But 
from that time on down to the present the wool industry of Ohio has 
gone steadily down, until to-day the latest reports of the flocks in Ohio 
show that we have only about 4,100,000. 

"But the gentleman from Ohio says: What about the increase and de- 
crease and fluctuation of the cattle of Ohio, and the horses of Ohio, 
and the mules of Ohio? Well, Mr. Chairman, my friend exposes his 
imperfections in this line of discussion when he makes such an argu- 
ment. Every industry in Ohio that prospers affects the horse indus- 
try. Every time a new farm is broken, it increases the production 
of cattle. Every time a new railroad is projected, it increases the de- 
mand for mules; and every time you open a new coal bank you want 
more transportation for your product; and the horses and mules and 
the cattle of Ohio are not used for a single purpose, but for a multi- 
plicity of purposes, and increase or decline as the industries of the 
State demand. But the sheep of Ohio, with the simple unimportant 
matter of their use as food product, are used for the sole purpose of 
producing wool. So when you find that the sheep of Ohio have run 
down from 7,000,000 to 4,000,000, you find that they have become un- 
profitable for the purpose of producing wool, and there is no escape 
from that argument. 

Now, I am not going to argue so much about the cause as the effect 
on this occasion. I find the wool product of Ohio is being sold to-day 
at somewhere in the neighborhood of 22 to 23 cents a pound. I have 
here an extract from the Barnesville Enterprise, published in the dis- 
trict of my colleague [Mr. JoserpH D. TAYLOR], in which it is stated 
that wool is selling in that neighborhood at 25 cents; that while it has 
not been active it will probably be purchased at about that figure. 
That two-thirds of the entire crop in that section has already been sold, 
and there has been a falling off in that township of about 1,000 sheep 
since last year. 

One thousand sheep, Mr. Chairman, means $2,000 at the price, the 
average price, that the sheep of Ohio were estimated at last April. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let nte state that the editor and pub- 
lisher of that paper is a firm Democrat. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is,within my personal knowledge, a Dem- 
ocrat; but he voices the sentiment of Ohio when he recognizes the fact 
that there has been stricken from the product of the sheep of Ohio one- 
third of the value of the whole crop this year. 

Now, before this debate closes, will not some Democrat tell the coun- 
try how that hashappened? Whathasdonethat? AndifI charge that 
the country has paid all these millions of dollars, millions of dollars 
enough to have run the expenses of this Government for an almost in- 
definite time, for the luxury of having a Democratic Congress here, I 
want some Democrat to answer that question if he can. March right 
up to this issue and answer me. Do not go to flying off about‘ trusts”’ 
and ‘‘robber tariffs,’’ and all that, but answer. 

What makes the wool this year nearly one-third less in value than 
it was last year? Is it the general depression in the country ? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. It is not one-third less in price this 
year than it was last year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman had given me his attention 
he would have observed what I have just read, that the wool crop in 
Ohio sold last year for thirty-five and is selling this year at from 
twenty-three to twenty-five. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. It is not so in Michigan. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I find it is substantially so in Boston, and 
everywhere else. The gentleman knows more about salt than I do; 
but he can not have a product in Michigan that is.of the character of 





wool unaffected by the same processes thataffect the woolofOhio. We 
raise the same kind of wool. We goto the same market. Our men 


are just as capable of selling the wool as the men of Michigan; and 
when I read from the public prints a statement of the sales of wool in 
Ohio it was an argument that could not be met by such a statement. 
Ohio men are not selling their wool at less than its value. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have a letter which corroborates thestatement of 
the gentleman from Ohio—a letter from the president of the Pennsyl- 
vania Wool-Growers’ Association. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The price to which I refer is the current price 
for the triple X wool. 

Mr. DINGLEY Incorroboration of the gentleman’s assertion, I will 
say I have a letter from a woolen manufacturer in Maine stating that 
he is buying his wool at from 7 to 8 cents less than last summer. 

Let me present to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WHITING] 
the following statement from Bradstreet, dated only yesterday : 

WOOL MARKET,—TIE MILLS BILL TRANSFERS ALL ACTIVE COMPETITION TO LONDON, 
New York, July 13. [Special.} 
Bradstreet’s, in its review of the wool market, says: No increase of activity 
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appears in the wool trade at any point. In the country holders are generally 
asking more than Eastern dealers are willing to pay. Until the course of the 
market is better developed buyers, both at first and second hands, bid fair to 
operate with the most caution. 

While the manufacturers are preparing samples for light-weight goods, they 
are not yet bringing them out, and are uncertain about their future requirements 
inthe way of stock. There is also a possibility that Congress will put wool on 
the free-list. In view of these circumstances no buying for future consumption 
is anticipated. 

The most that the mills are doing, or seem likely to do for the present, is to 
take out additional supplies for running out goods already ordered, In Ohio 


and throughout the West generally there is comparatively little activity. A 
moderate increase in the movement of Michigan wool is reported. Shipments 


to some extent from the Territories are in progress. 

An excellent attendance continues at the London sales, with active competi- 
tion and a firm tone. The auctions close next Wednesday. Manufacturers 
have been looking through the Boston market in fair numbers this week, and 
have taken more or less new wool in order to test its quality. Buying for ex- 
tensive consumption is still wanting. 

A great deal of machinery is idle for repairs and orders. Pricesare generally 
steady. Some inquiry for Michigan extra wool is noticed, and there is a mod- 
erate movement of new Territory stuff. Carpet wool is dull, but very firm. 
The receipts continue to run far below last year. Current quotations are as fol- 
lows, with comparisons: 





Grades. July 16, | July 15, | July 13, 





1886. | 1887, 1888. 
| 
Cen‘s | Cents. Cents. 
Ohio and Pennsylvania eCxtra...............scccesseeceseeeees 33 | 32 to 33 | 27 to 28 
Ohio and Pennsylvania XX..............0...00062 : 34 to 35 | 33 to 34 29 
Ohio and Pennsylvania XX and above.... 35 to 36 | 34 to 35 29 to 30 
Ro cicsisdsececens éadecrewhvesuioencuueuiiesscess 82 | 32 to 33 | 25) to 265 
Fine Ohio delaine........ 35 | 36 to 37 | 30 to 31 
sas cdiinse shashabngihanceniash 38 38 to 40 35 
Texas spring, twelve MONths.............ccccccorcsseeeseeees | 23 to 27 23 to 27 |17 to 22 
i 











The sales of the week at Boston are reported at 2,871,500 pounds, as against 
1,068,700 last week and 1,560,000 in the corresponding week a yearago. At Phil- 
adelphia wool is moving very slowly and mostly in small lots proportioned to 
the urgent wants of manufacturers. 

The trade is unsettled by tariff uncertainties, and operators are anxiously 
awaiting a settlement of the question now before Congress. 

teceipts are increasing a little, but are still small as compared with the ar- 
rivals at this period last year. The sales aggregate 483,000 pounds, as against 
458,600 pounds last week,and 764,000 pounds for the corresponding week last 
year. 

I put up these facts against the opinion of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WHITING]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That, then, Mr. Chairman, is the reduction. 
Take the wool crop of Ohio and we will compromise. I say 10 cents; 
it may be 8 cents. Multiply every pound of wool produced in the 
United States this year by the figure 8 and point it off into dollars and 
cents and you will find out how much the farmers of this country have 
paid for the luxury of a Democratic Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this Congress caused that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say the menace of the Mills bill has done 
just that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ah! ° 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Eight cents on 275,000,000 of wool amounis to 

22,000,000, the reduction in a single year. Ohio produces about 
25,000,000 pounds of wool this year. It has gone down fully 8 cents 
per pound, and that is $2,000,000 which we pay because we have a 
Democratic Congress and a free-trade President. 

I hope the gentleman will go a little further and not sneer, because 
I can not stand his sneers; they are so extraordinary that they crush 
me. If he will go back to the time when the Republican party in this 
House, aided by all the Democrats in Ohio but one or two, struck out 
the enacting clause of the Morrison bill he will discover that the wool 
of the country sprang up within forty-eight hours in the markets of the 
country from 3 to 5 cents a pound. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I would like to ask the gentleman 
another question. What fixes the price of wool? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have discussed that question here indefi- 
nitely and interminably. No two men on your side of the House put 
it the same way. It is fixed as other prices are fixed. Present value 
fixes it if the article is needed now; if the purchase is for future use, 
then prospective conditions affect, regulate, and control it. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. It is fixed by the wool buyers in the 
markets before they close the buying. They fix the price. After the 
clip is purchased the price of the wool is so increased that the farmer 
pays a much higher rate for his woolen goods than he receives for his 
wool. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I admit all that, and that is the strongest ar- 
gument against you that can possibly be made. Your statements 
should be revised before you launch them into the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp. It is exactly the presence of these enactments here that 
makes it possible for the wool buyers to combine together, fix the 
price, and force the farmers or the country to sell it to them. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. They do it through the tariff; in no 
other way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Through the tariff? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. You bring in billsassailing the protective 
laws and thus destroy prices, then you say the tariff did it—an argu- 
ment on a par with the claim of the man who shoots his fellow-man 
and places the fault upon the gun. 











ee 





1888. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6317 





Then the answer of the gentleman amounts to the claim that we 
must reduce the tariff when somebody threatens us. and if we refuse 
the injury is our fault, 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. 
made by the duty on imported wool they can pay a better price for 
the American clip. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will live a long time before he 
will be able to get rid of the combinations that form when legislation 
threatens an industry or product of this country. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Combinations could not form but for 
the tariff. 

*Mr. GROSVENOR. , 
of Michigan tremble in their boots by saying, ‘‘ Look out; the Demo- 
cratic party proposes to turn loose the illimitable wool product of Aus- 
tralia and South America free of duty upon our markets.’ 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The Democratic party do not make 
the farmers tremble in their boots. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want the gentleman in his own time—for | 
must confess with all due respect I am learning nothing—to tell me 
what has produced the situation in this country whereby the farmers 
are compelled to sell their wool at such a reduction. Let him do itin 
his own time; he will have plenty of time. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I can tell you now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If he saysit is hard times, who brought them ? 
I can remember that a few years ago it was the custom of gentlemen to 
charge hard times to the debit sideof the ledger of the Republican part 
I can remember very well whenever anybody failed in this country, no 
matter what the cause, the head-lines of the Democratic newspapers 
would show he had been ‘‘Shermanized;’’ sol think we can properly say 
now to these gentlemen, if they say the price of wool is run down be- 
cause of hard times, who produced the hard times? My friend from 
Ohio, who represents with myself the Hocking Valley district and the 
great products of iron and coal, boasted to-day that already somebody 


had got m a charge that the Mills bill put iron and coal on the free- 


list. I hold in my hand an editorial from one of the leading Demo- 
cratic newspapers of the day (the New York Sun), published under the 
head of ‘‘Woolis reached.’’ I will print this editorial in my remark 

tis very short. The substantial effect of it is that when the Presi- 
dent drew his original tariff message, which is to-day the platform of 
the Democratic party, he put on the free-list both iron and coal 

I do not know whetherthat is true or not. Idonotcare. I believe 

it is true, and I am told that in the first draught of the Mills bill iron ore 
and coal were both on the free-list, and I think I know that iron ore 
and coal is not now on the free-list because a delegation came here 
from Alabama and other Democratic States and notified the grand 
council of the Ways and Means Committee that if the change was not 
made there would be trouble on the Black Warrior, the Coosa, and else- 
where in the South: and so, for this reason and for no other reason, the 
assault is made first upon wool, and when that attack is successful iron 
ore and bituminous coal are to go next. 

The editorial is as follows: 


WwOO! 

The consideration of the Mills bi 
reached the wool clause, 

Free wool is regarded by the Mills forces, and we believe it was so regarded 
by Mr. Cleveland, as the king-post of the new tariff roof under which they pro 
pose that the country shall live until they can buildafreerone. Tod 
this statement, a very short consideration of Mr, Cleveland’s messa 
history of the Mills bill will be sufficient. 

it is universally understood that the first draught of the message showed sev 
eralimportant staples upon the free-list which were not there finally. Coal and 
iron were on, among others, and the reason that they were removed was that 
such a programme would have been too startling and too comprehensive for 
practical use. Thus the recommendations actually submitted to Congress fell 
considerably short of the mark to which the President’s policy would have 
gone had it been unrestrained by his estimate of the political difficulties in the 
way of attempting to go further. 

The Mills bill has gone through the same moderating process in the Commit 
tee of the Whole, but it has been done publicly. Seventeen articles of import, 
which had been placed upon the free-list, have been taken off, and the states- 
men particularly interested in their domestic production have been solidified 
for the assault upon the duty on wool. On many taxed articles higher duties 
have been imposed than those originally contemplated by the Mills bill. But 
wool is the key of the territory now in dispute between protection and free 
trade; and against it the free-trade brigade have been maneuvering to mass 
their entire force, volunteers and conscripts. They have yielded up one minor 
point after another with scarcely the sign of a struggle, all with the view of a 
combined and irresistible attack on wool. 

As Mr. Webster said of Dartmouth College, ‘it is one of the lesser lights in 
the horizon of our country. You may put it out.” 

Nothing will be easier than to extinguish the wool interest, if you have votes 
enough; and then with the free-traders triumphant in the House of Represent- 
atives,a President in the White House whose economic policy consists pri- 
marily of tariff smashing,anda national condition of the finances which will 
make free trade easily and thoroughly practicable within twenty years or so, 
the protective system will be liable to come down by the run. Then statesmen 
like Gay of Louisiana or VANCE of Connecticut, to whose interests Mr. MitLus 
has specially, though we dare say only temporarily, surrendered his funda- 
mental principle, will find that though they have saved their roof their founda- 
tion is gone. 

The Mills tariff bill was in its conception and purpose a free-trade project. It 
has been immensely changed under the effect of discussion and of politics; but 
its pivotal element is still free woo). 

It is for the interest of Democracy that the Mills tariff bill should be beaten. 


Let the miners of the Hocking valley be not deceived, Their prod- 
uct is to come next. The hour is delayed; that is all. 
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If they do not pay the high price | 


I know they have a way of making the farmers 


But I know this: while lam glad, in the interest of my constituents, 





that coal and iron are for the present preserved from the destru 

the free-list, I will never cease to condemn the inconsiste ney ol a com 
mittee that would dare to put wool on the free-list as a raw material 
und leave bituminous coal and iron ore protected. The only answer 
to this charge of inconsistency is the answer which was given frankly 
by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. McMILLIN] in his opening 
S] hin this debate. When confronted with this suggestion he said, 

There are some things which we can do and there are some things 
which we can not do ;’’ and I could have added for him, ‘‘ There were 
some things which we dared to try to do, and there were some things 
we did not dare to try to do.”’ 

But the argument of this editorial is the argument which I adopt. 
We have reached wool, and that is to be stricken down It wo not 
do to attack the wool interest and the iron interest and the salt i 
est and the coal interest of this country all at once, and so these gen 
tlemen, marching up here filled with a determination to ultimat oO 
tain free trade, have reached wool, which they are going to put on the 
free-list, and, in the language of the New York Sun, a leading Demo 
eratic xponent of to-day, when they have ac miplishe ithatt Ley will 
strike at the other great raw materials of the country, iron and coal 

One victory and the free-traders will be emboldened to assail other 
i istries, and in the end all the Northern industries must ¢g wud 


protection to all the Southern products will be increased 








Mr. Chairman, I insist upon this single propositio Phe Con 
sional district which I represent has to-day abo G0,000 sheep. O 
of the gentlemen who have argued vociferously here in favor of fre 
wool spoke to me privately the other day an 1 r? 
men in my district had more than 50 or 75 sheep. Why) r. ¢ 
man, in a district of five counties, largely devoted to iron and salt and 
coal, there are nevertheless 300,000 sheep Their product ran up last 

r to nearly > 900,000, 

fhis year something over a hundred thousand dollars has been wiped 
out, and the future of the industry depends wholly upon the question 

| whether or not the system of protection is to be maintained thea 
iment which was made some weeks ago by the gentleman from Mas- 
husetts |Mr. RusseL_i], that the land of the country could not be 


| 





ed economically for the production of sheep and wool, exhibited 
painful misunderstanding of the situation. In my district there ar 
large tracts of valuable land, and I agree with the gentleman from 
Massac setts that upon that land the sheep industry is not profitable. 


ut there is in the same connection land constituting perhaps one-hal 


the suriace of the district, which is worth not exceeding $10 or S15 o1 





$20) an acre, and it is worth that much only because 300,000 sheep are 
grazing upon it and getting their living upon it, and continuing the 
scil in at least as good condition at the end of the year as it was at the 


beginning. 
Now take oif the wool duty, destroy the 
vuly compel the wool-growers to seek another line of production, but 


you render that land substantially worthless, because it is practica 


t 


wool industry, and y: 





worthless for any other purpose. That is a strong argument in favor 
of the wool tariff. 

{mong all the questions that have thronged upon us here in consid- 
ering this bill we have the fact of the pecu yeographical characte 
of this attack demonstrated in this wool it ind I wa mebod 
sometime during this debate to tell us why it is they want to strike 
this protection down. I find ina publication which I hold in my hand, 
emanating from the Committee on Ways and Means, that this reduc- 
tion will have the effect to reduce the value of wool and chea; h 
ing in this country. On the other hand, I have the statement of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. RusseLi]}, as I understood it, that 
the effect of this would be to make the product of sheep in this coun- 
try more valuable 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Yes, siz 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam glad that the gentleman stands | 5 
position. Now, between thetwo, I want some one to explain what is 
the object to be gained by this proposed change. ‘This bill purports to 
cut down the revenue. Certainly no sane man will claim that we can 


get from the tariff on 
wool, to assail an industry like this and destroy it. We have had a 
good many predictions during the progress of this discussion, and I 
will make one now. I understand that this bill is to be passed. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has told us prophet- 
ically that it is to pass this House, and that he | sit will pass the 
Senate. And I say pass it! Strike down an industry owned and 
operated by a million of voters in this country; strike down an indus- 
ry that feeds and clothes five million people; strike it down and come 


afford, for the difference of $5,000,000 which we ; 


back here next December, cast your eyes about this House, and then 
I say to you you will ‘‘ feel like one who treads alone some banquet- 
hall deserted.’’ 

The people of the country recognize this not only as an unnecessary 
blow at avaluable industry, but as a stepping stone to the attack upon 
all the other industries. Do not undertake to flatter 
you are to fight this battle out with the sheep owners of this country 
alone. You are to fight it out with the men coming up every™ here, 
with ballots in their hands, representing all the kindred industries of 


yourselves that 
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to be taken one by one as fast as they are reached | 
and consigned to the insatiable maw of the free-trade monster embodied | 
in this bill. The people of this country understand that. They have 
watched this debate with wonderful interest; and they have seen no 
justification of this measure; they have heard no successful defense of 
it; and they will hear successful defense of it, beeause it is 
without necessity, without demand by the people—a gross attack upon 


this country which are 


not any 


a great industry which can stand no further reduction. 

Mr. Chairman, no single industry of the American people can be 
wrongfully stricken down upon the demand of free-traders or their 
allies the destruction of which will not be revenged at the polls by 


who lives by an indu 


directly pr »tected or 


whether that in- 
on the Repub- 


every 


man 
dustry is 


country, 
Applause 


try in this 


otherwise. | 

















lican side. | 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, five years ago the Republican party of 
Michigan did not believe in the doctrine proclaimed by the Republican 
party of the nation to-day, favoring the repeal of the internal-revenue 
taxes rather thana surrender of any part of the protective system. That 
eminent Republican, James G. Blaine, in his essay called the ‘‘ Paris 
Message,’’ uses the following language: 

rhe tax on whisky by the Federal Government, with its suppression ofall il- | 
licit distillation and consequent enhancement of price, has been a powerful agent | 
in the temperance reform by putting it beyond the reach of so many. ro | 
cheapen the price of whisky is to increase its consumption enormously. There | 
would be no sense in urging the reform wrought by high licensein many of the | 
States if the National Government utralizes the good effect by mal hisky | 
within the reach of e one at 20 cents a gallon, 

The Republican platform favors the abolition of the whisky tax, 
which, as Mr. Blaine says, would cheapen its price and increase its 


consumption. But before that convention adjourned it 
lution sympathizing with 


passed a reso- | 
‘all wise and well-directed efforts mo- | 
rality and tempe They sympathize. How? According to | 
Mr. Blaine they sympathize with temperance and morality by propos- | 
ing to reduce the price of whisky. 

In 1883 we were collecting an enormous surplus revenue. During 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, our receipts exceeded our ordinary | 


for 
rance,’’ 
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expenditures by over $146,000,000; and in the early part of 1833 the 
question as to the reduction of taxes was being extensively agitated. 
The Republican party of Michigan had not at that time gone over 
‘* body and soul and breeches”? to the ‘‘ trusts ’’ that are kept alive by 
the tariff, and they expressed themselves through their Le gislature in 


square, honest, w imistakat ble terms against free whisky and tobacco in 
any form. The Michigan Legislature of 1583 was largely Republic an | 
in both branches; and fearing that the growing surplus in the Treasury | 
might induce Congress to abolish the internal-revenue taxes in whole 
or in part, they passed a resolution which was approved by a Repub- 
lican governor, requesting their Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress to oppose any effort to repeal the taxes on whisky and tobacco. 

That resolution passed the house of representatives on the 17th day 
of January, and the title of it was ‘‘ Joint resolution requesting our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to vote against the removal of 
the internal-revenue tax upon intoxicating liquors and tobacco, or 
either.’? That resolution passed the senate on the 2d day of Febru- 
ary, and was approved by a Republican governor. That does not 
sound much like the utterances of the Republican party of to-day, 
whose policy, ifearried to its logical and legitimate outcome, would 
result in adding to and increasing the misery of our fellow-citizens by 
placing whisky before them at 2 cents adrink. To this has it come at 
last. Why, sir, I remember reading once of a man who said that his 
ideal country would be a place where whisky sold for 20 cents a gallon 
and there was no hanging for stealing. It is very obvious, and there- 
fore I will not state what party the gentleman I have just mentioned 
ought to belong to. 

lias my time expired? 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s five minutes has expired. 
Mr. TARSNEY. I move, by unanimous consent, the gentleman’s 


time be extended fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LAIRD. With the understanding that the same courtesy sha 
be offered to this side from the other. 

Mr. FORD. It has been offered to gentlemen on the other side, 
cause they have taken up the whole afternoon. 

There was no objection, and Mr. TARSNEY’s motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has been extended for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FORD. I thank the committee for its courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after favoring cheaper whisky the Kepublican 
convention denounced the Democratic party for proposing free wool. 
It is conceded on all hands, sir, there should be some reduction of tax- 
ation. Where should that reduction take place? Certainly upon the 
taxes most burdensome. Is the tax on whisky burdensome? There 
can be but one answer to that question from any man who has not been 
seduced by selfishness and blinded by partisanship. 

There is not a government on the face of the globe that does not tax 


ll 


be- 


whisky. Is the battle-cry to be cheap whisky and higher tax on 
clothing? If so, it will never succeed. Is the wool tax burdensome? 


Ofcourse itis. It is a burden to the consumer while at the same time 


itis no benefit to the wool-grower. 
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It is startling to observe the zeal gentlemen on the other side of the 


House exhibit in order to save the wool-grower, as they say, from 
harm. All over the country the manuiacturers who receive ‘bounty 


from this tariff are greatly exercised over the reduction of the wool 
duty. They, as well as their subsidized journais and political organs, 
have been crying out about what? Not about copper, not about iron, 
not about but altogether about wool. When we reached the 
copper schedule in this House during the progress of the consideration 
the Mills bill there was nota flutter; when we reached the iron 
schedule there was scarcely a breeze; but, sir, just the moment we 
touched wool there was a rushing cyclone from the other side, and even 

now gentlemen are tumbling over one another in the anxiety of their 


le : 
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superabundant zeal to save the imperiled interests as they allege of 
| the wool-grower in this country from total destruction by the effort to 
put wool on the free-list. 


some people might doubt the sinc: 
are new converts to the farmer’s interest, and might suppose they were 
more anxious for their own projects than for the interest of anybody 
It looks very much as if they were using the interest of the far- 
mere cat’s-paw to promote and establish their own interest. 
Let us inquire just exactly how this m Is it a fact that the 
wool tariff does help the 
The facts before this House prove Sons 


rity of these manufacturers, who 








itter 1s. 
* 
sontrary. 





fa inner: 


I do not believe the 


tariif on wool raises the price of the farmer’s product. I do not believe 
it ever yielded to the farmers of the « untry a single dollar or even a 


ngle penny of advance in the price for which their wool sold in the 
markets. The price of wool depends upon the prosperity of the woolen 
He must be prosperous or there will be no demand fox 
the wool of the farmer, and if the demand for the wool of the farmer be 
lessened, of course, the price depending upon the demand for it and the 
market being reduced or cut off, the price falls. 

Our woolen manufacturers can not depend altogether upon the pro- 
duction of wool in this country. Wecan not produce the different 
kinds of wool in the United States necessary for successful mayufacture 
of all sorts of woolen clothes from the lowest to the highest. For their 
success they must have within their control all kinds of wool. When 
they are successful their demand wd the wool product of our own farm- 
ers is of course steady and increasi 








George William Bond, the greate: st aut thority on wool and wool man- 
ufactures in the United States, uses this language: 

None of the third-class wools (carpet wools) can be grown in this country to 
a ly ints ige. 

In regard to fine wools, he says: 

Ve may grow wool in some places equally fine and nnaeres itly as good in 
other respects as the wools that are imported, but they wi produce the 
same effect when finished. Such is the inflt rence of climate : and soil upon wool 


vetly ali 


that no two places can grow wool ex ke. 

Now, you may put on protective tariff just as you please on wool, 
you may make it as high as you please, but we can not, however much 
weestablish protective tariff in this country, raise the different sorts of 


wool necessary for our woolen manufacturers, because the Almighty has 


not given us the soil or climate with which todoit.- Therefore, when 
you increase the price of the foreign wool you necessarily impose an 
additional burden upon the woolen manufacturer; but when you do 


that, instead of helping the farmers of country, you only injure 
the farmers, because by imposing additional burdens upon the woolen 
manufacturers, who are the very best customers of the wool products 
of the farmers in this country, you therefore reduce the demand in our 
markets for the farmer’s wool, and the demand being lessened I need 
not tell this House the price falls 

If the woolen manufacturing interest is de epressed the demand is less- 
ened and the price is reduced. That is as certain as that two and two 
make four or the shadow follows the substance. So true is it that the 
tariff on wool cheapens the price that the proposition has been de- 
nounced over and over again by leading Republicans. In 1885 the 
National Wool Growers’ Association declared that the act of 1867, 
whereby the wool tariff had been increased, steadily, year by year, it 
reduced the price of wool from 51 cents in 1867 to 43 cents at the pres- 
ent time. 

The Indiana Wool-Growers’ Association in 1883 said: 

: The price of wool has steadily receded from 51 cents in 1867 to 42 cents in 
883. 

Senator HAWLEY, in the Senate of the United States, in 1883, said 
that the effect of the wool tariff had been— 
to reduce the price of wool, 

And Senator SHERMAN also, in the Senate, in the same year, said: 

The result of the policy of protecting the wool-grower has been to gradually 
reduce the price. 

In 1857 the tariff upon wool was reduced, so much so that we had 
practically free wool. In 1867 the tariff was put up to almost the high- 
est rate of tariff we have ever had on wool. What was the result ? For 
the three years following 1857, under free wool, the price of wool in 
Boston was 44 cents a pound on an average; and for the three years 
following the high tariff of 1867 it was 36 cents a pound. 

Again, in 1872 the wool tariff was reduced 10 percent. Did this re- 
duction dec rease the price of wool? No, sir; by no means; for in 1872, 
under a reduction of this percentage of the wool tariff, wool sold in 
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Boston at an average price during the year of 62 cents in gold, th ry 
highest price ever known for wool on 
Now, some one said that the wool tariff ineré t I 
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A MEMBER. Makes more lambs liv 
Mr. FORD. They claim that it not on rais the pr 
but tbat it actually makes the sheep grov Let us look in 
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In 1813, years before we had any tariff on wool, and at a time 
we had 8.0 } 000 of population, we had 15,000,000 sheep, wl 
1887, with a p ypulation numbering 60,000,000, we had but 44,000,0 
sheep. In 1813 we had two sheep per capita, while in 1887 we had 
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Now v e tok Cnairi 
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that edo. produce or ¢ 
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In 1866, out of a total consumption of wool by t peon 
United States, 20 per cent. was foreign wo ind in 1886 | 
was foreign wool 
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between 18 1 1884 é ) i 
vttr te 1t to the ‘ i ( t ere 
Not in Ohio; not in Michigan. That increase was west of t 
souri Rive Ww in ‘Texas, in California, 1 N ‘ 
: the T tl increased the } 1 r ol sheep } 5 ‘ 
all the cheap land tl could be procured, on ‘ 
could roam na cra 
I number of she n Mi 1in 1870 was 1,985,906 In 
et ] misled } m 1€0us itist d 
ber at 4,0 ) That w 1 mistake Phere wé : § 
M mm in 187 ber of sheep in Mi m in 1887 1 
9.156.157, or an increase of onlv 170,251 in seventeen year The por 
ulation of that State during that time increased per cent., and t 
number of sheep increased bu per cent 
Now observe the difference under low tariffs. Between 1§ 
1860, under a low tariff, and part of the time free woo], the num 
sheep in Michigan increased 70 per cent. Between 1 LRTO,« 
ing which time there were only three yearsof a high tar wool, tl 
number of sheep increased 56 per cent. 
So long as suitable land for grazing sheep can be had in the West al I 
most for the asking, the wool coming from that portion of our domair 
will prove a mighty competitor with the wool grown on high-priced ( | 
land in Michigan and Ohio. If you are going to benefit the Michigan | « erat of the | 
wool-grower by a tariff, that tariff should be against Texas, California nd f ls on the | ( 
and the Territories, and not against South America or Australia ( is. A it many ol 
Now, I would like to know where is the benefit to the farmer in this? i will provoke 
5 It exists only in the vivid imagination of gentlemen on the other side. r of t Hou ve Cal ! 
; Has the wool tariff reduced the importation of wool? No, sir. Lan lt It would require a great deal « 
swer emphatically it has not. Has it increased the number of sheep? | larly in their order on the Calendar, and I su ta 
Not at all. consent that w ! e Ho 
Mr. TARSNEY. It has decreased them. of the Whole House ¢ ip 
Mr. FORD. Has it increased the price of wool? No, sir; the op- | ul rder for considera 
’ posite has been the effect; the price has actually declined. 1 where M ICKER 
is the benefit tothefarmer? It mustbein the supreme satisfaction tha t] thod 
he is doing hard work in order that certain manufacturers may gro mission, I sus 
; rich out of his labor. [Applause on the Democratic side. | fo 
E The manufacturer has said to the farmer: ‘‘ You work; [ eat. You | have 
E toil; I take a rest. You struggle and economize and pinch and save not ask y 
_ money and give it to me; and, Mr. Farmer, while you are making that | p! on the Cal 
donation to our wealth and prosperity you must be comforted by the | « m4 l ) é 
consoling thought that there is a tariff on wool.’’ [Applause on the | have the right t 
Democratic side. ] members present s each have 
This is the feast the farmers of the United States are invited to par- | considered, 
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Mr. LANHAM. ‘There are several gentlemen here whose bills are 
low down on the Calendar, so that it would take a long time to reach 
them, and I think that those who have been diligent enough to make 
their appearance here to-night ought to receive some consideration. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I concur fully in what the gentleman from Mis- 
souri { Mr. DocKERyY] has said. Various methods have been tried for 
the consideration of bills at these sessions, but I think the most satis- 
factory one we have ever adopted is the one suggested by him. Let 
the bills on the Calendar he called in their order, and if no gentleman 
present calls for the consideration of a bill when the title is read let it 
be passed over informally, not losing its place on the Calendar; but if 
any gentleman present desires the consideration of the bill, let him ask 
for it and let the bill be considered. 1 think we shall do more business 
in that way than in any other, and it will be satisfactory to every one. 

Mr. LANHAM. I suggest that no member ought to be allowed to 
call up a bill for an absentee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be understood that no one shali be per- 
mitted to call up more than one bill until all gentlemen present have 
each had an opportunity to call up a bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as there seems to be some 
objection to the method of procedure proposed by myself, I will en- 
deavor to conform to the suggestions of the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. DockERY] and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 
and I now move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
under the special order which has been read in the House. The Chair 
will entertain the proposition of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bills be read by their titles in their order on the Calendar, and that 
when a bill is reached, unless some gentleman present calls for its con- 
sideration, itshall be passed over informally, not losing its place on the 
Calendar, each member present having the right to call up only one 
bill until others present have had a like opportunity to call up each 
one bill, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that gentlemen watch the 
Calendar closely while the Clerk reads the bills by their titles only, so 
that as bills are called the consideration of which is not asked for they 
may be rapidly passed over. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk. read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of Zeb Ward. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have that bill consid- 
ered. 

Mr. LANHAM. That bill passed the Senate, came to the House, 
and was referred to the Committee on Claims. ‘The Committee on 
Claims had previously reported the House bill, but they have since re- 
ported the Senate bill with the recommendation that the House bill 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. ROGERS. I intended as soon as the title of the bill was an- 
nounced to ask the consideration of the Senate bill instead. 


ZEB WARD. 


The first bill on the Calendar from the Committee on Claims (called 
up by Mr. RoGers) was the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of Zeb Ward. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that, instead of consider- 
ing this House bill, we consider Senate bill No. 321, which isan exact 
copy of this. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Senate bill will be 
considered in lieu of the House bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8.321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ark. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ark., out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $19,615, balance 
of the account of said Ward for the keeping of United States prisoners in the 
State penitentiary of Arkansas from April 1, 1876, to March 31, 1883, the said 
Ward being the lessee of said penitentiary during that time. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? The Chair hears no objection, and the committce will proceed 
to its consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the report read. 

Mr. ROGERS. The report is somewhatlengthy. I will send it up 
to be read if the reading is insisted upon, but I can state the facts per- 
haps more briefly than they are stated in the report, though that pre- 
sents, I think, the best argument which can be made on the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims have considered Senate bill No. 321, for the relief of 
Zeb Ward, and report the same without amendment, and recommend its pas- 


sage. 
This bill is the same as House bill No, 68, reported from this committee Jan- 
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uary 24, 1888, and the report thereon of that date (No. 110) is adopted as a report 
on this Senate bill. 

The committee recommend that said House bill do lie upon the table, and 
that Senate bill No. 321 be passed instead thereof. 


Mr. ROGERS. This report refers to the very elaborate report upon 
the House bill which of course ought to be read, if gentlemen wish 
to hear the committee’s statement of the case. 

Mr. LONG. Why can not the gentleman from Arkansas state the 
case ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I can state it accurately; but the reading cf the re- 
port seems to be desired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will not insist upon the reading of this report, 
because I do not wish to appear captious; but in matters of such im- 
portance as this I think it proper the record should show the report 
upon which the action of the House is founded. I have acted on that 
theory heretofore, and shall continue to do so. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the report be printed in the REcorD, and I will 
make a statement which I think will cover the points involved. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the gentleman from Tennessee withdraw his 
demand for the reading of the report? 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 do. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to hear the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee find that this bill was considered by the Committee on Claims 
in the Forty-ninth Congress and favorably reported, but the amount claimed 
being a considerable sum, the committee have carefully re-examined it and 
submit herewith the result thereof. 

In the year 1873 Ward & Peck became the lessees of the Arkansas State peniten- 
tiary. At the date of their lease the United States prisoners in the eastern and 
western districts of Arkansas were being confined in that prison, at the sum of 
75 cents a day per capita, which was the sum allowed by the State for keeping 
its prisoners in the county jails. Ward & Peck continued to receive and keep 
the prisoners for both districts of Arkansas upon the same terms and condi- 
tions as their predecessors had done. In a letter addressed by the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury to the United States marshal at Little Rock, dated Au- 
gust 19, 1884, in relation to the prisoners then kept at the Arkansas penitentiary, 
the following language was used: 

“The sum of 75 cents per day will be allowed for guarding, subsisting, cloth- 
ing, medicine, and providing medical attendance for each prisoner, in accord- 
ance with the rates heretofore allowed. 

“R. W. TAYLER, Comptroller.” 


In October, 1874, complaints were made to the Attorney-General of the United 
States touching the condition and management of the penitentiary of the State 
of Louisiana, at Baton Rouge, in that State, whereupon the Attorney-General 
opened correspondence with the United States marshal, Isaac C, Mills, of Little 
Rock, Ark., touching the condition and management of the Arkansas peniten- 
tiary, and the propriety of confining the United States prisoners sentenced by 
the United States courts for the district of Louisiana therein, The following is 
the answer of the marshal: 

“Orrice OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
*“ EASTERN District OF ARKANSAS, 
** Little Rock, Ark., November 7, 1874. 

“Srr: Yours of the 29th October, in regard to confinement of convicts sen- 
tenced by the United States courts of the district of Louisiana, has been re- 
eeived; contents carefully noted. In reply Lam of opinion that the Arkansas 
penitentary is a suitable pjace forthe purpose ; Little Rock is a healthy locality ; 
prison room for several hundred more convicts than they now have confined. 
The contractors, Messrs. Ward & Peck, are willing to contract at the same rates 
as are now paid them by the United States for like services, 

‘*I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
“ISAAC C, MILLS, 
‘* United States Marshal for the Easlern District of Arkansas, 


“Hon, Gro, 1. WILLIAMs, 
** Attorney-General, Washington, D, C.”’ 


On the receipt of this letter the Attorney-General wrote as follows: 


‘DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., November 12, 1874. 

“Sim: I have received your letter of the 7th instant, informing me that, in 
your opinion, the Arkansas penitentiary is a suitable place for the confinement 
of United States prisoners, that Little Rock is a healthy locality, and that there 
is prison room in the penitentiary for several hundred more convicts than are 
now confined there. You further note that the contractors, Messrs. Ward & 
Peck, will contract to receive convicts sentenced by Federal courts in other dis- 
tricts than those of Arkansas, at such rates asare now paid by the United States 
for prisoners sentenced by the courts of the latter named district. 

‘*! have designated this penitentiary as a place for the confinement, subsist- 
ence, and proper employment of such convicts as may hereafter be convicted 
by the United States courts for the district of Louisiana, and have so notified 
the officers of that district. You will please have a contract drawn up to be 
signed by these contractors on the one part and by myself for the United States 
on the other part, conditioned upon the payment of the same sum as is now 
paid for the support and maintenance of the United States convicts in that 
prison, that they will safely keep, subsist, clothe, and furnish the necessary 
medical attendance and medicine for such prisoners as may be sent by the 
courts of the district of Louisiana. 

“ When the contract sha!l have been signed by the contractors you will trans- 
mit it to this Department for my signature. 


“Very respectfully, 
“GEO. H. WILLIAMS, Atlorney-General. 
“J.C. MILs, Esq., 
** United States Marchal, Little Rock, Ark.” 


4 The contract was drawn and executed in pursuance of this letter, and is as 
ollows: 

* Articles of agreement made and entered into this 18th day of November, A. 
D. 1874, by and between Zeb. Ward and Jolin M, Peck, partners under the style 
of Ward & Peck, lessees of the Arkansas State penitentiary, of the first part, 
and the United States of America by her Attorney-General, George H. Williams, 
of the second part. 

‘Whereas George H. Williams, Attorney-General of the United States of 
America, has designated the penitentiary of the State of Arkansas asa place 
for the confinement, subsistence, and proper employment of such convicts as 
may hereafter be convicted by the United States courts for the district of Louis- 
iana— 

* Witnesseth: That the said Ward & Peck, lessees as aforesaid, parties of the 
first part, for the consideration hereinafter mentioned, have agreed and by 
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these presents do covenantand agree to and with the said 1 ed States, } 
thes nd part, that they, the said parties of part, sha Ls 
keep, subsist, and clothe, and furnish the necessary ni il attendance a 
nedicine for all su prisoners as ay be sent tot | tiary of tl 
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And the said party of the se< dp tad } 5 ! n rree ¢ 
part that she will w und tri y to the d parties e first part the 
of 7 : per day for cach ar very person so safely kept, s sted, clothed 
and furnished with medical attendance and medicineas aforesaid ! 
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tion of such vouchers as may 
United Sts 
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y be prescribed by the De; 
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agreements aforesaid the parties aforesaid hereby s - y 
th presents. In testimony whereof the partie part have he 
unto set their hands and seals, and the United States, party of the se« dy} 
has witnessed her assent thereto by the hand of her Attorney-General. 
“WARD & PECK, [L.s 


“(Seal Department of Justice. 


7 “GEO. I. WILLIAMS, [tr.s 
“In the presence of. 
‘JOHN WASSELL, 
“Cc, B. Moore. 
“A. J, FALLS, as to Gro. P, WILLIAMs.” 
As soon as the contract had been completed the Attorney-General made th 
following order: 
‘DEPARTMENT OF JusTice, Washington, November 10, 1874 
Sir: Pursuant to the provisions of the acts of Congress approved May 13 
id March 5, 1872, I have designated the Arkansas State penite 
for the confinement, subsistence, and proper employment, dt 
term of their sentence, of all persons who shall have been or may her 
convicted in the courts of the United States for the district of Louisia 
crimes against the United States and sente d by said courts to imprison: 
at hard labor. 
“Very respectfully, 
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a place 








“GEO, H. WILLIAMS, 
“Att iey-General, 
“J. R. BEcKwiTnaA, Esq., 
** United States Attorney, New Orleans, La.”’ 

{Nore.—Same sent to Judge Durell, at New Orleans, and Marshal Packard 

After the date of thisorder the prisoners sentenced in the United States cour 
for the State of Louisiana were sent to the Arkansas State penitentiary and kept 
by its lessees under this agreement. In January, 1875, Ward, tl 
chased the interest of his co-partner, Peck, in the lease from the State and in 
the contracts aforesaid for keeping, subsisting, ,the United States prisoners 
for the States of Arkansas and Louisiana, and thereby became the sole lessee « 
the State and the onlv contractor with the United States 

In the spring of 1875, only a few months after the said contract was executed 
Mr. Ward, in conformity to established regulations of the Department of Jus- 
tice under the law, presented his account fer guarding, feeding, ete., the United 
States prisoners to the Hon. H. ©. Caldwell, then and now the district judge of 
the United Stdtes for the eastern district of Arkansas, for his examination and 
approval; whereupon the said judge approved the 
per capita, and refused to approve it for the ot ents per day per capita,as 
provided in the contracts between the United States and the lessee, and w 
the Attorney-General a letter containing, among other things, the follow 
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ount for 50 cents per day 

















paragraph, explanatory of his action 

‘The prisoners sentenced to imprisonment in this peniten sentenced 
to ‘hard labor’ during the term of their imprisonment. Th f the ser 
tence is faithfully executed by the lessees of the penitentiar Che earnings 
of the prisoners’ labor under this sentence go to the lessees. Their labor is \ 
uable, and ought to be taken into consideration in fixing the compensat o 


the lessees for subsisting, clothing, and furnishing medical attendance t 
prisoners, Iam satisfied that 50cents per day would be a most liberal co 
pensation for subsisting, clothing, furnishing medical attendance, etc., for p 
oners sentenced to hard labor, and their accounts ought justly to be reduced 
to that sum at least. For prisoners put in the penitentiary for ‘ safe-kee; 
and who do not labor, 75 cents per day is not unreasonable 
“HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
* United States District Judg 

On the receipt of this letter the Attorney-General notified Mr. Ward that on 
50 cents would be allowed. Ward protested against the violation by the United 
States of thecontract. Correspondence ensued; but the Department continued 
to cut down the account from 75 to 50 cents, and to send the prisoners to Ward 
in a way hereafter explained, who received them, as he was compelled to do 
under the State statute, and also received the allowance made him by the D 
partment, but always under protest, and always presenting each 
out at the contract price—75 cents a day per capita. 

rhis state of things continued from April 30, 187 
seven years. 

itshould be stated at this point that in April, 1876, the Department made an 
order sending all the convicts thereafter convicted and sentenced by the United 
States courts in Arkansas and Louisiana for a longer term than one 
penitentiary in West Virginia, and without any notice to Ward whatey 
leaving with him only the sick, wounded, and short-term prisoners, wh 
services were of little val It may be inquired why Judge ¢ 








count made 








, until March 31, 1883-—-nearly 














lue to him, \ i 
advised the disallowance of 75 cents perday. This is fully explained by his 
subsequent letter, as follows: 





*‘LitTLe Rock, ArK., May 11, 1885 
**My Dear Str: In relationto Colonel Ward's claim for keeping United Stat 

prisoners I[ have this to say. When Colonel Ward first became the lessee of the 
penitentiary he had all the United States prisoners from thisand the western 
listrict, aggregating a large number, and many of them long-term prisoners 
sentenced to hard labor. in view of these facts, I thought then, and still think 
that 50 cents per day for each prisoner, including all classes, was aa adequat 
compensation; but afterwards, by an order of the Attorney-General, issued 
under authority of an act of Congress, all long-term prisoners were sentenced 
to imprisonment in the house of correction at Detroit, Mich. This] 
short-term prisoners, most of whom were not sentenced to labor 
imprisoned in the Arkansas penitentiary. ! 














It is obvious that what would be a 
fair compensation per head for keeping all the United States prisoners, those 
sentenced to long terms and hard labor, as well as those sentenced to shx 
terms and no labor, would not be an adequate compensation for keeping 
last-named class alone. 

‘It is needless for me to say that I had no power to makea contract with Co 
onel Ward on this subject, ortorevoke or modify any contract he had made wit! 
the Department, and I never assumed to do so. While the law thenin force 1 
quired me to examine the accounts paid by the marshal and approve or disn: 
prove the same, my action went for nothing.for any clerk in the Auditor's Offi 
eould then, as now, disregard my action. The approval or the disapproval! of 
the judge settled nothing, and went for nothing, usually. 

Yours, truly, “ HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
United States District Judge. 

















“Hon. J. H. RoGers, M. C., 


** Washington Cily.” 
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Mr. SENEY 1 think th at sof enough importane » de- 
mand that the report be read. 

Che Clerk resumed and co 1 the reading of the report 

Mr. ROGE Mr. Speaker, t Senate |} vas made to conform 
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the Department of Justice, embracing the cor ; l correspond 
between Colonel Ward and the different Attornevs-Gene togethel! 
with Judge Caldwell’s letter, and other matters of that kind the re- 
port is a full and fair statement of the « mstances of the case « 
actly as they appear upon the public records of t Department of Jus 
tie 

‘oO lf there a wv circumstances ab v 1an ithe de- 
sires to make inquiry, I shall be glad to reply 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it customary to authorize pe ct of Con- 
ress the payment of expenses of this kind? Are they not generally 
pa i as part of the « irt exp Sé 

Mr. ROGERS No. sil 
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Mr. KILGORE. Does it appear in this investigation that the pris- 
oners were e ibor? 

Mr. ROG! p ) 

Mr. KILGORE The clair t was ti they ‘ 
be heve 

Mr. ROGERS Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. And had the 1 nt to the } ers 

Mr. ROGERS. Notat only those who were sent rse, 
to hard labor A jarge class of those who were impriso i there. as 
this repor shows, o1 1 cons lerable nu r ¢ them, were i toled. by 
younds or iong confinement, from workin : t u risoners 
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and furnish medical attendance for all of them 1 t ed to 
work any of them ¢ iz tho vho 1 to 
And, moreover, the ha p bore particula ( rad 
for this reason, that he could not break t t th t (0V- 
ernment because the State cou ! t ison 
Now, Judze Ca la 1 be efore him, decided 
that he had no authority in t remises to revoke or modify the con 
tract, but that it was a matter for the Department he Department 
of Justice, however, as shown the rep f 1 todo anything fo 
the relief of Colonel Ward, and as a matter of fact they removed all 
the long-term prisoners, by an order of the Department, to Defroit, 
leaving him onlv the sick ; wounded a ye who were impris 
oned for short terms; a for six years he compelled to keep these 





in violation of the terms of the coutract. Ue protested over and over 
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again to the Department, but they refused to reconsider the order. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. SENEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question in this connection. 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SENEY. 
claim may be audited? 

Mr. ROGERS, There is not so far as I am aware. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Let me ask a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Certaiyly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
into the Court of Claims and seeking his remedy there ? 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





I think there was at this date, 1878. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam not aware of that fact. It was long before I 
went to Congress. I did not know anything of it except what I found 
on the files of the Department, communications from ex-Senator Gar- 
land, ex-Senator Powell Clayton, and others, protesting : 
justice done to Colonel Ward. But I do not think he had aright to go 
into the Court of Claims at that time. If he had, I doubt if he knew 
the fact. 

Mr. SENEY. 
now ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman, 
if my colleague will allow me—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Before [I yield to my colleague, let me say there is not 
a particle of dispute between Colonel Ward and the Department on 
this bill. 

There is no question as to the amount. The books correspond, ex- 
cept that there was a difference on the Treasury books in the amount 
of some five or six hundred dollars, which Colonel Ward abandoned, 
and he is perfectly willing to stand by the books of the Treasury. He 
makes no claim that is disputed in that respect. 

Mr. SENEY. I understand from the reading of the report that there 
was a dispute between the accounting officers of the Government and 
the claimant as to the amount he was to receive under the contract. 

Mr. ROGERS. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. SENEY. If I understand the reading of the report, he was al- 
lowed 50 cents per day. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; his contract says 75 cents. 


Mr. SENEY. Yes; but he was allowed 50 cents. 
Mr. ROGERS. That istrue. The claim is for the amount with- 
held. 


Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SENEY. But the accounting officers of the Treasury allowed 
him 50 cents only, and that he took, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
states, under protest ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SENEY. Now, it occurs to me that this is exactly the case to 
go to the Court of Claims, where that dispute between him and the 
accounting oflicers of the ‘Treasury could be settled. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to my friend from 
Ohio that I think he is in error as to any dispute existing between 
Colonel Ward and the accounting officers of the Treasury. There is no 
dispute. 

While this matter is outside of my immediate district, yet the claim- 
ant is an old acquaintance of mine, and I understand very well about 
his business and I have looked carefully into this claim. There is no 
dispute about the amount. There is no dispute as to the facts set forth 
in the contract and no dispute as to the amount in this report and bill 
that Colonel Ward claims from the Department at all, none whatever. 

The dispute was in reference to the first recommendation of Judge 
Caldwell that 50 cents was adequate for the prisoners as an entirety. 
Now, when Judge Caldwell found that the Government had taken all 
the prisoners that labored away from Colonel Ward, he then wrote the 
second letter set forth in the report, stating that the contract price was 
not excessive for the character of the prisoners left with the licensees. 
Hence there is no dispute anywhere in the bill. 

tie is now claiming 25 cents per day under the letter of the contract 
withont regard to whether they had taken the long-term prisoners away 
from him or not, and leaving him only those untit for labor; and the 
court, on a review of the question, revoked the previous recommenda- 
tion and said the contract price should be allowed. 

Mr. SENEY. A word in response to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
It is apparent that there is some reason why the Department did not 
allow Mr. Ward the entireclaim he made. It is conceded here that he 
wanted 75 cents. It is claimed, I believe, that he was entitled to that 
under the contract; butthe accounting officers of the Treasury thought 
otherwise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
not think otherwise; not as to the contract. 
raised by the Department. 

Mr. SENEY. The point I wish to make is simply this: There was 
some reason, whatever that reason may have been, why these account- 
ing officers of the Government did not allow Mr. Ward his pay. I 


And the contract called for seventy-five. 


No; I beg pardon; they did 
That question was not 


Is there any existing law under which Colonel Ward’s | 
' 


What was to prevent this gentieman from going | 


i do not know that there was any law at that time. | 


3g against the in- | 
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| think for that reason—call it a legal dispute or call it what you please— 
| we ought to send this man to the Court of Claims. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My friend will observe one 
| consideration. The reason in the case is very plain. it is stated by 
the circuit judge. He states that he thought Ward was to continue to 
receive the sound as well as the unsound prisoners. That was the rea- 
son and that was the basis of the judge’s recommendation. The judge 
| distinetly states that reason was done away with. I think the gentle- 
| man is right as to there having been a reason, but the reason is per- 
| fectly clear. The judge leaves it no shadow of doubt. He withdraws 
entirely his former statement. 

Mr. SENEY. ‘There was a reason, but there is no reason now. 

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me to make a statement to my friend from 
| Ohio. When I examined this claim the first thing I did was to senda 

communication in writing to the Department of Justice, asking for 
every paper relating to the transaction. My friend will accept my 
statement when I say I have carefully read every paper in connection 
with the case; every letter and every paper; and they were before the 
| committee. The reason, and the only reason that can be found upon 
| the records of either Department, is this letter of Judge Caldwell which 
|isset out in the report. That is explained away by his subsequent 
| letter, showing the misapprehension upon his part as to the relations 
which obtained between Ward and the Department. 

Mr. SENEY. What is the difficulty in the way of sending the case 
to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. ROGERS. This last letter of Judge Caldwell explaining the 
case was addressed to me after I came to Congress; ten years after the 
transaction took place. 

Mr. LANIIAM. Judge Caldwell does not pretend to deny that the 
Government contracted to pay 75 cents, and only paid 50 ceuts, 

Mr. ROGERS. Inmy judgment every material fact is contained in 
the report; and all the evidence was laid beiore the committee and 
carefuily considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[ Mr. RoGers], as he has carefully examined these papers, how many 
years elapsed after the letter of Judge Caldwell was written before 
this contract was finally concluded ? 

Mr. ROGERS. The contract was finally signed in November, 1874, 
and the order of the Department taking the long-term prisoners away 
was made April 30, 1876, and continued until Mareh, 1883, nearly seven 
years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One other question. I hope as my friend has ex- 
amined these papers he will give the form of some one of those receipts 
made annually during that period of seven years. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, this report was made early in the 
present session. It is the sixty-sixth bill on the record. The report 
was made in January last. I have not read one of the accounts since, 
and do not remember the form; but I do know that every one of them 
was made under protest. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Senate bill 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is objection until I know more about this 
ease, although I do not wish to take the time of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am anxious to see the form of one of those re- 
ceipts. t 





I have had enough experience in the Claims Committee to 
know that the cases are necessarily largely ex parie. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think that was not the case here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is important to know what construction 
this claimant himself put upon the contract after the time the letter 
of Judge Caldwell was written. 

It is said that the money was received under protest during those 
seven years. I should be glad to see the receipt. It must be an over- 
sight on the part of the committee, because the form of the receipt of 
course enters very largely into this transaction. 

I wish to add a single word to what [saidon that point. The duties 
of Judge Caldwell were clear enough. All gentlemen understand ex- 
actly his relations tothis contract. All gentlemen understand distinctly 
to what he had to certify to enable the settlement of accounts from his 
court. Judge Caldwell finding one fact omitted in that eontract—any 
reference whatever to the right of the lessee to employ the labor of 
those who were able to work—states in his letter that as to those who 
were not able to labor 75 cents was a reasonable price to have been 
paid by the Government, but as to those who were employed by the 
lessee, 50 cents was reasonable compensation. 

That was the statement of Judge Caldwell, if I understood the read- 
ing correctly. From that I infer that the persons who were not able 
to labor, if they were paid for on the basis of that letter, were paid for 
at the rate of 75 cents per man. 

Mr. ROGERS. Butthey werenot. The rate was cutdown as to all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask that the letter of Judge Caldwell be 
read again. 

Mr. ROGERS. The first letter or the second letter ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first letter. The second letter simply says 
what every judge would say in such a case—that it was not hi® con- 
tract; that he was simply bound by law to certify the accounts of the 
expenses paid by the marshal within his district, or that came within 
it by reason of the location of the penitentiary. 
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The extract from the first letter of Judge Caldwell, which is printed | partment of Justice, as well as the Senators then here fror ts 
in the foregoing report of the Committee on Claims, was again read. had knowledge of Colonel Ward’s protest against the a 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the way Istated it. Now, the fact does | partment from time to time during this entire transa 
not appear here whether or no the accounts were settled upon the basis | respondence is on file and was furnished to t tt 





there stated, but itis fair to presume that they were, and, if so, those Mr. HOLMAN. Has my friend enystatement from the I 

persons who were able to labor were employed in labor . of Justice or elsewhere as to the number « isoners impr ned at 
Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? | this prison during 3 ( ‘ to W und , 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. did work, al the who did 1 
Mr. ROGERS. I state emphatically that they were not settled on Mr. ROGERS wd t t 

that basis, and the Treasury Department does not pretend that they rm pi 3 Were sent away 

were, onel Ward was cut di 1 to50 lay. e 4 t Lidl 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? more than 50 cents, that being all that t 
Mr. ROGERS. es ‘aldwell’s letter states all that I know about e paid 





the reason. They were all paid for at 50 cents a day, those not sen Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of A l =. | UWE 
tenced to hard ier) as well as the others, in violation of the specific | on that] t These transa ns re ) it i i 
terms of the contract. first letter of Judge Caldwell y i Lr 
LANHAM. In the original contract entered into between the | the orders of the Department 1 lia 

lessees of the penitentiary and the Attorney-General of the United | : y all these profitable pr 
States there was nothing said as to long-term or short-term prisoners, j ROGERS. ‘These 
but it was provided that they should take all prisoners—— Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 3 t ya 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting I have already said that all of that | Government had left the table prisoners there ¢ W 
was omitted. That was the basis on which the judge made his state- | have been perfectly satistied to have 1 n cents 
ment, in conflict with the terms of the contract itself, that 50 cents | prisoner as ipensation for the ¢ ¢ t 
per head was a reasonable payment for those who could labor, upon | first letter the Gr it hown |} v 





the idea that in addition to the compensation paid by the Government | dence, took away the profitable prisoners. Judge ‘ 
the lessee was obtaining the benefit of the labor of those men, which | letter states that after th iction of the Govern t ng 
benefit ought to inure not to the advantage of the lessee, but to the | the profit pri . > 1 imend 
advantage of the United States. apply. 

Now, does my friend think it a proper thing, after a judge has pa sed Mr. WHITE, of New York Mr. Chairman, I wish to 


upon the subject with the whole matter under his eye, charged with ; word on the general principl , 
this duty, familiar with the contract, and bound to know the terms of | view it is aguinst the dignity of > : 7 
the contract he was writing about—does my friend think itis a proper | year after year out of his money due upon a t vi t 


thing to ask this House to revise the judge’s action ? allegation of fraud, ply the Gove 
Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman will permit me, was not the | power tl to hang up a just claim t it 

contract executed subject to the laws of the land, and did not those | ing otficer. If the cir 

laws require the judge to approve the accounts ? of Ju : wo ld sell th m 1's property and di 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, of course. ment Let this country « to the cit ‘ 
Mr. LANHAM. Let me read what the judge says about that: mitted to its sovereign ll, jast as it exa 





‘ < i ; } +} ‘Treien por to 
It is needless for me to say that I have no power to make a contract with Ci : > } 

onel Ward on this subject, or to revoke or modify any contract he had 1 e rovern all cases oO! 

with the Department, and I never as ed to do so Vote! ~~ VON 


7 es ‘ ‘ M EF ent — . , en 
Now, the contract makes this stipulation: Mr. LANH AM. A aSK i 








The said parties of the first part shall and will safely keep, subsist, and clothe | P©® ding claim be now closed, , 
and furnish the necessary medical attendance and medicine for all such persons Mr. HOLMAN. I can not conse to that at this 
as may be sent to the said penitentiary of the State of Arkansas for the district of | [ would be glad to ace nodat v i 
Louisiana, and the said party of the second part doth hereby covenant and | , oe I aie: New Yo 
agree on her part that she will well and truly pay to the said parties of the s« » tae remarks ol a _ Tens 
ond part the sum of 75 cents per day for each and every person so safely kept say we have heard that same speech in othe1 
subsisted, ete, Mr. WHITE. of New Y« It is a good 





( , * ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. The terms of the contract have been repeated over Mr. HOLMAN. When my friend from New } 
and over again, and I am obliged to my friend for repeating them now; | here half the length of time w 1} 
but I do not think that the individual members of this House should n Claims of this H 
be placed in the position that this places them in. I do not believe, | to matters of this kind. 
for instance, that my friend in front of me [Mr. GLAss] should be Now, let me say that t 
called unon by his own silence—that silence being affirmative in this | Court of Claims from the beginning. ( 
case—to overrule the decision of the judge who decided this matter ) 
with all the facts before him. It is an unpleasant position in which } 











to place any member on this floor. That is all I have to say about it. | since its organization in 1863. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. Is there any allegation of fraud any- Mr. SENEY Do in i 
where in ref “ogee yntract ? Mr. HOLMAN, I mean under t 
r. HOLMAN, Of course not. s first organized, in 1853 or 1354, n i 


\! 
Mr. W Hi’ rk, a, New York. Well, if the situation were reversed, whet g 
if Mr. Ward had failed to keep his contract, and the matter were | tract, parties in cases of this kind were « 





. brought before the judge presiding in his court, would he not have | under the law. But ther e two rea 
compelled Mr. Ward to pay the utmost farthing? as not presented to the « . On 3 
Mr. HOL MAN. My friend from New York differs with Judge Cald- | from time to time during t vl 
well, » full 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. No, sir. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ark 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then, if he does not differ with him-—— Wr. ROGERS. That is th t i 
Mr. ROGERS (interposing). Oh, Mr. Chairman, ido not think that | o and over ag 
is a fair argument. I do not think the gentleman from Indiana ough Mr. HOLM low does it 
to put the case inthat way. It isnot a judicial question. It was not | on the fa pa ? 





ge had entered into except upon the face of th Mr. ROGEI 


a question that the judg 
papers. He saw that 75 cents was charged for these prisoners, and he | respondence it would have made a book 
sat down, and, under the authority given him to approve or disapprove | stantial fact; but if all the co 
these accounts, simply cut down the accounts arbitrarily without a hear- | ters which passed between the Depart 
ing. Thatis all there was about it. Then the accounts were sent here | printed here th port ¥ i 
to the Department, and upon that simple statement the Department of | taken all night to read it I have read yj 
Justice went beyond what the judge had done and deprived Mr. Ward | ence; and I state here now that the lett ( y 
not only of the short-term prisoners and those who were not required to | strongest possible appeals that the Govern t 
labor at all, but also of the long-term prisoners whom he had a right to | tract and keep faith with its citizens. But! { no I 
work under their sentences. | think my friend from Indiana ought to und to 4 

Now, there can rot be any doubtat all that, when this contract was | ments which I make over and over again asa tter of fa 
entered into, everybody knew the circumstances in regard to these | evidence of which has beer re the Comm ( 
prisoners being sentenced to labor. There is another fact which I can | copies of all the documents having been s 
state #om information furnished — me by the Department of Justice Department of Justice 


that from ihe very beginning, as shown in this correspondence, the De- Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire wheth« 
. e eS 
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at or on file. As I was remarking, receipts were no doubt 


are the des 

given during the seven years, and these accounts were examined from 
year to year during that time. I assume that the judge who passed 
upon these accounts was more familiar with the facts than Iam. I 
should have been very glad to have seen those receipts. If receipts 
were not given, or if payment was received under protest, which ap- 


Court of Claims w 
[ Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ** Vote !”’ 
The question being taken on laying the bill to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, it was de cided in 
the aflirmative 


yes JY, noes 6 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not intend to raise the point of no quorum in- 
asmuch as the House seems to be so unanimous 
So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House bill will be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 


BROWN. 


peared on the face of the papers, the 
all the tim 


as open to this 
claimant 


aside 





JOHN J. 


(H. R. 21) 


~ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of John J. Brown. 

The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state under the order 
House bills only are to be considered which are not objected to. 
Clerk will read the report, subject to objection. 

Mr. ENLOE., 
more time than by making a statement of the tacts. 

Mr. KILGORE. To save all further expenditure of time unneces- 
sarily I will object, Mr. Chairman, to taking up this case. 


the 
The 


of 


JOHN 8S. BRAXTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 613) 
for the relief John 8S. Braxton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay tothe personal representatives of John 8. Braxton, 
late collector of customs at Norfolk, in the State of Virginis 1, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,332.40, wrongfully 
{aken by subordinates in his office, and the larger part of the same misapplied 
in payment of Jight-house keepers, whose salaries should have been paid by his 
pres and for which the United States were liab »le, the said Braxton not 
having been at fault in the matter. 
That the Seeretary of the 





decessor, 


a 


Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to cause 
sit to be instituted against the sureties of Luther Lee, jr., the predecessor of 
said John 8S, Braxton, upon his official bond as disbursin: g agent of the United 
States or otherwise, if, in his opinion, such suit would be availing to recover 
nuy moneys taken from his suecessor and wrongfully misapplied in payment of 
his delinquencies or defalcations, 

Mr. BOWDEN. I call up that case and ask for its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthere objection ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Read the report of the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘Thisreport isa long one, much of it being in small 
type, and if any gentleman contemplates objecting to the bill it had 
better be done at once. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, ‘To avoid the necessity of objection, I ask 
reading of the report. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I can state the facts in the case in a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed, subject to the right 
to object. 

Mr. McoMILI I dislike to seem to be captious, but here isa 
claim where it is proposed to pay back to an officer money either stolen 
or squandered by his subordinates. I think the facts should be clearly 
shown to authorizesuch repayment. For the purpose of getting at the 
facts I ask for the reading of the report of the committee. 

Ir, BOWDEN. Of course, if the reading of the report is insisted 
upon, if is not necessary I should make any statement. 

The fact is, the bill has already passed the House twice and the Sen- 
ate once, but it never became the law. When Mr. Braxton was ap- 
pointed collector of customs at Norfolk, Va., in 1877 

A MEMBER. Has the reading of the report been dispensed with ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

A Memper. Then I will insist upon it. 

Mr. BOWDEN. If the report of the committee is to be read I will 
not insist on making any further statement. 

The report (by Mr. BowDEN) was read, as follows: 


for the 


sIN. 








The Committee on C!sims, to whom was referred the bill forthe reiief of John 
§. Braxton, late collector of customs at Norfolk, Va., for the reimbursement of 
the sum of $1,332.40, paid by him to cover alleged defalcation by subordinate 
otlicials in his office, having had the same under consideration, beg leave to re- 

port: 

: That having inquired into the facts, and finding that the matter had been re- 
ported favorably by the Committee onC laimsof the Forty-fifth Congress, adopt 
that report with slight modifications, as follows: 

That it appears from the petition of said collector, which is under oath, and 
from other affidavits and papers presented to the committee, that said John 8. 
Braxton was app®@inted collector of customs at Norfolk, Va., in February, 1577: 
ee he found in said office when he took possession of the same and entered 
ipon his duties Charles FE. Gettslich, deputy collector and clerk, and Henry 
Miller, warehouse and entry clerk; that these were responsible positions, by 
virtue of which these officers had virtual custody of the Ronis appertaining to 
said office, receiving the cash, depositing it, ete. 

It further appears : that the re putation of said Gettslich and Miller for honesty, 
integrity, and efficiency as officers was high in the community as well as at the 


If we read every report through it will take up much | 
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Department; that said Gettslich had been a customs officer for twenty-two 
vears and said Miller had been for cight years, and both were represented as 
being very familiar with their duties; and said collector states under oath that 
he was advised that the retention of these two officers, thus experience:!, was a 
necessity; and, moreover, that the avowed poli of the Government ts 
against the removal of officers unless charges were preferred and substantiated 
aguinst them; and that for these reasons, although he was desirous of substi- 
tuting other persons better known to him intheir places, yet he was constrained 
to keep said Gettslich and Miller in office 

It further appears that after said Jo S$. Braxton took possession of his siid 
office and entered upon his duties as collecter, the said Gettslich and Miller 
were guilty of taking from the public funds collected in said colle i 





nS 


wv which said Joh Braxton was resp $1, 
3778.50 of which was wrongfully and fraudulen t 
ment of the salaries of certain light-house keepers, 
incumbeney in office of Luther Lee, jr., the predecessor of said John 8, Brax- 

aid collector's office; and the balance was applied to their own use 
soon as the said John S. Braxton discovered the w ron ata takings = and em- 

ment of this money, he deducted from the $1,55 aken the sum of 
$221.36, which was due to the said Gettslich and Miller on thei r salaric: 8, andat 
once placed the sum of $1,332.40, the remainder of the sum embezz'ied and 
wrongfully taken by them,in bank. to the credit of the United States, out of his 
own private funds. The evidence clearly shows that of the amount wrongfully 
taken by the said Gettslich and Miller from the funds collected by the sai i John 
S$. Braxton,and for which he was responsible, $/78.50 was taken and wrongfully 
and fraudulently applied in payment of the salaries of light-house keepers, 
which had accrued during the incumbency of the said Luther Lee, jr., and for 
payment of which funds had been previously furnished by the United 
States to him, the said Luther Lee. jr., but which had not been applied by him 
for that purpose, 

Instead of using the money furnished for the payment of these salaries, over- 
drawn checks were issued by the said Gettslich, as special deputy, and afier the 
said John S. Braxton became the collector, funds collected under him, and for 


sum of 76, 
lL by them in the pay- 
which accrued during the 


yasible, the 


ip pile 
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which he was responsible, were taken by said Gettslich and Miller, and fraudu- 
ently applied in payment of said overdrawn checks, and of the salaries of said 
lently applied in pay t of 1 1 

light-house keepers, as before stated. This amount, therefore, of $778.50, the 


committee are of the opinion was wrongfully and fraudulently applied in pay- 
ment of salaries for which the United States Government was responsible, and 
that the same should be refunded to th 
from the sureties of the said Lee on his 

As to the balance of the said suin of $1, 

Miller, amounting to the sum of $553.90, it is claimed by the said John 8. Brax- 
ton that he is not lik ible for the wrongful aets of the said Gettslich and Miller, 
his subordinates; and for the reason that a does not appointthem, but that h 
only nominates and the Secret: of the Treasury appoints his deputies and 
Said Bri :xton furiher claims 
that even if liable in ordinary cases for the acts of his subordinates, he should 
not be in this case, for the reason, as he swears, that ‘he wanted to substitute 
other officers who were better known to him in place of said Gettslich and 
Miller; but because of their high standinginthe Department, their longe x peri- 
ence in the customs service, and the civil service rules as t » the chi inges of « 
cers, he was constrained to keep them in office against his own judgment and 
wishes. 

It appears that through the diligence and earnest efforts of Braxton in hunt- 
ing up the wrongs and frauds committed in said collector's office under the ad- 
ministration of it by the said Luther Lee, jr., his predecessor, the Governinent 
has recovered judgment against Lee's sureties for $13,948.35, which, but forhis 
efforts, would have been a loss to the Government. And your committee, re- 
lying upon the truth of these statements, and believing that said John S. Brax- 
ton has not been guilty ofany want of care and prudence, of any negligence or 
wrong on his part, but, on the contrary, has shown himself to be an honest, 
faithful, and diligent officer, afler a careful consideration of all the facts and 
circumstances, and without determining the question whether collectors of cus- 
toms are legally liable for the wrongful acts of their subordinates when not at 
fault themselves or not, are of the opinion that it is but an act of just ce fo Mr 
Braxton that he should be relieved from loss in this matter, and that the sil 
sum @f $1,332.40, which was wrongfully taken by the said Miller and Gettslich, 
and which, to save his own good name from suspicion, he atonce, on Ciscovery 
of the fraud and the amount taken, deposited in bank to the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, should be refunded to him; and for that purpose the committee re- 
port the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
bill now before the committee? 
none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not object to the consideration of the bill, 
but it seems to me there is no just ground stated to relieve this officer 
from the loss incurred by the acts of his subordinates. It seems this 
officer 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand the Chair to say it is too late for 
me to object to the consideration of the bill? I understood the read- 
ing of the report was called for, and that it was read subject to ob- 
jection. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The report was read; after which the Chair asked 
for chjection, and there was no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 

McMILLIN ] rose to make objection, or I should have done so. 

Mr. LANHAM. The Chair asked for o} jection and there was none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This officer does not claim he made any effort to 
discharge these subordinates. I noticed that part of the report par- 
ticularly where it is worded with painstaking care. It does not ap- 
pear there was any effort on the part of this officer to get rid of these 
subordinates. It was suggested he was constrained to keep them by 
reason of the fact of their long experience, and it being stated they 
were essential to the performance of the duties of the office. In my 
judgment: we should hold these officers to strict accountability, and to 
the exercise of due diligence and proper control over their subordi- 
nates. Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I am constrained to op- 
pose the bill. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I will state for the 
that in drawing the report 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, 
itis also stated by a gentleman near me, as a matter bearing upon this 
question, that there is nothing from the Treasury Department show- 





oficial bona. 
553.76 taken by said Gettslich and 
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other subordinates and removes them at ples sure. 














Is there objection to the consideration of the 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears 








information of the gentleman 
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Sees bps : ; — ot 
ing that it assumed the responsibility for the retention of these men Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not mean to « 
or recommended the appointment. either gentleman—either the gentleman from .Texas or the gentle 


Mr. BOWDEN. I was just going to say, Mr. Chairman, that in | from New Jersey. 
ir. BUCHANAN I understand that. 


drawing the report I used a former report, which, inadvertently I pre- M 
sume, omitted the point to which attention has been called here, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ionly wanted to insis 
it escaped my observation at the time. view of the possible action upon other bills on the Calend that J 
So far as the papers are concerned it appears that Colonel Braxton | hope the gentlemen will satisfy their conscience by voting against the 
did ask the removal of these subordinates, and was refused at the De- | measure 
partment t seems that the facts came out in a month or so after his The CHAIRMAN Is there obj ym t 
appointment while organizing his office, and he suggested the appoint- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. of Kentu I do vant to t [ 
ment of other people and the displacement of these; and his efforts sur , want to ask. if wecan 1 l ag . 
ceeded in unearthing these frauds, and alsoin securing the conviction ed by voting aga ny bill that not ay t 
of these parties, one of whom was sent to jail and the other to the peni- | ¢ Y quorum. 
tentiary foraterm. Through hiseflorts also the Government recovered Mr. BUCHANAN I thought 
some $13,000 against the sureties of his predecessor, which was col- Mr. BAKER. of New ¥ eou 
lected. The CHAIRMAN [st ection to the rest of t 
Mr. COBB. To whom did he make the suggestion of the removal ? | ; from Virginia [MM ; EN] that he ! ted to w 
Mr. BOWDEN. To the Secretary of the lreasury. That comes out 
quite plainly in the testimony. ere was no obje 
Mr. COBB. The report does not show it. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair l ag 
Mr. BOWDEN. No: I have just stated that I adopt d a report t we are pre eding under an order w 
made in a former Congress, and through inadvertence that was left | of any bill when obiection is made to it 
out. Mr. BYNUM. Irise toa pariia yi 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the bil! fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will st 
aside with a favorable recommendation. Mr. BYNUM. The wording of the 1 inde 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, | does not say that bills shall ynsidered 
noes 9. | there is no objection: it says ‘‘ bills to wh { no « 





Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. Now, I su ' 
Mr. LANHAM. ‘There is evidently no quorum in the House; and | ‘‘objection’”’ to it, and according to 


I appeal to my colleague not to insist upon the point. objection ought to carrv the bill over 
Mr. KILGORE. Why? Mr. LANHAM Chat is not the « , t ) 
Mr. LANHAM. We are very axious to do some business to-night. | be given to the order. 
Our Committee on Claims have been quite active and industrious dur- | fhe CHAIRMAN Che Chair is clearly of opinion that t in 
ing this whole session of Congress, and this is the very first opportu- | not be objection and consideration at the same time r) bea 
nity for the consideration of any of the bills reported to this Congress | time when the bill is presented for consideration. and when that stage 
except such as have been reported and acted upon by unanimous con- | js reached the time for objection is pas » after t 


sent. The great majority of those present have voted in favor of laying | the Chair asks for objections, and then, if the reading of tl 

this bill aside, and I hope my colleague will not insist upon his objec- | asked for, it is read subject to objection 

tion, but satisfy himself with voting against the bill. | Mr. BYNUM 
Mr. KILGORE. I suppose this is all out of order. | the bill. but the or: 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I wish to add, further, that we | be objected to; it says bills to which there is no objection, and whenevet 

have accommodated every member on the floor of the House who ap- any objection is made by a member on the floor toa bill, I submit that 

peared before us with meritorious measures. The committee treated | itis the duty of the Chair to rule that that bill does not come within 


Che Chair ecalis for objection to the consideration of 

' 7 svt ; : . 

ier does notsay bilist 
} 


y - . 
t special order for this evening sessio 


them fairly and decently, and we have the right to expect the same 


treatment. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the ord 
Mr. KILGORE. We are all out of order, but I wish to say this—— | which this session is held. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is only proceeding by unanimous con- The Clerk again read the order as follows 

sent. | On motion of Mr. LANHAM, 


Mr. KILGORE. I want to say only this, that I have strong convic- Ordered, That a recess taken to-morrow [Saturday] ev : 


tions in this case that the Government is not liable for the amount haya a shy eet Os the es me ar Pr “ ~_ Bs . 
deration of bills rep ted from the ) nittee on st 


claimed, and, if that is my conviction, if every man in this House should no objection 

vote for it I could not satisfy my conviction by contenting myself with ‘he CHAIRMA? The gent] ——_ ee at ‘ 
. . . PALL AEWA. i el il ina ik etl 

that fact and allowing the matter to pass. If every man voted for it it | . 5 RES Sea oS ele at ‘ Si 








would be my duty to sustain what I believe to be right in opposing it. | ghieet aaa The Clerk will report the next 

That is all I claim. By passing this bill we simply transfer the respon- 

sibility on President Cleveland to veto it; and I am not willing to be- or “ 

come a party to such a proceeding as that. The next business upon t ite Calendar led up for ¢ id 
Mr. POST. Would not a single objection have caused this bill to be | tion Mr. SHAW 3 the bill (H. R. 5539) for t fof 

passed over? Coughlin 
The CHAIRMAN. It would. The Chair thought the gentleman Ihe bill was read, as follow 

from Tennessee had risen for that purpose, as he states. | Be ite le'c., That the Secretary of the 1 d 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think itis but due to the Chair to state this: | rected to pay John J aii ie ane oft o 

I recognize the fact that the Chair called for objections, and that the | japorer at $1254 1 lal it $4 t 

time for objection had, in my opinion, been passed when I rose and ad- | t < 1 ia uta ‘ 

dressed the Chair. | volumes of newspa in the I ( cress, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the considerat rf tl 
The point of no quorum being made—— bill? Ifthere be no objection, the 1} v I 1 le to be 1 
Mr. BUCHANAN. A single word. I had just as strong conscien- | to the House with the 1 } i m »] 

tious convictions against the bill of the gentleman from Arkansas; but Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hav report 

I did not raise the point of order of no quorum. I shall, however, if| Mr. COBB. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I] 

this course is to be pursued when this subject comes before the House. | information. 
Mr. KILGORE. I will join you in that. The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentlem will state | 
Mr. LANHAM. Iask the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw the Mr. COBB. If we do not see proper to t tot 

bill. the bill. ; mas ' aly : 
Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. Iwas just about to rise to make that ze 7 

request. Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Allow me to say before tha Mr. CO! Why not? We 


request is submitted in regard to this bill, and with reference to othe: The CHAIRMAN [f consideration of t | is not 
bills upon the Calendar, in view of what the gentleman from Texasand | to, the measure is then before t! ymmittee, and the after « 
the gentleman from New Jersey have said, that whenever a gentleman | each member with reference to it must be left to his own 
opposed a bill by voting against it I think his conscience ought to be subject to the ‘ 

satisfied that he has done his duty. | Mr. HOLMAN. Under t 1 rule of the House 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mine was satisfied until it was tendered by the | force, I think, for half a century (! ieve they 
action of the gentleman from Texas. Ido not wantany one-sided bus- | in the Senate), two days of every other week, Fridaysand 
| 
: 


iness in the House. instance. were set apart obi mn davs. the other ] ' 
Mr. KILGORE. I will stand by you in that. urdays being days in «;hich measures came up in the regu 
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That was the 
great many years prior to the adoption of the present rulesa few years 
ago. When a case was reported - 

Mr. LANHAM (interposing), Mr. Chairman, I dislike to interrupt 
my friend, but [ must insist on the regular order.. It is very interest 
ing to hear these historical statements, but our time is too limited. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would not have occupied near so much time as 
th entleman himself has occupied. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. Ofcourse the action of every member with ref- 
erence to any bill is a matter for his own conscience, but the time to 
object is when the Chair asks whether there is objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill 

Mr. HIOLMAN. That was all that I was going to state, that the ob- 
jection must be made at once, otherwise no vote could be taken under 
such a rule as this. The matter is to be acted upon nem. con., unless 
objection is promptly made. [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

The report (by Mr. SHAW) was read, as follows: 

The Com 
reliefof. 


nmittee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR. 5539) for the 
John J. Coughlin, report as follows 

Phat said John J. Coughlin was employed by the Architect of the Capitol, 
from: March 6, 1888, to November 30, 1883, as a laborer at $1.25 per day; that he 
was assigned to duty under the Librarian of Congress during this period of 
two hundred and twenty-nine and one-half days, and engaged in a work requir- 
ing skilled and intelligent labor, in the cataloguing and arranging of news- 
papers published in the several States and Territories of the United States, in 
{cngland, France, Spain, Portugal, Switzerland, Belgium, Russia, Cuba, India, 
Egypt, China, Mexico, and the Central and South American states, constitut- 
ing » collection of rare historical value; that his pay was inadequate for the 
service rendered, and that he is entitled toa more equitable and just compensa- 
tion. 

During a portion of the time he was employed J. B. Fay was associated with 
him in the work,receiving pay as a laborer. That Congress, recognizing the 
value of his (lay’s) services, appropriated in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill approved July 7, 1884, the sum of $313.44, making the compensation of said 
ay during the time he was employed $4 per day. (See Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 23, page 226.) 

Your committee believe that, in justice and right, said John J. Coughlin 
should be paid an equal sum with that received by J. B. Fay—at the rate of 4 
per day—especially in view of the statement by the Librarian of Congress that 
said Coughlin rendered valuable service and is justly entitled to more compen- 
sation than $1.25 per day, the pay ofa laborer. 

Your committee find that the difference of pay between $1.25 and $ per day 
for 229} days amounts to the sum of $631.13, and recommend the passage of the 
accompanying bill, which provides for the payment of the same. 

‘This bill was favorably reported by the Committee on Claims for the Forty- 
ninth Congress, and passed the House, but failed to secure the approval of the 
Senate, as it was never reported to that body by the committee to which it was 
referred, 

fhe committee herewith append the statement of Hon. A. R. Spofford, Li- 
brarian of Congress, as part of this report: 


To the Senate and ITouse of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The petition of John J, Coughlin respectfully represents that he was placed 
upon the rolls of Edward Clark, esq., Architect of the Capitol, on the 7th day or 
March, 1883, and assigned by him to duty under A. R. Spofford, esq., Librarian 
of Congress. 

That said duty consisted in arranging, classifying, cataloguing, and placing 
in the rooms prepared for them, under the rotunda, all the bound volumes of 
newspapers which had accumulated in the State Department and been recently 
turned over to said Librarian, comprising many newspapers conmencing in the 
last century. and belonging to the several] States and Territories of the United 
States, to England, France, Spain, Portugal, Switzerland, Belgium, Russia, 
Cuba, India, Egypt, China, and the Central and South American States and 
Mexico, a collection of rare historical value. 

‘That said newspapers, files, books, and pamphlets would have been mate- 
rially damaged if allowed to long remain in the immense heaps in which they 
were piled upon the floors of the rooms oceupied by them, and an early and 
systematic disposition of the same was absolutely necessary. 

hat your petitioner was engaged in said work continuously from the 7th day 
of March, 1883, up to and including the 30th day of November, 1883, and received 
for his services during said period the sum of $285.87, laborer’s wages, Mr. 
Clark having no authority to pay more for temporary work, and the Librarian, 
Mr. Spofford, having no appropriation whatever out of which to pay for the 
work and labor performed, although so urgently necessary. 

Your petitioner therefore respectfully prays your honorable body to allow 
him the sum per diem ($4) compensation which obtains in said Library for work 
of a similar nature, or which may be considered as fair and proper in the prem- 
ises, deducting therefrom the nominal sum already paid, namely, $286.87, for 
two hundred and twenty-nine and one-half days. 


And, asin duty bound, will ever pray. 
JOHN J. COUGHLIN, Petitioner. 





John J. Coughlin in account with A. R. Spofford, esq,, Librarian of Congress. 


By work performed, arranging, classifying, and cataloguing the bound vol- 
umes of newspapers in Congressional Library, from March 6, 1883, to November 
30, 1583: 

BIOL Gaya, At GA MOF GAY.....00.ccccoes cennsosecccovsccvedsovesocnsonactocetnvensesessepessenocieess 
To cash received, at $1.25 per day 





Malamse Aue Pour PObWawe®... «crise .ccrveesescssesssevecsesncovereinnipanntatenesenened 631.13 
JOHN J. COUGHLIN, 


LisrnARy or ConGRress, Washington, April 2, 1886, 
This will certify that the services of Mr, John J. Coughlin were employed for 
several weeks in the fiscal year 1883-84 in arranging several thousand volumes 
of newspapers, which it became necessary to remove and arrange in the Li- 
brary of Congress, in an emergency requiring prompt transfer. The work 
involved skilled and intelligent labor, but Mr, Coughlin received only day 

laborer’s wages, and was justly entitled to more. 
Very respectfully, 
A. R. SPOFFORD, 
Librarian of Congress. 
Arcnirect’s Orricr, Untrep Sratrs CAprror, 

Washington, D. C., April 15, 1888. 

I hereby certify that John J. Coughiin was employed as laborer on the annual 
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repairs United States Capitol from March 7, 1883, to November 30, 1883, two hun- 
dred and twenty-nine and one-half days, at $1.25 per day, $286.87. 
WILLIAM McPYNCHEON, 
Clerk, Architect's Cfi 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not like to object, but 
this looks to me likea claim that ought not tobe paid. Itis simplya 
case like many others where a man goes into the service of the Gov- 
ernment at a certain definite rate of compensation, is put upon the roll 
at that rate, accepts the employment and the pay, and then later comes 
in with a claim for extra compensation. ‘The man, as in this case, goes 
upon the roll as a laborer, but gets an easier job in a certain sense, is 
on the roll for two hundred days, draws his pay for that time asa 
laborer under the contract, and then at a future time, because some- 
body else is suecessful in getting a bill through Congress giving him 
additional pay, comes and asks for $2.75 extra for each day he was on 
the roll. lt seems to me that this is not the sort of claim that ought 
to be allowed. It isnota debt in anysense; it is a mere gratuity, and 
a gratuity upon false pretenses. 

Mr. SHAW. - The duty performed by this gentleman, as certified to 
by the Librarian of Congress, required a degree of intelligence such 
as is not often found among laborers. Mr. Coughlin, it is true, was 
employed asa ‘‘laborer’’ and put on the laborer’s roll, but when he 
was so employed it was not contemplated that he should perform this 
special duty, and the evidence is that he did perform it intelligently 
and satisfactorily in connection with Mr. Fay. Mr. Coughlin received 
only laborer’s pay, but Mr. Fay succeeded in getting $4 a day for the 
same service, though both men were performing like duty and were on 
the same roll. ‘The Librarian of Congress certifies that the work was 
intelligently and well done, and that Mr. Coughlin was entitled to more 
pay for it than he received. If the gentleman [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky] maintains, as I am sure he does not, that it is easier to 
work with the head than with the hand, then in a certain sense it is 
true that Mr. Coughlin bad easier work than he would have had as a 
laborer, but in another sense it was more difficult work, and such work 
as an ordinary laborer could not have performed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no doubt that every 
statement ofthe gentleman from Maryland is accurate; but what he says 
only enforces the objection I have to claims of this kind. Each one of 
us knows that it is very common in all the Departments in Washing- 
ton for persons to be put on the laborers’ roll when the work to be done 
by such persons is not properly laborers’ work. This isa mode by 
which public employment is given to persons to do other work than 
that of laborers. Consequently at every session of Congress for many 
years back (because these claims come up in accordance with some set- 
tled precedent in former Congresses) these persons, who were anxious 
to get employment and who contracted with the Government to do 
particular work to which they were assigned, and who received for it 
tue pay which was promised to them, come in and plead that they are 
entitled to higher compensation because the service rendered by them 
was of a higher character. I say this is a bad precedent; and so far a: 
it has become a precedent, it is one which is ‘‘more honored in the 
breach than in the observance.’’ 

While this is a small claim, it is a very good claim upon which to 
turn the lane. The saying has been that ‘‘it is a long lane which has 
no turning.’’ Almost all these claims have heretofore been passed by 
Congress; but now it seems to me this is a very good claim on which 
to make the turn. The facts are simply that this man was put on the 
laborers’ roll and executed work to which he was assigned. 

Mr. SHAW. But he was employed in the office of the Architect, 
and he performed this service for the Librarian of Congress—a service 
which by virtue of his employment he was under no obligation to per- 
form. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative—ayes 29, noes 17. 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA,. 


The next business on the Calendar reported from the Committee on 
Claims (called up by Mr. MCKINNEY) was the bill (H. R. 438) for the 
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Talla- 


Uniled States Capitol. 


poosa. : ; ‘ 
Mr. McKINNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate bill on 
this subject, which is similar, be considered in lieu of the House bill. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. To facilitate business, I will state 
that the Senate bill as well as the House bill was considered carefully 
in the Committee on Claims, and it was decided to substitute the Sen- 
ate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole will consider the Senate bill in lieu of the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

Senate bill 869, for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That to reimburse the survivors of the officers and crew ot 
the United States steamer Tallapoosa, wrecked at Vineyard Sound on the night 
of the 2ist of August, 1884, for the losses incurred by them, respectively, in said 
wreck, there shall be paid, out of any money in the Treasury of the United 


States not otherwise appropriated, the following sums, namely: To John F, 
Merry, lieutenant-commander; William H. Everett, lieutenant; Frank &, 
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1, ¢ 
heaver; Joseph Padmore, ord Vv sea Marshall P n; J i 
H. Palmer, cabin cook; James H. Richm ] lio p’s bar- 
ber; William nmaker,s i William E.R Geo 
C. Rees, ordinary seaman Frank She ul seaman: Fred. Sch 
bugler; James QO. Sn \ first iss firer 1andas Straub, chief b 

*s mate; Edw: Shar } il-heaver A H. Sewell, quartermast 

- Small,seaman; Henry K.St rst iss ichinist; ¢ s F. Sk 

to ims n-c! i alr I 
iSmali,landsman; J.D. Skid und 





man; Frank Sullivan, landsman; Peter Thomps 











steerage cook; John Thompson, seaman ; Ilerb 

guard: Clarence D. Tippitt, second-class fireman 

Jan C. Tinnman, ordi: 1man; Jam rayler, s 

coal-heaver; Sa. ’. Wells, engineer's yeoman ; ums, coal-heav 
Murray Willian heaver: Fred. Wil : Andrew W 
wardroom cook; Charles Williams, ordinary seat Westerhol 





man; Henry H. Walker, first-class machinist, ¢ 




















Sec. 2. That : widow, child, or children, or in case there be nots 
the parent or parents, and if there be no parents, the brothers and sisters of t 
in the service who wei ost in the the I ted States steamer ‘I 
poosa, namely, Clarence I ack, passed assistant surgeon; William O’ Dor 
seaman; Ge« » A. Foster, landsman, shall be entitled toand shall receiv 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriates 


as follows, to wit: The relatives in the order named, of the persons conne 
with the United States steamer T sinbefore referred to,a sum « 
to twelve month's sea-pay of each person lost: Provided, That the 1 l 
sentatives of the above deceased persons who were in the service of th 
ment shall also be paid from the the United States any 
pay due said deceased at the time of ath: And provided fu 
there shall be deducted from the sums each of the parties named in tl 
*t whatever amounts may have been em under the provi 
isting law 

Sec. 3. Thatthe proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the United States 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to settle, upon principles o 
justice and equity, the accounts of the officers and crew on board the said vessel 





Lllapooss 

















when wrecked, and to assume the] rreturn of the paymaster of said 
vessel as the basis of computation ut jue to those on board 
to the date of such loss, if there be no « tence to ry 
Passed the Senate March 29, 1 
Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, & a 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, Chief ¢ 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the report read, reserving the 
right to object. 
The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill No, 438, re 
mend that the bill be amended by adding after the proviso, in section 2, t! 
l at. there ull be deducted from the sun 





words, “And provided furiher,T 
lowed each of the parties named in the bill whatevs mounts may 
paid them under the provisions of existing law.”’ 

And that when so amended the bill pass. 

Your committee are satisfied from inquiry that the amounts recommended 
be paid are only a fair and reasonable compensation for the losses sustained 
That the sinking of the ship of war Tallapoosa was without fault of t claim 
ants named in the bill, and so determined by a court of inquiry. 

In further support of the recommendations of the committee, we add h¢ 
a favorable report of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs of the la 
ss, as follows: 

‘This bill provides an appropriation simply sufficient to enable the off 

to refurnish themselves with an outfit. We are assured that it will be st 
about sufficient for that purpose. The first section also provides for the pay- 
ment of $100 to each of the surviving seamen, which we think will about cover 
the actual loss that each one of them sustained. Both officers and men we: 
rescued destitute of everything, and all they ask is simp 
with an outfit suitable to the service to which they belong. 

** For this bill there are many precedents. Under similar circumstances, in 
1848, a bill was passed for the relief of the relatives of those who were lost on 
brig Somers, the precise language of which has been copied in the second s 
tion of this bill. That precedent was followed in 1853 in the case of the br 
Washington, and in 1854 the case of the Grampus, and again in 1870 in t 
case of the Oneida, which was run down in the early part of that year near the 
coast of China, and also in the ease of the United States steam-ship Huron, lost 
off the coast of North Carolina i 

“The United States steamer T: 
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In view of the foregoing facts your committee recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out all that appears in lines 7,8, 9, and 10, after the terminna- 
tion of the word “ dollars,”’ in line 7, and also the letter ‘'r’’ wherever it occurs 
in the surname of the claimant and that the bill as thus amended do pass 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


| bill? 


Mr. KILGORE. Iam inclined to object, but before doing so I would 
like to inquire why this payment was not provided for in some defi- 
cicney bill passed by Congress heretofore. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not know why it has not been a don . All 
know concerning the case is that Secretary Bayard has stated that it is 
a r the claim be paid; that both before and after the vent for which 

his bill proposes to provide payment an appropriation was regularly 
made for clerk-hire. Why it was not made in that particular year I 
am unable to say; but Secretary Bayard states that these clerical serv- 
ices were essential to the proper conduct of the _— 

Mr. KILGORE. Did not the failure to mak an appropria tion in- 


| dicate an intention orf®he part of Congress to abolish the clerkship ? 


rhe next busine’ on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims (called up by Mr. GL vas the bill (H. R. 5853 
for the 1 f of Daniel Bond. 

The bi W read, as follows 

I ry of the Treasury be. and he hereby is, au- 
th ! direct ’ niel Bond, of Brownsville, Tenn., the sum of 
$6 t of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on ac 
count of the robbing of the post-office at Brownsville, Tenn., of the above sum 
aecruing from the sale of postal stamps. 

I report (1 l’RENCH) was as follows: 

The Commit n Claims, to whom was referred the bill (17. R.5853) for the 
relief of Dat | Bond, of Brownsville, Tenn., have considered the same, and 
bew leave to s mit the following favorable report 

We find | vestigation of the evidence on file in the Post-OMice, Depart 
ment that t of the postmaster discloses the fact that on the night of 
t! th of Septem , a burglary was committed of the post-office at Bruowns- | 
vi Tenn., by making an opening through the back door, and the safe in the 
office being | wh to pieces, end that there was taken from the safe $211.10 
worth ofa esis tamps and $26.68 of mone y-order funds, and $61.80 of posial 
furds An ins] tor was sent to make an investigation, and finding the facts | 
ns stated in the flidavit of the postmaster recommended the payment of th« 
two items of $11.10 and €26.68, And the same, under the law governing such 
eases, have been paid, there being no authority under the law to pay the third 
i of $61.80 

Phe subject-matter being submitted to the Assistant Attorney-General forthe 
Post-Oflice Department, he replies as follows: ‘‘On examination of the papers 
liled in the case, this oflice was of the opinion that the loss had occurred with- 
out fault or negligence on the part of the postmaster, and so advised the Post- 
master-General, whoallowed Mr. Bond credits of $211. 10for stamps and stamped 
paper, and $26.68 for moncy-order funds lost by the burglary 


* There are no records in the possession of the Depari:ment from which the 
amount of postal funds in the possession of a postmaster at any given date can 
be ascertained ; but in this instance the inspector appears to have been satisfied 
that the amount of postal funds stolen from the postmaster’s safe by the burglars 
is $61.80.’ 

We are of the opinion that the postmaster, Bond, is entitled to relief, and rec- 
cnmend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I wish to inquire why this claim was never paid by 
the Department. 

Mr. GLASS. The Department never pays claims of this class, and 
it is necessary to provide for their payment by special bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A general bill covering cases of this kind has been 
recommended by the Postmaster-General, ‘and is now pending, having 
passed the House of Representatives. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN T. ROBERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported by the Commit- 
tee on Claims (called up by Mr. MCMILLIN) was the bill (H. R. 5494) 
for the relief of John T. Roberson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to John T. Roberson, late consul at Beirut, Syria, Turkey, the 
sum of $600, with the interest thereon from the —day of ——, 1834, it being the 
amount paid by said consul for clerk-hire, as had been the custom at said con- 
sulate. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Claims were read, as 
follows: 


In line 5, strike out ‘‘ Roberson ”’ and insert ‘* Robeson.”’ 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 7, strike out “ with the interest thereon from 
the — day of ——, 1884, it being the amount paid by said consul for clerk-hire, 
as had been the custom at ond consulate.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

Che report (by Mr. SHAW) was read, as follows: 

It appears from the papers filed in support of this claim that John T. Roberson 
was appointed United States consul at Beirut, Syria, in 1882, and served in that 
capacity until February, 1886. The papers also show that at the time he as- 
sumed the duties of the position, and up to July, 1884, $600 a year was expended 
for clerk-hire, that amount having been appropriated by Congress for that use. 
it also appears that the bill making appropriations for consular and diplomatic 
purposes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, failed to provide for clerk-hire 
at the Beirut consulate; but the business of the consulate still requiring the 
clerical aid ae erly given, the claimant was compelled to provide itat his own 
personal exper se. 

He appeale a te » the Department of State for reimbursement, but no provision 
having been made therefor, that Department could give him no aid, but he was 
advised that should he apply to Congress for relief the State Department was 
ready to recommend an appropriation for the amount claimed, which it has 
done by the following letter: 

DEraRTMENT OF STATE, Washington, D. C., Janwary 23, 1888, 

Sin: In reply to your inquiry of the 19th instant, I have the honor to say that 
the statements made by Mr. John ‘T. Robeson, late consul at Beirut, in his pe- 
tition which accompanies your letter, are in accord with the facts as shown by 
the records of +... Department. No provision was made by Congress for clerk- 
hire at the Beirut consulate for the fiscal year 1585, and the business of that 
office positively demanded clerical aid atali seasons, Mr. Robeson’s vouchers 
for $000 for such service would have been accepted by this Department had 
there been funds to meet them, and I therefore suggest that the petition receive 
favorable consideration. 

A similar inquiry was addressed tothe Department by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate nearly a year ago, and a similar answer was addressed 
to Senator ALLI as chairman of that committee, on February 23, 1887. 

Returning your tnciosures as requested, 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 







T. F. BAYARD. 
TIon, B. A. ENLOR, 
House of Represeuiatives, 


A 


Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not state. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was this clerkship continued after the failure to 
make the appropriation ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that the appropriation was regu- 
larly made both before and after the particular ra ar for which this bill 
proposes to provide. I will not undertake to say whether it was the 
intention of Congress in failing to make the appropriation to abolish 
the clerkship. lam not informed on that point, and would not, of 
course, mislead the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe I will object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gontleman as 
objecting? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

A. B. NORTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 4805) 
for the relief of A. B. Norton. 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill has already been passed and ought not to 
be on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NEHEMIAH OSBURN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 464) 
for the relief of Nehemiah Osburn. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let that bill be considered. There is 
no need on the part of the Clerk to read the preamble to the bill, as the 
report will give all the facts involved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Doesthe gentleman propose to strike out the pre- 
amble? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I simply ask that the preamble be not 
read at this time, in order to save time, because the report will state 
the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will 
be read. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Court of Claims, in the due course of business of 
that court, proceed, freed from any statute of limitations, to the hearing of the 
claim of Nehemiah Osburn for losses alleged to have been sustained by him in 
consequence of the suspension, by orders of the Secretary of the Treasury, from 
May 22, 1861, until April 23, 1862; of work under his contract with the said Sec- 
retary for the construction of the court-house at Baltimore, and in consequence 
of the payment for the work done upon said building, and materials furnished 
therefor by said Osburn, in Treasury notes, instead of the *‘coin of the United 

States,” as provided by said contract, and to determine whether any and what 

sum is justly and equitably due to him on account of sai d claims; and upon 
such hearing the receipt of said Osburn for the sum of $51,859.79, bearing date 
the 18th day of April, 1866, and the acceptance of said sum, shall be evidence of 
the payment of that sum to him in Treasury notes at that date, upon said con- 
tract ; but inasmuch as he expressly reserved his ri ght to apply to Congress for 
relief, the said receipt and acceptance shall not be lence to the acceptance 
by him of that sum in full payment of the smennt dae to him on account of 
said ciaims, or as a release by him of any right to sue for or otherwise prosecute 
any claim against the Government on account thereof. ° 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This claim was reported favorably by 
the Committee on Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress with certain 
amendments. It was again reported in this Congress with the same 
amendments, but through some inadvertence the bill is printed with- 
out theamendments. If there be no objection, I ask that those amend- 
ments be considered as pending and to be voted on. 

To relieve the clerks I will read the report of the committee, if that 
be agreeable to members. It states facts and gives the reasons why 
this claimant should be authorized to go to the Court of Claims free 
from the statute of limitations in a matter involving about $60,000. 
The claimant is an old man, over eighty years of age, and a resident 
of my city. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask the gentleman from New York to refrain 
from reading the camel report. It involves no appropriation, merely 
referring the case to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I understand from the gentleman from New 
York that it proposes to relieve this claimant from the statute of limit- 
ations, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It does. 
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that part of the case. 

Mr. McMILLIN The reading of the preamble has been di 
with, and if we are not to have the report read it will be diffi 
understand just exactly what the facts are. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I want to say that every sin; 
from Howell Cobb Secretary of the Treasury when the « I 
made, down, have recommended the payment of this c¢] N 
Culloch, who considered the claim, allowed it. It has been a] 
by the Supervising Archit nd other officers. A technicalit 
in court which necessitated his coming to Congress to be re ‘ 
the statute of limitations. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand th prop W 
party the difference between gold and greenbacks ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New Yorl No the amendment 
the words in the bill which are indicat and in lieu inser 
breach on the part of the United States 

Mr. WEAVER. If the Government agreed to pay in coin 
in greenbacks, that would be a breach of contract 

Mr. BAKER, of New Yor} he contra provided he sh 
paid in gold, 

Mr. WEAVER. So did mine wl 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. As I] S 
out. ‘The bill merely authorizes 1e ¢ 
Claims relieved from the effect of the statute of limitations,as 
of pure equity. 

Mr. PEEL. How came he to be barred by the statu oi 
tions? 

The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims,to whom was referred H eb (64 rt 
of Nehemiah Osburn, beg leave to submit the f ry rep 

A bill in substance similar to th se i i »>duced into the 
in the I nth Congress and referred to the ymmittee on Cla 
Congress at cor ittee reported said bill fav bly tot House w 
tain amendments, which are embraced in the present bill. Said form 
was numbered : Jof the Forty-ninth Cor s i session, a copy 
is hereunto attached 

Your committee adopt said port as their own, except t ul 
therein proposed, they being embodied in the present | t! 
recommend that the present bill do pass 

House report No. 3930, Forty-ninth Congress, second sessi« 

This claim is for losses growing out of : v « 
Secretary of the Treasury, from May 22,1S8¢ ( 
court-house in Baltimore, for the construct nt 
into an agreement with the Secr y of 
13th of July, 1860. Under this agreement t nu 
plansand specifications which were to be as 
ment, and the court-house was to be deliver >the Government 
order and condition on orb re the Ist day \ ist, 1562, for the 
208.04. A copy of the contract, showing its rious pr 
nexed, marked Exhibit A 

it appears that th ] vas a build ] } 

high personal an 1 standir and t 
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id ma ils, and eng ga proper for r « 
chanies, l laborers for the construction he co 10us sv 
Among the ipers submitted to the « par er 4 contract, datecdat | 
on the Ist of September, 1360, between i unt, of the « I t 
Stillson as engineer, C. C. Moody as super? i iit 
keeper, Joseph McQuatters as superint« it of mason ) 
pleyard as superintendent arpenter and m wo 
two were to receive salaries of $2,000 and t st I 
their entire time ands it r ip vi 
until its completion Judsying by the rep« Crea licer 
to the manner in which the wor was done, and t cla a s cou 
kept, these were men of first-rate ability t rs al ce 
work was going on vigorou | prosp 1 ‘ was st 
ree om of the Secretar {the ‘lreasu t to tl] la t 
clerk of the constr: dM »2, 1862 ‘ y of i 
annexed, marked I 

Phe claimant a t had tl n for thigsuspe ‘ 
finished the buildi livered tot ( ermme 
‘ . . uit { v é 

d durin é { ‘ 
red by t! t inta tect oft 
who a h ) 

i Architect of tl D said 

‘The contract stipula { r complet f 
Ist day of August it | »bable c a i! 
been completed within that had t i 5 led ‘ 
Department, in the spring of 1551. l.ab 1 m rials w 
and of extraordinary iupness, and continued 1rou 1 
half of 1862. No di ulty was expe! ‘ this ] 
transportation tor m riais, 1 ft i 
rency.”’ 
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tio a he t It se tothe c« 1ittee that he is entitled to 
a ‘ ! claim -d from the statute of limitation and 
th ‘ 

Phe con ‘ s which have brought your committee to this conclusion 
Diny be conden \ 

1. Ther s no controversy,and can be none, regarding the fact that the Gov- 
ex ent 1 yrds spended this work as above indicated, and that 
+ < ed in extending the completion of the work from August 
1, to ber, 1865 

I disputed, and can notbe, that the contractor was required to, and 

did, hold hitoself and his employés in readiness during this period of suspension 

to comp this work, and 1 ted to the expenses incident toso holding 
] elf in readiness, 

lie faithfully executed his contract in every particular, notwithstanding 

t ndrances to which he ibjected by the Gove ronment. a 

1, It is thoroughly settle y the decisions of the courts, that where the Gov- 
ernment thus interferes with the execution of a contract, and by such inter- 
ference makes the work more expensive to the contractor, or deprives him of 
the legitimate profits which he could have made and was entitled to make under 
his contract, there is a liability at con mm law resulting against the Govern- 


ment from such st nsion of or interference with the contract. Among the 





many cases which might be cited are the following: 
Smoot & Spicer’s cases, 8 Court of Claims, 96,in which it was held (and after- 
wards affirmed on appeal tothe Supreme Court, 15 Wallace, 36) that *‘ the prin- 





ciples which mus 
of contract are the same as if the contract were between individuals.” In Fig 
& Gindrat’s case (8 Court of Claims 319) it was held that “* where the Govern- 
ment suspends work under a contract, and the contractorscomply with the Gov- 
ernment’s request, both in suspending work and subsequently resuming it, 
they may recover all their actual damages occasioned by the suspension, in- 
cluding loss occasioned by the non-employment of their hands, by an advance 
of wages, and by the loss of lumber washed away and stolen.”’ 

In Harvey & Livesey’s case (8 Court of Claims, 501) it is held that where the 
Government wrongfully de res a contract forfeited the contractor’s damages 
are ‘the profits which he might have made if allowed to perform.” 
United States vs. Smith, 94 United States, 214; Parish vs. United States, 100 United 
BSiates, 500; and United States vs. Mueller, 113 United States, 153.) 

In United States vs. Smith (supra) the Supreme Court held that “the United 
States can be required to make compensation for damages (to the contractor) 
which he had act ly sustained by its default in the performance of its un- 
dertakings to him,”’ and that the measure of damages was such a sum as “ was 
necessary to place Smith in the same condition he would have been in if he had 
been allowed to proceed without interference.” 

5. The claimant in this case has been guilty of no laches, but has diligently 
prosecuted his claim in every way open to him. 

6. From these facts it plainly results that if this interference of the Govern- 
ment has resulted in loss, which is not covered by what has been paid to him, 
then a right of action would exist against the Government for whatever that 
loss may be, and this upon the principles of familiar law as well as obvious 
eguity. 

‘The only question left, therefore, is whether, under the conditions stated, it 
is just for the Government to insist upon the alleged technical effect of the re- 
ceipt above named and of the statute of limitations? Congress has frequently 
granted relief even when the Courtof Claimsor the Supreme Court of the United 
States, upon appeal, has rendered judgment against the claimants. One or two 
instances will suffice. In Adams’s case (2 Court of Claims, 86) the claimant re- 
covered judgment for $112,748.86, but the judgment was reversed on appeal to the 
Supreme Court (7 Wall., 463). 

Congress, however, appropriated $112,748.86 for the relief of the claimant (17 
Stats.,713), In that case the claimant had given a receipt ‘‘in full,”’ which, the 
Supreme Court held, barred his right to recover. In Albert Grant’s case (5 Court 
of Claims, 86) judgment on his claim of $46,493.73 ** for all damages”’ was in fa- 
vor of the United States, but Congress (17 Stats.,699) provided for relief to the 
plaintiff to the extent of $47,000 for those same damages. 

The present bill does not decide anything in favor of Mr. Osburn, but leaves 
all questions of right of recovery to the Court of Claims, with an appeal by either 
party to the Supreme Court of the United States. The only thing which the 
pending bill accomplishes in favor of the claimant is to deliver him from the 
atatute of limitations and from the alleged release. The committee, therefore, 
recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. 9252), amended so that it will read as 
indicated. 

















(See also 












APPENDIX. 
Exutsir A.—Contract between Nehemiah Osburn and the United States of America 


This contract made and entered into by and between Howell Cobb, Secretary 

of the Treasury, for and on account of the United States of America, of the first 
part, and Nehemiah Osburn, of Rochester, N. Y., to whom was awarded the 
contract for the entire construction of the building authorized to be constructed 
at Baltimore, Md., as a court-house for the United States courts, on his bid for 
the same, received under the advertisement of the Treasury Department, dated 
March 1, A. D, 1860, of the second part, witnesseth that the party of the second 
ey covenants and agrees to and with the party of the first part, for himself, 
nis heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns, to furnish and deliver all the 
materials and do and perform al) the work required for the entire construction 
of the said court-house, agreeable to the original drawings and specifications, 
under the direction of the superintendent to be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury for that purpose,and in conformity to the lithographed copies of 
the drawings of the several parts thereof, numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,7;8, 9, 10, 11, 
12, 18,14, 15, 16, 17,18, 19, and 20,and the printed specifications, according to the 
general conditions appended thereto, prepared at the office of the construction 
of buildings, under the Treasury Department, and dated April 14, A. D. 1860, a 
copy of which is hereunto attached, and which together with the drawings afore- 
said, are made a part of this contract, equally binding as if more particularly in- 
corporated herewith, the whole subject to such omissions, additions, and altera- 
tions as may be determined upon by the said party of the first part, as provided 
in the “general conditions" of the specifications hereto annexed. 

And the said party of the second part further agrees and binds himself, his 
heirs, exeentors, administrators, or assigns, to do and complete the entire work 
according to the plans and specifications aforesaid, and to the approval and ac- 
ceptance of the said superintendent, to be appointed as aforesaid, and deliver 
the same over to the said superintendent in complete and proper condition, con- 
formably to the plans and specifications aforesaid, on or before the Ist day of 
August, 1862 

And the said party of the first part, acting for and in behalf of the United 
States, doth covenant, promise, and agree well and truly to pay, or cause to be 
paid, unto the said party of the second part, his heirs, executors, administrators, 
or assigns, the sum of $112,808.04, good and lawful money of the coin of the 
United States, the payments to be made in the following manner, namely : 

Ninety per cent. (nine-tenths) of the value of work done and materials fur- 
nished (said amount to be ascertained and duly certified to the Department by 
the superintendent), will, in consideration of the premises, be paid from time 
to time as the work progresses; and 10 per cent. (one-tenth) will be retained un- 
til the completion of the work, and its approval and acceptance as aforesaid by 
the said superintendent, which shall be forfeited by said party of the second 
part in the event of the non-fulfillment to the entire satisfaction of said superin- 
tendent of this contract. 
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And it is further agreed by and between the parties to these presents that if, 





fromany cause whatever, the said party of the second part should fail to earry 
on the work with the required promptness,in the opinion of the said superin- 
tendent, to insure its completion by the time specified above, it shall bec sme 
the duty of the said superintendent,and he shall be,and is hereby, authorized 


and empowered,aftereightdays’ due notice thereof in writing, left at the shop, of- 
lice,or usual place of abode of the said party of the second part, or with his 
agent, without effect, to purchase and procure the necessary terials, and 
have the necessary work performed, to supply any de ‘ncy caused by t de- 
linquency of the said party of the second part, and the actual cost thereof, to- 
gether with 15 per cent. thereon, shall be deducted from any moneys due or 
owing to the said party of the second part on account of this contract, and if 
there is not that amount due him, then his bon n are to be held liable for 
deficiency, to be recovered of them by suit in the ite 


btates, 


n 












name of the I 





It is also covenanted and agreed between the parties of this contract 


party of the second part shall execute, v 
sureties, a bond to the United States in t 


th two ormore good and suflicient 


um of $30,000, to be paid in liqui- 








dated damages, conditioned for tl tl performance of this contract, and 
| the agreements and covenants herein le by the said party of the second 
part. 
It is also covenanted, agreed, and understood that no member of Congress or 
other person whose name is not at this time disclosed, shall be admitted to any 


| contingent or dir 





interest in this contract; and 
that any other party or partie 


n the event of the Department becoming satisfied 
1 the signer or signers hereto have either a 


ct interest therein, which may appear to the party of the first 













| part to be prejudicial to the interest of the work or of the Government, then the 


| said Secretary shall be, and he hereby is, empow 


red to cancel this contract and 
reiet the same, and if any work shall have been performed or material delivered 
for the said building, on which 90 per cent. (nine-tenths) has been paid, the 10 
per cent, (one-tenth) retained thereon shall be forfeited to the Government, 

It is further covenanted and agreed by the parties hereto that this contract 








|} shall not be assigned except by consent of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 








that any assignment thereof, except as aforesaid, will be a forfeiture of the 
same, and shall subject the said party of the second part, and his bondsmen, to 
such damages, to be recovered of them by suit in the name of the United States, 
s shall have been suffered by the said party of the first part. 
It is further agreed and understood that all the stones used in the said build- 
ing shall be laid upon their natural or quarry beds, and whateverstyle of dress- 
ing shall be adopted shall be in the best manner of that style; and all the ma- 
terials used shall be of the best quality of their kind, and the work thereon 
shall be of the best character, and to the entire satisfaction of the said superin- 
tendent. 
It is also covenanted and agreed by and between the parties hereto that, in 
ease any additions, omissions, or alterations are determined upon, the value 
thereof shall be estimated by the superintendent, in accordance, as near as prac- 
ticable, with the original bid of the parties of the second part, and the amount 
so estimated by him shall be deemed and taken to be the agreed upon and liq- 
uidated sum to be added or deducted for such additions, omissions, or altera- 
tions, and shall be specifically noted hereon, and be final and conclusive between 
the parties hereto. 
It is also covenanted and agreed by and between the parties hereto that if 
any material shall be delivered on the site of the said court-house at Baltimore, 
Md., by the party of the second part, and estimated and a percentage paid 
thereon by the party of the first part before they are putin the building, they 
shall become the property of the United States, and being delivered to the su- 
perintendent, shall be worked into the building as it progresses, 
In witness whereof, the said Howell Cobb, Secretary of the Treasury as afore- 
said, for and in behalf of the United States, hath hereunto subscribed his name, 
and caused the seal of the Treasury Department to be hereunto affixed, and the 
said Nehemiah Osburn has also subscribed his name and affixed his seal, this 
30th day of July, A. D. 1860. HOWELL COBB. 
Witnesses of the signature of the Secretary: 
T. J. D. FULLER, 
P, CLAYTON. 

Witness of the signature of the contractor: 
Cc. C. Moopy. 





N. OSBURN. 


Exuieirt B.—Order suspending the work. 
BALtrmorRE, Mp., May 22, 1861. 


Sir: I am instructed by the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to direct you 
to cease all work under your contract for the construction of the Baltimore 
court-house at the close of this day, Wednesday, 22d of May, 1861. 

in thus directing a cessation of work under the contract it is deemed that 
your ultimate interest will be promoted. inasmuch as the present obstruction 
upon means of transport in your vicinity renders the conveyance of material 
to the building site a work of much hazard, difficulty, and delay. 

Due notice will be given you when the work ean be resumed, and the time 
for completing your contract will be extended a corresponding period. 

The custody of the property now on the building site and on the lots on Hol- 
liday and Frederick streets is placed in the collector of the port, and you will 
please make an inventory thereof and hand it to the collector, together with 
the keys of the premises, taking his receipt therefor. 

Very respectfully, S. M. CLARK, C. C., 

Nguemian Ossvury, Esq., Office of Construction, 

Contractor, Baltimore, Md. 


Exuisit C. 


I, N. Osburn, of Rochester, N. Y., do hereby testify that on the Ist day of June, 
1860, a contract was awarded to me by the Treasury Department of the United 
States for building a new United States court-house at Baltimore, Md. That in 
pursuance thereof, on the lst September, 1860, I commenced operations, and 
was progressing satisfactorily, when, on the 22d May, 1861, I was ordered to 
suspend work until further orders. That I protested against such stoppage, as 
I had prepared my outfit of tools, etc., to complete the work. 

That on the lst May, 1862, I was ordered to recommence the work, upon re- 
ceipt of which I called upoa the acting engineer in charge of the Treasury 
Department and protested verbally to him against being compelled to go on 
with the work, and was assured by him that I should be paid all damages 
arising out of the suspension of the work, and that my accounts could be ad- 
justed satisfactorily on its completion. 

N. OSBURN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, the 30th January, 1868. 
CHAS, C.,;COX, J. P. 


Certificate of acting engineer in charge. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 30, 1868, 

I have read the within [above] affidavit, and hereby certify that the facts as to 
the contract, the suspension of the work, and its subsequent resumption are true 
as therein alleged. 

As to thealleged conversation with me at the time of the resumption of the 
work, I can not, at this late date, make itive averment of its correctness, as 
the details of conversations have passed out of my memory. I recollect, how- 
ever, that Mr. Osburn had many conversations with me at the time in reference 
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The original contract work remaining undone when the work was susperded, 
May 22, 1561, amounted to $91,951.39, and the extra work ordered at various times 
$9,314.96. From this it will be seen that if the account of N. Osburn, esq., should 
be settied on the basis of the above statement, that the cost (to the Government 
of the work done since the suspension would be nearly double of its cost at the 
rates of the « itract 

The bala wal the appropriation remaining available is $17,803.54. Out of 
PRAis amount $10,962.93 will shortly fall due to Messrs. Pottier & Stymus, for fur- 
niture, carpets, matting, and curtains, ordered May 12 last, leaving $6,846.61 to- 
wards the ‘inal settlement of N. Osburn’s account. 

Very respectfully, 





B. OE RTLY, Acting Assistant Architect. 
J.! ERs, Esq 
Supervising Archilect, Treasury Department. 
Cxminit E. 
crelary McCul'och to the claimant, 

JuLy 23, 1866. 
DEAR Sin: Uy arefully looking over the settlement heretofore made with 
u 4s 1 you vin as contractor for the building of the Baltimore court-house, 


x 

Tam forced to ti lusion that I have no authority toalter or waive the pro- 

visions of the release or receipt which you then executed. Nothing could be 

0 lowed to you under the appropriation act approved April 7, 1866, except it 

6! ld be certified by the Attorney-General to be legal, just, and proper, and he, 

in an opinion given in another and similar case, as well as in conversation in 
gard to your case, seems to have been of the opinion thatnoclaim of damages 


for the discontinuance of work upon the building could be legally allowed 

he s¢ itlement made with you, proceeding upon this basis, excluded those 
claims for dama illowing you only for work actually done, which was allit 
was thought could be allowed under the Attorney-General’s opinion, or which 
he could certify to be legally due. Lcan readily conceive that the discontinu- 


ice of the work caused you actual and real loss, but there seems to be no other 
course for you now to pursue except to make application to Congress for relief, 
in accordance with the right reserved in the release which you executed. If 
you desire to pursue this course, withdrawing your letter of the 29th of May 
last, I shall take pleasure in recommending your application to the favorable 
cons deration otf Congress, 
Very respe< tfully, 

If. McCULLOCH, 
Secretary, 


ary McCulloch to the chairman of the Committee on Claims. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 5, 1866, 
Sir: At the request of Mr. N. Osburn, I desire to call the attention of the Com- 
nittec on Claims to his e laim for damages, caused by the suspension of work 
yn the United States court-house in Baltimore, Md., as shown by the papers 
} erewith transmitted, from which it will be seen that while the claimant aban- 
doned his right to apply to the courts for damages, he reserved his right to ap- 


ply to Congress for such compensation as might seem equitable and just. 
Very respectfully, 





H. McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
IIon. C. DELANO 
Chairman Commitice on Claims, House of Representatives. 


&ccond letter from Secretary McCulloch to the chairman of the Committee on Claims. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 17, 1867. 

Srtr: On the 5th of June Linclosed for the consideration of your committee 
certain papers in regard to the claim of N. Osborn, contractor for the erection 
of the United States court-house in Baltimore, Md., for damages for the suspen- 
sion of the work by the order of this Department, dated May 10, 1861, which 
suspension taking place at a time when material and labor was extremely low, 
prevented him from taking advantage of the favorable rates then current, and 
compelled him to complete the building at a time when the prices of both had 
much advanced, causing, I am satisfied, a material loss to him. 

It will be seen from the receipt of Mr. Osburn (a copy of which was trans- 
mitted) that while the various claims arising under the contract have been 
finally adjusted, nothing has been paid him for the damages he has suffered 
from the action of the Department aforesaid. 

The appropriation for the settlement of his accounts approved April 7, 1366, 
did not, in the opinion of this Department, authorize any payment whatever 
for damages. 

Mr. Osburn having withdrawn his letter of the 29th of May, 1866, and satisfac- 
torily explained the reasons that induced him to sign it, I desire to withdraw 
the letter of this Department, dated June 11, 1866, in relation thereto, and sub- 
mit his claims to your favorable consideration. 

Very respectfully, 
H. McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treaswry. 

Hon. C. DeLano, Chairman Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, the officers of the Government, 
every one of them, without exception, have recommended the payment 
of any legal indebtedness existing on the part of the United States 
Government to this claimant, but the difficulty in the way is the statute 
of limitations, and the effect of the release he gave'for the fifty-odd 
thousand dollars paid him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask a question of 
the gentleman from New York before consent is given to laying this 
bill aside. The gentleman stated, I believe, that Mr. Howell Cobb, a 
member of the Cabinet, recommended the allowance cf the claim. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No, I stated the contract was made by 
Howell Cobb in July, 1860, when he was a member of the Cabinet. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not so understand the 
statement. Will the gentleman please explain the release to which he 
has referred ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will read that portion of the report 
again. 

{The portion of the report referred to by Mr. BAKER, was again 
read. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This was in 1860, I believe ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have had no explanation 
as to the merits of this claim. I would like to knowsomething about 
it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask if there is objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I consent that an explanation 

hall be given, subject to the right to object. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish it distinctly understood that 
ifter I have stated all the facts in connection with the case, if any gen- 
tleman objects to the consideration of the bill, I can onlysay ‘‘Amen,’’ 
for I have examined it carefully, and know it to be only right and 
ist. 

Mr. TIMOTITY J. CAMPBELL. Let me ask my colleague if this 
bill is not simply for the purpose of giving his constituent a standing 
in court and a day in court? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I can read that portion of the report 
which gives the facts in reference to the case perhaps in less time than 
it will take to explain it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object toghe consideration of this bill. There is 
no use in taking up the time in discussing it further. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I want to say that Iam sorry to have 
my friend object without hearing the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ihave heard the case. This party has received com- 
pensation, and gave a receipt in full for it 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. He gave a reccipt in full, but that re- 
ceipt, if the gentleman will examine it, reserves the right to ask Con- 
gress for relief for damages, and reserves the right to prosecute any 
claim against the Government. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have heard the reading of that receipt. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I know my friend does not mean 
to insist upon his objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I see no reason to withdraw the objection, and insist 
upon it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will this bill retain its place upon the 
Calendar ? ' 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Some time subsequently 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, said: I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana is willing to withdraw his objection to the consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will withdraw: the objection. 

Mr. COBB. I renew it. 


JOHN T. ROBERSON, 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the bill to which I 
made objection just now, I find, on talking with some of my friends on 
this side, that it is a meritorious claim, in consequence of which I 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What is the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. BR. 6494) for the relief of John T. Roberson. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. LANHAM. It has been already reported at the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. CARUTH. This is a bill to pay for cierical hire at a consulate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; I have no objec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee and the ques- 
tion is on the amendments which have been submitted by the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and which have been read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. i think it is proper to adopt the last amendment, 
because it has not been the policy of the Government to pay interest. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


G. W. M’ ADAMS. 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri) was the bill (H. R. 4765) for the 
relief of G. W. McAdams, 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General of the United States is hereby 
authorized to release and relieve George W. McAdams, postmaster at Mount 
Pleasant, Iowa, and his sureties, of all responsibility and liability to the Gov- 
ernment for funds and property of the Government stolen from said post-oflice 
on the night of July —, 1885, by burglars: Provided, That he shall, upon exami- 
nation, find that such loss was without negligence, fault, or bjame on the part 
of said postmaster. 


The report (by Mr. Kern) is as follows: 


Your committee being satisfied that no danger can arise to the Government 
under the provisions of the bill submitting the question of negligence, fault, 
and blame to the Postmaster-General for his determination, recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
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Mr. LONG. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. rhe CHAIRM entleman from 1 | Mr. ¢ 
Mr. KERR. I wish to say in regard to the bill called up by the ger ognized 

tleman from New Hampshire, that it was carefully examined by tl . COB! ye t 

committee, and that there are precedents for it. We examined 1 ne time. I think this bill 

mony and found that the amounts allowed these various membe om New York | Mr. Tm ( t 

the crew was simply the value of their outfit, which was inevitably d on the head 

stroyed when the vessel went down. Chat is what it and that is t vhole o 
Mr. HOLMAN. What was the outfit? Mr. LANHAM. He 


Mr. KERR. A thousand dollars for each of the officers. sense that you do 
Mr. HOLMAN. But what did that cover ? Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELI . i t 1 n it in that 
Mr. KERR. It covered in each case about a dozen suits of clothes ense. [Laught Chege men wer t w of the ¢ 


epaulettes, hammocks, and everything of that kind—the whole para- | ment, and if th cretary of the N t 

phernalia of a naval officer. most dangerous point on the oc the yuld have ud to ¢ rde1 
Mr. MCKINNEY. There were forty of these sailors. Mr. COBB. Certainly 
Mr. KERR. There were four officers and forty sailors. | Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. And they did obey orders, and 





these 








+ 
bang 


6334 CONGRES 





} 
the result v that they lost all their, property and very nearly lost 
their live Che chief engineer was about nine bours in the rigging 
before he \ 1 off by aschooner. Furthermore, they were com- 
pelled by to 1 certain amount of clothing and equipment at- 
tached to 1 r po s; in the Navy when they went tosea. That 
statement \ sade and verified before the Committee on Claims, not 
only befors ibcommittee, but before the full committee. 

Mr. POS' Mr. Chairman, is this bill under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN Itis not. ‘this entire proceeding is by unat 
mous consent. Is there further objection to the consideration of this 
bill, in view of the statement of the gentleman from New Ham} sare 
{ Mr. McKINNEY } as to the amendments whicli he i willing to have 
made? 

Mr. COBB. If the Chair will indulge me a moment, it is not « 
actly fair to mem of this House to call upon them to make these | 
peremptory objections without giving them an opportunity to state thei 


Teasol 
It puts them in a bad position, and the moment an objection is 
made the objector i irrounded by gen 


‘ 


tlemen specially interested, so 

that he can not hear what is going on because of the appeals that are | 
made to him. 
that the gentleman from New York has said may be true—— 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. | It is true. | 
.o . 





l It puts a member ina false attitude. Now, everything 








Mr. COBB, -It may be true that this was a da 3 enterpris¢ 
but these men entered upon it knowing the dang the responsi- 
bility. This bill simply proposes that the United States Government 
shall becom in} r of the property « f officers of the Navy. That 
is the whole of it 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. COBB Yes, sir I object. | 

The CHAIRMA) The Clerk will report the next bill. 


GEORGE F. ROBERTS AND OTHERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims (called up by Mr. HOWARD) was the bill (H. R. 2127 
for the relief of George F. Roberts and others. 


The bill was read. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Let us hear the report, subject to objection. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope before objection is made the report will be 
re ad. 


The CHAIRMAN. The report covers six pages. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps the chairman of the committee can explain 
the ease briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FINLEY 
has obj cle d. 


GEORGE B. HANSELL. 

Che next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com 
mittee on Claims (called up by Mr. VOORHEES) was the bill (H. R 
5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to pay to George B. Hansell,of Washington, D.C., the 
sum of $373, or so much thereof as he may find to be required to pay the neces 
sary and actual traveling expenses incurred by him in traveling from Sitka, | 
Alaska,to Washington, D. C., after his discharge from the United States reve- 
nue-marine service, in 1870; and that the said sum of $373, or so much thereof as 
shall be necessary, be appropriated for the purposes of this act. | 


Mr. SENEY. TI ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I can state briefly 
the single point embraced in this case. 

Mr. SENEY. I much prefer to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SHAW) was read, as follows: 








This bill was favorably reported by the Committee on Claims tothe House of 
Representatives during the first session of the Forty-n I t 


rhat re- 
port so fully sets forth the facts upon which the claim is bas 





1, that your com- 
mittee adopt said report and wake it part hereof, and recommend that the bill! 
do pass, 





The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (} . 2915) for tl | 
relief of George B. Hansell, having carefully considered thé ss port: 
rat the claimant in 1862 was a resident of Washington, ; d was com 
missioned third lieutenant in the United States revenue vice, I 


1867 he was made a second lieutenant in the same service: that while servin 
as such second lieutenant he was ordered to report to Washington, D.C., f 
examination and promotion. He reported forexamination; after theexamina- 
tion he was ordered to report for duty to the 1 i States revenue-cutter Reli- | 
ance, then on the Pacific coast. These orders he obeyed 

in September, 1870, while returning in the Reliance to Sitka, Alaska, from 
cruise in the Arctic waters, he found awaiting him a letter from the Secre 
of the Treasury dismissing him from the service. 2 














That letter was as follow 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 19, 1 
Str: Having failed to pass the professional examination prescribed by this 
Department, and the Senate of the United States having confirmed the nomi- 
nation of your successor, | am directed by the President toinform youthat your | 
commission as second lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United | 
States is revoked, and your services as such will cease and terminate with the 





receipt of this letter | 
Iam, very respectfully, | 
GEO. 8. BOUTWELL, 
Seeretary of the Treasury, | 

Second Lieut. G. B. Hansriy. 
Revenue-Culter Reliance, Sitka, Alaska, | 





Lieutenant Hansell thus found himself discharged at a point distant and re- 
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f hishome. He claims that h expend t sum of 
to reach his ho Washington, D. (¢ from tka, Alaska, where 
he was dismissed 
eause of his dismissal was “failure to as t ¢sional examination 
prescribed by the Treasury Depar tw ‘ ed that after he had 
dto Washingt for su ; | 
wa rdered for duty to the } 
the receipt of the lett Hac : ber 
pomnt while on the cruise to Alaska, it wo i se 1 th | 
to this officer would entitic him to transportation to his home. He claimed 
his traveling expenses from the Treasury Depa ent lhe answer of the De- 
partment was: 
Phat he (Hansell) was dropped fi tl rvice Sitka ska, and that 
ithority for traveling expenses wa { ed in ‘tier the Depart- 
m sent to him atthe tims bere is ac i rhe : asis for his claim.”’ 
rhe committee are of the opinion, while t eY v be © lega) basis for the 
claim, that justice demands that he be } i hisactual and necessary traveling 
expenses from Sitka, Alaska, to his home at Washingt I) 
You l that the e amended as ows: After the 
as insert the words “ or so it of as he may find 
) ( ary and actual trav ind in line 7 strike 
tt 1 + the word 
‘ so much thereof as shal n sary,’ and that, when so am nded, recon 
mend that the bill do pass. 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House pro- 








1 was ia d aside to be re- 
ion that it do pass. 


ceeded to the consideration of 


ported to the House with the r 





Mr. THOMPSON, of ¢ rni I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford. This bill has been already 


reached on the Calendar this eveni 


fhe CHAIRMAN. The bill referred to by the gentleman can only 
be recurred to by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There was no object 

The bill was re: 






1, as follows: 








Be it enacted, elc., That the Se« tary of the " isury be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to pay A. ©. Bradford a judge of the thirteenth 
idicial district in the State of California, out of any mon he Treasury not 








ussessed as the in- 





otherwise sppropriated, the sum of $3487.55, which sum 
come tax, and was collected from and paid by him to the Government of the 
United States, upon his salary ] | irs 1868 and 1869, 
such tax having been declared illegal and un« mal by the Supreme 








| Court of the United States. 





The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as folloy 

rhe sum stated in the bill is yount of in assessed on the salary 
of claimant as district jud of the th th judi et for the State of 
California for the years 1869 and 15653, and ] | by him rhe tax was illegal 

id uneonstitutional, hence the committee re mmends the passage of the bill. 


(fhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present « onsideration of 
itvis bill? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Idonotknowt 
ike to ask a question or two, reserving the ri 
bill proposes to refund income tax on the ground tha 
clared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the United States. I 
wish the gentleman in charge of this bill would state whether the court 
so decided before this tax was assessed and collected, or whether this 
yentleman stands in the same category with thousands of other people 
who paid the income tax. 

Mr. KERR. I believe the committee has adopted the rule of report- 
ing in favor of repayment in all cases of this kind where a claim is filed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was this ajudicial o 

Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iam waiting for an answer to my inquiry 
I must object, unless some one can answer the question. 

Mr. FELTON. I can only state to the gentleman that this tax was 
declared by the Supreme Court of the United States to be unconstitu- 
tional; and in cases of this kind which have come before the House, 
bills for refund of the tax have invariably been passed; I have never 
supposed that the Government of the United States desired to take the 
money of the citizen in an unlawful or unconstitutional manner. in 
this instance the claimant happens to be a poor man, and is in need of 
the money. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman bas not answered my ques- 
tion. Iam not asking whether the beneficiary in this ease is a rich or 
a poor man, or anything of that kind. My question is whether this 
tax was declared illegal before it was collected and paid in this in- 
tance ? 

Mr. HOUK. I think this matter can be readily explained. As I 
understand, after the Supreme Court declared the income tax on sala- 
ries of State officers unconstitutional, a statute was passed by Congress 
providing for a refund of the tax; but there was a limitation of time 
within which claims must be filed. In this case, from some cause the 
man did not make his application within the prescribed time, and the 
object of this bill is simply to relieve the claimant from the bar created 
in that way. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, If this man comes in that category, I have 
no objection. 

Ihere being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill; which was laid aside to be re- 


1at I shall object; but I would 
sht to object. I see this 


+ +} 


he tax was de- 























| ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUFFERERS BY THE WRECK OF THE STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


Mr. COBB. Iceail up fer consideration the bill (S. 869) heretofore 
called up by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. McKINnNeEy], 
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who will move certain amend ts to to rj ec 3 he 
fore made 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill 

: t 
\ i= 
yt 1, I 
t freasury 
} s ar v lo J 
} ett é int I 
e,} 1 assis 
tant pa L L 
. 5. Gallag ate: I 
¥ erk I} 3 B. Kr 
jues, for s of portion « 
t, sword-knot isof 
rvivors of the « , hamelys Jose} 1, first ss 

ooks, landsman; J. G. Baker, | s t Charles | B 

ommander-in-chief; John W. Brow k-of-the-du 1 

ieaver Wil im HR | bay! I LOSES Cr I r t 

st; James E. Bx } heaver M 3 - Bak ird 

th Berry, land in; Albert Peyer, ordinary seaman; J« 

8 Cor] William H. Christian, « ry sea n; Char 
er’s Jol ( o! ‘ Sé in: Charles ( 
ot Jj. ¢ . coal-h i s ( lon, ¢ 

‘ c 1 

re 
an; i I 
in; Jo 

1, ordin 

first-class fi 
yeoman; Charies F. Fu 
man; David Harring 
Thomas Hubert, shi 
Hutton, first-class fir 
Benson Humphreys, coa 
Tiuldt, seaman; John. 
H. Johnson, landsman ; 
nary seaman; James F, i 
Joha J, . Koch, seama ‘ 
nary sé in; George H. 
landsman 
Leonat I 
or lore ia 
I ss fireman oa ; Wi 
i] e-steward; Daniel McCarthy, coxswain; Patri Morgar 
ta uard; Ja s McCann, coal-heaver; Jacob Miller, 
J “an, ordinary seaman; Felix Mackinsten, « ary seama 
nel O’ Neil, second-class fire Timothy O’ Reilly,fi 
Ostersen, chief gunner’s mate Augu Ohlinsen 
O’Brien, second-class fireman Arthur O’Brien, « l Jos 
more, ordinary seaman; Marshall Parker, landsr Pal 
cook; James H. Richmond, painter; Horace Rile r; Willia 
Redimaker, seaman; William FE. Rockett, lan n; 5,0 
seaman; Frank Sherman, ordinary seaman red tf, 1} ler; Jame 
Smallwood, first-class fireman; Amandas atswain’s mate 
ward Shanklin, coal-heaver; Alt H,. Sewe rtermaster; Frank Smal! 
man; Henry K. Steever, first-class machinist; Charles F. Scott, coxswa 
commander-in-chief ick Sweeney, captain of forecastle; Edward S: 
landsman; J. D. Skidm« landsman; Christian A, Simon, landsm: Fr 
Sullivan,landsman; Peter Thompson,coxswain; George Tinker,.steer ‘ 
John Thompson, seaman; Herbert S, Trueman, captain of after-guard; ‘ 
ence D, Tippitt, second-class fireman; Daniel Tinsley, landsman; Jan ¢ 
man, ordinary seaman; James Taylor, seaman William J, é 
heaver; Samuel W. Wells, engineer's yeoman; Isaac Willian 
Murray Williams, c« heaver; Fred. Williams, landsman; h 
wardroom cook; Charles Williams, ordinary seaman; Oscar Wester m, s 
man; Henry H. Walker, first-class machinist; each $100. 

ec, 2, That the w chi or children, or in case there be not such 
the parent or pa nd if re be no parents, the brother te 
those in the service who were lost in the wreck of the United 
Tallapoosa, n ly, Clarenc E. Black, sed stant surgeon; W 
©’ Donnell, s« in; George A. Foster, landsman, shall be en! itled to and s 
I ive, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherw 
appropriatk d, as follo to wit: The relatives in the order named, of t 
sons connected with t United States steamer Tallapoosa hereinbef 
to, a sum equal to twelve months’ sea-pay of each person lost: Pr 
the legal representatives of the above deceased persons who were in the 
of the Government shall also be paid from the Treasury of the United S 
any arrears of pay due said deceased at the time of the A 
Jurther, That there shall be deducted from the sums all ho t 
named in this act whatever amounts may have beep paid them under t 
visions of existing law. 

Sec. 3. That the proper accounting officers of the Tre ry ofthe UnitedS 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to settle, up ) 
justice and equity, the accounts of the officers and crew on boar rid vy 
when wrecked, and to assume the last quarterly return of the pay er of 
vessel as the basis of computation of the subsequent credits tot 
to the date of such loss, if there be no evidence tot ary 

Mr. McKINNEY. I move inline 13 to strike out ‘‘one thousa 
and insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ so it wiil read: 

Passed assistant paymaster, each $5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I move to strike « t vo! broth 
sisters ’’ in the second section. 

Mr. BYNUM. I wish alsoto strike out ts’? before the w 
**hrothers and sisters. 

Mr. COBB. The question first reeurs on the motion to st: 
** brothers and sisters. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move as amendment to that to strike out 
ents,’’ and on m t [I demand a division 

Mr. MCKINNEY. ept the amendment of the gentle 
from Indiana. I to strik § tl 3 the second se 
as follows: 

Or in case there be not such, then the parent I ts, and if there I 
parents the brothers and siste 
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ed to pay to \ i ‘ 
sury not otherw r ! 
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n the Forty-eighth Cong 
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Che report (by Mr. KERR) w read, as : 
Phat in the year 1584 claimant ‘ - 
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tures in the D ' nt of Justice from September 6, 1884, to October 22, 1881, 
dur ry} as t ite of $125 per month, under resolution of January 2! 
1s4 Phat ] i was not paid, ft the reason thatthere were not sulicient 
fundstot t leo 1iltee to ps him 

} t thee re recommend that the bill pass fay the payment of 
the : | 

Phere being no objection, the bill was considered and laid aside to 
be reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

DAVID A. HAYWOOD 





The next business on the Private Calendar ( the ——— of 


, as hy > 21°90) fr +] : 
which was asked by Mr. ByNUM) was the bill (H. 6152) for the re- | other materia | used in the prosecutior of the work,to which he a dds $1,000 for 


| the services of the claimant. Upon this basis he makes the amount to be paid 


lief of David A. Haywood. 











The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ite cled,¢ Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to David A. Haywood, of Indianapolis, Ind., the 
sum of $350.82, f grad ne Con nome ng Market street, in said city, in front o 
the post-office and court-house building, as per estimate made by the civil en 
gineer of the city of Ir di anapolis; anda sum sufficient therefor is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. LANHAM. I made the report in this case, and have investi- 
gated it thoroughly. I know it to be a meritorious case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it not a fact that the Committee on Appro- 
priation have rejected similar bills for paving and grading around 
publi c buildings? 

Mr. BYNI MM. They ean not include them in appropriation bills 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But every claim of that kind has been objected 
to 

ae O'NEILL, of Missouri. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; they 
have paid for paving constantly. 

Mr };UCHANAN, I beg the gentleman’s pardon;.I know what I 
am saying 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That the Government has not paid for 
— around the public buildings. 

BUCHAN, a I mean precisely that. 


Mr O'NEILL, of Missouri. I know that I have collected from | 
Congress for anaes around the public buildings in St. Louis. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Then you have been unusually lucky. 


| tions of the amount to be paid to the claimant in full s 





The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bi 1 
‘here was no objection. 

1e- bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

J. R. JONES, 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia) was the bill (H. R. 
4201) for the relief of J. R. Jones, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to J. R. Jones, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of eighty-four dollars and fifty-one 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 





ents, 





JAMES CALER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. BOWDEN) was the bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief ot 
James Caler. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the proper accounting officer of the Treasury of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to James 
Caler, of Stamford, Conn., the sum of $8,445, for work done by him under acon- 
tract with the United States in the dredging and excavation of the bar at Ruth- 
erford Park, in the Passaic River, New Jersey. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much is involved in this claim? 

Mr. BOWDEN. Eight thousand four huncred and forty-five dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There should be some statement, or else the report 
should be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BowDEN) was read, as follows: 

The Committce on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2661) for the 
relief of James Caler, submit the following report 

That the committee, finding the bill favorably reported by the House commit- 
tee at the third session of the orty-fifth Congress, adopt the same, as follows: 

“Thaton the 2th day of June, 1873, the petitioner entered into a contract 
with the United States of Amcrica for dredging and excavating the barat Ruth- 
erford Par k, in the Passaic River, New Jersey. For this work he was to receive, 
when it was completed, the sum of $14,500. The work has been completed ac 
cording to the requirements of the contract. In the specifications, w hich wi 
made part of the contract, the mate rial was represented as consisting ‘of ion 
stones, bowlders, sand, and gravel.’ After quite a large part of the work had 
been done it was discovered that the remaining portion of the material to be re- 
moved consisted in part of a hard blue clay and hardpan, the removal of which 
was attended with an expense much greater than would have attended the re- 
moval of such material as the contract specified. For this extra expense Mr. 
Caler claims compensation, 

“Lieut. Col. John Newton, who was engineer in charge of the work, and who 
represented the United States in making said contract, and executed it for them, 
admits that there was a mistake made in the description in the contract of the 
character of the material to be removed, and that the claimant is entitled to some 
relief; and your committee are of thatopinion. Thequestion as to the amount 
that should be allowed hiny in full compensation is one of some difficulty. 

“Ina communicationaddressed to your committee, dated May 1, 1878, he says : 
‘In arriving at a conclusion as to tue extent of Mr. Caler’s claim against the 
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| Government, there must be some uncertainty in spite of all the care that can be 


taken. As to the fact that he has some claim there can be no dispute, because 


| the materials—sand, gravel, broken stone,and bowlders—which he contracted 





to remove were underlaid in some parts by a hard clay very difficultto dredge, 
and which was not specified in the contract.’ 

** Colonel Newton has made, at the request of your committee, two comp uta- 
isfaction. The first is 
upon a basis of a payment for the use of his dredge and scows used, and of the 
wages of the men required to handle them, with the other expenses incident to 
their use. Upon this basis he finds the amount to be paid to the claimant to be 
$11,769. Subsequently Colonel Newton submitted another estimate based upon 
payine nt to the claimant for the ordinary we arand repair of machinery, wages 
of the men employed, with interest upon the value of the dredge, scows, and 








‘This computation leaves out all compensation forthe use of property of the 
claimant in the prosecution of this work for a period of sixteen months, which 
is valued at the sum of $16,500, and for $18,471 advanced and paid out by him in 
: prosecution of the work (in all, the sum of $34,971), excepting 6 per cent ol 
terest on his said disbursements and on the sum at which the property used w 





| valued, ~ This, your committee think, is not just, because it Is apparent th tb 6 


per cent. interest upon the value of such prope rty is not sufficient compensation 
for its use. The property is used up and destroyed by its use; and this com- 
pensation makes no allowance for the rapid depreciation and final loss of the 





| property. 


It is well understood that vessels of this kind become of little or no value for 
use after a period of twelve or fifteen years, and if the owner receives but 6 per 
cent. interest on his investment for fifteen years and then suffers a loss of the 
sum invested, his investment can not be considered a profitable one, It is also 
manifest that no man can afford to invest $16,500 in dredges and scows and rt im 
them upon a work of this character for sixteen months atan expense to himself 
of $18,471 and receive as compensati« n only the sum of $1,000 for his services, 


with interest at 6 per cent. on his capital invested and money advanced, with 


payment of his cash advancements. 

Your committee are of opinion that there should be added to this la 
of Colonel Newton the suin of $1,200 asa further e ympensation for t! 
ant’s services, use of his property, and interest upon his disbursen 
ing in all the sum of $8,415, to be paid to him in full satisfaction of his claim, 
and they therefore report the accompanying bill, and recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


t estimate 
claim- 


nts, mak- 








| the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHESAPEAKE BANK, BALTIMORE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. Hovuk) was the bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of the 
Chesapeake Bank of Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. LANHAM. I movethat the committee now rise. 

Mr. FINLEY. Before that I would like to ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

Mr. CARUTH. I hope the committee will not rise. I ask the con- 
sideration of a bill whichis thenexton theCalendar. [Cries of ‘* Iegu- 
lar order !’’ | 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is on the motion that the 
committee now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 14. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, said: I will withdraw my vote in the 
affirmative, and vote in the negative so as to give the gentleman from 
Kentucky a chance to get his bill in. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. HOUK. I now demand the regular order—the consideration of 
the bill the title of which has just been read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 

Mr. LANHAM. It will take a long time to read the report and the 
officers of the House have a great deal of work to do after the House 
adjourns. Much work has been done in committce, and it is now near 
12 o’clock; so I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CARUTH. We have not had any intervening business, 

The CHAIRMAN. A bill has been called up. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 22, noes 9, 

Mr. FINLEY. Iask unanimous consent to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChaircan not entertain a request now. The 
committee determines to rise. . 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, had directed him’ to report sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is quite late, and I suggest that by 
unanimous consent the previous question be ordered upon the final 
passage of these bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that can not 
be done, as they are separate measures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The previous question can be ordered upon the 
final passage of each bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will take but « very short time to 
dispose of the bills separately. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Kills of the following titles, reported favorably from the Committee 

of the Whole, were severally ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
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they re rdingly read the third t Mr. LANHAM This gentleman assisted the district at 
~ ‘ iT at ¢ i t ‘ 
) lief of John J. Coughlin; Che report is somewhat lengt und Twill « 
3) f ) Ll] l Sin 
yf Y. McAdam 
ws ( ke 
« ' l: 
4 ( a 
f of P. Gough 
‘ um Kno nd 
for t ‘ David A. Ha id 
for the relief of J. R 
\ 4 | ) 
Che bill (S. 321) for th f Vard, reported f 
the Committee of the Whols 3 l i to third rea l \) An 
was accordingly read the third time, and p: d. ed; and also EU 10010 , nsicd 
The bill H. R. 68, of the same tit was laid on the t ble 
ia 
The bill H. R. 4805, reported from the Committee of the Who 
laid on the table. Mr. PINLE' A as ' ‘ 
y war T \ 
JOHN i O 
The bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson was 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. The amé 7 
ment was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be eng1 ed ce 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was ordingly read the ; 
time, and passed. t nis s 
The title of the bill s amended so as to read A bill t y } 
of John T. Robeson.”’ 
UFFEREI BY Vi s OF TH I { i l the ¢ ‘ 
The bill (S. 869) for the rel ofsufferers by the wreck of United 
steamer Tallapoosa was reported from the Committee of the Whol! 
amendments. The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as ame 
was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the 1 N bb [ would ce to 
time, and passed. 
The bill H. R. 438, for the same purp was laid on tl ; 
Mr. COBB (pending the pa Sage ol the Se ate bill I objec L¢ it TI ‘ ‘ t t , t 
consideration of this bill, but withdrew my objection because I vent to 


willing that the bill should be considered upon the statements that imendment 1 l by t ) ttee w gt 
were made and with the amendment suggested. I have not, howev Lhe is amended was ordered to be ¢ ed and re 1 
changed my view as-to the principle involved. e; and bei engrossed, it was accordingly l the t 
Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills nd passed 
severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider |] INI 
on the table. passed; and also moved th t motion tor ler be laid on tl 
The latter motion was agreed to. tab] 


JAMES CALER. bne iatter 1 n Was agreed 
The bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief James Caler, reported from 1 ( W. SAMPSON AND BENJAMI) 
Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that i 


read by its title. tion of tl | (H. IR. 4789) for the relief of G W. Sam 1 and 
Mr. KILGORE. I demand the reading of an engrossed copy of tl Benjamin Henricks, of Au 
bill. Che bill w read, as follow 


The SPEA K ER pro le mpore. The ( hair will state that the « ngrosse f wcted, et i t Sec t y « r ind | 
bill is not here. The bill must therefore go over unk 
termines to remain in session until an engrossed copy can be obtain Se a Pe ee ee Ree ae dae le - 





ORDER OF BUSINESS, ted Stat ad cou of the ve t 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— F ae ' 
The SPEA KER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentle: ' r ig I ) tion 1e e |] ‘ ‘ ition 


rise? i the bill 
Mr. DOCKERY. Irise to make a request for unanimous conse! T he amendment reported by the Comm 6 on Vial : epean: Nice 
The chairman of the Committee on Claims [Mr. LANHAM] has had no } ! te 
opportunity this evening to have a bill considered, and, on account of In Heme ONS ONS | ; ea 
his faithful and efficient service, I ask that he be allowed the privileg i re, 
of calling up one bill. ee eee 
Mr. SAYERS. nd I, too. ae an foo 
Mr. CARUTH. And I, too. EER ss wae renter Se the parposset hevding Warted Siates 
Several other members demanded the same privilege. Court 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion of the gentleman from : oan ia ae 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] was made without my knowledge or sol 40 AY ERS. By ee ae oar oF wer eee 
itation, and I appreciate it very highly, but-—— Mir. HOLMAN. Was tee ae Oe SEs SES ae Se eae 
Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw the request. hing courts there should be passed, the court-house would he 
ROBERT F. ARNOLD. 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of | Min cunemdment was eevee to 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the Mr. SAYERS. I : 








furnished without expense to the Government? 


Mr. SAYERS. Lg. ver heard of any such agr ient. 





move to nend | I g befo the words 

ill > R97 > relief of Robert F ‘ } »H se : > ' : 1 : 
bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief of Robert F. Arnold, and that the House ‘George W. Samson and Benjamin Henrick the words ‘‘the heirs 
proceed to consider the same. | of.” as both these parties are dead 

The bill was read, as follows: Ny eel s aediica dl 

- The amendment was agreed te 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author l The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
directed to pay to Robert F. Arnold the sum of $1,000, for services ! j a ; co 1 4] . ; 
behalf of the United States in the district court at Graham, Tex., an time; and being engrossed, it was accordin ly read the third time. and 





purpose the sum of $1,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the | passed. 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


t the motion to! nsider be laid on the 





The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection to the consideration | passed; and also moved tl 
of this bill? | table. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the facts will be stated briefly. The latter motion was agree d to. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the title of the bill be amended by insert- 
ing after the words ‘‘relief of’’ the words ‘‘ the heirs of,’’ so as to cor- 
respond with the amendment made in the body of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 


There was no objection. 


CAROLINE T. COCKLE, 








ir. POST. Task unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $199.80 be, and hereby is, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse Caro- 
jine ‘I’. Cockle, executrix of Washington Cockle, late postmaster at Peoria, Ill., 
aaa oney expended for lighting the Peoria post-office during the fiscal year 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHAMBERS & BROWN. 

Mr. CARUTH. TI ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated , 






‘ 


to pay to Chambers & Brown $270, being the ameunt overpaid by them 
for special licenses in the year 1874. 


Phere being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out, in line 5, the words ‘‘ Chambers & Brown,” and insert : 

“Henry Chambersand George E. Brown, partners, trading and doing business 
under the name, Grm,and style of Chambers & Brown, on the 14th day of Au- 
gust, 1874, at 290 West Main street, Louisville, Ky.” 


Mr. CARUTH. I move to amend that amendment by striking out 
**¥.’’ in the name ‘‘ George E. Brown”? and inserting ‘‘G.’’ The cor- 
rect name is ‘‘George G. Brown.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and the amend- 
ment as amended was adopted. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 14, 





obtained on the same in as fall faith and authority as I could do in my own 
proper person, having sold and transferred said paper or evidence of indebted- 
ness to said S. T. Marshall in the A, D, 1856, and the original having been lost 
or placed in the hands of persons for collection and can not be found, the fore- 
going be a true copy of the original. 
“G. M. MARSHALL.” 
**Done and subscribed in my presence this 3d day of January, A. D. 1876. 
“Sean, | R. M. MARSHALL, Notary Public. 


The full history of the elaim was contained in a sworn statement of Redick 
McKee, disbursing agent of the Government; and in the debate in the House, 
in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, from which we quote as fol- 
lows: 


““ DISBURSING AGENT'S STATEMENT. 
** 1334 G Street, Washington, January 15, 1876. 


“Sir: I have examined the papers you handed me touching the claim of G, 
M. Marshall, assigned to his brother, 8. T. Marshall, of Keokuk, Iowa, and re- 
turn the same herewith. 

“My recollection of the transaction is distinct; and I think the copy of the 
certificate sentis an exact copy of the original issued to Marshall December 31, 
1551, calling for $6,598.49. As the purchasing and disbursing agent of the com- 
mission sent to California in 1850 to make treaties with the hostile and discon- 
tented Indians of that State, I made a contract with General Estill, owner of 
the Sascol Ranch, to send with my expedition tothe Klamath and Trinity River 
country a drove of cattle, to supply my own party—the accompanying escort, of 
United States troops—and for presents to the Indians 

**In pursuance of this contract General Estill did send some 100 or 150 ranch 
cattle and 70 or 75 large American beeves under the direction and charge of G. 
M. Marshall, as agent; I understood at the time that the same cattle belonged 
to Marshall, and that he was in some way interested in the contract. We 
started from Benicia, via Sonoma Valley and Russian River, I think, early in 
August, and Igot back to San Francisco in the last days of December. Estill 
and Marshall settled their accou , and the former drew an order on me in 
favor of the latter for the amount stated in the certificate, $6,598.49. 

“Of the first appropriation made for the service in California ($25,000) I had 
to expend nearly half of itin the purchase of Indian goodsin New York, unde0 
an assurance from the Depart ment that at the next session of Congress $100,00 
more would be estimated for,and no doubt sent me by mail at San Francisco 
Relying on this we commenced operation, and were happily successful in re 
storing peace in the central part of our field. During the session of 1850-’51 








| however, Commissioner Lea wrote me that the House Committee on Appro- 
} priations had cut down this estimate for the service in California from $100,000 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Ss. T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay S.T. Marshall, of Keokuk, Iowa, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full of all claim or demand 


of said 8. T. Marshall, assignee of G. M. Marshall, in a contract made in 1850, | 


to supply and furnish beef cattle to General Estill, purchasing and disbursing 
agent of the United States for the commission sent to California in 1850 to make 
treaties with the Indians, the sum of $6,598.49, with interest thereon at 6 per cent., 
but such allowanceand payment to be subject toany and all credits to be shown 
or ascertained upon a fair and equitable settlement and adjustment of his ac- 
counts (as such assignee of said G. M. Marshall) with the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was read, as 
follows: 


In line 13, after the word ‘‘ cents,” strike out “ with interest thereon at 6 per 
cent.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. The report should be read. 

The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2196) for the 
relief of S.'T. Marshall, report that in 1850 one G. M. Marshall took to California 
for the use of the Government 150 ranch cattle and 75 large American beeves, 
which were delivered to Redick McKee, United States Indian agent, for which 
the said agent gave a certificate, of which the following is a copy: 

“San Francisco, December 31, 1851. 


“This is to certify that in the adjustment of the acfount of James M. Estel 
for beef cattle purchased in my late expedition through the Indian country, on 
the Klamath, there is due to G. M. Marshall, as per within order of said Estel, 
dated 15th instant, the sum of $6,598.49, 

‘* At this time I have not funds in my hands applicable to this claim, but have 
confidence that Congress, during its present session, will provide the means for 
its payment at an early date, and, in my opinion, it should be paid out of the 
first moneys appropriated for such purposes in California. 

**REDICK McKEE, 
“ United States Indian Agent.” 

This certificate was in 1876, by the following instrument, assigned to this claim- 
ant: 

“SraTeE or IowA, Lee County: 


‘For value received, I, G. M. Marshall, hereby sell, assign, and set over to S. 
T. Marshall the above certificate or paper signed by Redick McKee, Indian 


agent, and he is authorized to collect, settle, and receipt for whatever may be 


to $75,000, and I must be governed accordingly. lobeyed instructions, made no 
contracts or engagements which I thought would exceed that sum, and none 
not absolutely necessary for the peace of the country. 

‘** You can judge of our disappointment, especially my own, on finding that after 
all Congress appropriated for the service in the whole State but $42,500, and of 
this the Department sent me but $27,500! Of course I was unable to pay Mar- 
shall and other contractors, and had to resort to the issuance of certificates of 
indebtedness. By request of the Department I reported in February, and again 
in July, 1852, on remaining indebtedness in California, in both of which re- 
ports this claim of Marshall’s is included. (Vide Senate Ex, Doc. No. 4, special 
session, 1853, pages 285 and 343.) 

‘‘Mr. Marshall being anxious to return home, I gave him aletter to the Com- 
missioner to the effect that if the appropriation had not been remitted to me he 
might be paid here, And hearing nothing further from either the claimant or 
the Department, | took it for granted his claim had been settled. On inquiry at 





| the Department I now find it has never been paid; and as I know it to be a just 


claim I hope Congress will pay it without any longer delay. If Congress sball 
treat Mr. Marshall as Col. J. C. Frémont was treated in the settlement of his 
cattle accounts (10 Stat. L., 804), the interest will give the poor man some ainends 
for being kept out of his money for twenty-four years. 
“If this statement should fail to satisfy the committee, or if it should be nec- 
essary that I verify it by a formal affidavit, let me know. 
“In haste, but very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
“REDICK McKEE, 
“ Late Disbursing Agent in California. 
‘“p, S.—If any question should be raised asto my status as commissioner, dis- 
bursing agent, etc., reference may be made tothe Document No. 4, published 
by order of the Senate in 1853, above referred to, On page 8 you will see I was 
expressly instructed to pay the salaries of my colleagues, ‘and all other ex- 
penses of the commission.’ 
“R, McKEE,” 


‘*Subseribed and sworn on this the 26th of January, 1876, before me. 
“JOHN BAILEY, 
“Justice of the Peace within and for the District of Columbia.”’ 


RELIEF OF 8. T. MARSHALL, 


“The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 26%) for 
the relief of S.T. Marshall, of Lee County, lowa. 

‘*' The bill was read, It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury, 
out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to S.T.Mar- 
shall, of Lee County, lowa, whatever sum may be found to be due him on ac- 
count of beef cattle furnished the United States for the use of the Indian De- 
partment in California in 1851.upon a fair and equitable s@ttlement of his accounts 
(as assignee of G. M. Marshall) with the Secretary of the Interior. 

‘* 1877. Mr. Homan. I call for the reading of the report. 

‘The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs accompanying the bill was 
read, as follows: 

‘**Asthe purchasing and disbursing agent of the commission which was sent 
to California in 1850 to make treaties with the hostile Indians in California, Red- 
ick McKee made a contract with General Estill to furnish beef cattle for the 
escort of United States soldiers which accompanied said McKee and party ; that 
said Estill did furnish a Jarge number of cattle under the contract in which the 
claimant seems to have been interested.’ ” 

‘In December, 1850, at San Francisco, the accounts of Estill and Marshall were 
settled, and the agent, McKee, gave to them a certificate of indebtedness, show- 
ing that there was due them on the beef contract the sum of $6,598.49, which 
said McKee said, and still says, he had not the money to pay, in consequence 
of the appropriation for the service in California having been reduced much 
below what he supposed it would be. As evidence of said indebtedness, how- 
ever, said McKee gave to G. M. Marshall a certificate of indebtedness. 

“A copy as sworn to by said McKee is herewith submitted, together with the 
other evidence in the case, And, confirmatory of this, said McKee in his offi- 
cial report to the Committee on Indian Affairs states that this amount is duo 
to said Marshall, but qualified by an indorsement in these words: ‘Subject to 
credit.’ But your committee have not been able to ascertain the amount of the 
‘eredit’ to which said claim is ‘subject,’ noron what account. Your committee 
are nme however, that a part at least of this claim is just and ought to be 

aid. 
pe It may be, and your committee believe it is, true that the contract made by 
said McKee with Estill and Marshall to furnish beef to the expedition was made 
without authority of law; but the evidence shows very clearly that said McKee 
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th appropriatl l. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Congress ? 


ir. GEAR. It failed for w t 

‘ir. COBB. VW Das 1 e | n so hd by 1n t] 
this claim ? 

Mr. GEAR. It! nn pending fo 

Vir. COBB. How does it come the ass ee b n 
claim? 

Mr. GEAR. The man who furnished the goods died 

Mr. COBB. What was the< sideration of the transft 

ir. GEAR. The goods were furnished to the Governn 

here was no objection: 1d the bill was taken up for ec 

The amendment was agreed to, and the 3 amended 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being « 
cordingly read the third time, and pass 


Mr. KERR moved toreconsider the vote by which the bi 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
he latter motion was agreed to. 
' 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, n ed that the Hous¢ 
The House divided; and there re 14, noes 14 
So the motion was disagreed to. 





Mr. ABBOTT. Imove,by unan 1s cons charge tl 
mittee of the Whole House on the P: ita ( from 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7232) for the rel of { vi 





and it be taken up for present consideration. 
fhe motion was agreed to. to 
he bill was read, as follows 


| ena elc., That the Postmaster eneral be, and he 


in ed to credit the account of C. L. Wilson, 1 








The Committee on ¢ ! hom wa rred House bill No 
relief of C. L. Wilson 
lis County, Texas, on t t of Ay A.D 
two ten-dollar bills a i i ioliar b ia 
penalty envelo 


d day he pia I 
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| 


By Mr. NELSON: Petition of the Minneapolis Typographical Union, | 
: ] ypogray 


No. 42, in favor of the international copyright bill—to the Committee 
ow Patents 
By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Catharine A. Brown, of Helen R. 


Somerville, of Burwell Sauls, of Mary F. Murrell, of Zillah Hall, of 
John C. Lanier, and of S. W. Sturdevant, administrator of Robert L. 
Forbes, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 


Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of woolen manufacturers and others 
against the passage of the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the Minneapolis Typographical Union, 


JULY 16, 





transporting merchandise in cars belonging to any shipper for such ship- 


| pers; also in regard to fines and their disposition; which was referred to 


| 


No. 42, in favor of the ingernational copyright bill—to the Committee | 


on Patents 
By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial of L. M. Tompkins and 38 others, 
ot Grand Traverse, Mich., for certain amendments to the interstate- 


commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Twenty-third district of New York, for prohibition in the District cf 
Coluinbia-—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Marion H. Wesley, of De 
Kalb County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of E. G. C. Hughey, of Robert McWilliams, heir of 
William McWilliams, and of Moses Trimble, of Georgia, for reference 


of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War | 


Clai 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: Of 18 farmers of Ulster County, New York. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 


| the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented a petition of oyster packers of Baltimore, 
Md.; a petition of dealers in canned goods and others, of Cleveland, 
Ohio; a petition of salmon packers and others, of Portland, Oregon; a 
petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Commerce; and a petition 
of canners and packers of Baltimore, Md., praying for the repayment 
in full of duties paid on imported tin when made into cans and ex- 
ported containing American products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., remonstrating against the allowance of drawback on articles made 
from imported materials and exported to foreign markets after being 
manufactured here; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 52 citizens of Highland 


| County, Ohio, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-com- 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Dana W. Bigelow and others, of the | 


merce law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of David McDonald and 
15 other druggists of Kalamazoo, Mich., praying for the repeal of the 


| internal-revenue tax upon druggists as liquor sellers; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the | 
| for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law that classes 


Committee on Ways and Means: 
Mr. BLOUNT: Of Mallory & Taylor, L. W. Hunt, and others, 
citizens of Georgia. 


SENATE, 
MonDAY, July 16, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. FRANCIS T. INGALLS, D. D., President of Drury Col- | 


lege, Springfield, Mo. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence 
on file in the Treasury Department in relation to traffic over the De- 
troit bridge, concerning duties; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


of the Treasury, transmittingan estimate of the cost for the repairs of the 
Kennebec arsenal at Augusta, Me.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the letter of the United States Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, transmitting a list of appointments to the Post-Office, 
and the letter from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting, in re- 





Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Hopkins County, Ken- 
tucky, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I present a memorial of leading mer- 
chants of Baltimore, Md., engaged in trade between that port and 
Brazil, remonstrating against the passage of the bill now pending be- 
fore the Senate, or any similar bill, granting subsidies to steam-ship 
lines between this country and Brazil, believing the same to be un- 


just, as tending to build up one interest at the expenseof others. As 


the matter is now in conference between the two Houses I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Macon, Ga., praying 


druggists as liquor dealers, and also for reducing the tax on alcohol 
used in medicine and the arts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

A bill (H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 


| sion-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia A. Heiny; and 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 
pension-roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


‘ ge ; . eee . | ferred the bill (S. 2740) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary | 


Evangelical Church, of Martinsburgh, W. Va., reported it without 


| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso 


| Roberts, reported it without amendment. 


sponse to a resolution of April 30, 1888, a listof the employ¢s below the | 


classified service since March, 1885, now on the table, be referred to 
the Select Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented two petitions of citizens of 
Duval, Fla., and a petition of citizens of Greene, Miss., praying for the 
passage of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for the adop- 
tion of police regulations for the suppression of the adulteration of food, 
ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of John O. Leary and 93 others, 
citizens of Cambridge, Mass., praying for certain amendments of the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Hennepin County, Min- 
nesota, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Laclede County, 
Missouri, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 33 citizens of Taylor 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of additional amendments to 
the interstate-commerce act, prohibiting any railroad company from 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3305) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a cemetery by the 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Central City, Colo., reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


| ferred the bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of Andrew Gleeson, reported 


it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2484) for the relief of John Murphy and the Spalding 
Lumber Company, submitted a report thereon, and asked that the com- 


| mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the bil! and that 


it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 878) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of James Grace, praying reimbursement of expenses incurred by 
him in consequence of injuries received while in the discharge of his 
duties as a laborer at the Capitol, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. 3328) for the relief of James Grace; which was read twice by 
its title. ’ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2019) to amend section 2 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,’’ 
approved March 3, 1887, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report favorably to the prayer of the petition of the Depart- 


ee eee 


pa aad 





SF stint aie ate 


il 


H. R. 8956) for 





% is Becton, deceased, re port l it without amendment, and 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from t Com ttiee on Pens to wl 1 wel! 
ferred the following bills, reported them ve y Vv t 
nent, and submitted repo thereon 

A bill (H.R. 8075) grant a pension to Anna M. Arnold, wid 


John Arnold; 
bill (H. R. 7262) granting a pension to W 
1 


grant 


liam C. Lord; and 
‘ 


Lf } oie — ‘ 
a pens 1 to Sirs. Vatharine Sinnott 


sb 





1 


he relief of Samuel Tate, report¢ 


was referred the bill (S. 100) for t 
itted a report thereon. 





with an amendment, and subr 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
16G8) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff, reported it with an amending 
and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker, reported it with an amendment 


and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to wl 
was referred the bill (S. 2187) to authorize the retirement of L 
John A. Payne, with the rank of major, reported adversely ther 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION STATEMENTS. 


Mr. VANCE. Iam authorized by the Committee to Audit and Cor 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred t! 


resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
11, 1888, in relation to statements on the sundry civil appropri 
bill, to report it favorably without amendment. IL.ask for its pre 
consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
as follows: 


Resolved, Thatin the consideration of the bill (H.R. 10540) making app 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fisc: 
June 30, 1889,and for other purposes, the Committee on Appro 
thorized to employ a stenographer to take down such 
items therein as the committee may desire to have reported; and 
tee may havesuch statements printed for its use 


PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. GIBSON. Iam instru by the Committee on Comm 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3376) to extend the lim 












the port of New Orleans, to report it favorably without amendment 


The bill has already passed the House, and I ask that it be put on 
yr I 


passage at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been this mor 
reported, the Senator from Louisiana asks that the Senate proceed 
the consideration of the same. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read for information 

Mr. GIBSON. Iwillstatethatthe bill has been approved by the S« 
tary of the Treasury, and thatit has passed the House of Representati 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. it will be read at length for int 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the limits of the port of entry of New Orlear 
shall be, and the same are hereby, extended so as to include that portion 













parish of Jefferson lying between the Mississippi River, Lake Pon rtra 
upper line of the parish of Orleans, left bank, and aline running parall ier 
commencing at the Mississippi River a point 2 miles above the upper 
the said parish of Orleans and extending to Lake Pontchartrain 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Comu of the V 


proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


a third reading 


g, read the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS 

Mr. HAWLEY. By instruction of the Committee on Military 
fairs, I report favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing m 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to 
vacancies caused by the expiration of the terms of office of mem 
of the present board of managers on the 21st day of April, 1888, a: 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read ; 


length for information, subject to objection. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That Col. Leonard A. Harris, of the State of Ohio, General John 


of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whon 


Martin, of the State of Kansas, and General John F. Hartranft, of the State 
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VEST But in what part of the city? Does this road come up 
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the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Joint Select Committee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will say that the amendment not only changes 


the form toaconcurrent resolution, but considerably reducesthe num- | | ; J \ ae ‘ 
| signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 


ber proposed to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal vear 
ending June 30, 1889; further insisted upon its disagreement to the 
seventh amendment of the Senate to the bill, insisted upon by the Sen- 
ate, ugreed to the further conference asked by the Senate qn the disa- 


greeing votes ofthe two Houses thereon, aud had appointed Mr. BLOUNT, 
Mr. DockrEry, and Mr. BINGHAM, managers at the conference on its 
part. 


The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas; and 

A bill (S. #69) for the relief of sufferers by the wreck of the United 
States steamer Tallapoosa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ark.; 

A bill (8. 886) granting a pension to Sarah F’. Jones; 

A bill (8. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. Alexan- 
der, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to Mary J. Davis; 

A bill (8S. 1124) to increase the pension of John W. January; 

A bill (8S. 1142) granting a pension to Keziah E. Strong; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to John Child; 

A bill (S. 1447) granting a pension to Bridget Foley; 

A bill (8S. 1495) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee; 

A bill (8. 2012) granting increaseof pension to Marcus D. Raymond; 

A bill (8. 2073) granting a pension to Margaret Blades; 

A bill (S. 2089) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth White; 

A bill (S. 2137) for the relief of Rosaloo Sage; and 
bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball. 

‘The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 160) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Sailer; 

A bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Mary Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren; 


> 


A bill (H. R. 6764) to grant a pension to ‘‘ Muck-a-pec-wak-ken- | 


zah,’’ or ‘‘John,’? an Indian who aided in saving the lives of many 
white people in the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862; 

A bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Rose; 

A bill (HH. R. 7510) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey; 

A bill (H. RK. 8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 8506) for the relief of Hannah H. Latham; 

A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Sallie I. Ward, widow of 
the late W. T. Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 8677) granting a pension to Mary E. Forren; 

A bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little; 

A bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to George C. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of William Knowland; 

A bill (H. R. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; 

A bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood; 

A bill (H. R. 4201) for the relief of J. R. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams; 

A bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Sampson 
and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of M. V. B. Sutton, late postmas- 
ter at Williamsburgh, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell; 

A bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson; 

A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Coughlin; 

A bill (H. B, 5853) for the relief of Daniel Bond; 


| 
| 


JULY 16, 


A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin; 
A bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of C. L. Wilson; and 
A bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief of Robert F. Arnold. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 474)-for the relief of General G. Cluseret; 

A bill (H. R. 4423) relating to certain acts of the Twenty-seventh 
Legislative Assembly of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 5064) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Baton Rouge, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize a location for a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation forthe Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia. 

MONUMENT TO GEORGE ROGERS CLARK, 

Mr. HOAR. I report from the Committee on the Library the bill 
(S. 2967) to provide for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
General George Rogers Clark. I ask unanimous consent to make a 
brief statement in regard to the bill, and then I shall ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 


| the Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 


Mr. HOAR. It is unnecessary, I suppose, to state for the informa- 
tion of any member of this body the brilliant service to this country 
of the gallant soldier and son of Virginia in whose memory this public 
honor is proposed. It is enough to say that by one of the most daring 
and gallant exploits in our military history, where General Clark not 
only risked his life tocapture a superior British force intrenched in a 
strong fortification, but also took the responsibility of raising upon the 
country the supplies needed for his expedition, our boundary as against 
the British possessions in this country was made the lakes instead of 
the Ohio River. 

There is to be this week in Ohio a celebration of the inauguration of 
civil government in the Northwestern Territory, and at that celebra- 


| tion suitable honor will be paid by the distinguished orators who will 
| take part in it to the memory of this great warrior. It seems fitting 
| that the celebration of this important centennial should be accompanied 





by this mark of honor to the memory of Clark by the Congress of the 
United States. 

I therefore report back the bill with amendmerts, and ask unanimous 
consent that it be put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill to provide for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of General George Rogers Clark. In recognition of the 
eminent services to his country of General George Rogers Clark, in the 
occupation and conquest of the Northwestern Territory during the 
Revolutionary war, it proposes to appropriate $25,000 for the purpose 
of erecting in the city of Washington a monument to his memory, to 
be expended under the direction and control of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill by striking out, in line 9, the 
word ‘‘ Washington ’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ Louisville, in the State 
of Kentucky.’”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill in the eleventh line by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘suitable’’ in the bill and inserting the 
words ‘‘site in said city, said site and the title thereto to be approved 
by the Secretary of War.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the passage of this bill I desire to place 
upon record, as reasons for its passage, a brief account of the great 
achievements performed by George Rogers Clark, written by Judge 
Burnet, of Cincinnati, in his famous notes on the Northwestern Terri- 
tory, in which he describes-his visit to George Rogers Clark, then liv- 
ing in Louisville, Ky. He says: 

‘At that time the exploits of General Clark, whose military talents 
were of a high order, were fresh in the recollection pf the country. 
Early in the Revolutionary war, while a private citizen, holding no 
commission, civil or military, he distinguished himself by his efforts 
to protect the frontier settlements of Virginia and North Carolina 
against the incursions of the Indians. 

‘*He led the party which made the first lodgment at the Falls of 
the Ohio, where an improvement was then commenced, from which the 
splendid city of Louisville has grown up. He was the leading com- 
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missioner in negotiating a treaty between the United States and 
chiefs and warriors of the Shawnee Nation, including a part of the Del- 
awares, at the mouth of the Big Miami, in January, 1786, by whic] 
the United States were acknowledgec 
ereigns of all the territory ceded by 
Britain in 1783. 

**His expedition to the Mississippi in 1778 was then a part of 
unwritten history of the Revolution, but it was universally known 
and justly appreciated in the West, and it gave him a high rank among 
the military men of his day. When the Commonwealth of Vir ‘ 
sent him a colonel’s commission, accompanied with a warrant to raise a 
regiment of volunteers, and for that purpose to make contracts on tl 
credit of the State, they did not furnish him with funds for tl 
pose, but left him to procure them in the best way he could, ¢« 
on their credit or on hisown. Yet such was his perseverance an 


to be the sole and absolute 


the treaty of peace with ‘ 








unbounded was his confidence in the —_ of his native State, and 
such was his influence with the p: > of the West, who kne 
bravery and his military talents, that ie soon raised a regiment of 


hardy Kentuckians, th he inspired a his own spirit, and 
ing attac hed the m Ww: aril ily to his person, led them to the Miss 





i 
and captured the post at Kaskaskias and ¢ ‘shokia 
‘ The inhabit: mts of the se villages, on receiving a promise of p 
tion, declared allegiance to the United States. At that time Gov 


Hamiiton was at Fort Vincennes, making his arrangements to c 

Clark and his band of heroes, which he expected to accomplish 

but little difficulty. Clark, however, was aware of the governor’ 
poses and also of the danger of his own situation, and determined to 
anticipate his enemy. maring tefl asufficient number of men toi 

the safety of the conquest he had already made, he proceeded with t 
residue by a forced march through swan Ips and quagmires to the Wa 
bash, where he arrived without the loss of a man, though the cou! 
was so flooded that they sometimes were compelled to swim. 

‘* The advance of the troops wasso arranged as to bring them to t 
village before the dawn of day and before the governor was advised 0 
their movement from the Mississippi. The consequence was that the 
ost was carried by storm, and the governor and his troops made pris- 
mers of war. 

‘* That expedition was not excelled in difficulty and sufferir 
daring courage by the memorable march of Arnold to Quel 

This is the important paragraph that I wish to place upon record as 
the testimony of Judge Burnet, himself one of the most distinguished 
men of the Northavest Territory, and an eminent lawyer and for m 
years judge of the supreme court of Ohio. 

**General Clark succeeded in retaining military possession of 
extensive country till the close of the war, and by that means s i 
it to the United States. The fact is well known that in arrangin 
articles of the treaty of peace at Paris the British commissioners in- 
sisted on the Ohio River as part of the northern boundary of the United 
States, and that the Count de Vergennes favored that claim. It 
pears also from the diplomatic correspondence on that subject that 
only tenable ground on which the American commissioners relied to 
sustain their claim to the lakes as the boundary was the fact that Gen- 
eral Clark had conquered the country and was in the undisputed mili- 
tary possession of it at the time of the negotiation. That fact was af 
firmed and admitted, and was the chief ground on which the British 
commissioners reluctantly abandoned their claim.’’ 

Again he says: ‘‘ It is a fact of importance in estimating the char- 
acter and claims of General Clark on the American people that tl 
Legislature of Virginia did not furnish him with money or other means 
to accomplish the service they had appointed him to perform. They 
merely sent him a commission, accompanied with power to recruit men 
and make contracts obligatory on the State. But the State having no 
credit he was cast on his own energy, and relied on his own personal 
efforts to raise and equip his troops, and to feed and clothe them du 
ing the time of their service, which continued to the end of the war 
The task he undertook wasa herculean one. There were but very few 
who could have accomplished it; and nothing but the most ardent at 
tachment to his country could have prompted him to undertake it and 
to persevere as he did.”’ 








} 
< 


g or 1n 








* * s 
‘*A person familiar with the lives ut character of the m a ry vet- 
erans of Rome, in the days of her greatest power, might readily have 


selected this remarkable man as a specimen of the model he ha 1d formed 
of them in his own mind; but he was rapidly falling a victim to his 
extreme sensibility, and to the ingratitude of his native State, und: 
whose banner he had fought bravely and with great success. 


‘*The time will certainly come when the enlightened and magnani- | 


mous citizens of Louisville will remember the debt of gratitude they 
owe the memory of that distinguished man. 

** He was the leader of the pioneers who made the first lodgment on 
the site now covered by their rich and splendid city. He was its pro 
tector during the years of its infancy aD in the period of its greatest 
danger. Yet the traveler who has read of his achievements, admired 
his character, and visited the theater of his brilliant deeds discovers 
nothing indicating the place where his remains are deposited, and where 
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Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for one observation ? 

It has been, I think, the policy of Congress, wi th »tion of 
the supreme name of Washington, to honor the great diers of the 
Revolution by monuments in the States where they dwelt or where 
their great fame was gained In the case of George Rogers ¢ | he 

isa native of Virginia, Kentucky then being a part o , Ke 
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On the 5th day of July, 1776, the day after the Declaration had been 
rung out at Philadelphia, Patrick Henry took the oath of office as gov- 
ernor of Virginia. \ few years before that the battle of Point Pleasant 
had been wou against the Indians on the Ohio River, and amongst the 
gallant young iers who fought there under Andrew Lewis was Capt. 
George htogers Clark, a mere stripling of some twenty-two years of age, 
who had been born in Albemarle County, near the home of Jefferson. 
While out in that expedition on the Ohio River he observed that beau- 
tiful and some visions of its great future may have floated 
through his mind. He went to Kentucky in 1774, and as soon as the 
Declaration of Independence was proclaimed, and Patrick Henry be- 
came governor, he rode over to the mountains to Williamsburgh, in 


1 
BOLL 


country 


Virginia, and laid before him a plan for striking the British in the | 


Northwest. 


It was the g eneral beli 


f at thattime that the Indian irruptions upon 


our border were instigated by the British officers who held the mili- | 


tary posts at Kaskaskia, at Vincennes, and at Detroit in the Northwest, 


and George Rogers Clark, though yet a very young man and with very | 
little military experience, formed a plan which showed that he had the | 


genius of a great general and the scope of thought of a great statesman. 

He was furnished by Governor Henry with some £1,200. Powder 
was sent out to him by way of Pittsburgh to give ammunition to his 
men, and under a commission as colonel in the Virginia forces, for he 
was notan officer of the United States and had no connection with the 
Continental line, he first drove the Indians from their irruptions around 
Maysville, Ky., and then making his headquarters at the forks of the 
Ohio, he struck across and captured Kaskaskia without firing a gun; 
then moved upon Vincennes, captured Hamilton, the British governor 
of the Northwest, and carried him as aprisoner to Williamsburgh with 
all of his soldiers, and raised over the British fortification at Vincen- 


nes, and in what is now Indiana, the flag which has floated there ever | 


since in triumph. 
The Senator from Ohio has justly observed that the decisive fact 


which made the lakes the northern boundary of the United States was | 


the fact.that the conquest of the Northwest Territory by George Rogers 
Clark, under his commission from Virginia, was conceded by the com- 
missioners who treated for peace to have put America in its possession; 
and the doctrine npon which the peace commissioners went when they 
framed that treaty was that the tree should lie as it had fallen, and 
that each Government should maintain its sway over that territory 
which its arms had maintained and held. 

There is just one other page in the history of that expedition which 
George Rogers Clark led and planned, which I deem not unworthy 
of attention. The settlement at Marietta, in Ohio, on the 7th of April, 
178%, and the establishment of civil government there on the 15th day 
of July, 1788, one hundred years ago, are generally regarded as the 
first colonial establishments of America in the Northwest, and as the 
first erections of civil government there. They are indeed the first 
colonial establishments of civil governments after the Revolution, but 
pending the Revolution, and while the attention of the civilized world 
was directed to the brilliant scenes which were transpiring upon the 
seaboard from Massachusetts to South Carolina, Patrick Henry had 
erected under an act of the Legislature of Virginia in 1778 the county 
of Illinois, in the Northwest, had appointed Todd, as lieutenant-com- 
mander, and as a Virginia officer he had established civil government, 
assisted by the arms of George Rogers Clark, in all the old French set- 
tlements. And at the conclusion of the Revolutionary War the North- 
west Territory in all of its settlements was under Virginia’s dominion, 
with its civil authority in the hands of Todd, the lientenant-coin- 
mander, and its military authority in the hands of George Rogers 
Clark. 

So thoroughly had the sway of George Rogers Clark maintained and 
fixed itself upon that territory that although there had been some de- 
bate upon the question of the Virginia title to the Northwest in the 
various contests as to the distribution of territory after the Revolution, 
it was ere long universally conceded that whether by charter or by con- 
quest or the extension of civil authority over the land, Virginia had 
fully substantiated her claim, and recognition of it was embodied in 
the ordinance of 1787 for the government of that territory, and for the 
gradual formation init of not less than three nor more than five States. 

Mr. President, there was no hero of the Revolution who did a cleaner 
or better piece of work than George Rogers Clark; and there is none 
who can stand by him or be mentioned on the same page with him who 
has been so much neglected. He came to Virginia during Arnold’s ex- 
pedition and fought under Steuhen. He went back to the West and 
had many adventures, and was the founder of the city of Louisville. 
He was the brotherof the William Clark who afterwards led with Lewis 
the expedition beyond the Mississippi away up to the land of the Da- 
kotas. 

At the end of the Revolution he was broken in health and in spirit 
and in pocket, and it is related that when Virginia, recognizing his 
great military distinction, sent him a sword, he took the sword in his 
hand and looked over it and said to the member of the Legislature who 
brought it to him, ‘‘ Your speech is very handsome, and the sword is 
very handsome, too. When Virginia needed a sword I gave her one. 
I need bread now and she sends me a sword, and what can I do with 
it?” 
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He was buried, with simply his initials upon his tomb, at Locust 
Grove, in Kentucky. More recently his remains have been transferred 
to the cemetery at Louisville; but as yet nowhere in the United States 
has any monument arisen upon which his name is engraved. I shall 
be gratified indeed, sir, if before the people of Ohio have ceased to com- 


| memorate by their centennial celebration the great memories which 


are being revived before them now, that those who shall mingle with 
them shall be able to say that, although it was in the eleventh hour, yet 
here ere the stroke of twelve, the country which he so faithfully served 
has enacted a law under which a monument to the great hero, the Han- 
nibal of t’ 2 Northwest, who might have been called its father, is in 
process oi erection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
Were concurred in. 

Mr. BECK. The amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts has 
been agreed to, has it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR Let the bill be read as it will stand amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as ig stands 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in recognition of the eminent services to his country 


It has been, and is concurred in in 


| of General George Rogers Clark, in the occupation and conquest of the North- 


western Territory during the Revolutionary war, the sum of $25,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, for the purpose of erecting in the city of Louisville, in the 
State of Kentucky, a monument to his memory, to be expended under the di- 
rection and control of the Secretary of War. And said monument shall be 
located on a suitable site in said city, said site and the title thereto to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not rise to antagonize the 
locality of this most merited monument to a great soldier. I do rise, 
however, to say that the bill ought not to pass without a word from 
the State of Indiana. On her soil culminated the greatest achieve- 
ment of George Rogers Clark. At Vincennes he covered himself with 
a glory that can not perish and placed himself in the category of the 
foremost military captains of ancient or modern times. 

It does seem to me, sir, that there his monument ought to be; there 
where he forded the Wabash River and with his little army environed 
the British post commanded by the infamous Hamilton; there where 
he addressed Hamilton in those immortal words of reproach, contempt, 
sritish army;’’ 
there it would seem his country should erect his monument; there it 
should tower to the skies and bear witness to his fame. 

The British Government, true toits barbarous instincts, at that time, 
as it is at all times, and would be again to-day if the opportunity pre- 
sented itself, was in strict alliance with savages in makivg war on the 
American people. 

In order to excite and inflame still further their ferocity and say 
agery, a price was offered to the Indians by this commanding officer of 
the British forces at Vincennes for the scalps of men, women, and chil- 
dren. Such were the allies of Great Britain in the Northwest, such 
they were along the lakes and rivers of the North and East, and 


| throughout all the South during the whole war of the Revolution, and 


such again were the allies of this boasted Christian power during the 
war of 1812. 

I know of no other power in ancient or modern history that has 
made alliances and treaties offensive and defensive with savage barba- 
rians whose mode of warfare was the indiscriminate carnageand slaugh- 
ter of the defenseless of all ages and both sexes. 

Hamilton, in command at Vincennes, offered and had a standing 
offer circulated amongst the Indians that he would give a stated price 
for American scalps; and when the immortal hero, George Rogers 
Clark, with his starving army at his back, surrounded the British 
forces he did not address him as ‘* Colonel Hamilton,’’ he did not ad- 
dress him with terms of respect, but he styled him in writing as ‘‘ Hair- 
buyer,’’ and demanding his surrender at once, with the ‘alternative 
that he wouldstorm the place and put its defenders tothe sword;’? and 
when Hamilton was forced to surrender he lay long in irons, and it is 
a satisfaction to know, even at this late day, that he would have been 
put to death if General Clark had been permitted to have his own way. 

Sir, I live in a county named for the man who saved the army that 
captured Vincennes from starvation. When George Rogers Clark 
reached Kaskaskia, in his Northwestern expedition, his army had not 
a single ration. They were living on a scant allowance of parched corn, 
and Francis Vigo, anative, I believe, of Switzerland, a trader who had 
credit at New Orleans on two bills of exchange, one for $5,000 and the 
other for $4,000, secured supplies which saved that army from perish- 
ing in the wilderness. And may I not add that nearly one hundred 
years passed away before the money which thus saved an army and 
brought imperishable honor to the American arms was refanded to the 
descendants of the great public benefactor who advanced it? . It was 
during the last term I te the other end of the Capito}, then being 
a member of the Judiciary Commitiee, that J secured the passage of a 
bill to pay to the descendants of Francis Vigo the money, with interest, 
which he had expended in the cause of American independence, and I 
had the intense satisfaction of seeing this Government at last pay $50,- 
000 on this glorious but long-neglected account. 
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I have no more to say, except to concur with the eloquent Set 
from Virginia | Mr. DANIEL | that this is tardy action upon a great sub- 
ject. Itisareproach to the American people and to the Northwe 
that this movement has not been made long ago. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, lam more than glad tosee that 
there is an absolute concurrence of opinion as to the site to be selected 
for this monument. There isan eminent propriety in locating it 
the city of Louisville. That city constituted the basis of this general 
operations. He was,the founder of the present metropolis of that Com- 
monwealth; it was there that he spent the last years of his life, and it 
comes as near being the center as can well be selected of the terri 
that came to our public domain by reason of his military exploit 

All that has been said and so well said by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoARr] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
the Senator from Virginia | Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from Indian 
[ Mr. VooRHEES] can be substantiated and will not be controverted 
but either of those Senators might have said one thing more with equal 
truth, that but for the military services of the man whom to-day we 
propose to honor the Alleghany chain would in all probability 1 
been the basis of settlement between the United States and Great Brit 
ain, for before that the operations of the Federal Army were confined 
exclusively to the section of country between that chain of mountains, 
the Alleghanies, and the Atlantic Ocean. For this great and measure- 
less empire that came to us in the Northwest we are indebted, 
judgment, to George Rogers Clark alone. 

If that be true, as it is admitted, the great metropolig upon the Ohio’s 
bank where he lived and died and of which he was the founder, which 
is as near to the center as you can get of this empire which he b1 
to the domain of the country, in my judgment is the most proper 
that could possibly be selected, and I wish to express my gratificati 
that there should have been no bickering East or West and that theré 
should have been no hesitation either upon the part of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, or upon the part of the Senator from ‘ 
or upon the partof the Senator from Virginia, whose State is justly proud 
as being his birthplace, or, upon the part of the Senator from Indiana, 
who represents the one great Commonwealth in the Northwest that 
owed him most. I am more than gratified and pleased to find that all 
have agreed that the bill reported by the Senator from Massachusetts 
has properly selected the place, the spot on which this monument should 
be built to this great man's memory. 

I thank all of the Senators for the selection they have made and the 
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justice they have done both to the dead man and to the State that was | 


honored by claiming him as a citizen. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t] 
third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill.(S. 
fourth-class mail matter; which was read twice by its title, and ref 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3330) for the relief of William 
H. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. ’ 
Chadron, Nebr., the right to lay pipe Jines across certain tracts of land; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
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A bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C. Bradford; 
A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall: 
A bill (H. KR. 2686) for the relief of William Knowlan1; 
A bill (H. R. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; 


A bill (H. R. 4 a for the relief of J. R. Jones; 

A bill (IL. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Sampson 
and Benj in Henricks, of Austin, Tex; and 

A bill (HH. R. 55336) for the relief of George B. Hansell. 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Ollices and Post-Roads: 
A bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; 
A bill (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams; 


A bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of M. V. B. Sutton, late postmaster | 


at Williamsburgh, vs 

A bill (H. R, 5853 for the relief of Daniel Bond; and 

A bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of C. L. Wilson. 

The bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood was read 
twice by ite title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

he bill (11. R. 8270) for the relief of Robert F. Arnold was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson was read | 


twice by its title, and re - srred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Coughlin was read 

twice by its title, and refe srred to the Committee on the Library. 
ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT CUMMINGS’ LANDING, ARKANSAS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the message of 
the House of Representatives returning to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cummings’ Landing, Lin- 
coln County, Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and also the vote by which it was ordered to a third 
reading, may be reconsidered, in order that I may correct a mistake in 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
tnanimous consent that the votes by which this bill was passed and by 
which it was ordered to a third reading may be reconsidered. Itis so 
ordered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. Now I move, in the last line of section 4, before the 
word ‘‘ proofs,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ of’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ soas 
to read: 

And upon rules and condition which each shall perform in using said bridge, 


all matters at issue between them shall bedecided by the Secretary of War upon 
hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

. R. THOMAS. 

The PRESIDENT pro stb laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 335) granting an increase 
of pension to C. R. Thomas, which was at the end of the bill, to add, 
‘‘and pay him a pension of $12 a month;”’ so asto make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direc ted to grant an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas, whose 
pension certificate is numbered 120171, and pay hima pension of $12 a month. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment, 
The motion was agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Prv- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

An act (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

An act (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks; 

An act (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas; 

An act (5. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post road; 

An act (S. 667) authorizing the censtruction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

An act (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Ili- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-read; 

An act (S. 1524) to authorize the constraction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

An act (8. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 

An act (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; 
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An act (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa: 

An act (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 


| way Company to maintain and constract a bridge across Bayou d’ Ar- 


bonne, in Louisiana; and 
An act (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 


| Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- | 
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other purposes. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed in open executive ses- 
sion to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the con- 
sideration of the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan ] 
and the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive 
session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the last 
open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive Clerk 
will report the treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty (Executive M) between United 
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- 
tion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 18838. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the fishery treaty now pending is the 
first ever considered and discussed in open executive session of the Sen- 
ate. The Senate is about one hundred years old, and its rule requir- 
ing all treaties to be considered and disposed of in executive session 
with closed doors and under the injunction of secrecy is as old as the 
Government and has its foundation in the wisdom of our fathers, who 


| adopted it for reasons that have withstood the trial and secured the sanc- 


tionof acentury ofexperience. Thereasonson which the rule is founded 
grow out of and are inseparable from the nature of the negotiations to 
which they relate. A treaty is the act of two or more separate Govern- 
ments for the adjustment of differences between them relating to com- 
mon rights and interests. The reasons which induce each separate 
Government to make or reject treaties concern them alone. Neither 
of the negotiating governments has any right, or has ever claimed any 
right, to learn from the other why it proposes, ratifies, or rejects trea- 
ties. What each government proposes to do in treaty-making is its own 
business. No government has ever asked that her ministers be admit- 
ted to the councils of the President and his Cabinet or the delibera- 
tions of the Senate when a treaty is under consideration for ratification 
or rejection. The Government of the United States is a Government 
of the people, and its treaty-making power is vested in the President by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The President negoti- 
ates with the representatives of foreign governments for the formation 
of treaties, and when he comes to his conclusion that a treaty he has 
negotiated with a foreign government is a proper one to be made by the 
United States, he submits that treaty to the Senate as a joint custodian 
of the power for its consideration. 

When the treaty is before the Senate the question is, will the Senate 
agree to the treaty negotiated by the President, or will the Senate 
amend the treaty and put it in such terms as the Senate will sanction, 
or will the Senate decline to amend, or to exercise its power to im- 
prove the treaty, and reject it? It takes the vote of two-thirds of the 
Senate to ratify a treaty. One vote over one-third of the Senate can 
defeat a treaty. So that it is manifest the Senate has more power 
than the President in treaty-making. When the President undertakes 
to negotiate a treaty with a foreign government he considers the mat- 
ter with his confidential adviser, the Secretary of State, and in the 
preparation of the terms of a treaty he intends submitting to another 
government he does so without making public his deliberations. When 
the President finishes what he has to do in making a treaty he sends 
it to the Senate in confidence in executive session. After the Presi- 
dent submits the proposed treaty to the Senate he has nothing more 
to do with it until the Senate comes to its conclusion. 

If the Senate makes no amendment by a majority vote, and ‘less than 
two-thirds vote to ratify it, the treaty is killed. But if the Senate 
amends the treaty it is returned by the Senate to the President for 
his approval of the amendments, and if he approves them they are sub- 
mitted by the President to the foreign government for its approval. 
It thus appears that the treaty now before the Senate isa long dis- 
tance from its becoming one of the supreme laws of the land. The pro- 
posed treaty is in the earliest stages of its formation. It has no exist- 
ence whatever. It is only under consideration, and is nothing more 
than the subject of negotiation between the Government of Great Brit- 
ain and the Government of the United States. While in this transition 
or formative state the rule of the Senate requiring treaties to be con- 
sidered and acted on with closed doors and under the injunction of se- 
erecy has been suspended by a solid Republican against a solid Demo- 
cratic vote, so as to open the doors of the executive session and con- 
duct the future negotiation with Great Britain upon the subject of the 
proposed arrangement as to fisheries and fishing rights and commer- 
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for its consideration? The question before the Senate is, will we rat treaty. 

the treaty without amendment? If the treaty is defective, th he first ¢] 

tion is, can it be amended so as to improve it or make it satisfactory t po one familiar 

If the treaty can not be amended, if it is not in the power of th ll us and 1 

ate to propose changes that will make the treaty such as the Se omats on the Pritis invited int r 


will approve, then it is certainly an admission by the Senate that it terms of the treaty were I 

not in the power of the President or the Senate to make any treaty th How much truth and me ean be found 

Senate would ratify. ident was aided int egotiation by hiss ry ¢ ite, M 
If the President, with the aid of his able and : i ’ 

tary of State, and the assistance of plenipotentiaries, whose skill and yard to comprehend and fu u l 

ability and uncorruptibility in treaty-making can not be que ed, | tention between the two governments and hi l to } 

have shown themselves unequal to the task of formulating a treaty | a1 vi estab ed to iire e before the A 

that is satisfactory to the majority of the Senate, having the power to | people Che two distinguished who aided i } 

make amendments, how can that majority retire from its responsibil . 

expressly imposed on it by the Constitution of so amfiending the defects, | setts to be eminent lawy« id well equipped in dip 

if any, in the treaty as to make it sati ory to them, and inst ‘ Mr. Putnam is an old resident of Maine, and ha x 

discharging its plain duty the majority arrest the negotiation i with trials in the Dominion and « r courts involving f{ 

midst of its progress for the manifest partisan purpose of a 

the President and his Secretary and the plenipotentiaries, and putt ith the questions to be settled by the negotiation. 

them on trial before the British Government and the people of t Chen, again, the whole field of contention and every ect « 

United States for failing to formulate such a treaty as the Senate 1 | tl ir fis] , 

ratify, when the Senate at the same time pronounces juc 

its own ability to frame any better treaty, or any treaty whatever, upo made up partl: th 

the same subject of contention between the two governments ? | the Senator from Maine [| Mr. Fry], who had called 
Here we stand as a Senate, before the world, engaged in a partisan | life-long experts in the fishing business in Canadian wate 

trial of a joint custodian of the constitutional power to make t I 

and having prejudged the case against him in secret session, we t w | the whole subject in all its relatio earings, and aspects, t 
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open the doors of the Senate to make public our judgment of condem- | and practic nd i i ited and 
nation, forgetting that we expose our own dereliction of duty and con tive witnesses we bie O¢ nat I ! ) 


vict ourselves of a much higher offense than we have undertaken to | t ible Senators and \ from Vermont and 
make out by the proof against the President and those who aided him | familiar with the subj: upon which the Senate desired info1 
in the negotiation. The President has exercised his best ability in good | (ll this testimony of a re ent of Maine and Massachusett 
faith to discharge an important public duty and has submitted his work | men was reported to the Senate and printed 
to the Senate to accept it or to amend its defects. the possession of the President and Mr. Bayard lon fore they entere 

The President tells the Senate that he has done the best he l 
and asks the Senate to examine his work fairly, as a joint custodi 
the power to make the treaty, and, if found defective, to submit to haustive of fishery rights and fishery t1 
him the defects and the amendments proposed to remedy them, and | familiar to the President and Mr. Bay: 
he will give them due consideration, and if he approves he wil! refer Mr. President, I feel constrained 
the amendments to the British Government. How does the Senate ex- | plaint made by the Senators from Maine and Mass gai 
ercise its joint power and discharge its joint duty? Can the Senate go | President and Mr. Bayard,that they had ignored tho ho could 
before the country to try a co-ordinate department of the Government | been most useful to them in the negotiation, and acted in the dar} 
for formulating a worthless treaty, and ask that the President be con- | without illumination from Maine and Massachusetts, is utterly 
demned and punished for not presenting a better treaty, when the | founded and entirely destitute of worth or merit 
Senate has as much power and is under the same obligation as isim- | butin what position do these Senatorsfrom 4 
posed on the President to make treaties that are free from objection, | leave themselves in arraigning the President and Secr« 
and has offered him no aid or assistance ? the charge of having negotiated the pending treaty in 

The President informs the Senate that he sees no defects in the treaty, | portantinformation? ‘These Senators have equal power with 
and thinks it the best settlement that can be made of the differences. | dent in making a proper treaty, and the am t o 
The Senate instantly assails the treaty, proceeds to expose its alleged | devoted to the discovery of the many imperfection 
defects in open session, and confessing to full knowledge of its i er- | it has certain! fied them in a most emins rree tO €Xe€l 
fections, and having ample power and opportunity, offers no a: | diciously an r power of amending the pending y 
ment, makes no effort to do what they condemn the President ! not employ % ynal advantage r the P lent and his S« 
ing so imperfectly, and only propose to exercise the power of r ! tisfact t 
the proposed treaty and closing the door to further negotiation. | UY by offi : ts as will 
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pon the negotiation of the} ling treat t corre 





| tween the two vovernn 1ts and all the treatie n 





Is it not manifest that the Republican majority have willfully sh 
an important constitutional and sworn duty and placed the Senat 
fore the country in the disreputable attitude I have described for no ir OW 
other than supposed political and partisan considerations ? ow can | and his Secret 
such a party be trusted with the custody of political power? trial of the President trom a differe: 

No Senator believes that any member of this body objects to making | tives and purposes, and they will make 1 
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Mr, President, I listened with some pleasure and much regret to the 
remarkable speech of the Senator from Massachusetts on the pending | 


treaty. I was pleased with the ability and learning exhibited in his 
elaborate oration. It was faultless in composition and admirable in 
scholarship. But with all these qualities the speech abounds in decla- 
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thing.’? How long has it been that the fishing vessels of Maine and 
Massachusetts have been treated outrageously in Canadian waters ? 
I find in a letter of Richard D. Cutts to Mr. Seward, Secretary of 


| State, dated April 7, 1865, the following language: 


mation and sophistry, and the subject that received the least of the | 


Senator’s attention was the one before the Senate. 


ities of the New England fishermen, as illustrated in the history of our 
maval warfare. His description of the fishery industry, employing 
many thousand men, with a magnificent fleet, on the perilous coasts 
and waters of british North America, was imposing, and I can imagine 


O8 idity shor f idioev at w , » ineatim: . vs »¢ 1 ; . - ; 
no stupidity short of idiocy that would deny the inestimable value and |» the right or make it at least hazardous for Ameri 


importance of this training school for seamen in our preparation for 


rendering a correct judgment on the terms of the pending treaty? Who 
is so un-American, so unpatriotic, or so unworthy of common respect 
as to desire that anything shall be done to cripple or impair our tish- 
eries or fishery industry, or to withhold from them the full measure of 
security and protection, and to see to it that they shall have and enjoy 
every right and privilege to which American citizens are entitled when 
engaged in an honorable pursuit under treaty stipulations or the obli- 
gations of international law? 

If it can be shown that the present treaty falls short of what our fish- 


As to the restrictions imposed by the Colonies to prevent the privileges of 
shelter, ete., from being abused by American fishermen: The fishermen of the 
United States are frequently compelled by rough weather, or by injuries to their 


. . : : : ; | vessels received in a gale, or in consequence of collision or other acci 
The Senator paid a splendid and deserving tribute to the manly qual- | ; Me hs diet cad aacin. Aa Os ake kecdeaeee ane 


seek the nearest port for shelter and repairs. And it is also necessary at stated 
intervals, while they are engaged during the summer and fall in following their 
avocation, that they should take on board a supply of wood and water; and for 
either of these purposes they have the right, so long as the treaty of 1818 con- 
tinues in force, to resort to the bays and harbors of the different provinces. 
Some of the Colonial laws, especially those of Nova Scotia, enacted to prevent 
the abuse of these privileges, are of such a stringent character as to almost an- 
an fishermen to attempt 





to enjoy it. Seizures are made on the slightestsuspicion or on false pretenses, 
naval warfare. But how much does all this eloquence have to do in | 


ermen have a clear right to demand, or deprives them of any valuable | 


right to which they are entitled under existing laws or treaties, it can 
not.get my support and certainly should be rejected. But how are 
we aided in our examination of the terms of the proposed treaty by elo- 
quent and gratifying tributes to the gallantry and daring of the Ameri- 
can fishermen? Then, again, the Senator entertained and startled us 
with the panoramic picture he drew of the magnitude and splendor of 
British dominion, and the wonderful progress she had made in wrap- 
ping her coil around the vitals of the globe. This is admitted to be the 
masterly achievement of English diplomacy and statesmanship. How 
has American statesmanship been employedin the mean time in full 
view of the giant strides of England to world-wide supremacy in com- 
merce and industrial development ? 

We have had remarkable success in home growth and enterprise, on 
account of our marvelous resources and the extraordinary energies and 
capabilities of our people, and in a few years, under the cover of high 
taxation—im posed by the Republican party for the purpose of establish- 
ing a monopoly of American markets fora favored few, with the power, 
which they have greedily exercised, of measuring their own exactions 


of consumers—more millionaires have been manufactured and more | 
wealth accumulated in corporations than can be found elsewhere in the | 


world’s history. ‘The unprecedented wealth and its merciless power, 
brought into existence by an unconstitutional and oppressive prostitu- 


ace to popular government and popular rights and liberty. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has devoted a long life and great ability and 


or charges; heavy bonds are required before suit can be instituted tu recover ; 
the owner of the vessel must bring the charges, and if unsuccessful he is mulcted 
in treble costs beside the loss of vesse! and cargo. 

The above statute of Nova Scotia and the brutal, unchristian, and bar- 
barious wrongs and outrages perpetrated on fishing vessels from Maine 
and Massachusetts undeamthis statute were permitted to go unredressed, 
and this statute, more aggressive and outrageous than the one cited 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, has been permitted by Republican 
Presidents and Secretaries to continue in operation for twenty years 
before Mr. Cleveland became President. 

The Senator from Massachusetts parades a long list of ‘‘American 
vessels seized, detained, or warned off from Canadian ports during the 
last year.’’ The Senator omitted to state that this list included mer- 
chant as well as fishing vessels boarded. It also appears from the re- 
ported list that 700 of the vessels in 1886 and 1,362 in 1887 ‘* were 
boarded to investigate their conduct,’’ and out of the whole number 
30 only were brought to the attention of the British Government, 400 
were involved in seizures and other interferences growing out of dis- 
puted constructions of the treaty of 1818, and out of the whole number 
of seizures about 150 were reported to the Federal Government for ex- 
amination and redress, and 115 of these have been the subject of dip- 
lomatic complaint to Great Britain by Secretary Bayard, who charac- 
terized the acts of Canadian officials in some of these cases as ‘‘ out- 
rageous,’’ ‘‘ brutal,’ ‘‘inhospitable,’’? and ‘‘inhuman.’’? Mr. Bayard 
is pledged to the owners of these vessels in his own language, that— 

Reparation for all losses unlawfully caused by foreign authority will be jhe 
subject of international presentation and demand. 

Have the owners of the fishing vessels of Maine and Massachusets ever 
had any more attention or as much attention from Republican Presi- 
dents or Secretaries? 

But the Senator from Massachusetts complains that— 

Weare now quietly told in the corner of a report that these claims have not 
been considered, as some demands are made against us for interfering with 


| seal fisheries in the North Pacific, and both subjects are adjourned to a future 
tion of the taxing power of the Government, is to-day a standing men- | 


learning to the creation and service of this monopoly, and most faith- | 


fully and efficiently has he represented the conspiracy of Massachu- 
setts manufacturers with the Republican party to seize the l’ederal 
Government and employ its taxing power in the interest of a few and 
against the welfare of the many. 

He may stir the ashes of the dead past to find the fires of sectional 
hate that will always animate and warm the souls of some Republi- 
cans by the unfounded and wholly gratuitous charge of a *‘ conspiracy 


; 


of the old slaveholders of the South with British manufacturers ”’ 


against American industry. Such low flings for petty partisan uses | 


coming from the accomplished Senator from the great Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, which has reaped such a rich harvest from South- 
ern fields cultivated by ‘‘the old slaveholders,’’ surprise me, and are 
strangely inconsistent with many manly and generous utterances I have 
heard from that Senator about ‘‘ the old slaveholders of the South.’’ 


While Great Britain has been widening hes dominions and planting | 


her red-cross flag on every continent, island, and stronghold on the 
a 3 ’ , £ 
globe, and floating it over every sca, the American Government has been 


prostituted to the erection of iron walls around our markets and the | 


withdrawal of the stripes and stars from every ocean so that a favored 
class may monopolize American markets and dictate prices to Ameri- 
‘an consumers; and this is lauded as the American policy of protection. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, asa part of his purpose to humiliate 
and degrade President Cleveland and his administration in the estima- 
tion of his countrymen and the world, contrasted the diplomacy of the 


President and Mr. Bayard with the diplomacy of the past century of 


our existence as a government. I challenge a comparison of our pres- 
ent relations with foreign countries and the efficiency, ability, and 
character of our representation in foreign courts under the administra- 
tion of the State Department by Mr. Bayard with any administration 
uader any Republican President or Secretary of State. I send back 
the charge that President Cleveland and Secretary Bayard have been 
unmindful of the rights of American fishing vessels in Canadian waters 
and tolerant of outrages against these vessels. In the language of the 





| 


time, 

Is it ajust cause of complaint that the question of reparation to our 
fishing vessels is separated from the subjects of our differences about 
their fishery and commercial rights and privileges to be enjoyed here- 
after in Canadian ports and postponed for future settlement ? 

It seems to me that the ratification of the pending treaty would de- 
termine the basis for future negotiation for *‘ reparation for all losses 
unlawfully caused by foreign authority.’’ Ifthe pending treaty is de- 
feated, then the whole field of contention is left open, and the question 
of reparation indefinitely postponed. Every step in the negotiation for 
damages claimed by our fishing vessels encounters questions decided by 


| the pending treaty, and because the Senator from Massachusetts ob- 


jects to his constituents being referred to the adjudications of the pend- 
ing treaty to determine their right to recover damages, he protests 
against the separation of reparation and ratification, and demands that 
payment of damages to his constituents shall antedate any permanent 
adjustment of rules and regulations for future observance to secure 


| peace and harmony. 


The position and motives of the Republican majority in the Senate 
on the matters now before the Senate can not be misunderstood by the 
people. But we will try them on their position as they have defined 
it, and it is that the rights of fishing vessels of the United States when 
engaged in fishing in the bays of Canada, Nova Scotia, and Newfound- 
land are as clearly defined by the treaties of 1783 and 1818 as they can 
be by treaty, and, being already clearly defined by those treaties, it is 
useless to make another treaty upon the subject of fishery rights. It 
is also claimed by Republican Senators who oppose the pending treaty 
that by the act of Congress and the proclamation of the President and 
the British order in council in 1830, and the principles of international 
law, the fishing vessels of the United States having a trade permit to 
enter Canadian ports are thereby converted into merchant vessels as to 
all the rights and privileges of all vessels of every deseription of the 
most favored nations when they enterCanadian ports. In other words, 
that as to commercial rights our fishing vessels are no more restricted 
in privileges than merchant vessels in Canadian ports with trade per- 
mits under the act of 1830. 

If the treaty of 1818 defines its own meaning, without leaving any- 


Senator from Massachusetts as to another matter, I say ‘‘it is no such | thing to construction, then it is settled that no other treaty can be made 
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to define the fishery rights that are already as clearly set forth as the Canada. Nova Scotia 1 Newloundland lie } eof t 
can be by the treaty of 1818, construed in connection with the treaty | St n our northern | idary, and in extent of territ 
of 17383 and contemporaneous opinion If t power of language has | « to the United Stat | 
been exhausted in the treaties of 1783 and 1818 to express the intent ty 1 3] ying it 
of the two governments as to fishery rights of American fishing of the Ge f Gy { | ' Nore 
sels in Canadian or British fishing waters on the c ‘ ot ¢ ( . : 
ada, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland, t it cert i t Z 
make another treaty in different language to « é ‘ 
ing. And so as tot! id ll e of th ' \ 
iW ii ft ( 
vs ( t \ 
S50 183 S we fou ~t é 
it ine ] tht 
th t) ‘ 
treaty te ' 
é 
is a i I 
Republican Senators, and also on the act of 1830 as they co 
meaning, it is manifest that the ars it is exhausted, and 
remains but for the Government o » United States to see to it 
American fishin sels enjoy all the rights, of eve yd ript to t i 
which they are entitled a ding to the construction of R p ( ral St of 
Senators of the treaty of 1818 and the reciprocal act of 1830. 5 d bet ; of t ) 1 
Her Majesty’s Government differ with the opponents of the per 
treaty as to the character and extent of the privileges of our | nstead 
vessels in Canadian bays unde f the act of ) ‘ ) ( 
and should offer to come to so po ts ¢ i co i et 
ence to avoid evils of non-i q 1 h ‘ yn I { 
that mighte : or the ice fl tes | ‘ t ( 
ments in the world, t! Si ‘ \ 
the proposed treaty against ther negotiation, and all the conseque ind Ne 
however serious, must be inevita can 
It is important, then, in this aspect of our present and futu t her su e pro ‘ 
tions with the people of Canada, Nova Scotia, and Newioundland, and y ¢ t the Un ut 
of the British Government, that we pause and look ahead and 
the field we are invited to enter by Republican Senators for speculati lu 
political advantages. In the first it may 3 toin | 
whoare the parties rea nd m ially intereste el ycau 
tention about fishery 1 and commercial privileges of American I ces as far fro 3 possib 
fishing vessels in Canadian waters, and what is reAlly involves Ve ngland has nothing t 
all understand that according to the forms and ceremonies of I | 
tional negotiation the Government of Great Britain is one pat in practice by ¢ 
the Government of the United States is the other party to th st policy to b 
versy. But the people of the United States are a practical, 1 ne } le The United State l to 
and courageous people, not afraid to do right or to resist wrong neighbors north an mith of | 
apprehend they would like to be informed what this quarrel is a nent. England watches with tatesm rf 


who are making this fuss and for’what. nd relations of countries and ts t 
It will not be denied that on the side called the United States those | fails to s ind underst te 
who are solely interested are that portion of the people of Maine and stantly appropriated. | tches « ontention 
Massachusetts who are engaged in the fishing business—that is, cate h and fishery rights a EE et 
ing fish in the bays or waters on the coasts of Canada, Nova Scotia 1 | to soften the asperities « dered by our quar! 


} 
l 
} 
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Newfoundland. And on the other side, called the British side, the on f the situation d goes to work wit] her power to t l 
people really interested are the people of Canada, Nova Scotia, and} these provinces together w 
foundland engaged in the same business in the same bays or wat to the | Oceans, « tri d 1 ! 
England, Ireland, and Scotland are separated from these fishing waters ntal subsidies, : e il ely tribut to her 1 nd 
by 3,000 miles of ocean, and the people there enjoy no pecuniary bet il power, and to her dor ion 
fits and suffer no injuries from anything claimed or denied by eith vi e England is t vo iy out lary tiny 
side of this controversy. So the Irish voters the Republicans are fish er power across th yntinent 
ing for will find nothing in the rejection of this treaty to mortify o1 1er lodgement on the « tof t ] 
punish England. eastern traflic and t1 rtation, tl 
The people of thirty-six out of the thirty-eight United States wou fretting and taxing he a nanship in a 1 with ¢ t 
a derive no more benefit nor suffer any more injury from what is clain tish, and fish markets for free or taxed 
4 for our fishermen under the treaty of 1818 and the act of 1830 as tl ing attitude, and howe iortifying the spe 
§ stand than what these people of the thirty-six States would enjoy un t is our duty to do the best we can to solve 
der the pending treaty if it were ra‘ified, and no living man can prove | cate ourselves from the perplexities of the sit 
3 the contrary. four treaties with Great Britain for the p et these 
2 > . ie . : ° > * +7 ; ' 
5 But it makes no difference whether the people engaged in fishing are | troubl and after thirty years’ trial the IR54, 
¥ the only persons interested. If these fishermen are really and honest and fifteen years t of t treaty of 1871, tl bot rated 


and fairly entitled to the rights and privileges claimed by thzm or for | by the United States fo e sole reason that thi ywed Ca in 
them under the treaty of 1818 and the reciprocal act of 1830, then a 1 to be sold in our markets free of duty 
the people in every State of our Union are interested in having thes The abrogation of the treaties of 1854 and 1871 in to reci 
rights and privileges protected and enforced by the Government of the | rocal fishery rights of fishing vessels in Canadian and 
United States. sited in and was caused by the sam 

But in considering the treaty before the Senate we should endeavor | en of Maine and Massachusetts and t da 
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p to look higher than the plane upon which we are invited by the Repub ut fishery rights in Canadian waters and can 
lican Senators in their reckless contests for political advantage, and try | markets. The inconsiderate and suicidal policy nated the 
. te discharge our duty as Senators invested with the power of pea id | treaties of 1854 and 1871 threw both count on the treaty 
FS war in treaty-making with foreign governments, without subordinati 1818, with its renunciations and restrictio1 American fishery 
Fs the far-reaching questions involved in the pending treaty and the s« ghts and privileges in ¢ lian waters And 1 we d yvered 
& rious consequences of our action to petty partisan experiments for party | the practical operation of the treaty of 1818, as compared with th 
be benefit or advantage. Let us endeavor not to be misled into wrong- | treaties of 1854 and 1871, the fishermen of M nd M whusetts 
’ doing and reckless experiments by inflammatory appeals to American | and their representatives conceived the idea for the first time in fifty 
y prejudice. On the contrary it is right and becoming in us to honestly | years’ existence of the reciprocal act of 1830 of resorting to that act 


examine that we may fully understand all the facts and all the right for relief from the severe and irritating restrictions of the treaty of 
and interests involved, and to be affected by the probable results of the | 1818, and the provincial legislation, which the treaty authorizes to 
contention between these two great countries, | enforce them, and prevent abuse by American fishermen 
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Thegravamen of the complaint against the pending treaty by the ma- 
jority report and the Senators from Maine and Massachusetts is that it 
fails to secure to American fishing vessels the same commercial rights 
and privil in Canadian ports that are enjoyed by merchant vessels 
in the ports of the most favored nations. I charge that this clamor 
about commercial rights and liberties of American fishing vessels in 
Canad ian ports is nothing but the rattle of sheet-iron on the Republi- 
can sta ge, and is not realthunder. Who has undertaken to define these 
commercial rights? What are these commercial privileges? Who has 
authority to determine what are the commercial privileges desired by 
our fishing vessels in addition to shelter, repairs, wood, and water, re- 
served in the treaty of 1818? 

What do we find in the preamble and resolutions adopted at a meet- 
ing of the Gloucester Master Mariners’ Association at Gloucester, Mass.., 
April 13, 1888, and it is the voice of all the fishermen of Maine and 
Massachusetts ? 

Whereas in every treaty between Great Britain and the United States since 
1783 the rights of American fishermen have been sacrificed. 

There is a wide difference between the Senator from Massachusetts 
and his constituents as to the effect of the treaty of 1818. But here is 
the milk in the cocoanut: 

And whereas both treaty and protocol are but the initiatory steps towards the 
complete surrender of the markets of the United States, by which the fisheries 
of Canada will be developed and enlarged and those of the United States de- 
pleted and destroyed: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘That this association, composed of the masters of American fishing 
vessels, who know by contact and experience the full significance of Cana 
diplomacy, have neither used nor desired to use Canadian waters for practica 
fishing, but simply ask that our commercial rights therein shall be defined by 
our own Government, and when so defined, maintained. 











Why are they not defined by amendment of the pending treaty? But 
again it is resol ved— 

That the Ar eri un ocean fisheries are not dependent upon any favor or priv- 
ilegwe to be granted by C vas ida, but, on the contrary, the natural resources of our 
own country and the high seas afford everything necessary for the prosecution 
of our business. 

What becomes of the clamor for the privilege to American fishermen to 
enter Canadian ports to purchase bait and provisions and fishing out- 
fits to carry on the fishing business on the deep seas? No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the sole reason for the opposition to the pending treaty.is per- 
fectly transparent. It is found nowhere else in the treaty except in the 
fifteenth article. In this article,the fishermen of Maine and Massa- 
chusetts see free fish. 

If the fifteenth article were eliminated from the treaty, and still bet- 
ter, if it never had appeared in the treaty, there would have been no 
fatal opposition to its ratification. The Gloucester master fishermen 
sounded the key-note, and all of Maine and Massachusetts joined in the 
chorus. ‘‘ Both treaty and protocol are but the initiatory steps towards 
the complete surrender of the markets of the United States to Cana- 
dian fishermen ”’ is the signal gun. Well do I remember what I saw 
and heard in secret session when the pending treaty was under consid- 
eration, and as everything has been uncovered and we are at liberty to 
make it public, I state that Republican Senators, and conspicuously 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] announced their intention to 
offer amendments to the pending treaty, and it was generally under- 
stood that amendments were to be offered. 

I further state that it was on account of this announcement and un- 
derstanding that the proposition for open sessions was reconsidered and 
voted dow®, only three votes having been given for open sessions. And 
it was not until the Republican Senators took the treaty out of the 
Senate and in secret caucus determined that no amendments should be 
offered that the proposition for open sessions was revived and carried. 
In the face of these facts it is amazing to me to hear the Senator from 
Massachusetts affect so much indignation at the intimation that polit- 
ical considerations should enter into the negotiation of the pending 
treaty. I further state that the Senator from Ohio in secret session 
announced the substance of the amendment he intended to offer, and 
7 was to strike out the fifteenth article, thus removing the ground for 

the apprehension that free fish was in the treaty. 

Had it not been for the fifteenth article and the menace of free fish 
we never would have heard of this outery for commercial rights and 
reciprocity and this outburst of affected indignation against the sacri- 
fices and surrenders of the pending treaty. It is exactly the same 
clamor that is raised against the Mills bill, and for the.same reasons. 
There is not a manufacturer in the United States, capable of under- 
standing the measure, who has any real fear that the passage of the 
Mills bill would harm any American protected industry or deprive 


them of the full measure of protection afforded by a revenue tariff 


necessary to make up and go 10 per cent. over the difference in the 
cost of American and European labor. 

But the scurce of all the trouble is that while they know the Mills 
bill is harmless in itself and if anything an improvement of the present 
protective system, yet the apprehension remains that the Mills bill, 
like the pending treaty, is ‘‘ but the initiatory step towards the complete 
surrender of the markets of the United States.’’ All this sheet-iron 
thunder, all this ringing of gongs and fire-bells, and the outcry that 
the fires of free trade are approaching the palaces of protection will fail 
to rally the occupants of the cabins, shanties, and tenement houses to 


| 


JuLy 16, 


the rescue. We are now brought face to fac e with the treaty ‘of 1818 
and must take the responsibility of accepting or rejecting its plain 
meaning and obeying or disregarding its obligations. 

The first part of Article I of the treaty of 1818 provides that— 

The inhabitants of the United States shall have forever, in common with the 
subjects of His Britannie Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that 
part of the southern coast of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to 
the Romean Islands; onthe westernand northern coast of Newfoundland from 
the said Cape Ray tothe Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, 
and also on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks, from Mount Joly, on the 
southern coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence 
northwardly indefinitely along the — without prejudice to the rights of the 
Hudson Bay Company; and that the American fishermen shall also have lib- 






erty forever to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and 
cree eks of the southern part of the coasts of Newfoundland above described, and 
of the coast of Labrador (subject to the right of new settlers thercon to object to 


drying and curing, ete). 

That part of the treaty of 1818, quoted above, describes the waters 
in which American fishermen are to enjoy forever the right to catch 
fish, and also the places where they can dry and cure fish. 

It will be seen that in describing the waters and their boundaries by 
coasts and bays and harbors nothing is said about any 3-miles line or 
limitation on any coast, bay, or harbor in which the right to catch fish 
and dry and cure fish is granted or acknowledged. 

In the last part of Article I comes the memorable renunciation clause— 
that is, the clause in which the right of American fishermen to catch 
fish, and dry and cure fish, in certain waters is forever renounced, 
given up, and excluded, and the following is its language: 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore en- 
joyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof totake, dry, or cure fish on or within 
3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty’s dominionin America not included within the above-mentioned limits: 
Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such 
bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of 
purchasing wood, and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. 
But they shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent their 
taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or inany other manner whatever abusing 
the privileges hereby reserved to them. 

If the language of the above renunciation clause were used in a con- 
tract, what would the parties to it be understood as intending and 
meaning? And, if the parties who used the language could not agree 
as to its meaning, what would any court, judge, or chancellor decide, 
if required to do so by the parties tothe agreement? In the first place, 
it seems clear that the right to catch fish in the waters that are made 
common by the treaty of 1818 to Americans and Canadians is not re- 
stricted by any 3-mile limit from the shore of any bay or harbor or 
from the open seacoast of these British provinces. The 3-mile lim- 
itation was certainly in the mind of the parties to the treaty, as it was 
applied to the shores of bays and harbors from which the right of Ameri- 
ean fishermen to catch, dry, and cure fish was expressly renounced and 
excluded. And on every rule of construction the use of the 3-mile 
limit as to one place and not as to another confines the limitation to 
the place mentioned. 

Next, as to the delimitation of the bays and harbors in which the 
right to take, dry, and cure fish is given up forever by American fisher- 
men. In other words, what are the Canadian waters in which our 
fishermen can not fish, dry, or cure fish? 

The 3-mile line out into the open sea along the coasts, where the re- 
nounced bays and harbors are found, and as they are named on the 
map, does not seem to have been subject to dispute. But when the 3- 
mile line along the open seacoast came to the mouth of a bay or har- 
bor that is not over 6 miles wide, it had to run across the mouth of the 
bay or harbor 3 miles out into the open sea, leaving the bay or har- 
bor closed to American fisherman, for the reason that if the 3-mile 
line were to be run into the bay 3 miles from the first headland of the 
mouth, when the line came out of the bay into the ocean 3 miles from 
the other headland of the mouth it would come in contact with the 
first line at the entrance and leave no sea margin. So that it was 
plain that the 3 marine miles mentioned in the renunciation clause of 
the treaty of 1818 excluded American fishermen from all bays and har- 
bors in Canada, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland that are not over 6 
miles wide at their entrance from the ocean. 

Then came the bays and harbors that were over 6 marine miles wide 
at their mouth and not included in the waters made common to fisher- 
men by the first paragraph of the treaty of 1818. The British conten- 
tion has been that American fishing vessels had no right to take, dry, 
or cure fish in any bay or harbor, except those within the limits ex- 
pressly defined in said first paragraph; that the renunciation clause 
in the treaty covered all the waters ‘‘ not included. within the above- 
mentioned limits.’’ Against this British construction of the treaty ot 
1818 it has been claimed, and is now claimed, that bays over 6 miles 
wide at their mouth are not Canadian bays within the meaning of the 
treaty, and are, therefore, not bays from which American fishermen 
are excluded by the treaty. 

The diplomatic correspondence upon these conflicting claims as to 
bays over 6 miles wide at their mouth, founded on privileges enjoyed 
by us when we were colonial subjects of Great Britain, has evolved a 
large amount of curious and interesting opinion and argument. The 
most exhaustive, conclusive, and Juminous argument ever made on 
that subject I read on yesterday from the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GeorRGE].: I have no desire to enter this field, as it has been 
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United States are subject to the jurisdiction of our State and Federal 
governments, 

The contention of the majority report is that the language of the 
British order in council descriptive of the vessels having the right to 
enter ports in British possessions would include fishing as well as mer- 
chant vessels. There is nothing in the negotiation and nothing in the 
character of the subject or object of the negotiation resulting in the 
reciprocal arrangement of 1830 to show that fishery rights, fish, or fish- 
ing vessels of the United States were ever mentioned, considered, or 
thought of in that transaction. 

The treaty of 1418, relating alone to fish and fishery rights of Amer- 
ican fishing vessels and fishermen, was in full operation and was the 
only arrangement desired by the United States with Great Britain about 
fish and fishery rights of American vesselsin the ports of Canada, Nova 
Scotia, and Newfoundland. In the face of the fishery treaty of 1318, 
that had been in operation twelve years, is it not most remarkable that 
if the commercial or trading rights now claimed for American fishing 
vessels in Canadian bays, in addition to the rights renounced and re- 
served in the treaty of 1818. had been or were intended to be one of the 
subjects or objects of the arrangement of 1830, something would have 
been said or some allusion made to fishing vessels and their commer- 
cial rights fm Canadian bays in the act of 1830 and the proclamation of 
President Jackson? 

It is admitted in the majority report that Angerican fishing vessels 
had no tishery rights or commercial rights in Canadian ports except 
those reserved in the renunciation clause of the treaty of 1818, and if 
the reciprocal arrangement of 1830 were intended to embrace fishing 
vessels, and to superadd commercial rights to their treaty rights by a 
Congressional act, why was the act specific as to the scope of its opera- 
tion alone in the West Indiesandin the Bahama and Bermuda Islands, 
and entirely silent as to fishery rights or commercial rights of fishing 
or merchant vessels in the bays of Canada, Nova Scotia, and Newfound- 
Jand ? 

The proclamation of President Jackson was responsive to the act and 
also silent as the grave about commercial or any other rights of Amer- 
ican vessels in the ports of Canada, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland. 
But the sole foundation of the late pretense or afterthought that Amer- 
ican fishing vessels had been turned into merchant vessels and made 
double-headed in Canadian waters by the reciprocal arrangement of 
1830 is the following language in the British order in council: 

That the ships of and belonging to the United States of America may import 
from the United States aforesaid into the British possessions abroad goods the 
produce of those States, and may export goods from the British possessions 
abroad to be carried to any foreign country whatever. 

On the above language the majority report remarks: 


It is clear that under this act of Congress all British vessels, without regard 
to their occupation, whether fishing or other, coming from British North Amer- 
ica, were entitied to admission into our ports for all purposes of trade and com- 
merece, Canadian fishing vessels had the same rights as any other, for they fell 
within the general description stated in the statute. So, too, reciprocally, our 
fishing vessels fell within the general description of *‘ ships of and belonging to 
the United States.’ Before this time all American vessels were excluded from 
British North American ports; then, under this arrangement, all ships of the 
United States were to be admitted into British North American ports. The 
former almost universal exclusion was abolished without reserve. 


Mark the following language of the majority report in continuation 
of the above quotation: 
If any literal reading of this British order in council can be suggested as of a 


narrower construction, it would destroy the mutuality of the action of the two 
governments and be unworthy of a government. Surely no nation not ina 


‘ state of vassalage would consent that its citizens or subjects should for a mo- 


ment be treated in or by another nation in a less favorable way than it treated 
the citizens or subjects of the same class and occupation of such other nation. 

How can the majority of the Foreign Relations Committee use the 
above language in the face of the undisputed fact within their know]l- 
edge that the Government of the United States in defining what it 
claimed for vessels of and belonging to the United States in British 
ports expressly limited and confined its claim to the right of entering 
and trading in the British ports inthe West Indies and the Bahama and 
Bermuda Islands? Not one word is in the act of Congress, or in the 
proclamation of the President, indicating that the United States in- 
tended, expected, or desired that it should be a part of the mutuality 
or reciprocity arranged in 1830 between the two governments that 
American fishing vessels, whose rights had been the subject of treaty 
stipulationsin 1818, should havecommercial rights and privileges super- 
added thereto in Canadian waters. 

The United States have received everything which they demanded 
in the act of 1830, and more than they demanded,in British ports, 
and Great Britain has received no more for her vessels in American 
ports than what was voluntarily offered by the United States in the 
reciprocal arrangement in 1830. I am unable to understand how we 
can, under the influence of partisan considerations, so far disregard 
or pervert our treaty obligations as to assume or demand that when 
our fishing vessels enter the renounced bays in Canadian dominions 
with a permit to trade, they have the right to buy bait, provisions, 
seines, hooks and lines, and employ new crews to carry on their fish- 
ing business in the deep seas and on the great banks, and do every thing— 
except fish and cure and dry fish—that can be done by a merchant ves- 
sel. 
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We may appeal to the self-interest of American fishermen and stir 
the latent prejudices against British greed, but we cannot escape from 
our own conscientious convictions and the moral sense of the world as 
to the scope and meaning of the reciprocal arrangement in 1830. We 
made a treaty in 1854 and in 1871 in relation to fishery rights of Amer- 
ican and Canadian fishing vessels and fishermen, and never pretended 
that they had the rights and privileges now claimed for them under the 
reciprocal act of 1830. There is no dispute about commercial rights of 
American merchant vessels in any British port. The controversy is 
about the commercial rights of American fishing vessels under the act 
of 1830 when they enter Canadian bays Jess than 6 miles wide with 
trade permits. 

I have often asked the question, what is the real value of the com- 
mercial rights thus claimed for our fishing vessels in Canadian waters ? 
is the right to buy bait worth all this contention? The testimony of 
fishermen is that fishing with bait has been pretty much abandoned 
ior seine fishing in the deepseas. Is it to supply themselves with pro- 
visions or seines for use in carrying on their fishing on the great 
**banks,’’ or is it to ship new and cheaper crews? If all or any of 
these rights are useful or valuable or necessary as fishing rights, which 
the Gloucester fishermen deny, why were they not expressly reserved 
in the treaty of 1818 with the other specified rights to enter Canadian 
bays for ‘‘ shelter, repairs, wood, and water ?”’ 

itis a fact that when the treaty of 1818 was being framed the United 
States asked that the right to buy bait should be named in the treaty 
and it was refused. The treaty of 1818 specifies what rights are re- 
served to American fishing vessels in the renounced Canadian bays, 
and not being satisfied with the rights reserved to enter these bays for 
shelter, repairs, wood, and water, the treaty guards against any at- 
tempt to add to them by construction by using the following words 
of exclusion: ‘‘ And for no other purpose whatever.”’ 

Mr. President, having disposed of the contention of the opponents of 
the pending treaty, ‘‘ that the existing matters of difficulty are not sub- 


jects for treaty negotiation,’’ as they are already clearly adjusted by 


the treaty of 1818 and the reciprocal act of 1830, I will proceed to in- 
quire what the two Governments have concluded to offer each other in 
the exercise of their conceded jurisdiction over the subjects under con- 
sideration. What is the difference, if any, between whatis claimed as 
being already secured and what is proposed in the pending treaty by 
way of an adjustment of important differences ? 

1. The first point of dispute dealt with in the proposed treaty is the 
designation or marking the boundaries or outlines of— 
the waters, bays, creeks, and harbors of the coasts of Canada and of Newfound- 
Jand, as to which the United States, by Article I of the convention of October 20, 
1818, between the United States and Great Britain, renounced forever any liberty 
to take, dry, or cure fish. 

The new treaty proposes that this dispute shall be settied as fol- 
lows: 

The 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I shall be measured seaward from 
low-water mark; but that every bay, creek, of harbor not otherwise provided 
for in the treaty, such 3 marine miles shall be measured seaward from astraight 
line drawn across the bay, creek, or harbor in the part nearest the entrance at 
the first point where the width does not exceed 10 marine miles, 

This provision covers only the area of renounced fishing waters. It 
must be admitted that as this matter now stands the renounced bays, 
creeks and harbors are only 6 miles wide at their entrance, and the pro- 
posed treaty includes as renounced bays, creeks, and harbors under the 
treaty of 1818 all those that are not over 10 miles wide at their entrance. 
Why does the proposed treaty make this change trom 6 miles to 10 
miles in the width of the outlets of bays into the ocean? It is known 
that the 3-mile line from the seashore out into the ocean was drawn 
that distance to put the seashore out of the range of cannon-shot, and 
the distance was increased to 5 miles on account of the modern im- 
provements in the implementsof warfare. The majority report makes 
the surprisingly liberal concession or suggestion that this increased 
range of cannon-shot ‘‘ may make it politic for maritime nations to agree 
upon an enlargement of the boundaries of their territorial dominion 
seaward,’’ but protests against this surrender of 4 miles in the width 
of bays that are to be renounced, when the treaty of 1818 plainly makes 
the width of these bays only 6 instead of 10 miles across the entrance. 
Great Britain also protested against Secretary Bayard’s offer to make 
the bay mouth 10 miles. But the proposed delimitation of renounced 
bays, in any reasonable view that can be taken of its real effect, is, in 
my judgment, undeserving of serious resistance or consideration. 

2. The proposed treaty next disposes of the dispute as to some bays 
that are over, and some bays that are under 6 miles wide at their 
mouths. It must not be forgotten that, according to British contention 
as to the renunciation of fishery rights in the treaty of 1818, the 3-mile 
line was never to run intoany British bay, however wide at the mouth; 
but under the claim of the United States our fishing vessels were only 
excluded from the bays less than 6 miles wide. In my judgment, this 
difference between the friends and opponents of the pending treaty is 
practically immaterial under my view, herein presented, as to terri- 
torial waters and territorial jurisdiction. 

The fourth article of the pending treaty names eleven bays, some 
over and some under 6 miles wide at their mouth, in which the limits 
of exclusion in the enjoyment of fishery rights are expressly defined; 
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and taking these delimitations, including the 10 miles enlargement of | 
bay mouths, and the bays over 10 miles wide mentioned in the fourth 
article, and how is the account of profit and loss under the proposed 
settlement to be stated ? 

The total area of fishing waters in bays not more than 6 miles wide 
is about 6,600 square miles. The 3-mileline in b aysover 6 miles wide 
would exclude our fishermen from an additional area of about 3,489 
square miles, making the aggregate of 10,089 square miles in which 
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our fishermen had renounced the common right of fishing according to | 


British construction. In fact the total area of fishing waters given up 
under the proposed treaty is only 1,127 square miles. 

The 3,489 square miles of fishing waters in open bays over 6 miles 
wide at their mouth, and over which the United States are committed 
to the existence of British and Canadian jurisdiction, as fully as we claim 
it over our own bays and sounds, are made common fishing waters by 
the pending treaty. Great Britain yields more than two-thirds of her 
waters from which we have admitted her right to exclude us, and we 
yield only one-third of fishing waters we claim the common right to 
enjoy with Canadian fishermen. 

Mr. President, I am unable to understand how it can be claimed that 
there is any fishery right of American fishermen in Canadian waters 
that requires any more recognition, security, or protection than they 
are conceded to have and entitled to enjoy under the pending treaty. 
And as to the claim of commercial rights for our fishing vessels under 
the reciprocal act and proclamation and order in council in 1830, Iam 
constrained to deny that such claim has any just foundation in the re- 
ciprocal arrangement of 1830. If such commercial rights of fishing ves- 
sels are ever to be recognized it must be done hereafter on international 
comity, and it is on that basis alone, whatever commercial privileges 
our fishing vessels are permitted to enjoy in Canadian ports, in addition 
to those rights reserved to them in the renounced bays covered by the 
treaty of 1818, must rest if the pending treaty is rejected. 

If the rights and privileges claimed to be valuable to our fishing ves- 
sels in Canadian bays depend on international comity, then it follows 
that they can not be enjoyed or enforced except by-the consent of the 
British Government. Whatever governments concede to each other 
on international comity is a matter absolutely and solely within their 
discretion, which they are free to exercise in their own way, and to 
shoulder the responsibility and the consequences. The President and 
Her Majesty have agreed upon a treaty whichisclaimed by them to bea 
fair adjustment of the mattersin dispute about fishery rights and privi- 
leges of American and Canadian fishermen and their vessels, and the 
treaty is now before the Senate for consideration. 

The first question is, will two-thirds of the Senate accept the treaty 
asitis? If no, then the next question is, will a majority amend the 
treaty by striking out any part of it that two-thirds will not approve, 
and inserting something that a majority supports, and in this way assist 
and advise and consult with the President, so as to get a better settle- 
ment if practicable. If the majority of the Senate refuse to make any 
effort to amend and improve the treaty, it is unquestionably the deter- 
mination of the majority to compel the President to inaugurate non- 
intercourse along the whole lake and Atlantic shores and to maintain 
that non-intercourse with the people of Canada, Nova Scotia, and New- 
foundland until the demands of Republican Senators are yielded to the 
fishermen of Maine and Massachusetts by Her Majesty’s Government. 

The Republican majority of this Senate seem to have become dis- 
tracted in their desperate search for some issue with the President, and 
are so crazed by disappoihtment in the wild hunt for office and power 
to be exercised, as heretofore, to perpetuate over-taxation, to satiate 
the greed of monopoly, that they seem lost to all sense of propriety 
and constitutional obligation in passing upon the pending treaty, and 
taking their part, known to be greater than the President’s,in treaty- 

making. The President has discharged his duty with due care for the 
rights of our fishermen and free from any partisan ends or considera- 
tions, and it is for the people to decide whether the President or the 
Senate is most to blame for keeping up this disturbing contention that 
is so full of rninous consequences. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the people of the West and South 
need not believe thatthe people of New England wish unnecessarily to 
prolong controversy between the United States and Canada concerning 
the rights and privileges of American fishing vessels, or are unwilling 
that a fair adjustment should be effected through appropriate methods. 
On the contrary they earnestly desire the speediest possible settlement 
that will reasonably protect the interest involved and maintain national 
dignity and honor in intercourse with Great Britain. The protection 
ofthatinterest is required only by asection; the maintenance of national 
dignity and honor is demanded by the whole people. 

A fair summary of the changes to be effected by the proposed treaty 
of February 15, 1888, is as follows: 

1. After the rights of American fishermen, which were amply secured 
by the treaty of 1783, had been reduced by the treaty of 1818, they yet 
had the right to take fish in all the waters of Canada outside of 3 
miles from the indented shore line of the various coasts, bays, creeks, 
and harbors; and to enter such bays or harbors for shelter, repairs, 
wood, or water. By the pending treaty, under adelimitation process, 
they are to be totally excluded from taking fish in certain specified 
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bays which they have been wont to freque nt, and across the mouth of 
every bay not more than 10 miles wide a straight line is to be di: 
and from that the 3-mile line of exclusion is to be measured seaw 
(Articles III and IV.) 

Under this delimitation process substantially everything is given up 
by the UnitedStates: nothing valuable is received. No reasonable ex- 
cuse given for the enlargement of the exclusion from 6 miles % 
bays to 10 miles, except that Canada has in the past argued that she had 
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the right todraw a line of exclusion across the headlands of bays. But 
it clearly appears that the headland theory has always been a technical 
and unsubstantial pretense; has never been seriously asserted; has al- 
ways beenscouted by the United States, and was decided against by an 
umpire in the only cases in which it was ever formally promulgated. 
It is sufficient to quote what Sir Charles Tupper said of this claim 


April 10, 1888, in the Canadian Parliament. He termed it a right 
‘technically claimed but practically abandoned for forty years.” 

In making such a headland pretense a reason for retiring our : her- 
men from 10-mile bays when they have always entered 6-mile bays, 
the Administration proceeds upon the principle which it has been s aid 
in New Hampshire has usually governed the decisions of one of our 
most distinguished citizens, George W. Nesmith, of Franklin, 
friend of Daniel Webster, a magistrate for sixty-five years, now 
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living 


in his eighty-eighth year, haleand hearty. Although alawyer, he has 
not been litigious but always a peace-maker, and has been a referee in 


more controversies than any other citizen. It is said that a visitor to 
our State, riding through Franklin, expressed to the stage-driver great 
admiration for a beautiful farm and said he would much like to own it. 
The driver said, ‘‘I do not know how you can get the whole of it, but 
I can tell you how you can certainly get halfofit. Stop here and bring 
a lawsuit against the owner for the whole, have the case referred t 
Judge Nesmith and he will award you one-half.’’ The Secretary 
State, on a recent visit to Dartmouth College, made the acquaintance 
of Judge Nesmith,and doubtless learned from him his principle of de- 
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cision. But he has enlarged it in the delimitations in this treaty, for, 
instead of giving Canada half that she claimed without any right, he 


has given her nearly the whole. 

2. The treaty provides, in Article X, that American fishing vessels 
entering Canadian bays or harbors for repxirs, shelter, wood, or water 
shall beexempt from pilotage and harbo and need not formally 
report at the custom-houses, except twenty-four hours after entering 
established ports. 

The exemptions thus grudgingly granted to distressed vessels are 

slight favors, and could not be refused to any vessels according to the 
law of nations without resort to any treaty, as is clearly shown in Mr 
Bayard’s letter to Mr. Phelps of November 6, 1886. 
If the treaty is confirmed, by Article XI American fishermen are 
to receive certain hospitable treatment which none but barbarous na 
tions refuse to vessels on theircoasts. If driven in by stress of weather 
and compelled to repair, they may, if it be necessary to the repairs, un- 
load, reload, transship, or sell their fish; and may replenish outfits, 
provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in case 
sickness or death may be allowed all needful facilities, including the 
shipping of crews, and in all cases may have provisions and supplies 
for homeward vovages. 

The privileges given by this article to fishing vessels only when they 
are in distress are properly termed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY] ‘‘ rights of hospitality.’’ The London Times of February 23, 
1888, says the treaty resolves itself ‘‘chiefly into a liberal extension of 
what may be called the humane provisos of the convention”’ of 1818, 
the American renunciation in which ‘‘ was subject to certain exceptions 
dictated by humanity.”’ 

While we can afford to accept such exemption from barbarous treat- 
ment if freely granted by the Canadians without price, we can not al- 
ford to purchase it by the humiliations imposed upon us by this treaty 

There shall be a ‘‘conspicuous exhibition by every United States 
fishing vessel of its official number on each bow.’’ (Article XIII. 

This is a petty humiliation, will be irritating to all Americans 
is of slight importance to the Canadian authorities. 

Canadian penalties for unlawful fishing by American fishing ves- 
sels within forbidden waters may extend to the forfeiture of vessels 
and supplies and cargoes; while for other offenses against Canadian law 
penalties may be imposed not to exceed $3 for every ton of the ves- 


dues, 


° 
oo. 


and 





sel. Trials are to be summary and inexpensive at the place of deten- 
tion unless a change is made for the convenience of the defendant. 
Reasonable bail is to be taken, and there is to be no appeal, except for 
the defense; and judgments are, before execution, to be reviewed by 
the superior Canadian authorities. (Article XI\ 

These stipulations against oppre asive » methods of criminal prosecu- 


tion of our fishermen and their vessels are either too many or too few. 
It ought not to be necessary for us to a tempt by treaty to secure for 
Americans actually offending against just laws exemption from the 
methods of trial prescribed by those }: I if we really propose 


iws:; while 


to protect by treaty our citizens and their prop:rty agains t the harsh 
and oppressive Canadian statutes, e acted to harass us into epening 
our markets to Canadian producers, it will be necessary to go much 


further than does this Article XIV. 
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It expresses and recognizes the right of Canadian courts to forfeit our 
ships, cargoes, and supplies without adequately defining the offenses of 
‘unlawfully fishing’? and “ preparing to unlawfally fish,’’ or properly 
limiting the penalties which may be imposed. Canada is left free to 
declare any act unlawful not expressly allowed by the treaty. In ad- 
dition to forfeitures she may fine and imprison the officers and crew. 
They can not appeal to London, tothe Privy Council, nor to the Queen. 
The proceedings are to be summary, and the President can not inter- 
fere by diplomatic representation, The treaty fails to stipulate that 
intention or guilty knowledge must exist to constitute the offense, and 
the fisherman may be punished if he is the tenth of a mile or one foot, 
and that unwillingly, out of his intended course. Our own revenue 
and fishing laws carefally provide for remissions of penalties when there 
is no intention to do wrong and no guilty knowledge. 

This treaty, if it entered this field of stipulation at all, should have 
expressly provided that the governor-general should have power to re- 
mit all penalties and. to pardon all offenders, if satisfied that the of- 
fenses were committed without guilty knowledge on the part of those 
found fishing in forbidden waters, There is no provision that. those 
seizing a vessel shall be punished by damages if it shall appear that 
there was no probable cause for the seizure. There is not even astipu- 
lation that the aceused Americans shall be tried only inacourtof record. 
The article, while ingeniously framed to appear to grant exemption to 
our iishermen, expressly delivers them and their property into the hands 
of a cruel code and an unrelenting enemy. No New Englander will 
be willing to impose this crime-creating article upon the New England 
fishermen. 

JU. Whenever the United States shall remove its duties.on fish-oil, 
whale-oil, seal-oil, and all fish (except those preserved in oil) coming 
from Canada, then United States fishing vessels.shall have licenses to en- 
ter Canadian ports in order to purchase provisions, bait, and other sup- 
plies and outfits, to trausship their catch by any means, and to ship 
crews; and they may obtain bait by barter, but not supplies in. that 
mode. (Article XV.) 

The restricted commercial privileges. thus.to be paid for by free fish 
and fish-oils our vessels are now fairly entitled to, in return for simi- 
lar privileges freely enjoyed by Canadian vessels in American ports; 
and our fishermen are specially secured their right to.transship. their 
catch by the nineteenth article of the treaty of Washington, 

This then is the arrangement, our confirmation of which is. asked: 
The President dangerously enlarges the area of the waters from which 
our fishing vessels are to be excluded, or in which they are to be en- 
trapped; in return, he obtains an agreement from and that such 
vessels while entering Canadian bays. or harbors. for repairs, shelter, 
wood, or water shall not be forced to make formal entry at custom- 
houses if it is impracticable to do so; that when they are shipwrecked 
or in perils of ocean, they shall not be brutally treated; that when 
they ave seized for alleged offenses justice shall not be oppressively 
perverted to forfeit them, and the President also.obtains a promise for 
such vessels of limited commercial rights in Canadian ports, to be per- 
formed only when Congress will so alter our tariff laws, as to. admit 
Canadian fish and fish-oils free of duty.. Is such a treaty beneficial 
aud satisfactory to the fishing interests, and if not ought it to be forced 
upon them’? This is perhaps a comparatively small question. Is 
such a treaty with all its cirenmstances one befitting our character as 
a free and independent nation? This-is possibly a large question. 

‘That the treaty is not beneficial to the fishermen does not need lengthy 
demonstration. It surrenders access to waters which are valuable to 
them; it belittles and humiliates and endangers them; it gives them 
barely exemption from barbarous treatment and only promises them 
important and reasonable commercial facilities on condition that their 
home market for fish shall be opened to the competition of their Cana- 
dian rivals. ‘The voices ef the fishermen are unanimously against this 
one-sided bargain. They believe they are entitled to full commercial 
rights, and they wish the Government to.take a firm stand in demand- 
ing them. 

‘They do not wish to put great white figures on their bows, to pay in 
any way for licenses to buy bait and supplies, or to carry on their busi- 
ness under a ban with fewer rights than other commercial ships after 
having been in the early days. of the Republic specially favored of all. 
vessels on the sea. But the fishermen. long for peace, and it.may be 
that if they realize that they are to be-neglected or sacriliced by their 
Government and to receive only the rights-of an inferior class, their 
courage will at last fail them, and they will give up their unequal 
strnggle against Canada, Great Britain, and their own Government. 
Such is evidently the hope of the administration which has sacrificed. 
thcir interests, 

The treaty is dishonoring to the nation im many points: 

1, Itisanational dishonor, because ithas been negotiated after aseries 
of wrong!ul seizures and other outrages perpetrated upom American 
fishing vessels for the very purpose of forcing upen usa disadvantageous 
bargain, and yet it does not include any acknowledgment of the wrongs 
done or provide reparation therefor. The long catalogue of unjustifi- 

able assaults upon American rights has been often. proclaimed to the 
world. The oppressions seem to have been purposely intended to be 
offensive to American honor. The flag of the Union has been hanled 
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down on the deck of an American vessel by a British captain for the 
apparent purpose of degradation and insult. 

The intent of Canada’s whole course has been apparent from the be- 
ginning, to harass us into a new treaty of some sort. Therefere, no 
treaty should have been made as long as the outrages were continued, 
and the very: first article of a treaty should have provided apology and 
ample reparation for the wrongs done. And yet no allusion to these 
oecurrences is made in the treaty or in the President’s accompanying 
letter; and the claims for damages for seizures. and wrongs which were 
once valiantly presented are now at last left unadjusted and unnoticed. 
No independent nation should stoop.to make a treaty under such cir- 
cumstances and with such an omission. 

2. The treaty is a national dishonor, because by it we are forced by 


Canada towards alterations in our customs duties desired by her, She 
wishes reciprocity treaties opening our markets to her products. We 


have declined so to open them. She begins.to harass. us- on subjects 
not connected with customs duties, and we yield. and negotiate a treaty 
looking to changes-in those duties. ‘This is degradation, A: reciproc- 
ity treaty may be honorably made, each side giving what are natural 
and. customary: equivalents. Bat a treaty by which we change our 
customs duties.and Canada gives no: natural equivalent which we can 
honorably aceept.as such is not friendly reciprocity, but on our part a 
pusillanimous surrender. 

We claim full commercial rights for our vessels.in Canadian ports 
without regard to customs. duties imposed by either country. She 
offers to give to those ships limited commercial rights.on condition 
that we will remove our duties on fish, and we are asked tomake that 
bargain. We-can not afford to doit. The equivalent for commercial 
rights for our vessels.in British ports is the similar rights now aceerded 
their vessels in our ports, Thus let both stand or fail. Commercial 
rights for our ships, which we. persistently claim and to which we be- 
lieve we are entitled in return for like privileges given British ships, 
we can not safely purchase by alterations in our tariff. If we do, what 
shall we ask of Great Britain asan equivalent for the commercial rights 
of her. vessels? It can not be too much emphasized that the whole 
controversy with Canada proeeeds from her determination.to reach our 
markets-at reduced rates of duty or with duties removed. It is na- 
tional injury, dishonor, and degradation to allow Canada, backed by 
Great. Britain, to compel us in such ways as are proposed to alter our 
customs duties, 

3. The treaty is a national dishonor because it isa part of a nego- 
tiation conducted by the representatives of England, not alone with 
the United States Government, but, avowedly, with one political party 
in this country. 

When in 1885 Minister West firstenticed Mr. Bayard into an unlaw- 
ful agreement.to extend the fishing articles of the treaty of Washington 
for six. months. and to ask Congress. to submit the fishery qnestion. to 
another joint commission, and public ontery against this arrangement 
was made in behalf of the fishermen, Mr. West declared that of course 
& majority of the Republican Senate would assail any arrangement 
made. by, the Cleveland administration, Mr, Chamberlain has also 
been: free in thinly veiled assaultsupon the Republican party, and Mr. 
Bayard. has-followed. in. his wake, while Sir Charles. Tupper discloses 
the whole purpose of the. treaty negotiation to make an alliance with 
the Demoeratic party and through the agency of that party to secure 
the reduction. or removal of customs. duties and free trade for Canadian 
producers in ourmarkets, 

In his speech of April 10, 1888, Sir Charles Tupper firstfindsan iden- 
tity of policy. between Canada and the Democratic party of this coun- 
try. He says: 

Mr. Bayard states now and has stated throughout his great desire to have 
the freest commercial intercourse between us consistent with the position and 
interest of the two countries. Hesays if we want to see the policy of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States you have it inthe President's message to Con- 
gress; there is our policy. * * * I say, sir, after studying the policy of the 
United States, of the Democratic party * * * after reading the President's 
‘message, after reading the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, after read- 
ing the speech of Mr. CARLISLE, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


on taking the chair, I have come to the conclusion that their policy is just as 
close to the policy of the government of Canada as any two things can be. 


Next, Sir Charles proceeds to utter libels upon the Republican party, 


saying: 

L need nottell the House that one of the advantages we enjoy under British 
institutions is that we are saved from the extreme and violent antagonisms of 

rty that ne fourth year the Presidential election brings about in the 
Gnited States. Now, any man who knows anything of tho polities-of the United 
States. knows. that however good a measure is, however valuable, however 
much itcommends itself to the Jedement of every intelligent statesman in that 
country, it is a matter almost.of honor on the part of the party in opposition to 
prevent the government of the day from doing anything that would give them 
any eredit or strengthen their hands in the country; thaton the eve of a Presi- 
dential election. it is next to imp ble to induce a Republican majority in the 
Senate to sanction anythin a Democratic administration has carried 
through, however valuable may 


In another breath, oe vem Sir Charles appeals. to. the Republican 
party after eign yo 


Letthe engee es reject this treaty. TI trust they 
Ihave —— dent statesmanship enough 


eatin 
will not indepen 
in the (Republican : 4 
depeatie’ the party of te Vi Senate, to allow that dandtinenbot patriotism 
to they might he ope to obtain by preventing the 
esac aiehaieiedien question. 
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Apparently despairing, however, of the success of his appeal, he | 


scolds a little and predicts the triumph of the Democratic party in the 
next election, thus: 

Let a fisherman complain to-morrow of our interpretation of the treaty, of 
the enforeement of our most extreme construction of the treaty, the answer to 
him is this: Nebody isto blame for the inconvenience you suffer except the 
Senate of the United States. Your President, the Executive of your country, 
the Democratic party from end to end of the United States, declared it was a 
fair settlement. ‘They represent an undoubted majority, in my judgment, of 
the people of the United States to-day, and I believe they will represent it to- 
morrow. 


Having continued his Democratic allies in power, he tells how the | 


Democratic party will slowly and securely give free trade with Canada. 
This is the way: 

As Ihave said, Mr. Bayard to!d us, the American plenipotentiaries told us, 
that there was but one way of obtaining what weavished. You want greater 
freedom of commercial intereourse. You want relaxation in our tariff arrange- 
ments with respect to natural products in which you are so rich and abundant 
There is but one way to obtain it. Let us by common concession be able to 
meet on common ground and remove this irritating cause of difficulty between 


| ate and in defiance of the Constitution, Messrs. 


the two countries out of the way, and you will find that the policy of this Gov- | 


ernment; the policy of the President and of the House of Representatives, the 


policy of the great Democratic party of the United States, will at once take an 


onward march in the direction you propose and accomplish steadily that which | 


you would desire in the only way by which it can ever be attained. Those 
were not empty words; they were the sober utterances of distinguished states- 
men who pointed to the avowed policy of the Government of the United States 
as the best evidence of the sineerty of what they said. 

What has happened already? Already we have action by the financial cx- 
ponent of the Administration of the United States—I mean Mr. Mi_is—the gen- 
tleman who in the United States Congress represents the Government of the 
day, and stands in the position most analogous in the United States to the 
finance minister in this House, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, who propounds the policy of the Administration in the House. Howis 
heselected? ‘The Democratic party sustaining the Government selectsa man 
as Speaker of the House of Representatives who is in aecord with the policy of 
the Administration, and Mr: Car.is.e, the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives,nominates the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and al! 
the members of the committee, and therefore the chairman of that committee 
occupies the position of representing the Government in bringing forward such 
bills ag will represent the views and sentiments of the Democratic party of the 
United States supporting the Administration, What have we seen? The ink 
is barely dry upon this treaty before he, asthe representative of the Government, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means brings forward a 
measure to do what? 
United States,.and upon which last year $1,800,000 of duty was paid. 


Having thus: shown that the Democratic party and Mr. CARLISLE 
aud Mr. MILus propose to give Canada this $1,800,000 for this treaty 
he shows that this was his great object in the negotiation. He says: 

We have pledged ourselves to the people to do everything that lay in our 
power to obtain a free mavket for the natural products of our country with the 
United States. 

And, lastly, he saysthe Republican party is weak and that free trade 
is not far off. Mark the: force of his words, friends of the Mills bill: 


I say that wider th‘s bill which has been introduced, and which I believe will 
pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate, where the Republican ma- 
jority is only lin the whole House, to pass this bill, it requires a majority of 
lonly, and J am»very sanguine that this bill will pass during the present ses- 
sion. Moditied it may be but I am inclined to think that the amendments wil! 
be still more im the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. If this is 
the case [ think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free admission 
of our lJamber, upon which was paid during the last year no less than $1,515,150. 
On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid * * $96,915. On salt, 
$21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. 

I am sorry to find,as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill 
that came to me,that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables. | am 
sorry there is a doubt as to whether the term ‘vegetables not specially enu- 
merated "’ will not exelude potatoes. In grappling with this policy of making 
the natural products.of the two countries. free, you do not expect any person 
who wants to carry a bill to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is 
able to carry, lest. he may break down and donothing. You expect him to take 
it in detail, and,as I believe, you will find the policy contained in this bill of 
making those natural products of Canada free carried out until you have per- 
fect freedom of intercourse between the natural products of Canada and the 
United States of America. Of wool we sent last year 1,319,309 pounds of one 
kind,and a variety of other kinds, upon which a duty was paid to the extent of 
$183,852,. Now, as I say, on articles of prime importance and interest to Can- 
ada the removal of duty by the Mills bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193. 


No further evidence can be neededto prove the truth of the assertion 
that the agents of Great Britain haveopened negotiations with the Dem- 
ocratie party to obtain for Canadians-alterations in our customs laws 
and free access to our markets; and to give these is the whole purpose 
and object of this British-Democratic alliance. 
procedure; disereditable to ali parties, British and American, engaged 
in it. 
foreign governments openly engage im negotiations and alliances wit! 
one political party, Citizen,;Genet attempted, not am appeal to one 
party, but what he called an appeal to the people, and Washington sent 
him back to France, 

Mr. Van Buren, when Secretary of State, had in letters to Mr. Mc- 
Lane, minister to England, claimed credit with that power because 
the administration of Jaekson entertained more friendly sentiments 
towards English colonial pretensions than the previous administration 


rat 
rea 


Neyer before in the history of this country did emissaries of 


Equally disgraced in this unprecedented business are Sir Charles 
Tupper, Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, and Mr. Secretary Bayard. 1 
American Senate ought to find a way to tell them that whileour party 
strifes are bitter enough they shall not, without rebuke, be made the 
open basis of diplomatic negotiations. 

1. Thetreaty is a national dishonor, because two of the so-called plen- 
ipotentiaries, being appointed by the President without the consent of 
the Senate, were not constitutionally selected. 

By section 2, of Article Il of the Constitution, the Presid 
power by and with the advice and consent of the 
ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls. it that con- 
sent (except temporarily in case of vacancies in offices previo 
lished by law) he has no power to appoint officers of the United 
to negotiate with foreign nations. 


e 


ent is given 


Senate to appoint 


isly estabe- 
states 
but without the consent of the Sen- 
Angell and Putnam, two 
private citizens, were appointed plenipotentiaries to negotiate a { 
ies treaty with Great Britain; and for months in Washington, directly 
in sight of Congress, they pursued their negotiations; and the wrong 


SiCi- 


was the greater because the Senate had by a vote of 35 to 10 declared 
that no commission ought to be constitated for the negotiation of any 

| treaty. 
It can not be soundly contended that the power of the President in 


| tiation. 


Why, to make free articles that Canada sends into the | 


| treaties, using the Secretary of State and the regularly appointed 


It isa most shametul | 


of Adams; and Jater; when Mr: Van Buren was himself nominate: for | 


minister'to England he was. rejected by the Senate, because, as Mr. 
Webster said, his expressions were derogatory to the national character, 
showing a disposition inthe writer to persuade Lord Aberdeen that the 
English Government had ‘an interest in maintaining in the United 
States the ascendency of the political party to which Mr. Van Buren 
belonged, thus-eatablishing abroad‘a distinction between his country 
and ‘his party. 


the first instance to negotiate treaties with foreign powers, to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate, gives him the right without the consent o : 


Senate to appoint ambassadors or plenipotentiari: 
The public oijiicers to whom he is in any limited 
those who have been or who specially may be appointed by the | 
dent and the Senate for sucha duty. The President is not even ex- 
pressly given the power to make preliminary negotiations without the 


3 for any such nego- 
case | 


‘TCSI- 





consent of the Senate. The language of the Constitution (Article H, 
section 2) is as follows: 

He shail have power, by and with the advice and ‘consent of the 5 e, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senate present coneur; and il 
nominate, and, by and with the advice and ent of the nate d 
point embassadors, other public ministers, and consuls Oe h shail 


be established by law. 
Nothing could be more guarded and restrained than the 
power to make treaties and to appoint ministers for that purpose. 
view of the Constitution, how can it fairly 
dent had any right to commission as foreign ministers and plenipoten- 
tiaries: Messrs. Angell and. Putnam? It plainly seems to be a gross 
violation of the Constitution, wilfully, recklessly, and deliantly per- 
petrated; and the Senate might well have refused on this ground even 
to consider the terms of a treaty thus first introduced into its presence. 

The weakuess of the position of the minority of the committee on this 
point is strikingly shown by the elaborate yet feeble attempt + ! 
they make in their report to justify to the Senate and the country the 
wrong which has been done. 

No one has ever disputed the privilege of 


> President's 





be contended that the Presi- 


the President to negotiate 


and 


confirmed foreign ‘ministers for that purpose. Why, then, do the mi- 
nority particularize and’ parade about 453 cases of that character? 


Simply to obseure the flagrant nature of the case now under review 
and censure, and to break the force of the one great and overs 


ing precedent against it, to beshortly stated. In addition to these 433 


elme 
sith 


cases the report gives a list of three persons appointed by the Seeretary 
of State and a list of thirty-two appointed by the President, and spe- 
cially confirmed by the Senate to negotiate treaties. Put of the three 
appointed by the Secretary of State, two, Hughes and hates, e al- 
ready diplomatic officers, and the thirty-two are of course all prece- 
dents against the minority and not in their favor 

There is to be extracted from the list of 473 only the followi 
which are of any value to the minority, being t ep 
izens were employed iu negotiations without the prior conser 1 
Senate: 

1. G. Morris, private agent, October 13, 1729, to ascertain 1 
tentions of Great Britain as to the treaty of 1753, and 

| of commerce. 

2. John James Appleton, May 12, 1825, to arrat for f tl 
ment of claims of citizeus of the United = cainst t 1 Of 
Naples. 

3. Charles Rhind, September 12, 1829, to conclude a treaty l 
ship and commerce with Turkey. 

4. Edmund Roberts, January 26, 1832, to conclnde treat ot 
gation and commerce with Cochin China, Siam, and 

5. A. Dudley. Mann, March 28, 1846, to conelt with over 
Hungary, Switzerland, etc., treaties of comm i 

6.. Benjamin E. Greene, June 13, 1819, to conclude treaties of com- 
merce with Hayti and the Dominican Republic 

7; Isaac_E.. Morse, December 5, 1856, to conclude a treaty with New 
Granada with reference to transit across the Isthmus of Panama 

|  Whata pitiful list among the whole 473 which areset out th su 

| elaboration in the minority report! It is sufficient to say in on 
to these 7, in the face of the overwhelming precedents the of hy - 
the 466 cases where treaties have been negotiated by offic: had 
beenconfirmed by the Senate as required by the Constitution —that they 


are few in number, that the negotiations were insignilicant, that the 








6356 


precedents were never acquiesced in, and that they constitute no real 
authority for or justification of the marked violation of the Constitu- 
tion committed by the President in appointing Messrs. Angell and 
Putnam without the consent of the Senate. 

I have stated that the object of the minority in cumbering their 
report with upward of 438 cases which have no bearing upon the point 
in controversy is simply to break the force of the one great and over- 
whelming precedent against them, It is impossible to resist this con- 
clusion or a worse opinion upon the recorded facts. 

On page 130 the minority give the case of the Joint High Commis- 
sion which negotiated the Alabama Claims treaty, and they show 
Messrs. Ebenezer R. Hoar and George H. Williams as appointed while 
private citizens two of the five plenipotentiaries by the President alone; 
and the minority include the five in their number (on page 105) of 438 
persons appointed by the President alone. 

The minority, therefore, certainly thus appear to have found a per- 
tinent precedent, especially as the High Joint Commission held its ses- 
sions, like the Bayard-Chamberlain commission, and with similar fes- 
tivities, in the city of Washington. The only objection that can be 
made against this precedent is that the facts are directly the opposite of 
those stated in the minority report. Commissioners Hoar and Williams, 
as well as Secretary Fish, Minister Schenck,and Mr. Justice Nelson, were 
nominated to the Senate and were confirmed on the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1871, before they acted. 

It has doubtless been a deep humiliation for the learned and eloquent 
Senator who heads the minority report to conclude to advocate at the 
dictation of an imperious Secretary of State the adoption of a treaty 
which surrenders the claims of the New England fishermen which that 
Senator once so courageously espoused, and which has been negotiated 
against his declaration that no negotiation ought to be instituted; but 
it would seem as if he might have taken on the galling yoke and have 
misapplied his great powers of statement and argument against claims 
which he has so earnestly urged without placing his signature and 
securing those of his Democratic associates to a State paper in which 
the only pertinent assertion on an important point of an elaborate ar- 
gument is a gross and inexcusable error. 

It may be asked, of what real importance is this question; how can 
any real harm have been done by the appointment and action of Messrs. 
Angell and Putnam, when it is probable that the same treaty would 





. have been negotiated by the Secretary of State and the President? 


The answer is, that the Senate had the right to have the treaty nego- 
tiated and presented for its consideration constitutionally, and especially 
to have the country protected, in case of its rejection, from the evil con- 
sequences of admissions made by persons claiming wrongfully to be 
its agents and plenipotentiaries. Of these consequences let Sir Charles 
‘Tupper speak: 

What, I repeat, is our position to-day? If that treaty were rejected by the 
Senqte to-morrow, we have gained this vantage ground, that we stand in the 

vosition of having it declared by the Secretary of State of the United States and 
te the President of the United States that Canada has been ready to make and 
that Her Majesty’s Government on behalf of Canada, through her plenipoten- 
tiaries, have made an arrangement with the plenipotentiaries of the United 
States that is fair, just,and equitable, and that leaves that country no possible 
cause of complaint. 

The consequences, whatever they may be in future controversies, of 
the admissions made by the President and Secretary of State are inev- 
itable; but against the admissions of the other miscalled plenipotentia- 
ries, who were in fact only impertinent private citizens, the country 
had the right to be protected. The assumed character and office of 
those persons ought to be emphatically repudiated by the Senate. 

5. ‘The treaty is a national dishonor, because the American negotiators 
secure only the bare rights of hospitality for our fishing vessels in Brit- 
ish ports and do not obtain for such vessels free entry and full commer- 
cial rights in those ports, such as are now and have been freely granted 
to the fishing vessels and other vessels of Canada and Great Britain in 
American ports. 

This is the main contention. The United States can not with dig- 
nity and honor as a nation adopt a treaty under which any American 
vessels are to have fewer rights in British ports than similar British 
vessels are to have in ports of the United States, while with mutual 
and equal commercial rights conceded to vessels of both nations all the 
other contentions might be fairly adjusted. 

As long, however, as the British attitude is this: ‘‘ You now give us 
full commercial rights for our ships in your ports; in return we will 
give you the ordinary rights of hospitality for your ships in our ports: 
and we will give you some additional commercial rights when you will 
repeal your duties on fish’’—so long the United States should refuse to 
come to an agreement. We could not assent to such a bargain with- 
out acknowledging our inferiority as a nation to Great Britain—yes, 
even to Canada; we should dishonor, disgrace, and degrade ourselves 
by treating on such terms of inequality. ca 

It is of no avail to point to the treaty of 1818 and attempt to justify 
a narrow construction of that instrument. Eighteen hundred and eight- 
een is not 1888. Our fishermen are entitled to all the benefits which 
the treaty of 1818 secures, plus all those rights and privileges which 
modern rules jcommercial intercourse will add tothem. The favored 
fishing vessel of 1818 (a time when no other American vessel could enter 
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a Canadian port at all) is not to become the proscribed fishing vessel of 
1888, when all other vessels of the United States have and exercise the 
free and full right to enter and buy and sell in all Canadian ports. 

In 1818 our fishing vessels were entitled to enter Canadian ports for 
repairs, shelter, food, and water, but no other American vessels could 
| enter Canadian ports for any purpose. Under thecommercial conven- 

tion which had been made July 3, 1815, American ships had been ad- 
| mitted to all British ports in Europe, but not tothose in America. The 
article was as follows: 

ARTICLE I. There shall be between the territories of the United States of 
America and all the territories of His Britannic Majesty in Europe a reciprocal 

| liberty of commerce, The inhabitants of the two countries, respectively, shall 

| have liberty freely and securely to come with their ships and cargoes to all such 
places, ports, and rivers in the territories aforesaid to which other foreigners are 
permitted to come, to enter into the same, and to remain and reside in any parts 
of the said territories, respectively ; also to hire and occupy houses and ware- 
houses for the purposes of their commerce; and generally the merchants and 
traders of each nation, respectively, shall enjoy the most complete protection 
and security for their commerce, but subject always to the laws and statutes of 
the two countries, respectively. 

But in progress of time there came the arrangements of 1830, under 
which free liberty of commerce in ships grew up between the United 
States and Canadian ports; and there came also the treaties concerning 
these fisheries, the reciprocity treaty of 1854 and in 1871 the treaty of 
Washington; and as a result of all this enlargement of the rules of in- 
tercourse the fishing vessels of the United States came to have and en- 
joy the rights of ordinary commercial vessels in Canadian ports, while 
certain it is that Canadian fishing vessels came to have and enjoy full 
commercial rights in United States ports. The contentions during all 
these years, whether years of strict or liberal relations, were rarely 
about entries into ports or rights and privileges while there, but were 
mainly about fishing or preparing to fish in forbidden waters. 

And now that the treaty of 1871 is abrogated, after we have been 
unfairly compelled to pay $5,500,000 for benefits falsely assumed to 
have been derived from it, and have refused to pay the price any longer, 
are we to be driven back strictly upon the treaty of 1818 or are our fish- 
ing vessels to be entitled to full commercial privileges without being 
compelled to buy them by alterations in ourcustomslaws? I believe 
that we are fairly entitled to them, and that at all events we can not 
safely or honorably pay for them the price demanded by Canada and 
Great Britain. The time has come for rising from any real or assumed 
position of inferiority to Great Britain and establishing relations be- 
tween Canada and the United States on equal terms and on no others. 

Mark how boldly Englishmen assume that America is to negotiate 
in a position of inferiority to England. Sir Charles Tupper says in his 
speech of April 10: 

Why is it that the fishermen of the United States of America can not obtain the 
same consideration in a Canadian port that a Canadian fisherman obtains in 
the United States ports? Well, sir,the answer is obvious, The American Gov- 
ernment renounced the right to enter our waters, as England and Canada 
never did renounce the right to enter the waters of the United States of America. 

This has been the language of the English diplomatists throughout, 
and yet nothing is more absurd than the oft-repeated assertion, made 
also by the American apologists of this treaty, that because the United 
States, in the treaty of 1818, renounced ‘‘forever’’ certain liberties 
theretofore enjoyed on the British North American coasts and agreed 
that our fishing vessels should enter Canadian bays and harbors for 
certain specific purposes, but ‘‘for no other purpose whatever,’’ there- 
fore there can now be no just claim for enlarged rights. 

Aswell might the grantee in a deed plead the word ‘‘ forever’’ against 
his grantor aiter a repurchase of the real estate by the latter. The re- 
nunciation ‘‘forever’’ and the limitation of the purposes for entering 
are of no avail against any enlargement of privileges which may have 
already grown up since 1818 or which it may now concern the inter- 
ests, the dignity, and the honor of the United States to demand upon 
just grounds and upon fair equivalents. 

That there has been such an enlargement of the privileges of Ameri- 
can fishing vessels in Canadian ports since 1818, and independently of 
the treaties of 1854 and 1871, has been stoutly maintained by the pres- 
ent Secretary of State up to the time when it suited his purposes to make 
this treaty. 

In Mr. Bayard’s proposals of November 12, 1886, foran ad interim 
arrangement, was included the following: 


Art. 4, The fishing vessels of the United States shall have in the established 
ports of entry of Her Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America the same com- 
mercial privileges as other vessels of the United States, including the purchase 
of bait and other supplies. 


To this reasonable proposal the Marquis of Salisbury was able only 
to reply as follows: 


This article is also open to grave objection. It proposes to give the United 
States fishing vessels the same commercial privileges as those to which other 
vessels of the United States are entitled, —— such privileges are eprenty 
renounced by the convention of 1818 on behalf of fishing vessels, which were 
thereafter to be denied the right of access to Canadian waters for any purpose 
whatever except those of shelter, repairs, and purchase of wood and water. 


Here again is the reiteration, as the Senator from Delaware well says, 
usque ad nauseam, ‘1818, 1818.’’ But Mr. Bayard, July 12, 1887, well 
and unanswerably replied: 


The treaty of 1818 related solely to fisheries. It was nota commercial conven- 
tion, and no commercial privileges were renounced by it. It contains no ref- 
erence to “ ports,” of which it is believed the only ones then existing were Hal- 
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ifax, in Nova Scotia, and possibly one or two more in the other provinces; and ‘* forever”? in an agreement can be 


these ports were not until long afterwards opened, by reciprocal commercial 
relations, to vessels of the United States engaged in trading. 

The right to ‘‘ obtain”’ (7%. ¢., take or fish for) bait, was not insisted upon by 
the American negotiators and was doubtless omitted from the treaty because, 


as it would have permitted fishing for that purpose, it was a partial reassertion | 


ofthe right to fish within the limits as to which the right to take fish had already 
been expressly renounced, . 

The purchase of bait and other supplies by the American fishermen in the 
established ports of entry of Canada, as proposed in Article IV, is not regarded 
as inconsistent with any of the provisions of the treaty of 1818; and in this re- 
lation it is pertinent to note the declaration of the Earl of Kimberly in his letter 
of February 16, 1871, to Lord Lisgar, that “the exclusion of American fisher- 
men from resorting to Canadian — except for the purpose of shelter and of 
repairing damages therein, purchasing wood, and obtaining water, might be 
warranted by the letter of the treaty of 1818 and by the terms of the imperial 
act 59, George III, chapter 38, but Her Majesty’s Government feel bound to stats 
that it seems totheman extreme measure inconsistent with the general policy ot 
the empire, and they were disposed to concede this point tothe United States 
Government under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling 
and to guard against any substantial invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing 
which may be reserved to British subjects.”’ 

It is not contended that the right to purchase bait and supplies, or any other 
privilege of trade, was given by the treaty of 1818. Neither was any such right 


or privilege stipulated for or given by the treaty of 1854, nor by the treaty of | 


Washington; and the Halifax commission decided in 1877 that it was not com- 


petent for that tribunal to award compensation for commercial intercourse be- | 


tween the two countries, nor for purchasing bait, ice, supplies, ete., nor for per- 
mission to transship cargoes in British waters. And yet thisGovernment is not 
aware that, during the existence of the treaty of 1854 or the treaty of Washing- 
ton, question was ever made of the right of American fishermen to purchase 
a other supplies in Canadian ports, or that such privileges were ever de- 
nied them. 


Moreover, in Mr. Bayard’s letter to Minister West of May 10, 1886, 
he recites the— 


gradual extension from time to time of the provisions of Article I of the con- 
vention of July 3, 1815, providing for reciprocal liberty of commerce between 
the United States and the territories of Great Britain in Europe so as gradually 
to include the colonial possessions of Great Britain in North America and the 
West Indies within the results of that treaty. 


And then Mr. Bayard proceeds to make the following statement: 


President Jackson’s proclamation of October 5, 1830, created a reciprocal com- 
mercial intercourse, on terms of perfect equality of flag, between this country 
and the British American dependencies by repealing the navigation acts of 
April 18, 1818, May 15, 1820, and March 1, 1823, and admitting British vesselsand 
their cargoes ‘‘to an entry in the ports of the United States from the islands, 
provinces, and colonies of Great Britain on or near the American continent and 
north or east of the United States.” 


And thereupon Mr. Bayard further says to Mr. West: 


Task you to consider the results of excluding American vessels, duly possessed 
of permits from their own Government to touch and trade at Canadian ports as 
well as to engage in deep-sea fishing, from exercising freely the customary ancl 
reasonable rights and privileges of trade in the ports of the British colonies as 
are freely allowed to British vessels in all the ports of the United States under 
the laws and regulatious to which I have adverted. 

Among these aay rights and privileges may be enumerated the pur- 
chase of ship supplies of every nature, making repairs, the shipment of crews 
in whole or part, and the purchase of ice and bait for use in deep-sea fishing. 

Concurrently, these usual, rational, and convenient privileges are freely ex- 
tended to and are fully enjoyed by the Canadian merchant marine of al! oceu- 
pations, including fishermen in the ports of the United States. The question 
therefore arises whether such a construction is admissible as would convert the 
treaty of 1818 from being an instrumentality for the protection of the inshore 
fisheries along the described ports of the British American coast into a pretext 
or means of obstructing the business of deep-sea fishing by citizens of the United 
States, and of interrupting and destroying the commercial intercourse that since 
the treaty of 1818, and independent of any treaty whatever, has grown up and 
now exists under the concurrent and friendly laws and mercantile regulations 
of the respective countries. 

I may recall to your attention the fact that a proposition to exclude the ves- 
sels of the United States engaged in fishing from carrying also merchandise 
was made by the British negotiators of the treaty of 1818, but being resisted by 
the American negotiators wasabandoned. This fact would seem clearly to in- 
dicate that the business of fishing did not then and does not now disqualify a 
vessel from also trading in the regular ports of entry. 


In his speech of April 10 Sir Charles Tupper states this contention 
of Mr. Bayard and makes the best reply he can to it, as follows: 


It was claimed by the Government of the United States in 1818 that as no com- 
mercial vessel could come into the waters of British North America from the 
United States, there was no intercourse; that those were privileges given to 
the fishing vessels by that treaty bees anything that was enjoyed by any 
other class of vessels. And when a changed condition of things came about, 
when the commercial arrangement of 1830 had, as they contended, entirely 
changed the status of their fishing vessels in our waters—since, as they said, 
under that commercial arrangement it was provided that their trading vessels 
could enter freely the ports of British North America, and our trading vessels 
could enter their ports, as there was no exemption or exclusion of fishing ves- 
sels, they claimed that rights had been acquired by the fishing vessels that en- 
tirely took them out of the category of the treaty of 1818, under which they were 
restricted from going into our waters for any but the four purposes. 


Sir Charles then proceeds to assert that the contention is unfounded, 
because the arrangement of 1830 was a commercial arrangement, and 
that the king’s order in council was ‘‘silent as to fishing vessels.’” He 
then says: 


The treaty solemnly declared that the people of the United States renounced 
forever the right to claim for a fishing vessel any such commercial privileges 
whatever. And under those circumstances it is a principle in law, constitutional 
as well as general law, and, I believe, accepted by all countries, that you can 
not repeal and change and alter a specific provision by a general one, unless 
some arrangement had been su uently provided as to such specific provis- 
ion. The general terms as to vessels in the commercial arrangement of 1830 
and the absence of any reference to fishing vessels left fishing vessels exactly 


in the same position as they were before. 

This argument of Sir Charles Tupper that a broad international ar- 
rangement giving absolute commercial freedom to all vessels does not 
include fishing vessels is quite as-weak as the proposition that the word 


| 








pleaded against a different contract 
subsequently made. 

The only answers made to Mr. Bayard’s claim for commercial rights 
for fishing vessels by Mr. George E. Foster, the very able and inteusely 
unfriendly Canadian minister of marine and fisheries, in his long report 


| inclosed in Mr. Harding’s note of August 2, 1886, and in his shorter 


report of June 5, 1886, are a bare denial that the later commercial ar- 
rangements either extended or restricted the terms of the convention 
of 1818, and a reference to the fact that no such allegation was set up 
when that convention was made the basis of further privileges in the 
treaty of Washington. 

It is a sufficient reply to Mr. Foster tosay that the further privileges 
secured by the treaty of Washington were an exact repetition of those 
of the reciprocity treaty of 1854, and in neither of those treaties were 
commercial rights for fishing vessels in the ports of Canada expressly 
stipulated for, because they had in fact never been refused after L350, 
and are now only refused as a means of worrying the United States 
into another reciprocity treaty. 

The claim for commercial privileges for all our American vessels in 
Canadian ports thus clearly and cogently stated by Secretary Bayard 
was ably re-enforced by all the other representations made to England 
which proceeded from the State Department and Minister Phelps, and 
was fully sustained by declarations from committees, Senators, and 
Representatives in Congress without dissent and without distinction of 
party. There is little reason to doubt that if it had been firmly adhered 
toit would have been allowed hy the British Government, which would 
have overruled the unreasonable violence of Canada. 

The first yielding of our Government was seen in the appointment 
of a commission to negotiate. Even after this mistake success might 
have been attained. It was a necessity to the political fortunes of Mr. 
Joseph Chamberlain that he should negotiate some treaty. He had 
abandoned the liberal party in Great Britain, betrayed the cause of 
Ireland, and made an unnatural alliance with his former political ene- 
mies, who sent him to this country to get him temporarily out of the 
way. If he had been obliged to return without negotiating a treaty 
he would have been the laughing-stock of England, and he knew it. 
His anxieties and his fears were apparent to all close observers; that he 
would concede substantially all that our Government had claimed there 
was no reasonable doubt. 

But it happened that Mr. Bayard was even more anxious than Mr. 
Chamberlain. Perhaps the vanity of the aged statesman, the desire 
to be known as the negotiator of the Bayard-Chamberlain treaty, over- 
came any wish he had to protect the rights of the New England fisher- 
men and to maintain the national honor: and so Mr. Chamberlain at 
last, suddenly and unexpectedly, obtained an easy victory. 

But there must have been more in the surrendtr than the vanity and 
decrepitude of Mr. Bayard. It is impossible to resist the conclusion 
that a combination was formed between the leaders of the Democratic 
party to sacrifice the interests of the New England fishermen and to 
break down our tariff system. The utterances of Sir Charles Tupper, 
which I have quoted conclusively prove this. To carry out this plan 
diplomatic correspondence was dropped ; an unconstitutional commission 
was created; the demand for commercial rights was abandoned; a sur- 
render was made to all the Canadian theories concerning the fisheries, 
and the initial step in the main purpose of the alliance was taken in 
Article XV of the treaty, which is intended to force Congress to remove 
some of our customs duties. Southern Democrats gave the orders to 
Northern Democrats; the Democratic party abandoned its spasmodic 
attempt to defend the fishermen against Canadian aggression; and the 
great object of this Democratic-British alliance now is to pass the Mills 
bill, keep the Democratic party in power, and destroy the American 
tariff system. 

These unpatriotic and injurious assaults upon American interests of 
the combined forces of English free-traders and Southern Democrats 
should be met at the threshold by the rejection of this discreditable 
treaty. The admissions made by its negotiators will doubtless nake 
it more difficult to obtain from England our just rights. But asserted 
with moderation, patience and firmness they will surely be granted. 
England will not in 188% refuse to grant us the article of the treaty of 
1815 with the two words ‘‘in Europe’’ omitted, which is all we need 
desire, as follows: 

ARTICLE 1. There shall be between the territories of the United States of 
America and all the territories of Her Britannic Majesty a reciprocal liberty of 
commerce. The inhabitants of the two countries, respectively, shall have lib- 
erty freely and securely to come with their ships and cargoes to all such places, 
ports, and rivers in the territories aforesaid, to which other foreigners are per- 
mitted to come, to enter into the same and to remain and reside in any parts of 
the said territories, respectively ; also, to hire and occupy houses and ware- 
houses for the purposes of their commerce; and generally the merchants and 
traders of each nation, respectively, shall enjoy the most complete protection 
and security for their commerce, but subject always to the laws and statutes of 
the two countries, respectively. 

The bugbear of war need not frighten any one. England never 
went to war with any nation to force the opening of ports for trade, 
except with China to compel the admission of opium. Even the ex- 
cessive retaliation which it has been intimated the President will at- 
tempt if this pet treaty shall be rejected would be no cause for war. 
A decision to give to Canadian fishing vessels in American ports only 
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the same privileges which are given American vessels in Canadian 
ports, and to exclude Canadian fish from our markets, will at any time 
give the New England fishermen al] they desire. Retaliation to this 
extent the President, who is not always under the control of Southern 
Democrats, will doubtless first adopt; there will probably never be oc- 
casion to resort to more, 

The question of the rights and privileges of American fishermen in 
the waters, on the coasts, and in the harbors of Canada, in recently 
dealing with which the United States has occupied the position of an 
inferior nation, dealing with one vastly superior, if taken up for con- 
sideration by our Government in a spirit not sectional, but national, 
and treated in appropriate negotiations with England, as it should be 
dealt with in this era of international intercourse by two great na- 
tions, equal in dignity, honor, and power, may yet be, even by this 
Administration, satisfactorily and honorably settled; if it is not it 
certainly will be so adjusted by the administration which will come 
into power on the 4th of March, 1889. 

In this connection it is interesting to notice the contrast between 
two distinguished New England Democrats. One of them, Mr. Will- 
iam L, Putnam, a lawyer of ability and amiability, employed by the | 
United States to defend fishermen’s rights, enters into a combination 
to sacrifice them; his head is enlarged by the novelty of his fictitious 
title of plenipotentiary; he is carried off his feet by association with 

sritish aristocrats; he ofliciates as an illegally appointed member of 
an unconstitutional commission; signs, when ordered, an ignominious 
treaty; and now pretentiously offers himself as a Democratic candidate 
for governor of Maine on the platform of the surrender of our fishery 
interests and the exemption of imported Canadian merchandise from 
our tariff duties. 

The other, Mr. Charles Levi Woodbury, is a Democrat of the purest 
water. By age, inheritance, association, general professional learning, 
profound study of the question, Mr. Woodbury is entitled to speak with 
authority. He is one of the best admiralty and revenue lawyers we 
have. He was district attorney under President Buchanan; his father 
was Secretary of the Treasury under General Jackson. He knows this 
fishery question as he knows hisalphabet. He was taught by his father; | 
he has been familiar with it for forty years; his Democracy can never | 
be questioned, nor can his patriotism. New Hampshire Democrats and 
Republicans alike regard him with respect and honor as one of the 
ablest and truest of the sons of the Granite State. I desire to read a 
letter written by Mr. Woodbury May 4 to the New York Sun: 


To the Editor of the Sun: 

Sin: The Chamberlain treaty is now before the Senate. It surrenders every- 
thing the United States have contended for since 1838, when the dispute on the 
3-mile limit began, contentions which the British authorities have assented to 
or temporized about as gften as pressed, so that really in no entire year since 
then have they insisted on enforcing their headland theory. 

The commercial rights of the United States under the agreements of 1830 are 
utterly abandoned by Mr. Bayard after much previous insistance on their obli- 

tion, 

B rhe rights of common humanity toward our vessels in distress, accorded every- 
where except on the Canadian coast, are hereafter to be allowed only upon 
the condition that the United States shall change its present registry laws by 
repealing them, and enacting such new ones as are acceptable to the British 
Government before going into effect. This of course leaves the humanity of 
Canada to vessels of the United States in distress withheld until the United States 
shall pay the consideration by repealing its laws and making such new ones. 

Commercial intercourse by our fishing vessels is disallowed, but they may be 

srmitted to buy a narrow line of supplies, whose extent would not exceed 
),000 a year, when the United States shall have repealed existing duties, now 








over $611,000 a year, on Canadian fish and oil, and made them free in our mar- 
kets. 

This is the substance of the treaty, all losses to the United States both in honor 
and profit. General Jackson and Mr. McLane, Van Buren and Forsyth, Ste- 
vensonand Everett, Webster, Rush, Grant, Evaris, andeven Bayard and Phelps, 
for two of their oficial years, are buried beneath this treaty and their memories 
dishonored by its retreat from their patriotic contentions for American rights. 

Cavilers have said the treaty of 1818 was wrung from our weakness, but this 
treaty, made in the hour of our strength, surrenders what that never did—our 
markets; and it doubles the waters from which it requires we shall be forever 
excluded, 7 

The consequence of adopting this treaty would be the destruction of the fish- 
ery under the American r the paralysis of our hope of naval power, and a 
British monopoly of our markets, aggrandizing its dangerous naval power. 


Let the treaty be rejected. 
CHARLES LEVI WOODBURY. 


Boston, May 4, 1888. 

Mr. Woodbury’s is the courage for America of an Andrew Jackson 
Democrat. Mr. Putnam’s is the subserviency towards England of a 
Grover Cleveland Democrat. 

Mr. President, itis not alone indealing with the New England fishery 
interests that the State Department has abandoned traditional Ameri- 
can policy and humiliated the United States in the eyes of foreign 
nations. It has also formally surrendered the Monroe doctrine, and 
the surrender has been submitted to by Southern Democrats without 
one dissenting voice. Nothing so plainly shows the change that has 
come over the spirit of the Democracy of the South occasioned by their 
unsuccessful attempt at rebellion as their indifference to the encroach- 
ments of European nations on the North American continent. Once 
an assault upon the Monroe doctrine by a President, Whigor Democrat, 
would have brought every Democratic Senator to his feet with bold 
and patriotic denunciations. Now, notone of them so much as notices 
the ignominious betrayal of the interests of the United States in con- 
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nection with the American Isthmus by their President and their Secre- 
tary of State. 

Upon no one subject have American statesmen been more emphatic 
or so unanimous as they have in declaring that European powers shall 
obtain no new fovthold in the western hemisphere. 

John Quincy Adams when Secretary of State wrote to the Russian 
minister at Washington: 

We should assume distinctly the principle that the American continents are 
no longer subjects for any new European coloniai establishment. 

Jefferson, on the 24th of October, 1824, wrote to President Monroe 
that the— 


object is to introduce and establish the American system of keeping out of our 
land all foreign powers; of neyer permitting those of Europe to intermeddle 
with the affairs of our nation. 

Madison, in a note to Jefferson early in November, 1823, said: 

In the great struggle of the epoch between liberty and despotism we owe it 
to ourselves to sustain the former, in this hemisphere at least. 

In July, 1823, Mr. Adams, in a letter to Mr. Middleton, further de- 
clared that the claim then pressed by Russia to possessions on the north- 
western coast of North America was not conducive to the peace of the 
world. 

He said: 

With the exception of the British establishments north of the United States, 
the remainder of both the American continents must henceforth be left to the 
management of American hands, 

President Monroe, in his annual message to Congress dated Decem- 
ber 2, 1823, giving an account of the claims of Russia on the north- 
west and of Spain on her late colonies, declared that— 

The occasion had been judged proper for asserting, asa principle in which the 
rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American con- 
tinents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed and 
maintained, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future coloniza- 
tion by any European powers. 

President Adams, in his message of March, 1826, speaking of advan- 
tages to be derived from independent American states, says that among 
the subjects of consultation proposed at Panama was— 
the means of making effectual the assertion of that principle to permit no 
colonial lodgment or establishment of European jurisdiction upon its own soil, 

The same policy was urged by Mr. Clay, as Secretary of State, in cor- 
respondence with Mexico, and it was adopted by the four states rep- 
resented at Panama. 

President Polk, in his message of December, 1845, after approving 
the Monroe declaration, says: 

No future European colony or domain shall, with our consent, be planted or 
established on any part of the American continent. 

President Grant was firmly in favor of the Monroe doctrine and of 
applying it to the case of any canal across the Isthmus. _Iis position 
best appears from his message of July 14, 1870, transmitting to the 
Senate the report of Secretary Fish, which says: 

The United States stand solemnly committed by repeated declarations and 
repeated acts to this doctrine and its application to the affairs of this continent. 
This policy is not a policy of aggression, but it opposes the creation of Euro- 
pean dominion on American soil, or its transfer to other Luropean powers, and 
it looks hopefully to the time when by the voluntary departure of European 
Governments from this continent and the adjacent islands America shall be 
wholly American. 

A special message, sent by President Hayes to Congress on March8, 
1580, says: 

The policy of this country is a canal under American control. The United 
States can not consent to the surrender of this control to any European power 
or to any combination of European powers, * * * The capital invested by 
corporations or citizens of other countries in such an enterprise must in a great 
degree look for protection to one or more of the great powers of the world. No 
European power can intervene for such protection without adopting measures 
on this continent which the United States would deem wholly inadmissible. 

If the protection of the United Statesis relied upon,the United States must 
exercise such control as will enable this country to protect its national in- 
terests and maintain the rights of those whose ere capital is embarked 
inthe work. * * * Lrepeat, in conclusion, thatit is the right and the duty of 
the United States to assert and maintain such supervision and authority over 
any interoceanic canal across the isthmus that connects North and South 
America as will protect our national interests. * * * 

In June, 1881, Mr. Blaine, as Secretary of State for President Gar- 
field, sent a circular note to the United States ministers in Europe 
stating what he understood to be the American view. The United 
States Government had already guarantied ‘‘ positively and effica- 
ciously ’’ the neutrality of the Isthmus canal, and that guaranty— 

Does not require re-enforcement or accession or assent from any other power. 
* * * Supplementing the guaranty * * * would necessarily be regarded 
by this Government as an uncalled-for intrusion into a field where the local 
and general interests of the United Siates of America must be considered before 
those of any other power save those of the United States of Columbia. 

Any attempt— 

Continues Mr. Blaine—- 
to supersede that guaranty by an agreement between European powers which 
maintain vast armies and patrol the seas with immense fleets, and whose inter- 
est in the canal and its operations can never be so vital and supreme as ours, 
would partake of the nature of an alliance against the United Btates. oo.” 
It is the long-settled conviction of this Government that any extension to our 
shores of the political system by which the great powers have controlled and 
determined events in Europe, would be attended with danger to the peace and 
welfare of this nation. 

And Mr. Blaine goes on: 

A mere agreement on paper bet ween tbe great powers of Europe might prove 
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ineffectual to preserve the canal in time of hostilities. The first sound of a can- 
non in a general European war would, in all probability, annul the treaty of 
neutrality, and the strategic canal would be held by the first power thatavould 
seize it— 

To the incalculable loss of the United States. 
Isthmus should be placed— 


under the contro! of that governm 
able, in any and every event, to enf > guardianship which she shall 
sume. For self-protection to their own interests, therefore, the United States, 
in the first instance, assert their right to control the Isthmus transit ; 
ondly, they offer, by such control, that absolute neutralization of the 
respects European powers which can in no other way be certainly attai 
lastingly assured. 


The administration of President Arthur came to realize, howey 
that in the progress of human enterprise in this wonderful era of the 


For these reasons the 





ent least likely to be engaged in war, and 
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i 
world’s development the United States could not, as the application ot 
the Monroe doctrive to the question of a canal across the Isthmus, 
merely oppose the construction of such a canal, or assert their inten- 
tion to control the canal by whomever built, without making any effort 
to promote the construction of such awork. The President, therefore, 
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as an aflirmative policy, negotiated December 1, 1884, a treaty with | 


the Government of Nicaragua, by which the United States obtained 
from that Republic the right to build a canal, railway, and telegraph 


line across the Isthmus by way of the San Juan River and Lake Nica- | 
24° . . | 
ragua, upon such conditions as would give the absolute and exclusive 


control of the transit to the two Republics, would exclude European 
interference, and would completely vindicate the Monroe doctrine. 
The treaty was submitted tothe Senate during the session of 1884—'55, 
but being opposed by the Democrats, especially by Senator Bayard, 
then about to become Secretary of State, it failed to receive a two-thirds 
vote; but a motion to reconsider its rejection was entered. 
On the 12th day of March, 1835, however, without giving an oppor- 


tunity for final action by the Senate, President Cleveland withdrew the 


treaty, refused to resubmit it, and it has never since been heard of. In 
his message of December 8, 1885, he gives his reasons forhisaction. They 
are somewhat obscure, but may be stated in his own language, as fol- 
lows: 

That the treaty involves— 

A policy of acquisition of new and distant territory and the incorporation of 
remote interests with our own— 

The assertion of— 


Paramount privileges of ownership or right outside of our own territory 
coupled with absolute and unlimited engagements to defend the territorial in 
tegrity of the State where such interests lie— 

And the combination of— 


The construction, ownership, and operation of such a work by this Govern 
ment with an offensive and defensive alliance for its protection with the foreign 
state whose responsibilities and rights we would share. 

It seems clear that these propositions of President Cleveland are in 
consistent with adherence to the Monroe doctrine as applicable to th 
canal. If European nations are to be excluded from any contro! of 
the canal and from any guaranty for its neutralization, such control 
must be exercised and such neutralization must be guarantied by the 
local State through which it runs, or by the United States in connec- 
tion with such local State. 

It will not fora moment be pretended that the control and guar- 
anty of such local State alone will be sufficient either to insure the 
neutralization of the canal or to protect the paramount interests of the 
American people. 

The United States, then, must exercise a certain control of the ca- 
nal, and must in connection with the local State guaranty its neutral- 
ization. But this will be impossible without either acquiring terri 
tory and incorporating thg interests of the other nation with our own, 
or making engagements to defend the territorial integrity of that other 
nation, or forming an alliance with the foreign State for the protection 
of the canal. 

It is absolutely impossible toconceive of the maintenance of the Mon- 
roe doctrine in connection with the Isthmus canal and of an enforce- 
ment of the paramount interests of the United States therein which 
will not violate the conditions laid down by President Cleveland. A|- 
though the message contains the vague declaration that— 

We should be jealously alert in preventing the American hemisphere from 


being involved in the political problems and complications of distant gover 
ments— 


and an assertion of— 

the necessity of a neutralization of any interoceanic transit, 

yet as the President, while rejecting and condemning the method 
proposed by the previous administration, utterly fails to state any af- 
firmative method of his own by which American interests can be pro- 
tected, the conclusion isirresistible that the Monroe doctrine as app!i- 
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Atlantic to the Pacific, and within five years the Ist ‘ % 
IS likely to become a French col \ while this Admu 

sing and defeating the Nicaragna Canal p! } 
n plae riving up all efforts ,o | vent or nent 

n, and abandoning al! ons : 

land of that traditional poli nov ; Monroe doctrine, which 
] is been cherished by all Ameri l ta : St from the toun- 
lation of the Govern te to t : t 1 of this u \ 
ican Administration. 

North of us the Dominion of ¢ fs 

crowing stronger and m rerful than t ai valid 
x m lier transcontine 
ing her as formidable on t acific as on t 
seizing our transportation siness and forcing rv 
kets. She perpetrates out s upon our | Z 
compels us to treat with her upon iland « 

Great Britain backs al! her demands, while President Cleve 
| mits to all these British aggressions, and in his last: I 
through an amazing sol en perpetrated by a Presider 

first time in our history, he omits to treat of a y question of t 
domestic policy except one ecomment to \ i 
him in his alliance with G t Britain to down the A can 
tariff system and to push on the plan of t t 

nounced by its nationa i tions of 1856 and } 

free trade throughout the world which, it may ! uided as 
| part of the policy of the Administration, is to ried on 
built ships, while the flag of the American merchant marine d ears 
| from the foreign carrying trad 
| How long are the protection of American interests, Nort! i 
East, West, at home and abroad. on ind on land, and t defi 

of the national honor of the Un ! ites to be intrusted t mds 
like these? 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate ] ed to the consideration 
ol— 

Mr. TELLER. It has been my purpose to continue this discussion 
to-morrow immediately after the disposition of the morning business. 
[ have been quite unwell fora day ortwo, but if I am suflicient well 
to doso I propose to address the Senate to-morrow at the con 1 of 
the routine morning business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was unable to hear the motion of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Har]. 

Mr. HALE. I will first move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration Of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Maine moves that 


cable to the canal has been by the acts and declarations of this Ad- | 


ministration formally and deliberately abandoned. 

Thus does the Administration of Cleveland and Bayard discredit the 
United States in its foreign relations. : 

The dishonoring acts and omissions do not concern one section of the 
country alone. 

South of us a French company, instigated and supported by the 
French Government, is slowly but surely pushing its canal from the 


eterno 


the Senate proceed to the conside 
The motion was agreed to. 


ration of legislative busines. 


OR 


The PRESIDENT pro temp The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the untinished business, being the 


DER OF BUSINI 
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bill (8S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator give way to me for a moment, not to 
move to take up a bill, but to make an announ ent? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know that the bill just announced was to 
come before the Senate at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor It is the unfinished business, com- 


n } 


a previous d 


I do not pre . 


ing over from 
Mr. HALE. 
¥ 


that is through with to-mor 


se to interfere with that bill, but after 
row morning I shall move to take up the 
Senate bill for the retirement of General John C. Frémont as a major- 
general. It is a matter that has gone over from week to week, largely 
at the request of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who has been 
absent, but who is now present. Itis desirable that the bill should 
be considered and a conclusion reached upon it to-morrow, because the 
House Committee on Military Affairs has Wednesday evening for the 
ration of its bills in the other branch, and a bill of this kind 
has been reported from that committee. 

To-morrow morning, at the termination of the routine morning bus- 
iness, I shall endeavor to secure the assent of the Senate to proceed 
with the bill, which will take but little time, and will not inter! 
with other measures that would take more time of the Senate. 
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WRECK 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 869) for the relief 
o! the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
uzreeing votes of the two Houses 

The motion was agreed to. 

Ly unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the fart of the Senate, and Mr. CamMeEnon, 
Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed. 
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TOBIAS BANEY—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
messayve from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 121, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Tobias Baney.” 

This soldier was enrolled on the 28th day of February, 1865, and was dis- 
charged on the 3ist day of January, 1866. 

He filed an application for a pension in 1878, which was supplemented by 
statcments from time to time, not always in exact agreement, but alleging uni- 
form)y that during his service, fixing the date at one time as in January, 1866, 
and at another time as in November, 1865, he was attacked in the city of Wash- 
ington by palpitation of the heart,which increased after his discharge and re- 
sulted in disability. After a careful special examination by the Pension Bureau 
the claim was rejected upon the ground that origin of disability in the service 
and line of duty had not been shown, nor that the same existed for some time 
after discharge. 

The beneticiary named in this bill enlisted shortly before the surrender of the 
Confederate forces, and it appears did little if anything more than garrison duty. 
He does not seem to have suffered any of the exposures usually incident to a 
soldier's service,and,as I understand his claim, does not himself give any in- 
stance of exposure or exertion from which his difficulty arose. 

There is no record of any sickness or disability during the time he was in the 
Army nor any satisfactory proof that he was suffering with any ailment at the 
time of his discharge. His own statement, which some of the proof taken tends 
to show is not entirely reliable, goes no further than to claim that during his 
term of service his difliculty began. 

On appeal from the rejection of the beneficiary's claim, the case was thor- 
oughly examined at the Interior Department, and the rejection aflirmed. 

J am entirely satisfied that the case was properly determined. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 





EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 16, 1888, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill, with the veto message, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to, 
AMANDA F. DECK—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 470, entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda F. Deck.”’ 

The husband of this beneficiary was pensioned for a gunshot wound in his 
right shoulder, which he received in 1864 in a battle with Indians. 

The report of the committee to which the bill was referred states nothing con- 
cerning the death of the soldier, and gives no information as to the date or 
cause of the same; and the recommendation that a pension should be given the 
widow is based upon the service and injury of the soldier and the circumstances 
of the beneficiary. 

No claim was filed in the Pension Bureau on behalf of the widow. This, per- 
haps, is accounted for by the fact that information is lodged in that bureau to 
fhe effect that the deceased soldier died on the 2lst day of September, 1883, 
‘from a pistol ball fired by Luther Cultor.”’ 

If he was killed in a personal encounter, as the report of his death would 
seem to indicate, I am unable to see how hisdeath can be in any way attributed 
to his military service, or his widow be justly pensioned therefor. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, July 16, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill, with the veto message, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved its reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report embodying the views of the majority and minority of the 
committee on the bill (8S. 2556) for the relief of Charles B. Newton, here- 
tofore reported. 


Shall the bill pass, the objections 


AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanies arising under the eight-hour law. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The pending amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 


Sec. 3. Any officer or agent of the United States who shall hereafter author- 
ize any laborer under his charge or control to perform for the United States 
more than eight hours of manual labor in any one day shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 


M r. STEWART. I ask leave to offer a modification ef the amend- 


ment. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Very well; but I suggest that I am on the floor and 
that I wish to say something about the bill. I have not taken the floor 
yet in regard to it, but the floor has been appropriated by others. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask leave to modify the amendment by substi- 
tuting what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification of the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It shall be unlawful for any officer or agent of the United States to make any 
contract or arrangement whereby any laborer, workman, artisan, or mechanic 
shall perform more than eight hours’ labor in any one day, or shall receive for 
his services performed in any one day more than the wages for one day’s labor, 
except as herein otherwise provided; nor shall there be any deduction from the 
amount of the wages of any laborer, workman, artisan, or mechanic by reason 
of the limitation to eight hours’ work. Whenever the laborers, workmen, arti- 
sans, or mechanics in the employ of the United States are unable to perform the 
labor required, working eight hours per day, other persons shall be employed 
to perform such extra or additional work: Provided, That in case of emergency 
where the laborers, workmen, artisans, or mechanics engaged on any particu- 
lar work or undertakingare unable to perform the necessary jaborin eight hours 
tomeetthe necessities of the case, and other persons can not be procured to per- 
form such extra labor and to meet such emergency, a special contract may be 
made with thelaborers, workmen, artisans, or mechanics engaged on such work 
to perform additional hours of labor and to receive a corresponding additional 
compensation. Any officer or agent of the United States who shall willfully 
violate the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on 
conviction thereof be fined in any sum not exceeding $500, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this bill has been pending before Con- 
gress for some six or eight years at least, and in provision substantially 
the same for a still longer period. It grows out of the fact that in the 
year 1868 Congress enacted a law in these words: 


Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics who may be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, 


That is section 3738 of the Revised Statutes. 

After the enactment of this law by Congress great difficulty was found 
in its practical enforcement, so that those classes of our fellow-citizens 
in the employ of the Government were required to labor, ina great 
many instances, in nearly all the Departments, for a longer period than 
that which was prescribed by law. 

The discussions which preceded the passing of the law, in which some 
of the Senators now present participated. as well as amendments offered 
to modify its form, demonstrated that the sense in which the law was 
understood by Congress at the time of its passage was that for eight 
hours’ labor performed by parties in the employ of the Government 
in these capacities they were to receive the same compensatiou as was 
paid to parties outside the employ of the Government in the same vi- 
cinity; that is to say, the same compensation that parties in private 
employ received for afull day's work, whether it was eight, ten, twelve, 
or fifteen hours, regardless of its length; and that no diminution was 
to be made to the laborer, workman, or mechanic in the employ of the 
United States by reason of the fact that he labored for a shorter period 
of time than the hours constituting a day’s labor in private employ. 

As I said before, there was great difliculty found in the practical en- 
forcement of the act. I should say that immediately after the passage 
of the act a proclamation was issued by the then President, Johnson, 
on the request of the Senate by a resolution unanimously passed, so 
that employers in behalf of the Government of the United States in all 
parts of the country understood the provisions of the law. Therefore 
any violation of it was and must be held to have been intentional on 
the part of the subagents of the United States, although the highest 
authority of the United States had taken pains to make proclamation 
to the whole country of the existence of the law; and the debate showed, 
if there was nothing else that could show it, and the language itself 
showed distinctly its meaning. 

Time passed on, and the year following, iff the month of May, 1869, 
President Grant, then being in the executive chair and his attention 
being called to the violation of the law, issued his proclamation re- 
quiring its observance, and it was better observed. In some of the De- 
partments it was faithfully observed throughout the entire adminis- 
tration of General Grant. 

But even his efforts were not completely successful during his entire 
administration in securing the observance of the law; and in the year 
1872 there was an act of Congress passed growing out of its violation. 
By that act the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to pay what- 
ever arrearages existed between the passage of the law and the date of 
President Grant’s proclamation, which it has been estimated amounted 
to some $300,000 or $400,000; but since the passage of that law only a 
small amount of the actual dues has as yet been paid; it is stated at 
some $22,000 to $25,000 of the $300,000 or over which was supposed 
to be actually due in the way of these excesses, during the period that 
I have mentioned, which was a trifle less than a year. There have 
been other payments, so that I understand from the statement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes], which he alluded to here 
the other day, but which I have not seen as yet, that some $600,000 
or $700,000 have been paid from time to time on account of the excess 
of labor during General Grant’s administration and the latter portion 
of that of President Johnson. 

There have been from time to time Executive proclamations, efforts 
made by the Cabinet officers to secure the observance of this law, but 
during the entire period of President Hayes’s administration and a large 
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partof the administration of General Garfield and of President Arthur, 
the law was violated. From 1877 to 1883, inclusive, for nearly eight 
years’ time, the law was violated one-half of each year. 
most entirely true of the Navy Department. It was to some extent 
true of the War Department. I do not understand that it was to any 
great extent true of the Interior or the Post-Oflice Departments, but 
there may be some arrearages in both Departments. As I said, during 
this period of eight years, tor one half the year, that is, in the warm 
season, the employés of the United States in the Departments of War 
and Navy were compelled to labor ten hours for six months in each year 
instead of eight hours which the law required, and for those ten hours, 
labor they received precisely the same compensation as for eight hours’ 
work. 

This bill, making provision for the enforcement of the eight-hour law, 
and for the payment of these arrearages, has been acfed upon by com- 
mittees in both Houses of Congress for three Congresses in succession. 
Every time, upon full investigation, there has been a favorable and in 
many instances a unanimous report in favor of the bill. Yet it has 
never come up for discussion until the present time in either House of 
Congress, or at all events, if discussed, there has never been formal ac- 
tion taken by either House. 

I shall not consume the time of the Senate in showing the construc- 
tion which has been placed upon the law from time to time by execu- 
tive officers and by the proclamations of Presidents. I will, however, 
take occasion to say that Secretary Chandler enforced the law, that 
Secretary Whitney has enforced the law, and that the present Presi- 
dent, President Cleveland, in a declaration which is incorporated in 
one of the reports, states that he considers the true intent and meaning 
of the law to be that for eight hours the Government employés shall 
receive the same compensation as any private employé in the same vi- 
cinity is paid for a day’s work of any length whatever; that he is un- 
aware of any violation of his construction of the law under the present 
Administration, and if there be such violations and they are brought 
to his knowledge they shall cease, and that the law shall be enforced. 

I shall take the liberty, with the consent of the Senate, after reading 
a small portion of the report of your committee, which states a few of 
the strongest points as it occurred to the committee in favor of the bill, 
to incorporate the report itself as a whole in the RecorD, because this 
is a very important bill and there are many points concerned that, I 
think, should be accessible to the Senate, and to the future, it may be, 
as well. The committee in making their report say : 
sane Committee on Education and Labor to whom was referred the bill (S. 

And for which the pending bill is reported as a substitute— 
thee for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics aris- 


ng under the eight-hour law, having considered the same, report a bill back 
favorably with an amendment, to wit. 


That amendment has been stricken out on motion of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], and I amvery gladofit. It wasonly 
placed there in order to meet an objection of an opponent of the bill, 
and when we were able to avoid it I was very glad to see it thus disposed 
of. I ask that the entire report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request ? 
The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1853) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers and mechanics aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law, having considered the same, report the bill back 
favorably with an amendment, to wit: 

Amend by striking out in the second section, from and after the word “ limi- 
tation,” in the ninth line, down to and including the word ‘“‘act,” in the eley- 
enth line, and as amended recommend its passage. 

The eight-hour law was enacted on the 25th day of June, 1868, and is in the 
following words: 

“Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics who may be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States.” (Section 3788. Revised Statutes.) 

Great difficulty has been found in securing compliance with this statute on the 

rt of some of the executive officers of the Government, and in the War and 

avy Departments especially claims have from time te time arisen on the part 

of wage-workers employed by the Government for labor rendered in excess of 
the daily — hours which by law constituted a full day’s work. 

Some of these claims have been paid, while others remain outstanding, and 
from time to time they are pressed for payment. 

The object of this bill is to refer the whole matter to the Court of Claims for 
adjudication upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work, and that 
each eight — labor performed shall entitle the worker to receive pay for 
a full day’s Work, 

It seems to a majority of your committee that the real question involved is 
whether the supremacy of the law shall be maintained and its manifest intent 
carried out by the subordinate officers charged with its execution. But it is 
a to say that in many instances the excess of labor was performed with 

nowledge of the law, and the ——— has been raised whether the accept- 
ance of the opportunity to labor for a longer period than eight hours and the 
reception of the ordinary pay for a day’s work does not constitute a payment 
in full for all the labor performed, including the excess of the eight hours re- 
quired by law. 

The claimants allege that the excess of labor was performed under compul- 
sion, and that they at the time protested, and have from time to time demanded 
of the departments concerned and of the Con compensation for the excess 
of work exacted from them under threat of deprivation of any employment 
whatever, which, to them and their families was,in effect, deprivation of the 
necessaries of life, since only with work could they avoid starvation. 

This subject has been before Congress a long time with favorable action by 
both Houses, and your committee insert, as a part of this, the report of the com- 
mittee in favor of these claims made in the last Congress, which recites most of 
the tion and the substantial facts pertinent to the subject. 


This was al- | 


[Senate Report No. 450, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom were referred sundry pe- 
titions and memorials of workmen, laborers, and mechanics, of Philade!phia, 


| New York, and Brooklyn, also the bill (S. 1884) relating to the eight-hour law, 


beg leave respectfully to report: 

On the 25th day of June, 1868, Congress passed an act, commonly known as 
the eight-hour law, fixing the number of hours which should thereafter consti- 
tute a day’s work for certain classes of Government employés. 

rhe act is in the following words: 

‘Fight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States.’’ (See 15 Statutes at Large, page 77, 
now Revised Statutes, section 3738. 

Your committee have made careful investigation into the conduct of the 
officers of the Government who have had charge of the employment of the 
men who are entitled to the benefits intended to be conferred by the passage of 
this act, from its passage to the present time, and find that from the beginning the 
law has been, by many of the oflicers of the Government, disregarded, evaded, 
and violated. As early as the beginning of the year 1869 complaint was made 
to the President of the United States that the law was not enforced or regarded 
by the officers of the Government having charge of the employment of these 
men. Thesecomplaints called forth from the President, on the 19th day of May, 
1869, the following proclamation : 

‘* Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States and repealed 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith . 

** Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages 
paid by the Government by the day to such workmen, laborers, and mechanics 
on account of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

“In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of 
the United States to be affixed. 

“Done at the city of Washington, this 19th day of May, inthe year of our Lord 
1869, and of the Independence of the United States the ninety-third. 

“U.S. GRANT. 
“ By the President: 
“ HAMILTON Fis, 
“* Secretary of State.’’ 


This, however, had little or no effect, and the matter went on with little or 
no attention being paid to the law, the men either being required to work ten 
hours to earn their daily wages, or suffer a reduction of wages to correspond with 
the reduction of the hours of labor, until May, 1872, when the President issued 
a second proclamation, calling attention to the first, forbidding any reduction 
of wages in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor. The prolama- 
tion is in the following words: : 

** Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted onand after 
that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 

‘Whereas on the 19th of May, 1869, by Executive proclamation, it wasdirected 
that from and after that date no reduction should be made in the wages paid 
by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen,and mechanics on 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor; and 

‘* Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the proc- 
lamation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all officers of the Govern- 
ment having charge of such workmen, laborers, and mechanics : 

‘* Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
again call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid,and direct all officers of 
the Executive Departments of the Government having charge of the employ- 
ment of laborers, workmen,and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States to make no reduction in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen,and mechanics on ac- 
count of the reduction of the hours of labor.”” (U.S. Stat. at Large, vol. 17, page 
955.) 

Meantime petitions and memorials had been sent to Congress praying for 
relief and for the enforcement of the law, and on the 18th day of May, 1872. 
Congress passed an act requiring the accounting officers of the Treasury to 
settle with and pay to their employés all sums withheld from them by reason 
of the reduction of the wages in consequence of the reduction of the hours of 
labor for the time intervening between the passage of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work and the 19th of May, 1869, the date of the President's t 
proclamation, which act is in the following language : 

‘Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized 
and required, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, la- 
borers, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constitutin, 
eight hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, an 
the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concern- 
ing such pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on accountof the 
reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that 
such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, anda sufficient sum for said 
purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated.” ~ 

Under this act many of the parties were paid, while a considerable number of 
the claims for the above-named period, which were filed with the accounting 
officers, were not paid, but still remain on file in the Department. Your com- 
mittee find that notwithstanding that the Executive had, in the two instances 
above cited, by his proclamation declared what the spirit and intent of the law 
was, and the further fact that Congress had by the act above referred to given 
a legislative construction to the act, still many of the oflicers of the Govern- 
ment whose duty it was to execute the law adopted various measures to avoid 
it, and to get from the men in the employ of the Government, under their con- 
trol, ten hours’ work foreach calendarday. One of these means was to require 
these men to enter into special contracts to work ten hours per day; another 
was to employ them by the hour, and still another was, in cases where it wag 
practicable, to have the work done bv the piece. 

Another was what is known as the 15 per cent. contracts, under which nearly 
all the granite for the various public buildings throughout the United States 
was cut, Under these contracts the men were employed by the day, under the 
control and superintendence of the Government, and paid on Government pay- 
rolls, and the contractors were paid 15 per cent. on the cost of cutting the stone, 
The men employed on this work claimed that it was Government work, and tha6 
they were employed on behalf of the Government, and entitled to the benefit 
of the eight-hour law. To settle the question a suit was brought in the Court 
of Claims, which went to tife Supreme Court of the United States, and was de- 
cided against the claimant on the ground that there was no privity between the 
claimant and the Government; that the contractor was alone responsible to the 
claimant for his wages. This was the case of Driscoll vs, The United States, re- 
ported in 6th Otto, page 424. 

The only other case decided by the Supreme Court under this law {3 that of 
Martin vs. The United States, reported in4 Otto, page 400. In this case the claim- 
ant was at work under a special contract to work twelve hours per day from 
the 1st of October to the Ist of June for $2.50 per day, and ten hours per day from 
the Ist of June to the Ist of October at $2.25 perday. The court held that the 
act of June 25, 1868, constituting a day’s work. was a direction by Congress te 
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the officers and agents ot the Government, prescribing the length of time which 
should constitute a day where no special agreement was made on the subject, 
but as claimant had made a special agreement he must be bound by it. These 
embrace al! the decisions of the Supreme Court under this law, and it will read- 
ily b» seen that neither of them affects the rights of the claimants incladed in 
this Lill, 

None of these measures for evading the law, however, were uniformly adopted, 
Nor was the law uniformly ignored, in some Departments the law wasenforced, 
and notably so under the administration of President Grant, in many if not all 
of the navy-yards and arsenals, and also on the new State, War,and Navy build- 
ing here in Washington the men were only required to work eight hours to 
earn their daily wages. But under the administration of President Hayes the 
law was practically ignored, and the men were required to work ten hours to 
earn the same pay thatthey had received under the administration of President 
Grant for eight hours’ work. 

‘Thus the matter has run on until the present time, some Departments ignor- 
ing the law and others enforcing it. The result, therefore, is that the Govern- 
ment has been requiring of a portion of its employés, laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics ten hours’ work to earn the same amount of money that it has paid 
to others of the same class of labor for eight hours’ work. This, your commit- 
tee think, is an unfair and unjust discrimination which should not have been 
made. Whatever construction may be put upon the law, certainly no one will 
claim that it justifies such a discrimination. These men are either entitled toa 
full price of a day's work for cight hours’ labor or theyare not. If the act con- 
templated a reduction of the wages of labor to correspond with the reduction 
of the hours of labor, those who have been paid the full price of a day’s work 
for cight hours of labor have been overpaid if such was not the intention of 
Congress in passing the act; if not, then the Government honestly owes these 
men forthe difference between the value of eight and the value of ten hours’ 
work, to be determined by the standard adopted by the Government in fixing 
the rate of wages paid to its employés of the class hereinbefore named. 

In determining the question as to whether, under the act of June 25, 1868, these 
Men are entilied to a tuil day's pay for eight hours’ work, we have recourse no 
only to the proclamations of the President of the United States above quoted 
and the act of May 15, 1872, directly requiring the accounting officers of the 
Government to give the law this construction, but we are further enlightened 
by the debates in the Senate upon this act when the bill was before the Senate 
(page 3424, Volume 68, Globe, second session Fortieth Congress). During this 
debate Mr. SuremMan, of Ohio, offered an amendment to the effeet that the wages 
should be reduced to correspond with the reduction of the hours of labor. This 
debate was participated in by Senators Morton, Wilson, Thurman, STeEWAnrt, 
and others, We quote from the remarks made by Senator Morton, as follows: 

“Mr. Morron. * * As I understand the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio, Iam notin favor of it. I think it will virtually defeat the 
object of the bill. 

* Mr. Conness, Of course it does, 

“Mr. Morton, It proposes to adjust the rate of wages according tothe length 
of time during which labor is performed. The effect of it would be to bring 
down the rate of wages, because the time for labor is shortened that much.”’ 

The amendment was rejected by a vote of 21 to 16. We also quote from the 
debates in the Senate on the adoption of the House resolution, No. 47, which 
was incorporated in section 2 of the sundry civil bill, passed May 18, 1872, and 
referred to above (p. 124, vol. 87, Globe, second session Forty-second Congress): 

““Mr. Monrvron, Mr. President, I desire to make one suggestion in reply to the 
Senator from Connecticut, as to what was the understanding here when the 
eight-hour law passed. My recollection is that the Senator from Ohio, behind 
me | Mr. SueermAan}], offered an amendment to that bill for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the Senate as to whether there should be a full day’s wages paid for 
eight hours’ work or only eight hours’ labor paid for. My recollection is that 
the question was distinctly presented in that amendment, which was voted 
down by a very decided majority.” 

Mr. Sumner, on the same resolution: 

* It is unquestionably an act of justice; these workmen are out of theirmoney, 
some of them are dead and are represented by their families, and to them this 
smal! allowance is of very great importance. 1 do not think it is advisable for 
us to take more time. I think we fairly owe the money, and, therefore, the 
sooner we pay it the better.” 

In the light of the legislation upon this subject, your committee have no hesi- 
tation in coming to the conclusion that Congréss, in passing the act of June 25, 
1868, intended to lessen the hours of labor without in any d reducing the 
rate of wages, and they are consequently of the opinion that in all cases where 
the class of employés named in the act have been required to work more than 
eight hours to carn their daily wages, or where the wages have been reduced 
on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, the Government is justly in- 
debted to the men for the eae 

No appropriation is asked for in this bill; the claimants only ask to be allowed 
to go to a court of competent jurisdiction, where they can have an eee 
to establish theirclaims upon the basis that they shall be paid the full price of a 
day's work for eight hours’ labor. And this your committee think but a reason- 
able request, and ought to be granted, and therefore report the bill back with- 
out amendment and recommend that it do pass. 

(As to the custom of the Government in fixing the rate of wages and the order 
and construction of the Secretary of War, and as tothe report of committee ap- 

inted to investigate the 15 per cent. contracts being made to evade the eight- 
a law and extracts from Senate debates, see appenix.) 











APPENDIX A. 


[Court of Claims. No. 8009. Eight-hour case. James Driscoll vs. The United 
States. Evidence for claimant.] 


Deposition of William T. Dewdney, for plaintiff, taken in Washington, D. C., 
on the 3d day of March, 1877. 

Q. 1. State your name, age, occupation, your place of residence the past year; 
and whether you have any, and, if any, what, interest, direct or indirect, in the 
claim which is the subject of inquiry; and whether you are related, and in what 
degree, to the claimant. 

A. W.T. Dewdney ; forty-two years; carpenter; No. 1414 Seventeenth street, 
Washington, PD. C,; I have no interest in this claim, and Iam not related. 

Q. 2. How are you at present employed? 

A. lam assistant superiatendent of the new War, State, and Navy Department 
building. 

Q.3. Sow long have you been so employed? 

A. Since June, 1872. 5 

Q.4. State, if you know, what the Government pgid stone-cutters and granite- 
cutters on the work here in Washington during the years 1871 and 1872. 

A. In 1872 we paid granite-cutters $4.50 per day for eight hours’ work. 

Q.5. Did the Government observe the eight-hour law here in Washington? 

A. They did. 

Q. 6. By what rule, if any,did the Government establish the scale of prices 
bor? 

A. The price paid to the mechanics and laborers em on the Government 
building is estubsished by the market price paid by outside. 

Q. 7. you mean to be understood that the Government pays the same price 
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for eight hours’ labor that private parties pay for ten? If not, state what you 
mean to be understood by it. 
(Objected to as leading.) 
A. I mean that they do pay the same. 
Q. 8. Do you know of any other matter relative to the claimin question? If 
you do, state it. 
A. Ido not. 
WM. T. DEWDNEY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1877. 
[SEAL. ] JNO. W. FRAZEE, 
United Stales Commissioner, District of Cotumbia, 





APPENDIX B. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW—SECRETARY LINCOLN’S LETTER OF INSTRUCTION THAT IT 
SHOULD BE ENFORCED, 

Inquiry having been made at the War Department as to the truth of the re- 
peated allegations that the eight-hour law has been disregarded by the Depart- 
ment, it is learned from the Acting Secretary of War, General Benét, that the 
charge was unfounded, as is shown by the following copy of a letter of instruc- 
tions sent to him as Chief of Ordnance by Secretrry Lincoln: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 26, 1883, 


Sim: I transmit herewith separate petitions purporting to be signed by em- 
ployés of the arsenal at Benicia, the arsenal at Rock Island, and the arsenal at 
Frankford, representing that the provisions of the “eight-hour law” (section 
3733 of the Revised Statutes) are not complied with at those arsenals, and pray- 
ing that they be enforced. The law referred to does not prohibit Government 
officers, for good reasons based on the peculiar character of the duty of the em- 
ployé or upon the exigency of the publie service, from making the agreement 
with an employé of the character named in the act, that he shall render his serv- 
ices for anagreed price during more or Jess than eight hoursin a day, and it may 
be that some or all of the petitioners are employed under such an engagement. 
It is, however, my opinion that in the absence of a public exigency the contin- 
uance of active work at Government manufacturing establishments for more 
than eight hours a day is in violation of the intent of the statute, and you will 
= to instruct the commanding officers of the above-named arsenals accord- 

ngly. 

=, I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 

To the CaTEF OF ORDNANCE. 


APPENDIX C, 


(House Report No. 93, second session Forty-second Congress, Seneca Sandstone 
Investigation, puge 4.] 


That by employing stone-cutters through contractor ten hours’ labor are ob- 
tained per day instead of eight, a saving of 20 percent., which more than covers 
on his contract the 15 per cent. allowed the contractor. 


AprEenpDrx D. 


(Senate, June 24, 1868. Globe, page 3424, volume 68, second session Fortieth 
Congress, 1868. | 

First. SHERMAN’s amendment to H. R. bill to regulate hours of labor. 

Second. Speech of Senator Conness. 

Third, Speech of Senator SHERMAN. 

Fourth. Speech of Senator Hendricks. 

Fifth, Speech of Senator Morton, page 3425, 

Sixth. Speech of Senator STEWART, page 3425, 

Seventh. Speech of Senator BUCKALEW, page 3427. 

rie Rejection of SHzRMAN's amendment, page 3429. Foramendment, 16; 
against, 21. 

Ninth, Passage of bill without amendment. Yeas, 26; nays, 11. 

Tenth. SHERMAN’s suggestion to change title of bill ‘to give Government em- 
ployés 25 per cent. more wages than employésin private establishments receive. 
(Senate, Forty-second Congress, Globe, volume 87, page 122.) 

Senator Wilson’s explanation of violation of law of 1863, 

Perry and Thurman, page 123. 

Morton, 124. 

Sumner, 124, 

Extracts from eches delivered in the Senate of the United States June 24, 
1868, on H. R. bill No. 365, constituting eight hours a day’s work for Govern- 
ment employés. 

Senator ConneEss. Now, sir, I move to take up for consideration House bill No. 
365 (page 3424, volume 68, Globe, second session Fortieth Congress). 

* * * * * * * 

Senator SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment: 

‘‘And unless otherwise provided by law, the rate of wages paid by the United 
States shall be the current rate for the same labor for the same time at the place 
of employment” (page 3424, volume 68, Globe, second session Fortieth Con- 

= 8 & 


Senator Connzss, I hope this amendment will not be adopted. The passage 
of the bill with this amendment would amount to nothing. * * * It would 
simply be a reduction of two hours’ labor. * * * 


[SuHeRMAn’s speech on his amendment.] 


All I desire is if the United States Government chooses to take the lead in 
making eight hours a day’s work, that it shall not be compelled to pay for that 
eight hours’ work more than any private individual would pay. 

have no objection to the Dill (with this amendment), for then the same 
amount of work done for the United States will bear the same price as if done 
for an individual, no more and no less, 
[Mr. Morton in reply.] 


Mr. President, as I understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio, I am not in favor of it, Ithink it will virtually defeat the object of this 
bill. 

Mr. Consess. Of course it does. 

Mr. Morrow. It proposes to adjust the rate of wages according to the length 
of time during which labor is performed. The effect of it would be to bring 
down the rate of w: , because the time for labor is shortened that much. 

Upon the question that this law is to bean experiment to determine whether as 
much work would be performed in eight hours as in ten Mr. Morton said: “It 
can not be settled and the experiment can not be made if the wages in the very 
beginning are reduced 20 per cent., which would be the practical effect of the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, because, asI understand his amendment, 
it proposes that the wages shall be reduced as the hours are in point of time.” 


(Remarks of Senator STEWART.] 


The amendment of the Senator from Ohio certainly on no would be 
right, and I think on a moment’s reflection the Senator himself will see that, 


because I believe that it is admitted on all hands that men will do more work 
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of justice or have not the money to come here and lobby this House for the |.) eee rn eee aes ’ staan 
purpose of protecting their own rights. Let the law stand or jet the law be See oot aay wh will ae . 
pealed. It has been here for a period of some twelve years, for i think th: ‘ gic aati = re 
was passed in 1868. It has been regarded as almost a dead letter upon th« } : ae 
ute-book. I tell you that a construction against labor and laboring men I Exurerr A | 
the manner in which this thing is done is wrong, and I tell you so before God Report of mil 
and in the sight of all men that the law should be carried out and enforced i es 7 : 
(References. ] Pints tice he ww, ame, 198m 
a ae also Wright, Phillips, Page, and Willis—pages 4542 to 4547, inclusive | To comply with the requirements of General Orders No. 53, Adjutant-Ge 
x assed under suspension of the rules on the 14th of June, 1880, by yeas 130, | eral’s Office, Washington, D. C., June 1, 1877,a day’s work at this arsenal, wher 1 
nays yl. , 5s | the length of the day will permit, is made to consist of ten hours; but t 
(Extracts from the speech of Mr. Truman, of South Carolina, on the eight form more strictly to the ruling custom in this vicinity as is required by law, or 
3 hour bill, in second session Fort¥-sixth Congress, Congressional Globe, volume | balf hour of this time is allowed to the workmen for the longer walk tot 
44, pages 4542 and 4543. See also Appendix.) - : F oe work than is nece » cities, making the hours of labor 9} hours per d 
[Resolution as follows. ] | In pa “fo tI ; daylight will not pe rmit t hours of labor, t 
‘ : rs fixed by orders from time to time v onstitute af ( - 
4 op Depeiaed, That according to the true intent and meaning of section 3733 of the wan. as Li Letina nee 
| Bevin Statutes al laborers: workinen, and mechanics employed by orn be: | "When a workman is employed only e part of a day he will be allowed | 
A work; and all heads of Departments. office ea i Gay's ey or eight 10urs’ | such part of a day's work the number of hours he works divided by t ! i } 
‘ are hereby directed to enf partments, officers, and agents of the Government | ber of hours that constitute a day's work at the time. Special workmen, su 4 
y e 0 enforce said law as herein interpreted. as foreman, guards, firemen, sh« Pp attendants, etc., whose duties their f 
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presence more hours than other workmen, will be allowed oniy one day’s labor 
for the full number of hours of service required of them in each twenty-four 
hours, and their wages shall be fixed accordingly. We,the undersigned, agrce 
to the above. 





' 
| For what purpose. Wages. 





Signature. Name. 


| | 
| | 


Respectfully submitted, 





’ 
, Foreman, 
Forwarded approved. 





ew 
— ——_ incharge. 


Approved, 











: 
Commanding. 
STATE OF ILLINoIs, Rock Island County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me,a clerk of the county court in and for the 
county of Rock Isiand and State of Illinois aforesaid, Patrick J. Carey, who, 
being duly sworn, upon his oath doth say that he was employed at the United 
States arsenal at Rock Island, [il., during the seven years from A. D. 1877 to A. 
1). 1884; that he as well as other employés at the said arsenal were required to 
sign the contract, a copy of which is hereto attached and marked Exhibit A, or 
get no employment at said arsenal; thathedid, with other employés, sign the 
said contract under protest, knowing at the time of signing the same as afore- 
said that eight hours were a legal day’s work in Government employ, and that 
William Channon, a foreman at said arsenal, gave notice to the affiant, as well 
as other employés, that his instructions were to retain none of the employés 
that would not sign the aforesaid contract, and that any refusing so todo would 
be immediately discharged from the Government employ, and that he did sign 
the aforesaid contract under protest and continued to work at said arsenal under 
said contract until the night of April 2, A. D. 1884, believing that the United 
States Congress would give the benefit of the eight-hour law out of which he and 
the other employés were wronged. 

That he has heretofore joined with other employés, and forwarded to the hon- 
orable Secretary of War, in a protest against the action of Col. D. W. Flagler, 
commandant at said Rock Island arsenal. 

And further than this deponent saith not. 

PATRICK J. CARY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
[SEAL. ] RICHARD A, DONALDSON, 
Clerk County Court. 


Exuipit A 2. 
Report of men hired. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 
; , , 188—. 


To comply with the requirements of General Orders No. 53, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office, Washington, D. C., June 1, 1877,a day’s work at this arsenal, when 
the length of the day will permit, is made to consist of ten hours; but to con- 
form more strictly to the ruling custom in this jvicinity, as is required by law, 
one-half hour of this time is allowed to the workmen for the longer walk to 
their work than is necessary in the cities, making the hours of labor nine and 
one-half hours per day. In the winter, when the hours of daylight will not 
permit nine and one-half hours of labor, the number of hours fixed by orders 
from time to time will constitute a full day’s work. When a workman is em- 
ployed only a — of a day, he will be allowed for such part of aday’s work 
the number of hours he works divided by the number of hours that constitute 
a day’s work at the time. Special workmen, such as foreman, guards, firemen, 
shop attendants, etc., whose duties require their presence more hours than other 
workmen, will be allowed only one day’s labor for the full number of hours of 
service required of them in each twenty-four hours, and their wages will be 
fixed accordingly. We, the undersigned, agree to the above. 











Name. For what purpose. Wages. 
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Respectfully submitted. 
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Foreman, 
Forwarded approved. 


—_— ——, In charge. 





Approved, 








—_——, Commanding. 
Srate or I.uirors, Rock Island County, ss: : 


Personally appeared before me, a clerk of the county and State aforesaid, 
Robert Bennett, who, being duly sworn upon his oath, does say that he was 
employed at the United States arsenal at Rock Island, Ill,, during the years 
from A. D. 1877 to A. D. 1884, as well as other employés at the said arsenal, have 
been required to sign the contract (a copy of which is hereto attached and 
marked exhibit A) or get no employment at said arsenal; that said deponent, 
as well as other employés, did protest against signing the said contract, well 
knowing that eight hours were a legal day’s work in Government employ; and 
that Robert McFarlane, foreman at said arsenal, gave notice to deponent, as 
well as other employés, that his instructions were that we, the said employés 
of said arsenal, must sign the said contract or leave the Government employ at 
once; and that deponent, as well as other employés, did sign the said contract, 
under protest, and did continue to work at said arsenal, under said contract, 
until the night of April 2, A. D. 1884, believing that the United States Congress 
would give the benefit of the eight-hour law, of which we were wronged outof; 
and, further, deponent says that he was elected one of a committee to visit Col. 
D. W. Flagler, commander of said arsenal, to protest against the violation of the 
eight-hour law, which duty he did —— and was sent to Washington, D.C., 
in April, A, D. 1884, a delegate bv the employés of said arsenal, and there pre- 
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sented the grievance of said employ¢s of the violation of the eight-hour law be- 
fore the Committee of the House on Labor; also presented the same to the Hon. 
Senator BLarr, of the Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate, and 
there endeavored to secure the wages which we are entitled to receive for work 
performed ; and further, that deponent, as well as other employés, did forward 
a protest against the action of Col. D. W. Flagler, of said arsenal, to the henor- 


able Secretary of War. 
ROBERT BENNETT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of February, A. D. 1888, 
[SEAL.] RICHARD A. DONALDSON, 
Clerk County Court. 


EXHIsit B. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., February 7, 1888, 
To all whom it may concern: 


This is to certify that at a meeting of the employés of the League Island navy- 
yard held at Philadelphia, on February 22, 1878, 1 was duly elected as their rep- 
resentative to proceed to Washington for the purpose of getting Congress to 

ass a law to enforce the “eight-hour law,’’ which had been violated by the 
,.0onorable Secretary of the Navy, at that time, and also to claim extra compen- 
sation for the two hours worked per day in violation of the eight-hour law. 

At that time the Boston, New York, Washington, and Norfolk navy-yards 
sent representatives to work in conjunction with myself. By proxy I was au- 
thorized to act for the employés of the Kittery and Mare Island (California) 
navy-yards, also Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, and the arsenal at Rock 
Island, Il1., and finally was authorized to represent all the navy-yards. 

I would state this committee worked at every session of Congress during the 
following three years, without obtaining the legislation that they asked for, 
when all but myself became disheartened and came to the conclusion that Con- 
gress passed the eight-hour law for the benefit of Government employés, but 
would do nothing to make the heads of Departments of the Government en- 
force the law after they had violated it. 

Finding that Congress would take no action in regard to the enforcement 
of the law, after a three years’ trial, I brought the matter to the attention of 
Presidents Garfield and Arthur and their Secretaries of the Army and Navy, and 
the great help that I received from Hon. A. C, HArRMER, after working for two 
years more, succeeded in getting ex-Secretary of the Navy William E. Chandler 
to enforce the law, which was done on or about March 26, 1883; about ten months 
afterward succeeded in getting ex-Secretary of War Robert E. Lincoln to en- 
force the law. During all this time I, as the representative of these employés, 
protested against the violation of the law, and claimed compensation for the 
extra hours worked in excess of eight hours per day. I would state that at the 
navy-yards during the violation of the law the employés were compelled to 
work six months in the year eight hours per day and six months ten hours per 
day, and were paid the same rate of wages for eight hours’ work per day as 
they received for ten hours’ work per day, and at the navy-yards the employés 


| signed no contracts; they had to work according to orders received or be dis- 


| charged. 


| 


I was informed at the arsenals by the employés that they worked ten hours 
per day the whole year, during the violation of the law, and were compelled to 
sign contracts by the officers in charge or be forthwith discharged. 

When elected to represent the Government employés I was rated as a laborer 
on the rolls at navy-yard, League Island, Philadelphia, Pa. Hon. Henry W. 
BLAIR, United States Senator, ought to remember me well, as I had to appear be- 
fore the committee several times on this matter; I also requested him to pre- 
sent in 1884 a resolution to pay Government employés for holidays, which was 

and approved January 6, 1885; also at last session of Congress requested 
nim to present a resolution to pay Government employés for Decoration Day, 
which was passed and approved. 

Hon. A. C. HARMER assisted me in the eight-hour business and can vouch for 


my statement. 
JACOB M. DAVIS, 
1031 Frankford Road, Philadelphia, Pa. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 


Before me, the subscriber, a notary public for the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, and residing in the city of Philadelphia, personally appeared Jacob M. 
Davis, who, being duly sworn according to law, did depose and say that the 
facts set forth in the within statementare true to the best of his knowledge and 


belief. 
JACOB M. DAVIS, 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 7th day of February, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL.] MATHIAS SEDDINGER, 
Notary Public. 


DIstTRIcT OF COLUMBIA: 


On this 8th day of February, 1888, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for the aforesaid District, Richard Emmons and Joseph M. Padg- 
ett, of Washington, D. C., who, being sworn, state as follows, namely: That 
they have been employed twenty-seven and thirty years, respectively, in the 
ordnance department of the Washington navy-yard; that they were employed 
in that department in the year 1877, when, by an order of the Secretary of the 
Navy (Thompson) the workmen, mechanics and laborers, employed in said yard 
were ordered to work ten hours a day to earn their daily wages; that said em- 
ployés in various ways protested against the enforcement of said order; that 
affiants, with others, were delegated to present and protest to the Secretary of 
the Navy and to ask Congress to pass a resolution defining the meaning and 
intent of the national ao law, which had been passed by Cor.gress 
June 25, 1868, and which, during most of President Grant’s administration, had 
been enforced; that affiants, with other delegates from the Washington yard, 
and Jacob M. Davis, of Philadelphia, Pa., who represented the League Island 
yard and other yards, did present the case by way of protest to the Secretary 
of the Navy, and also presented the matter to Congress; that the House of Rep- 
resentatives did, in 1878, pass a favorable resolution onthe subject, but that dur- 
ing the administration of President Hayes no change of Secretary Thompson’s 
order compelling the said employés to work ten hours was promulgated at this 
yard, and the men were compelled to work ten hours per day until the order of 
Secretary Chandler fixing the time of a day’s work at eight hours; further 


afliants saith not, 
RICH’D EMMONS. ee) 


JOS. M. PADGETT. §[srat.]) 
Sworn to before me on the above date. 
[SEAL. ] HOWARD O. EMMONS, 
Notary Public. 


District or CoLuMBIA, County of Washington, ss: 

I, Edward H. Rogers, being duly sworn, do depose and say that I am a citi- 
zen of the State of Massachuseits, ree in the city of Chelsea in said State; 
that I am temporarily in the city of Washington, D. C.; that I am a ship-joiner 


by trade; that I have worked in the navy-yard at Charlestown, Mass., at inter- 
vals for twenty-six years now last past; that Iam here as the representative of 
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the workingmen of said navy-yard who have claims for overtime un¢ 
t-hour law. 

irther state that on or about March 1.1 
State, a meeting of the employés of the Government in said yard was h¢ 
the purpose of ser ling a delegate or representative to Wash 


to the ofticers of the Government here against 
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the yard in requiring the men to work ten ho day with« 
crease of | iy, when by the act of June 25, 1868 onl re 
work e'ght hours for a full day’s work, and to take h measures as 
cure tl snforcement of the eight-hour law 

I further state that I was se tary of that meeting; that Mr. Samuel ¢ 
of Charlestown, Mass., an em was chosen as 
perform that service; that he p ngton on or about t 
oO same month for that purpose, and worked diligently to that « 
nearly three months, and that | assisted in raising some $300 to pay his« 





tat business and maintain his family 

I further state that he, in company with de 
several interviews with the Secretary of the Navy, bt 
cess(ul, as the increased hours were continued without correspo 
during the five summer seasons from 1878 to 1882, inclusive. An interview 
the delegation had with Pres Hayes brought no relief, and they f 
turned their efforts towards Congress 

It further appears that a joint resolution de 


legates from the other y 











laratory of the inte tion of ¢ 






gress concerning the eight-hour law passed the House of I resentativesthr i 
their action on May 9, 1878 it declared that “eight hours should const 














day’ work,” and that “no reduction should be made in the wi ‘ 
of tl e reduction of the hours of labor.”’ Pending its considera s 
ate, Mr. Hunt returned to his home,the other delegates doit % 
the exception of Mr. Jacob M. Davis, the deleg Lez ind va 
Mr. Davis remained in Washington as the au f naval 


and arsenals of the whol country. 
EDWARD H. ROGERS 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, 1858 
[SEAL. FRANK T. RAWLINGS 
Notary P 
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The following matter was also filed before the committe¢ 
Now as to the amount involved in case this bill should pass, Of course we 
have no basis upon which we can estimate or base the amount with any p« 








tive degree of accuracy. But the act of Congress ay proved May S. 1 ee U 
S. Stat. at Large, page 154), provided for the payment of all sums dedi d from 





the pay of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, in consequence of the reduction 
in the hours of labor from the 25th day of June, 1868, until the 19th of May, 1869 
a period of eleven months and twenty days; and, according to the estimate « 
the Third Auditor of the Treasury, it took about $300,000 to pay the men for that 
period. (See official letter of that officer to Senator Harvey, of Kansas, dated 
February , 1875, in reply to an inquiry as tothe amount involved in the pas 
sage of a similar bill to this, then pending in the Senate). Taking this sum as 
the basis for the period of, say, one year (for it is within ten days of that time 
and supposing that about the same numberof men were employed by the Goy 
ernment during that year as have been on an average for the period since t 
time in which these parties claim pay, which is six months in each year 








July, 1877, to the Ist of January, 1884, a period aggregating four years (see t 
order of Secretary Thompson, under President Hayes, dated June 30, 1877 d 


it would require about $1,200,000, 
But according tothe statement of the auditor there had been but $22,063.75 paid 





up to the 25th day of July, 1875, a period of nearly three years after the passage 
of the act authorizing payment as aforesaid ; and the strong probabilit \ 
not one-half of that sum has ever been paid out on those claims. From this we 


} 


may reasonably say that should this bill pass, not half of the claims would be 
presented within the périod named in the bill for presenting these claim Brit 
suppose it takes double or treble that amount, what has the amount to do with 
it if the claim isajustone? And it must be borne in mind that these cla 3 
are not asking Congress to determine the justness of their claims; t 

ask what is almost universally grante 
is that they may go before a compet 
claims if thev ean. 

One other matter as to thefactsinthecase. The eight-hour law was pas 
the 25th of June, 1868, but was entirely ignored by the officers of the Gover! 
who had charge of the employment cf the men named in the act, « 
quiring them to work ten hours to earn their daily wages, or submi 
tion of their wagesto correspond with the reduction in the i 
only worked eight hours per day. This state of things went on until the 1%h« 
May, 1869, when President Grant issued his proclamation prohibiting any ! 
tion of pay in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor; and 
things went on in the same way until llth of May,1872, when the I 
issued a second proclamation calling attention to the first and repe 
Meantime complaint was made to Congress, petitions were sentin. and | swe! 
introduced with the view of restraining the officers of the Government i 
violating the law, which finally resulted in the passage of section 2 of the act 











1 to capitalists and corporations 


nt tribunal and prove the justness o c 
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making appropriations for that current or fiscal year, requiring the accountin 

oflicers of the Treasury to resettle with the men, and to pay them all sums \ i 
had been withheld from them in consequence of the reduction of the | yf 
labor between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the passage of the « t- 


hour bill, and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the President’s first 
mation, a period, as before stated, of about. eleven months and twenty days 
but this act made no provision for payment of the sums withheld from the dat 


of the President's proclamation to the passage of the act, to wit, from the 19th 


day of May, 1869, to the 18th of May, 1872. But during this time Ger 
enforced the law in the different navy-yards of the United States, so t 
the date of his first proclamation to the end of his administration the employ; 
of the navy-yards were only required to work eight hours to earn their daily 





wages. But on the coming in of the administration of President Hayes, Secre- 
tary Thompson, Secretary of the Navy, issued the following order, dated, as 


will be seen, on the 30th day of June, 1877: 


General Order, No. 227. 
“NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, J 





“The following decision of the Supreme Court of the United States is 
lished for the information of the Navy: 
= x < * 7 * 
* Under this construction of the law regulating public labor, given by Su 
preme Court of the United States, the Department has fixed the rate of la n 
mechanics, foremen, leading men, and laborers on the basis of ten ho t day 





Ail workmen electing to labor only eight hours per day will receive a propor 
tionate reduction of their wages. 
“R. W. THOMPSON 


Secretary of the 


Thus requiring the superintendents of different nuvy-yardsto employ the men 
on the basis of ten hours for each day’s work, and if the men chose to work two 
hours less they were to receive less wages. Under this order the men were em- 
ployed until the 21st of March, 1878, when this order was rescinded or revoked, 
and the following order was issued: 
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t they should be paid a $ ‘ 
rs per iy -o th ipp 3 t 5 3 
‘ ely ignored } 1e officers t 
3 the men | spec ‘ 
na ned, 
Mr. PAYNE. Isul t tot é 
the averment in the report that the \ t 
t 
\ hich I base t t 4 
elg nou iw i te oO 
ment 1 ider y oO ha r wi } ( 
their services, rdinate, 1 the Ge 
Government s without aut a rf 
direction from pi pal, says to a laborer I 
who has to receive it, or some other la er is tore \ 


have employment on condition that you work ten 








eight for the same sum of money to ich ire ¢ 
law for eight hour labor lhe man, t f 
| ywer to relu Hema co else Vv tie 
where else br the next man c« ( er t 
t nces al Or c ip € 1 I the t 5 
precisel same unjust and wrong L« 

ent lation of his instr th < »¢ 

ment So, unless th man l 

to step a d and so of the next, a >on 

the country capable of pe or! yr { é l 
themselves, and all of them | é 1 ce ne ‘ 
this wrongtul act on the part of the ibagent 
United State The result would | t 
no labor whatevs I the that 
ernment would be left if the men did n ibor, a t 
ordinate would be put in a position to violate the 
the action of Congress. 

But I say that it was actual compulsi mn to tl I ! 
work. ft was compulsion in th nse, tha t 
starve, and that it was, as we all know pract ) l 
to obtain labor, even including the labor of the Governn r every 
body wants to obtain employme: I ( t na é 
was not only full, but abound in ti { we 





many honest men who were not able to obta 

















vast amount of employment, with the best of p | i behal 
of the United States, and these peo; isking for it, and cing for it 
on the terms laid down in the law; and I say ina ind proper 
sense, as the report states, that these men wer ret in order to 
work at all, in order to supply the ne lhe es, to ac- 
cept it upon the illegal terms wh we 1 upon them or go with- 
out the labor that was to give t 1é means f 

They protested; they said that was t ordi law; they ca 
ried their complaints to the heads of Departments; they sent their 
committees to Cor S they asked for assistance; they asked for re- 
dress; and time after time this continual effort to secure a proper ct 
struction of the law during these « t years was unavailing That 
they were right and that the Gove nent was wrong ciently 
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by the contemporaneous explanations and the construction of its lan- 
guage, as shown in the debates and by the actual votes upon proposi- 
tions to amend the law, and on « proposition offered by a Senator not 
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now present to soamend the law that it should specifically provide that | 


for eight hours they were only to receive that proportion of compensa- 
tion for a day’s work in the vicinity where they rendered the labor that 
eight hours was to the ten or twelve hours’ ordinary labor constituting 
a day’s work outside of the Government employment. 

Now, Mr. President, I shall speak just a moment upon the legal con- 
struction made of this act during the time it has been on the statute- 
beok. There have been two decisions, at least, but two of which I have 
knowledge, which have been made by the Supreme Court during this 
period of time bearing upon the law. One is that of the United Stat 
vs. Martin, which was cited by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vrs1 
the other day as holding that where a man worked and received acom 
pensation that was illegally forced upon him, or for which he was coim- 
pelled to labor illegally beyond the eight hours in order to reeeive it— 
that having received that he was precluded from any further applica- 
tion for the excess. That is not the law; that is not the decision 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me a moment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. 
he did not continue to work the twelve hours at the price he had been 
theretofore receiving he could not have employment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; they were notified by those they were work- 
ing underthat they must work theten ortwelve hours or be discharged. 


} 
' 
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| give them beyond all controversy the rightw 


That certainly was the case where he was told thatif | 
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Now this is what I wish.to call the attention of the Senate to: 

The Auditor thereupon stated the account, and allowed the claimant £205.63, 
which wasadmitted by the Second Comptroller; and that amount was paid to 
the claumant, who receipted for the same, in writing, in full of the aeeount: 

he court below distmissed the petition, but on « subsequent day of the term 
made an order vaeating the judgment, and directing, for the f an ap 


urpose of a 
peal, a pro forma judgment to be entered in favor of (he claimant in the sum of 
$1,019.49. 






The Senxte will observe that here isacontroversy «ising after all the 
facts existed whielt tix the rights of the parties, and’ that this contro- 
versy is adjudicated between them, and that the claimant accepts the 
adjudication or award; and that, under. all the principles of law, of 
course, is an end of the litigation: ‘That is all there is of the case. 
The court decided that a rreement or he may 
settle a controversy, and that is all there is in it, so far as that decision 
is concerned. 

But, Mr. President, the bill before the Senate is designed to give to 
these who have not by actual litigation adjusted their claims, and to 
ch the original act gave to 
nd the firstsection of the 


man may makea special 








them to receive compensation for this excess, 
act is designed to be so explicit upon that subject that there can be no 
controversy. To. be sure, if @ man has raised the question, if he has 
submitted to the jurisdiction of a court, of a tribunal, of a referee, and 
there has. been an award made in good faith, and without any imposi- 





| tion or fraud he has accepted that as an end of the litigation; as an end 


That condition was imposed upon those already being employed and | 
] : . 


under contract with the Government at the time of the enactment of 


the Jaw as well as upon those who applied for employment de novo. 

His decision is of course good law ogly to the extent of the facts 
which it covers, I read those facts.and conclusions in the debate the 
other night. I will read them once more to show that the scope of the 
decision does not cover any such construction of the law as-is claimed 
by the Senator from Missouri. ‘These arethe facts: 


In the year 1873 the claimant made a formal application in writing to the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury for arrears of pay claimed as due him under 


the second section of the act of May 18, L872 (17 Statutes, 134), between the 25th of 
June, 1868, and the 19th of May, 1869, on account of his said employment. 


The first act referred to is that of Congress requiring compensation | 


to be paid where over the eight hours’ labor had been exacted for the 


ordinary compensation after the law of Congress was passed wherever | 


facts existed or similar facts existed which now exist, and to redress 
injury under and by virtue of the bill that is now before Congress, 
showing that Congress so construed their own act of 1868 by requiring 
in’express terms the excess be paid to these men. 
ward and made his claim under that law. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask theSenator a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me finish this statement of facts. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator refer to the act of 1872? 

Mr. BLAIR. This man madehis claim under that act, that his serv- 
ices were rendered between June 25, 1868, and May, 1869, orsome day 
of May, 1869. Congress passed an act in 1872-—— 

Mr. GEORGE. 1 have that before my mind now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, you have that before you. 
act in 1872 directing that where the employé had worked more than the 
eight hours for his compensation he should be paid for the excess be- 
tween the date of the enactment of the law of June 25, 1868, and the 
period—some eleven months later—of the proclamation, in May, 1869. 

This man, after the enactment of the law of 1872, expressly affirm- 
ing his right to such compensation, made his claim to the auditor, and 
these are the facts 

Mr. GEORGE. Are there any more than two acts of Congress on 
the subject, the act of 1868 and that of 1872? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no knowledge of any other. There wasa proc- 
lamation of Grant, in 1869; there was an act of June 25, 1868, the orig- 
inal act; and then there was another act by Congress, in May, 1872, 
directing the excess of labor to be paid for between the date of the orig- 
inal act and the proclamation of May, 1869. 

Mr. GEORGE. The act of 1868? 

Mr. BLAIR. May 19, 1869, is the date of the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Grant. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
the act of 1868? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; and in the report I have read you will see the 
number of the section in the Revised Statutes. ° 

Mr. GEORGE. I want that. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is section 3738 of the Revised Statutes. That is 
the original act. The other act was a. provision in an appropriation 
bill. It was approved May 18, 1872. Now for the facts in the case 
before the Supreme Court: 


In the year 1873 the claimant made a formal application, in writing, to the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury for arrears of pay, claimed as dune him under 
the second section of the act of May 18, 1872 (17 Statutes, 134) between the 25th 
of Jane, 1858, and the 19th of May, 1859— 





And the law you read from the Revised Statutes is 


That:is the date of President Grant’s proclathation— 
on account of his said employment. 


This man came for- | 


Congress passed an | 





of the controversy both of Jaw and of fact, he should, I suppose, be 
concluded; but this-bill is not designed to reach a case of that kind. 
There arevery few instances of thatsort. So faras I know this is the 
only instance. [Iam not aware that there has ever been a litigation, 
except this one litigation, and nobody is bound by it save this single 
party, and if there were others L think it would be the duty of Con- 
gress to go furtherand to enact.alaw conferring aremedy for this equi- 
table claim; for nobody. can doubt, it seems.to me, the correctness of 
the later-construction of President Cleveland, and of President Arthur 


| in the last:partof his administration, and. of Secretary Chandler, and 
| of Secretary Whitney, and of Seeretary Lineoln also, who had his-at- 


tentioncalled to this subject'and whose letter affirming his views upon 


| the matterin favorof these laborers-is to be found in the report of the 


committee, which has: been ordered’ to be printed as-part of my re- 
marks. 

There is-one other decision, and only one other decision; and that is 
what is known as the 15 per cent: cases. One of the ingenious-subter- 
fuges to which executive officers resorted to prevent the American peo- 
ple from having their way was invented, whatare known as the 15 per 
cent. cases, arising under the contracts decided upon in the case of the 
United States vs. Driscoll, im 6 Otto, page 421.. These are the only 
cases which have come before the Supreme Court. 

In this latter case the United States furnished the money to perform 
the work; furnished the machinery, and generally the plant where- 
with it was-performed, but: let the contract to perform. the labor to a 
contractor, and he-hired the labor, using the money advanced 'to him 
by the United States to pay the workmen, laborers, and mechanics em- 
ployed by him: 

lt was: finally heid, there: being no actual privity of contract De- 
tween the workmen and this 15 per cent. contractor, that the United 
States-was: not liable; and he did succeed in evading the law in that 
way. Thecourt hasso decided, and of course this bill furnished no rem- 
edy as against: those who had’ no privity of coutract'in their relation 
to the: United: States. That class-of cases for quite a number of years 
covered a great’ mass-of the Department work of the country in the 
construction of public buildings, and I suppose that was done in the 
way of the improvement of our rivers and harbors, and all that which 
was-contract labor where there was no privity between the employés 
and.the United States, and consequently this bill does not touch them 
at all, and it is not expected to do so. 

It was: suggested the otherday by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawns] that the propelling power behind this bill was simply a 
parcel of claim agents; or very largely so. He intimated that there 
was nobody but claim agentsinterested inthe matter. During all the 
years this:question has been pending before the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor L have never. heard of but one agent, and he is a law- 
yer here in this city, of eminence and respectability, as I am informed, 
and he has never been before the committee but in a single instance. 

Since that suggestion of the Senator I have had placed in my hands 
one of the petitions, a petition from the Norfolk navy-yard, of between 
four and five hundred employés, and those who bring it to me say there 
is no claim agent whatever representing these men. I have received 
sinee the public prints assailed this (as some parties assail every claim 
against the Government of any importance as being simply for the en- 
richment of claim agents) a. large number of affidavits from men hav- 
ing claims in different parts of the country, in which they assert that 
they have employed no claim agents, that they are dealing directly 
with the Government, and I think it is substantially true that these 
claims are-now in the hands of the men who rendered the service. 
Doubtless there may be here and there a claim agent interested, but 
that there is- anything in these claims or the existing ownership of 
these claims that would justify the United States in repudiating an 
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honest or an equitable debt I do not believe, It has not come to my I said office hav 


knowledge. I have not heard even remote suggestions of it, save only | after July 1, 185s. 








2 this general talk to which I have alluded. — 
The matter isa simple one. Ican not make it any plainer. It is | CONFIRMATIONS 
an appeal to the equity of Congress, and I hope that the bill will pass. | a : 7 ast — 
4 Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ; 


executive business, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of Thomas H. B. Jones, to be agent lian t] hold 
the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the question.] The ayes a ney in Dakota 


pear to have it. 
Mr. BLAIR. I call for a division. fohn A. Sweeney. to be postmas t Har . ; 
Che question being . " : 
Mr. BLAIR and Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays; and >obert A. Meier. to. be 




















they were ordered. County. Colorado. 
Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to say a word t is 
is not a matter to exhibit any feeling about, ant l see | 
we ou rin this direction—— _ i a HOUSE OF REPR] \TIVI 
F he pro tempor Che motion is not debatable —— 
2 Mr. : only available opportunity for the consideratio [ONDAY. July 16. 1 
e l ter in the other House will be on Wednesday night, and j ; 
G pass it before then or Jet it go for the session. ___ +A LOUSS MEE At Ml x In. yer 16 ( 
tESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend. The W. EH, MII SERS, As v 3 
t debatable i urnal Of the prot 
HOAR. ILlask that the vote may be again taken by a division 
a DENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachus By unanimous consent, leave of : ice Was granted M 
I $ con that the vote may be again taken by a di or one week, on account ol yor t busi: 
ion Is tl opjer Che Chair hears none. : é ate : 
Che question being again put, there were—ayes 19—— Ss a 
Mr. COCKRELL. Lask for the yeas and nays, _ MI KILGORE, irom the ed 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays-have been or- | they had examined and found d ind a 
dered. 1 Of the foliow! t ed t 
Ir. BLAIR. May I be permitted to say a word. nt resolution (H. Res. 161) to he , 
The PRESIDENT pro i pere, Is there ob tion to the Sena l rake S sad equipments I trict ‘ 


from New Hampshire proceeding? ‘The Chair hears none. L Plid (ih. dy, 4 





Mr. BLAIR. IL withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. I think ; +s'sialive Asse 

















it will lead simply to that sort of controversy over this bill which will ai t. tt. OUOE) tO ’ 
. , ~ + , 4 4 74 +} X +} i t n nou ¢ | 
be pi less, and I do not want that. I have stated to the Senat > A NOUES, 4 ‘ 
} } +} LT \ bill i f. O39) mt r ri y nt t t 3 
necessity of our acting in season so as to get the bill to the House A yh (ad. de providing 10 
sday, and I will withdraw the call and ask as a matter of co 1 the Vistrich of Coiu ¢ l 
. ' , . , 7 1 
to these men, at least, that we may dispose of the bill to-morro 
PRESIDENT pro ) ‘ [s there objection to the withdra . DLL (ik. I. So to t 
the call for the yeas and nays? ‘The Chair hears none. ‘The « tect , 
mnsidered. The question recurs on the motion of the Senat AT Poses. 
iissouri [ Mr. \ that. the Senate proceed to the cous EVENIN¢ N POR ! : 
I ¢ cUuLclLve I 1 } MT) WHITTHO vr Mi . ) 4 ; 
a ‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consi 1 next Saturday evening the Ho 5 ) 
+e ation of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in exec 3 0’cloek p. m.. for the purpose « no public 
5 ; y - . p = ’ ‘ i’. hes l i | t 
ie session doors we opened, and (at 5 o’clock and Commit on 1] 1 
m. ) the adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, J ise O that t n th L 
ns 12 O% , . 1 i povel CK 
a e SPEAKE! { 
me NOM \ NS. | from ‘Tennessee 
5 — Vhhat ‘ 
: Execeutite no l by the te July 1G, 1888 LAND. W 
SPEAKER t 
( IN 
moO ock 
First ] { 1e3 J to be ca , Jun », 188 3 fro ( the ¢ - 
Wheeler, l from a on n  ¢ 10 
e nd L it ‘ DD rst ileutenan June 15, 1 5 oO } 
u vl Lusk, I ol le . 
a e s A ‘ 
i vaj John V. J ‘ le unt su 1, to be surgeon, with . 
rank of major, July 3, 1888, vice Bentley, retired from act : ; 
DK 3 . : ent ey, i irol \ OATES ' 
7 SIXTH: REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. y introduce are pe! ted esk 























First Lieut. Robert: Hanna, to be captain, July 7, 1888, vice Chai Mr. MILLS. l 
promoted to the Ninth Cavalry. » SPEAKER , 
Seeond Lieut. Frederick G. Hodgson, to be first lieutenant, July ler request th 
is Ha t, pl moted. 
q NINTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. : 
“tl ‘ Taye ha ft, P . o } ‘ } y . i * * s , - 
- Capt. Adna.R. Chaffee, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be major, July 7 
, 1588, vice Benteen, retired from active service. 
[NITED STATES MARSHAL. 7 7 
Peter T. Knight, of Florida, to be marshal of the United Stat 
the ithern district of Florida, viee F. J. Moreno, resigned. OA i f 
‘ (he nomination of Peter F. Knight to the above-named po ; ; : ti 
transmitted to the Senate on July 2, 1888, is hereby withdrawn. sf 
d ns eS¢ ‘ 12 tie 
EVENUE SERVICE. econd . : 
i Lieut. August Y. Lowe, of Tlinois, to be a second lieutena nd ordered to 
in the revenue service of the United States, in the place of Secon 
Lieut. James B. Butt, to be promoted. , 7 
DAD ‘ 
POSTMASTER. ] of a sit ra 





" Thomas N. Poole, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of Del- | Ill.; which was read a referre c 
aware and State of New York, the appointment of a. postmaster for | on Public Buildings and Grounds, a1 
i 





. 





as artnet ie 


6368 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ALTON, ILL. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10841) for the 
purchase of a site for and the erection of a public building at Alton, 
Ill.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 198) pro- 
viding for the printing of the ‘‘ Military Policy of the United States,’’ 
by the late Bvt. Maj. Gen. Emory Upton, United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

DRUSILLA A. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 10842) granting a pension 
to Drusilla A. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RESERVED LANDS, STATE OF MISSISSIPPI. ~ 

Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 10843) to restore to the 
public domain certain reserved lands in the county of Harrison, in 
the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PRACTICE OF PHARMACY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 10844) to regulate the 
practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAIT OF GENERAL GEORGE H. THOMAS. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10845) providing for the pur- 
chase of the portrait of General George H. Thomas, painted by Miss 
C. S. Ransom; which was referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. CRAIG. 

Mr. TARSNEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Reso'ved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to Samuel D. Craig, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of $600 in full compensation 
for preparing an index of the Calendars of the House for the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

DOCUMENTS FOR PUBLIC, COLLEGE, AND SCHOOL LIBRARIES. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, offered the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Pesolved, Thatthe superintendent of the folding-rooms of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to deliver to the De- 
partment of the Interior all documents in his care which do not stand to the 
credit of and are not subject to distribution by members of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress; and the Seeretary of the Interior shall use said documents in supplying 
deficiencies in public, college, and school libraries, and make full report of his 
action in the premises to the House. 


C. F. HOLBROOK. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, offered the following resolution; which 


was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, to C. 
F. Holbrook the sum of $76, being the amount due him for services rendered as 
laborer of the House of Representatives from December 5, 1887, to January 1], 
1£83, 

BIRTHPLACE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE offered a resolution requesting the Sec- 
retary of State to inform the House of Representatives what action has 
been taken under resolution of June 14, 1879, appropriating $3,000 for 
monuments to mark the birthplace of George Washington; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROGERS. Linquire whether we have a morning hour for mak- 
ing reports? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks not on the third Monday. This 
day by the rules is for the call of States and Territories. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent to make a report. 

The SPEAKER. From what committee? 

Mr. ROGERS. From the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I object unless all gentlemen having reports are 
permitied to hand them in. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen having 
reports to make from committees may present them at the Clerk’s 
desk for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk : 
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GEORGE W. DICKINSON. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to George 
W. Dickinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JACOB HAYMAN. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension to Jacob Hay- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER BELT. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7826) granting a pension to Alexander 
Belt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGET CARROLL. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Car- 
roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

MYRA SINCLAIR. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension 
to Myra Sinclair; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NANCY E. SAWYER. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. 
Sawyer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHARINE MULLIGAN. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Mulligan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELI GARRETT. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett; 
which was referred to the Committee of the W hole Houseon the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENOCH B. VICE. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch 
| B. Vice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


a 





JANE JACKSON. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Jane Jack- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILIP NEUMAN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Neu- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

J. T. VINCENT. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension 
to J. T. Vincent; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT REED. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pension 
to Gilbert Reed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET O’CONNOR, NOW SULLIVAN. 


Mr. FINLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10485) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret 
O’Connor, now Sullivan; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
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STERLING H. TUCKER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back | 


favorably the bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker 
and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief of Luther F. 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SALESWOMEN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back favor- 


Warder; | 


ably the bill (H. R. 10612) for the relief and protection of saleswomen | 


in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHARTER, CITY OF COLFAX, WASH. 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 10602) providing a charter for the 
city of Colfax, Wash.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM KOCH. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Koch; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. M’NAMARA. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Sarah E. Me- 
Namara; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
be printed. 

CYRUS TUTTLE. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2008) granting a pensien to Cyrus 
Tuetle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES PARKER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James 
Parker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO PENSION ACT. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1626) to amend the act ef March 3, 
1877, entitled ‘‘An act amending the pension law so as to remove the 
disability of those who, having participated in the rebellion, have, 
since its termination, enlisted in the Army of the United States, and 


orderéd to | 
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become disabled;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
AUTHORITY TO ISSUE BONDS. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the Committee on the Territories, re 
ported back with amendment the bill (I. R. 10792) conferring author- 
ity upon the county commissioners of Garfield County, Washington 
‘Territory, to issue bonds; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ZOROASTER SELMAN COOK, 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4914) granting an increase of pension to 
Zoroaster Selman Cook; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M’NEIL POTTER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1317) for the relief of Frances McNeil Potter; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT T. WILLIAMS, DECEASED. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9554) to authorize the Quarter- 


master-General of the United States Army to investigate the claims of 


the representatives of Robert ‘I’. Williams, deceased, against the United 
States, ete.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARY ANN CROSS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Pensions, 
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reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the 





pension of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and M 
Lillie May Pavy to $30 per month; which was referred to the © 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with t! 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

' LR 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Hou resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further considera ot b rais evenue; 
but before submitting the 1 n 11 ft é h 
some conclusion as to the limit of debate upon the pending lule 
and amendments. 

Mr. REED. Ihave animpression that it is not 1 SAA her 
think we shall be ready ior a vote on the ft 
I do not think there will be an hour’s debate 1 Lit n 

Mr. MILLS. Still we had better try to tix some limit 
I move, pending the motion to go into Com ee of the Wh t 
all debate on the pending sched and amend uts be « 
o’cloc k. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think you had better say the entire s Iule 

l amendments 

‘ir. MILLS. Well, we have deb: ed over | id 
this will not preclude the offering of such amend n is ven en 
may de to present. 

Mr. REED. Che propo ( mA i re en - 
wool clause. That can be voted on iter some ittie a 
morning, and then if there are amendments which need ex 
m other points in connection with the schedule—and I 
| donot know of anvthing th illtake upa t« 
vut if there are s imend ts and gentlemen \ n 1 
of explaining them, I thin! ily p t she al 

ed todo so. Ido not know that man vill he « 

Mr. MILLS. I do not either; but I will move at this time si ly 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on t tute 
of the Union for the further consideration of the ir t 

Mr. REED. I think that is the shortest cour 

Mr. MILLS. Pending the motion I yield 1 moment to my col 
league from Texas, who desires to submit a re 

[PROVEMENT ¢ BRA if R, TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimo consent to d ge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the stat tt Union ¢ i the 
further consideration of bill (H. R. 10165) for imy ng the mouth of 
the Brazos River, Texas, and put it upon its passage I 
no appropriation of money; it has been read o L has bee | 
unanimously favorably by the Committee on Rivers and Harbor { 
ask, therefore, that its reading be dispensed 
that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have it read 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subj 1e right to object 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BLAND Is that a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. It not r itleman from Te ed 
unanimous consent to consider the bil 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order Let th nimous 
consents come in after the tariff bill is disposed of 

ORDER « N 

The SPEAKER. The regular order on t motion of the itle- 
man from Texas, that the House reso itself to Co ‘ the 
Whole to further consider revenue hi 

The motion was agreed to. 

rhe House uecordingly resolved itself into Committee of th 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the cha 

rHeE TARIFY. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committ yf ! 
on the state of the Union to further consider the bill the tit tich 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H. R. 9051 reduce taxation and simplif r t 
collection of the revenue 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is to strike out tion 3 


of this bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am fully aware that my 
amendment to take wool from the free-list will not only fail, } t 
it will not receive serious consideration. The 
and I, in the name of my constituents, can only protest. 

However much difference of opinion may exist in the minds of the 
majority in regard to the various items in the bill, there is little or 
none as to wool. This unanimity is strange and recent. Until last 
December a large proportion of the Democratic members of the House 
thought they were in favor ot a duty on imported wool, but on read- 
ing the President’s message they found that they were unacqua) ated 
with their own views. Toshow the change of front, I will not 
common sense by calling it change of opinion, I beg leave to: 
resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, the Democ: 
jority, January 23, 1884: 

Whereas the Forty-seventh Congress reduced the tariff! on imported wool, 


caucus has so decieed 


insult 
ad the 
its being in the ma- 
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; 
: 
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against the protest of every wool-grower of the State of Ohio and the United 
States; and 

Whereas the said reduction of tariff on imported wool discriminates against 
the wool-growers of the West, in favor of the manufacturers of the East, there- 
by compelling the wool-growers of the West to compete with cheap wool of for- 
eign countries, to their very great injury; and 

Whereas that tariff! was reasonable and not too high before the reduction, and 
stands now at a rate so low as to injuriously affect that large and respectable 
class of people who have devoted themselves to wool-growing; and 

Whereas an Ohio Congressman has already introduced a bill in the House of 

tepresentatives of the Forty-eighth Congress to restore the tariff on wool as it 
stood prior to the recent reduction, which should be passed at the earliest time 
possible: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators in 
Congress be, and are hereby, instructed and our Representatives requested to use 
all honorable means and vote for tle bill to restore the tariff on wool as it stood 
prior to the recent reduction, and that the governor be requested to send a copy 
of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives at Washington. 

These resolutions received the vote of every Democratic member of 
the Legislature then present. 

Moreover, on the 25th day of June, 1884, the Ohio Democratic State 
convention, which selected delegates to the national convention which 
nominated Grover Cleveland for President, adopted unanimously as 
the third resolution in its platform the following: 

That the just demands of the wool-growers of Ohio and the country foran 
equitable readjustment of the duties on wool (unjustly reduced by a Republic- 
an Congress), so that this industry shall be fully and equaily favorea with 


other industries, ought to be complied with, and we indorse the action of the 
Democratic members from Ohio in their efforts to accomplish this result. 





A like resolution was passed by the Democratic State convention of 
Ohio August 20, 1885. 

The reduction of the tariff on wool in 1883 by the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress was denounced on the*stump and in the press by the Democrats 
of Ohio, and by Democrats generally, as a wrong and an outrage. 

On the 16th day of May, 1888, a Democratic State convention for 
Ohio, meeting for the purpose of selecting delegates to renominate 
Grover Cleveland, passed without a dissenting voice, I believe, the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

We approve the Milis tariff bill as the practical expression of the Democratic 
party, and request our Representatives in Congress to give it cordial support. 

This Mills bill is the one now under discussion, and puts wool on the 
free-list. The reduction of 1883 was 1 cent and a fraction per pound. 
The Mills bill takes off all the remaining duty, substantially 10 cents 
per pound, and, so far as wool is concerned, establishes free trade, pure 
and simple, 

If the law of 1883 was an outrage, what is the bill of 1888? 

In view of the fact that no new facts have been discovered since 1883 
bearing upon this subject, and absolutely not a new argument sug- 
gested or a new idea advanced, the people will inquire whether the 
leaders of the Democratic party were sincere and honest in 1883, 1884, 
1885, and 1886, or whether they are now, or whether they merely 
sought votes then and are pursuing the same purpose now. 

It will be remembered, also, that the convention which nominated 
Grover Cleveland for President in 1884 denounced the Republican 
party for the action to which I have referred, using this language: 

The Republican party has depleted the revenues of American agriculture, an 
industry followed by half our people. 

Again that convention resolved: 

The Democratic party is pledged to revise the tariff in the spirit of fairness to 
all interests, butin making reduction of taxes it is not proposed to injure any 
domestic industries, but rather to promote their growth. 

This bill is achange of direction in that regard, and I must think, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is one of the accidents which are occurring now- 
adays. It was not until last December that the Democratic members 
of this House had the opinion they have now on this question. Up to 
December last some, I know, of the Democratic members of this House 
were acting under pledges to restore the tarift on wool, pledges exacted 
from them by their constituents; but now those same members are here 
with changed minds in regard to this question. 

Mr. Chairman, I protest against the provision in this bill in regard 
to wool. I protest against it in the interest of the farmer himself. But 
I have observed that when this question has been presented in this 
House it has been proclaimed and argued here that the tariff has lessened 
the price of wool. Not only did the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the Forty-ninth Congress report such a proposition, butover and over 
again it has been assertedin this House by men in favor of this bill that 
the higher the protection the lower wool has gone. If that be so, Mr. 
Chairman, it not only answers the argument in favor of free trade, but 
justifies the appeal I now make. I appeal not only in behalf of the 
farmers that this provision may be stricken out, but also in behalf of 
the consumers of wool products, the poor men who buy hats and blan- 
kets, the men who have excited the sympathy of our friends so much. 
If it be true that a tariff on wool, as gentlemen on the other side have 
asserted without stint, has reduced the price of wool, then I say do not 
take off the duty and thereby increase the cost of blankets, the cost of 
woolens, the cost of woolen hats, concerning the price of which our 
friends seem to be so greatly exercised. 

Until 1867 the larger part of wool used in this country was grown 
abroad, ‘Then the tariff enactment was made that put wool on a dif- 
ferent footing; and from 22,000,000sheep the number had increased in 
1882 to 50,000,000, and from a clip of wool of 60,000,000 in 1867 there 
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was & clip in 1883 of 350,000,000 pounds—an increase not only in the 
number of sheep, but a still greater increase in the proportionate num- 
ber of pounds produced. 

The price of wool depends upon the relation of supply and demand, 
as does that of other commodities, and inasmuch as a steady, reason- 
able protection assures safety to producers, as against foreign efforts to 
destroy an industry by a temporary reduction of prices, it was to have 
been expected that the law of 1867 should, as it did, give confidence to 
wool-growers and cause an increased production. This result followed 
to such an extent that, notwithstanding the vast increase of foreign 
production, owing to the opening up of the new cheap lands of Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand, onrown flock-masters furnished nearly all the 
wool required by our people, excepting coarse carpet wools, up to the 
time of the change in the tariff by the law of 1883, notwithstanding 
the constantly-increasing demand. 

This increase of production doubtless had its part in the following 
decline in prices. Such decline is loaked for by protectionists as the 
result of protection legislation, and I may say is always found when 
such legislation touches articles which may be produced in sufficient 
quantities here to supply our demands. 

The tariff is a shield against outside attacks made to clear the field 
with a view to ulterior increase of prices, and under its cover home 
competition is fostered until the final result is cheap goods to the con- 
sumer, fair and only fuir profits to the producer, satisfactory remunera- 
tion to the laborer, retention of capital at home, and the industrial in- 
dependence of our country. 

The whole theory and reasoning of free trade involves the idea that 
tariff is tax, and that only. 

Applied to tea, coffee, and such other articles as are unproducable in 
this country, the statement is true and the theory correct, as they are 
also when applied to sugar chiefly produced abroad. in such cases 
competition can not exist—I mean our country can offer none; but 
when all home demands may be met by home supply, competition at 
first lessens the tax and finally neutralizes it,so that the commodity is 
as low in price as though on the free-list, perhaps lower, and often sells 
in the market at a price less than the duty itself. The free-trader, 
however, never changes the formula of his cry, *‘A tariff is a tax.’’ 
‘**High tariff is a high tax.’’ ‘The tariff increases the price of com- 
modities precisely to the extent of the amount of the impost.’’ Inthe 
cases suggested by me heretofore the statements are absolutely cof¥ect; 
but in those cases to which protectionists invoke tariff laws, they are 
absolutely false. Then,it may be inquired, what is the need of pro- 
tection laws if prices are not increased # 

Please bear in mind that I have not said that prices are never in- 
creased by tariffs. At first they always are; but in the end prices are 
less under a system of protection than they are when fixed by foreign 
producers. : 

Iron, steel, woolen, and cotton fabrics are unquestionably lower than 
if they were unprotected. Take the tariff off those articles and they 
would be cheaper for a time, so cheap that our mills could only run at 
aloss and soon would stop. Then prices would go up and still up, for 
even free-traders believe in ‘‘ buying cheap and selling dear.’’ If our 
mills have not rusted out and our artisans lost their cunning, high 
prices will stimulate the restarting of the mills; but an immediate drop 
in the market will silence them and ruin their owners. We need the 
tariff, therefore, as a governor, literally as a protector, not as a tax 
nor an increaser of prices under normal and honest conditions. 

The present tariff on wool would be a suflicient protection to wool- 
growing interest if its provisions were not systematically and dis- 
honestly disregarded by the admission of foreign partially manufact- 
ured wools under the names of ‘ring waste’? and ‘‘ wool tops’’ at 
10 cents per pound, instead of 60, which they should really bear; and 
notwithstanding that fraud, for it is nothing less, it is a partial pro- 
tection? 

If this bill becomes a law, and such protection to wool as now ex- 
ists is lost, it can not be possible that fine and medium wool-raising 
will continue in this country. It will cease to exist, and the vast cap- 
ital employed in that business will be mostly lost. Foreign wool will 
come in at prices so low as to drive the sheep to the slaughter-house 
at any price of mutton. But, says the free-trader, ‘‘the consumer 
of woolen goods will buy cheaper,’’ Ah! there’s the rab. Will he? 
When the wool syndicate of London, which controls all the wools of 
the world, save that produced in the United States; finds the markets 
of America in its hands, without competition, why should it sell at 
low prices? It will not, and wools and woolens will range higher than 
now, and the ‘‘science’’ of political economy will invent some new lie 
to cover the failure of its prophecy. 

I have been at a loss to account for the determined assault upon the 
industry of wool-raising, made especially by the Democratic members 
of the House from the Southern States. It is understood that they in- 
sist upon putting wool on the free-list whatever else occurs. It is even 
said they are prepared to bargain everything else away, if necessary, 
for this. I noticed that a large amount of wool, of a coarse grade, was 
produced in the South, particularly in Texas, and had observed that 
Southern products had been kindly dealt with by this bill; notably 
rice and sugar—the first being protected by the bill as high as 100 per 
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' 3 cent. and the latter at the rate of 68 per cent.— whereas in both cases t] 
3 tariff is a tax upon all the rice and sugar consumed in the country, « 
which less than 10 per cent. is produced here, while the average p lin : 
cent. fixed by the law is 47 per cent., and the rate on wool n € t 
ing less than 30 per cent 7 i I 
ce Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances I say thea ty ex 
ited by these gentlemen to t wool on free-list w » f I 
could see, without good cause, ine! Was no pI nciple invol i . 
was not involved in the matte of rice isugar. If it is wro1 1 
tax the labori & TI 1. to use the decept ve words oF these gentile 
S » . . } t if i } 
OU per cent. tor Dis clothing, 1t would appear to be iurt I I { . 
right to tax him from ¢ 100 per cent. for his food , 
I have carefully wat the debate for light upon this su 
saw none till earlyin May, when the distinguished gentleman 1! i 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM], who so ably represents his di ad 
having, It } within 1 il create I r ol 1e¢ 
. ' . s 
‘ other district in the United Stat took t f ra 
j in favor of the ‘* Mills bill.’ rhe é s kn l 
| ‘ 
canaor ¢g a1 Ib to i j 
: : 
x appointed. In thats f 1 in th 
oO! ) e oi 1 t l i ti A 
' 2 j ! ‘ 
f v y i 3 1 1 3 i A 
I » i e t i ~ \ 
: i ) \ € ~ 
: . 4 ’ } 
p 1 Sa o l S 
Look at J p ar i 
‘ is of co { er, | NI I i t | . 
ot ep wo I in i ( l t] t ( : 
% with finer wo th \ i 
} : the present dut ( woo 
i Ch ¥¢ ntk } , 1 i ta 1 r ] } 
g > 
} se to! his ) vith > 
31 ) i tea l 7 
p t du ; on ) 
, Che gen in rexas [Mr. LANHAM t 
distinguished g eman m State |) I 
il vill b a \ vill} ! 
n et in Ohio, Penn I West I ! i 
‘ itistoraise camels. ‘I j iding de \ i 
: t calmness, for Texas w benefited bythe ruin. \ 
are members of this from mvS from ) 
7 ; ‘ +] ; r 
4 who will ve or this damaging he ugh t 
under personal pl to support no i | Phe } ' 
: ho!d them t count for ple 1a us t 
ee miinately broken. > 
‘ Ir. in, in e quarters this bill is cla l 
xe . “1 
4 trade bili. So taras o tir est of my constituents 
it is in the full sense a free-trade measure, in fact as it cor 
: interests of theirs, but the spirit of this great discussion h: 
3 of free trade. No matter by what name it goes, it means free the 
ae It is understood to be a starting point, a st toward free trade 
* : : . : ; ; 
; the argument is to that end, from t President’s message on 
Va argument in the press and on thi or has no basisif it ber 
s The bill and the reason 1 for } ve mean free 
4 ordinary and ji of t é Nog eman fa‘ r t 
has said during d 1 no word avor e' rf 
protection, an 1eretofore th rht to be found in a tar ‘ 
revenue only. ECO! 
I regret that cunning or cowardice outside of Cor ] t t ! 
extent sought to cloud the issue in some quarters 
The Oregon election was ay too earls » promot mesty ; he 
pression. t 
I will make use of a sufii it number of extracts from tl : OCSES : 
to prove that protection no longer has D tic su] 
posite of protection is free trade. Mr. HE» LLin ay vt 
on this floor, April 27, 1888, said , : 
Except in a humanitarian sens +: matter of no cx ‘ 
of America as to how numerous the pauper labore of Europe! 
cheaply they wor nor what th condition 1s As to these thil i 
must be.ina wncial and political sen ind It is only ‘ 
ucts of the labor of these workmen reach Ame in workers a 
to exchange the products of cur x theirs that any real interes ‘ t 
ened in these people, for it is then that the manufacturer beg to ort ( 
Government to protect him; it is then that he demands th 
rounded by the law and safely guarded 
But against what? Notagainst the ‘ pauper labo for they are t he ; 
nota nst the products of their toil so long as these are not sold here _ 
protection asked for is against allowing Americans to buy or « ere ‘ i 
against the natural right of any free man to make his purchases w rel 
inclines him or his judgment or interest dictates. So that it is not ag ; . 
pauper labor of Europe or of any other country, but it is against the righ ested in Ul 
Bo American people to buy where and what they please that this protectio the conflict 
fi manded. That is, they ask protection, not avainst any wrong ita t R ' 
i right of their own countrymen, and demand that one citizen's privile sha MOCO UL Y 
7 be increased by having those of another curtailed. tically excita 
It is clear, therefore, that it is not against the “ pauper labor of E ro <« f { 
; cept in a very indirect and remote Way, that our protection laws a a 
“ee 80 long as he keeps his handiwork at home or sells it on the other sid z 1} 
2 Atlantic he excites no interest whatever on this side of the water @ j 
It is only when an American citizen, following his inclination or int S , 
starts to exchange the fruits of bis honest and laborious toil, whether it ot- 
ton, corn, wheat, or tobacco, that the Government lays its hand upon him i President Cleveland d S 
says, ** No; for it has been solemnly decreed that certain of the citizens of this supa fr e] ‘ 
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|From the London Pall Mall Gazette.] 


°nglish free-traders would be well advised if they moderated the ecstacy of 
their jubilation over President Cleveland’s message. Every word which they 


say in its favor will be used as a powerful argument against the adoption of its | 


recommendations, 
[From the Chronicle, London. } 


It is many years since such an important and suggestive message has been 
sent to Congress, Ifthe policy of President Cleveland is adopted its effect on 
the trade of the world can not fail to be immense. 

Another paper says: 

The consensus of opinion is that should Congress adopt the suggestions so un- 
equivocally made by Mr. Cleveland the first effect would be beneficial to a large 
number of English industries. 

The London Saturday Review again says: 

Nothing can be more explicit than the President's language. ‘The simple 
and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to the necessary 
expenses of an economical operation of the Government and to restore to the 
business of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury.”’ In Amer- 
ica this means free trade. 

The London Times says: 


It is caleulated that to give effect to Mr. Cleveland's policy duties to the 
amount of some £16,000,000 a year, about two-fifths of the entire customs reve- 
nue, must be surrendered, This operation may not establish free trade in the 
strict sense of the term, but it will to a great extent make trade free. 

The London Post says: 


We shall be much mistaken if the effect of this state communication will not 
be to strengthen considerably the case of free-traders in all parts of the world. 
It will be regarded as a step in the right direction by all who believe in the 
soundness of free-trade principles. 

In two leading articles the London Colliery Guardian for December 
16 says: 

No event of greater magnitude has occurred in the iron, steel, and mining in- 
dustries for a long time past than the proposal which is now made to effect a 
radical change in the fiscal policy of the United States. America has been of 
imimense value as a merket to the trade of this country. The effect which, on 
iron and steel making, the bare possibility even of the admittance of raw ma- 
terial free of duty, together with reductions in the duties of some descriptions 
of iron and steel, has produced upon our exchanges is a portent in itself, The 
Scotch warrant-holders took greater advantage of the occurrence than even 
the probabilities authorized. If President Cleveland should be able to carry 
out his plan for admission into America free of duty, one of the first effects 
which would be produced on the English iron trade would be the transference 
of much of the enormous stocks of pig in the Seotch and Cleveland markets to 
United States ports. Shipments of hematites from Scotland and from the west 
coast of England would also increase, The iron-ore mines of Lancashire and 
West Cumberland would be certain to do a greatly enlarged trade with the 
United States. 

The future course of events will be watched with considerable interest by the 
British iron trade, It is, after all, cireumstances which guide the destinies of 
nations, and it appears to us that the present circumstances favor the adoption 
by Congress of Mr. Cleveland’s proposals for reducing import duties. If the 
duties now levied upon British rails entering American ports should be reduced 
to any appreviable extent, the reduction may exert a happy influence upon the 
British rail trade. Even as matters now stand, English rails have found some 
favor with American railroad companies during the last few months, and there 
ean be little doubt that they will come into extended use in the United States if 
the adoption in whole or in part of Mr. Cleveland’s views makes them more 
readily available for American consumption, 


In an article on ‘‘ The Coal Trade in 1887 and its Prospects for 1888,”’ 
the London Times says: 

If President Cleveland’s tariff reforms are carried, English goods and iron and 
stee! largely will go to the States in greatly increased proportions. 

Free trade does not deny the right to tax imports, but in such tax- 
ation it eliminates protection. England has a revenue of more than 
one hundred millions from this source, all laid upon articles not pro- 
duced in Great Britain, and so it is wholly unprotective. 

The foundation principle of free trade the world over is that a tariff 
is a tax equal to tce duty levied by it, ‘and nothing more; that this 
tax is levied upon all articles included in the dutiable list, whether 
imported or home-produced, and increases the price of all regardless of 
the place of production. Itis then argued that when applied to home- 
produced commodities it taxes the consumer for the benefit of the pro- 
ducer, and is thus partial and unjust. See the extract just read from 
Judge McCLAMMY’s speech. 

If the premise is sound the argument is just, and the result is in- 
evitable, that imports can justly be placed only on foreign commodities. 

To illustrate: Suppose the United States consumes $100, 000,000 of tea 
yearly, a tax of 10 per cent. would raise a revenue of $10,000,000, as 
we import all our tea. 

Suppose, again, that our people use $100,000,000 of sugar, and pro- 
duce $10,000,000 of it, it is evident that a duty of 10 per cent. would 
turn only $9,000,000 into the Treasury, and $1,000,000 would go to the 

lanter. ; 
: Still again, suppose we need $100,000, 000 of iron and steel, of which 
we produce $90,000,000 and import $10,000,000, it is apparent that a 
10 per cent. duty would bring but $1,000,000 revenue, and, according 
to this theory, distribute $9,000,000 among the producers; either the 
capitalist or laborer, or both. 

It does not take a wise man to see what this argument means. Surely 
the principle is not changed by a change of the amount of the tariff 
charge. If it is wrong to steal $5, it is also wrong to steal four. Our 
friends must not drive us out of court on this argument and then take 
the position from which we have been driven. Ifa tariff of 47 per cent. 
is robbery, is not one of 40 percent. at least larceny? ‘The only pos- 
sible standing place is to advocate a tanff, if any, on articles not pro- 
duced in this country, such as tea, coffee, spices, etc., or to deny the 
soundness of the foundation principle of our trade. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, the entire history of our country demonstrates 
the utter falsity of the doctrine that a tariff is only a tax. Protection 
has caused a continuous decline in the prices of most of our staples, 
and at times when tariffs have lessened, prices have increased—always 
so when the reduction of the duty closed our factories. 

The fact isundoubted, and the reason for it I have already given—to 
wit, home competition secured by the tariff. 

The unexampled growth and development of the resources of the 
country for the last twenty-five years is a demonstration of the wis- 
dom of the great American system of protection. Not the least of the 
advantages of that system is the retention of capital in the country. 
Nothwithstanding the unnecessary increase of the surplus there has 
occurred no stringency in the money market; in fact, during all the time 
that surplus has been accumulating the money in cireulation has in- 
creased also, and at the rate of from forty to sixty millions a year. 

Our exports are now about equal to our imports, but if the ‘‘ Mills 
bill’’ had been a law during the last two years the balance of trade 
would have been largely against us, and would have been made good 
with gold and silver. Capital would then become lessened, circula- 


| tion diminished, prices of farms, as well as of their products, depre- 
| ciated, and our country would become poorer, in the way that an indi- 


vidual does whose expenses exceed his income. 

The greatest advantage of protection, however, is to be seen in the 
condition of labor under its mantle. Wages are not only higher than 
in England, Ireland, Italy, Hungary, Poland, and other free-trade or 
semi-iree-trade countries, but the condition of the laborer is infinitely 
more bearable and hopeful. Hemay live comfortably and respected, and 
he may educate his children and expect them to become worthy, useful, 
and leading citizens. They are eligible to all places under the Gov- 
ernment, capable of any business enterprise, and may hold any social 
position. This state of things exists only where protection is general, 
and it is that only in the United States. Goods are cheap if Italy, in 
Hungary, and in Poland, but labor is cheaper, and the laborer can not 
buy. The laboring man emigrates from free-trade countries to protec- 
tive ones, not from protective countries to free-trade ones. 

By laborer I do not simply mean these engaged in masses in great 
centers of industry, but the farmer and farm laborer as well, the vil- 
lage and country mechanic, and the worker in any employment, 2lone 
or with others, everywhere. 

It is time for all such to see to it that thesystem of protection which 
was commenced in the days of Washington and which has hitherto ex- 
isted be not stricken down by open foes or pretended friends. 

As an answer to the false cry that the Republicans are in favor of a 
continuation of ‘‘ war tax’’ and are indisposed to reduce unnecessary 
revenue, I append a statement of the minority of the Ways and Means 
Committee, taken from their report on the ‘‘ Mills bill:’’ 

WHAT REDUCTIONS HAVE TAKEN PLACE, 


It is a striking fact that all of the reductions of taxation which have occurred 
since the conclusion of the war, with the exception of the trifling ones made by 
the acts of March 1, 1879, and of May 20, 1880, aggregating a little over $6,000,000, 
were accomplished while the party now in the minority was in the majority and 
in comtrol of legislation. 

A brief summary of what has been done in this regard will be both suggestive 
and instructive. 

By the act of July 14, 1870, the reduction of the revenue from customs duties 
was: 









ia pa a tees naan Mage $2, 453, 000 
Estimated reduction from Gutiable list................ccccssssrsesecsee soseoseeceeess 23, 651, 748 
RR ivsisn vents biti cabin suatth isniais va pianabeedabanananainiineiesbibkacgiaelsmatll 26, 054, 748 

By the act of May 1, 1872, tea and coffee were placed upon the free- 
list, making a reduction of.......... sditanniansegidedeaebiabhanestadiuaandtbesbhan $15, 893, S43 


By the act of June, 1872, tariff duties were further reduced, and the reduction 
by the— 





I cronnatinichteseteedenkvenioknanctel Sainte hss ii codes np qunibetpenninasaedgndue chiewmaiaene $3, 345, 724 
Estimated deduction from the dutiable list............ccccceucescesresscrees ceeeee 11, 933, 191 
ss csticicssnvies anc aiateias a 15, 278, 915 

By the act of March 3, 1883, from tariff: 
il As vacaceansn snlttcaeneoncerncecaciqedpsxuntehiness $1, 365, 999 





Estimated reduction from dutiable re teas Mamateken 19, 489, 800 
The foregoing estimates were made when the several bills were passed. 
Of internal taxes the following have been the reductions made by the party 
now in the minority since the conclusion of the war: 







By the acts of July 13, 1866,and March 2, 1867..........06. cceecseseeeeeee gebobate $103, 381, 199 
By the acts of March 31, 1868,and February 3, 1863.. -» 54,802,578 
By the act of July 14, 1870... pievtahahdaae 55, 315, 321 
By the act of December 21, 187 14, 436, 862 
By the act of June 6, 1872........... - 15,807,618 
By the act of March 3, 1883 ...........0006 seseseeeee deinis om umienkensen dun scwniadintabaly - 40,677,682 

Total ........ woneedaceduecaceneessacactetenesees eupuenactsooteuseee mecveseesocacsooses ereccese 284, 421, 260 


This we present as the result of Republican legislation from July 15, 1866, 
down to and including March 3, 1883. 

‘the Republican party was in control of the House of Representatives from 
he first-named date to March 4, 1875. During that period it will be observed 
that taxation was reduced and revenue diminished in the aggregate sum of 
$284,42),260. On the 4th of March, 1875, the control of the House d to the 
Democratic party and remained with it until the 4th day of March, i881,a period 
of six years. During these years the internal revenue was reduced $6,368,965. 
On the 4th day of March, 1881, the Republican pay was reinvested with con- 
trol of the House of Representatives, holding it for two years, during which 
time it reduced taxation and the revenues from customs sources in the esti- 
mated sum, $20,855,799 and upon internal revenue $40,677,682,@ grand total of 
$61,432,481, 
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Since the 4th day of March, 1883, the House of Reprasentatives has been 








inated by the present majority party, a period of five years, and no taxes h 
been reduced and no curtailment of the revenues has taken pla tl z 
warned of a threatened surplus not ouly by the present Administrat ' 
the preceding one of President Arthur. It will be observed that from 16 
1888, a period of twenty-two years, the control of the House of Representat s 
has been equally divided between the two political parties, each having « 
years. 
During the cleven years of Republican control the revenues were 

reduced (estimated £362 504 
During the eleven years of Democratic control the revenues were 

reduced. ...... jidaneonnictmetnnns piiasooni i sea 6, 368 

Difference in favor ofthe present minority party inthe House of 356,135,634 
If it be claimed that for the most part during the Democratic control of 


House the Senaie was dominated by the Republican party, and therefore t 
responsibility of failure to reduce the revenues should bealike shared by them 
we answer that under the Constitution of the United States the House a 
can originate bills to reduce taxation, the Senate having no jurisdistion of the 
subject until it is given to it by a bill which passes the House, and that du 
all these years no such bil! has gone from the House to the Senate, and there 

the sole responsibility for failure rests with the present majority in the House 
of Representatives. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have a time fixed which will 
suit the convenience of gentlemen on both sidesof the House when the 
vote shall be taken on the free-wool paragraph of this bill, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be taken at 1 o'clock to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The pending proposition is to put wool on thx 
free-list. The President of the United States in his last annual message 
recommends this, and the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
have followed this recommendation in formulating the bill. Why 
should wool be put on the free-list? The friends of this bill insist it 
shall be, and in fact seem to care more for this part of the bill than all 
the rest. Wool, as is well known, is a purely agricultural product 
While to the manufacturer it is ‘‘ raw material,’’ to the farmer who 
raises the sheep, clips the wool, and sends it to market it is a finished 
product. If we take the capital, time, and labor requisite to produce 
a clip of wool into consideration, it will be found that it requires rela- 
tively as much capita! and labor and far more time to produce a pound 
of wool than it does to produce a yard of cloth. 

Are the farmers of this country growing rich too fast? Hard] 
They know the depressed condition of their industry better than any 
member of this House can know it. I feel it to be my duty to oppos: 
with all the power I possess any attempt to make that condition worse 
than itis now. It is said that if we make wool free, wools which wi 
do not raise could be imported, and then our factoriescould be encou: 
aged and a home market created for our home-grown wool. But the 
difficulty is in the fact that we do now raise the wools we need. 

From the arid plainsof New Mexico and Western Texas to the green 
and dewy hills of Vermont we have every variety of soil and climate, 
and the American farmer is able and ready if given proper encourag 
ment to supply the whole home demand, both as regards quantity and 
quality. The condition of the wheat and corn market has become 
such that our farmers must diversify their products. 

Wheat now bears a duty of 20 cents per bushel. India and Russia 
have become recently large producers of wheat, and from their compe- 
tition in the London market wheat has fallen greatly in price. Eng- 
land, with her usual care for her own interests, has, at her own cost, 
constructed a vast mileage of railroads in India. The Indian farmer 
pays his ryots, or laborers, from 8 to 12 cents per day, and he can put 
his wheat in London at a profit of 70 cents per bushel. For the year 















‘ » June 30, 1887. the United States exp d to 
71,949 bus sot W if Fort ‘ M ~ 
é ed 41.558 0 shels « V he 
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i a I co é as ti 
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\ is, du 4 ‘ i 
Lees 
Fa We s s 
Sk ‘ thar 
Ba 3 
‘ | 
Q)bats 
Oa 16 
Ry 0 
W t 1,979 
W heat fi r 8 
All othe 
Bristles 1 ) 
Flax | o 
Hen p 
Figs 10 
> es { > 
Plums and pru 9 ; 
Hay Se 2 
Hops I 
Barley alt 7 
Prey 3 > 
All ot \ i 18, 409 
] { 1a 
Cheese 1, 101, 184 
M mnidensed 119 
seed . 5 
ccey bj 
Beans and peas 110 
er ve ‘ 4 s -_ i i 
Want . 14, 540, 663 
By this bill nearly all the above have already been put on the free- 
ind now it is proposed to do the same with wool rhis line of 
3 against the agriculturist of the East, and I must vote against 
it January 1, 1838, there were but 105,276 sheep in New Jersey, of 
the value of $389,100. With proper attention this industry could be 
largely enlarged. It certainly shoutd receive encouragement and not 
discouragement at the hands of the National Legislature. Deny it as 





ou may, juggle with figures as you will, you can never convince the 


farmer of this country that putting wool on the free-list is not again 
his interest, and when he sees how you, in this bill, put nearly every- 
thing else he raises on the free-list he will be convinced, not only that 
you strike him, but that you mean to strike him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not wish totake up the 

me of the committee, but I do desire to have put in the Recorp the 
tables which set forth the effect of the schedule proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] and prepared by the convention 
of woolen manufacturers and so-called wool-growers. 

I therefore ask to have printed Table No. 1, pre pared by one of the 


most expert of the oflicers in the customs service, and Table No. 2, also 


| prepared by an expert. 





No. 1.—Statement showing the effect of the schedule of duties on wool and manufactures thereof, etc., presented by Mr. McKinley on the 17th of Janu- 
ary, 1888, as compared with the present tariff and the importation for the fiscal year 1887. 
Importations, fiscal year 1887, Rates of duty. aioe ae F 
| aient 
| ot’ 
les | Duties under 
Articles. | pw. } proposed 
| o@& 2B ieattas . schedule. P a P Pre ’ Pro- 
wes | yuantities. Values, Duties, resent, roposed, peace") posed. 
| ag | 
bes! 
ae) 
- : | 
Wool: Per cent. | I ‘ 
SOE eit tesctsttscsoesancdcaprbeoceiens Ibs...| $0.19 | 23,195,734 | $4,339, 497.97 | $2,395,536.78 | $2,887,529 10 to 36 cts. per | 10 ets. per 55.2 66. 54 
| Ib and il 
j | cent. to 36 « 
| | per lb. and 10 
7 j | j p. ct. } 
CGB icecccccsinstonentinctindioenntl peoseel do...... -23 | 9,703,962 | 2, 270, 058. 00 974, 179. 26 1, 223, 345. 38 10 to 36 cts. per do... 42.91 | 53. 89 
} | lb. | 
Class 3 for blankets, etc....... — | -18 | 19,692,510 | 3,546, 081.00 984. 801. 33 2 359, 631.35 | 5 cts. to 15 cts do.. 27.70 | 66. 35 
Class 3 for carpets, ete.. sel ececs | -10 | 61,811, 967 6, 185, 733. 00 1, 545, 299. 26 1, 34, 963.75 | 2} cts. per lb > cts. per lb 24. 98 | 29. 98 
I sie rimicitstisnas --0.., } ( 300, 000. 00 | 900,000.00 | 10 ets. per lb ) ets. per lb 26.41 | 79. 23 
Shoddy and mungo.. do... >} -33 | 4,902, 381 1, 855, 618, 00 100, 000. 00 200, 000. 00 do 20 ets. per lb 26.41 | 52. 82 
Woolen rags, flocks, ete .do. J { 90, 238. 10 90, 238, 10 do 10 ets. per lt 26.41 | 26. 41 
Goat skin, raw...... subddentaden eitnteceinamesediall anal Riniteiisbdnanis exeseces ps CD Lowextunctenwbsiiiceaniies 1, 750,714.80 | Free x) per cent Free ' wy OO 
Hair of camel, goat, etc..................d0...... -10 | 5,632,306 539, 860. 00 622, 614. 66 do a 10 cts. per Ib do 123. 39 
| i and li p. et 
Balmorals: | 
Valued not above 60 cents per pound, 46 1, 733 | 796. 00 530. 00 889.40 | 12to18cts. p. Ib. | 20to 40cts. p. Ib 65. 58 111.73 
peunds, | | and 35 p. ct und 50 p.« 
Valued above 60 cents per pound..|bs... 1, 07 | 2,086 | 2, 243. 00 1, 499. 67 2, 164,50 | 24 to 35cts. p. Ib. | 50 cts. p. |b. and 67.00 6.50 
| | and 35 and 40 XY) p. ct 
| ' ' p. ct. 
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Blankets: 
Valued not ab 
pounds, 
Valued above 


Woolen cloths 
Valued 
pounds, 
Valued above 


Worsted cloths 
Valued not alx 





unds. 


i 
Vained above 


Flannels: 


Valued not aboy 


pounds 


No. 1. 


Artick 


ove 0) cents per pound, 


60 cents per pound.jbs 


»ve 80 cents per pound, 


80 cents per pound.Jbs.. 


»ve 60 cents per pound, | 


60 cents per pound..bs 


e @ cents per pound, 


Vaiued above 60 cents per pound.|lbs.. 


Knit woods: 


Valued not above 60 cents per pound, 


pounds. 
Valued above 
pounds, 
Shawls: 
Valued not abc 
pounds, 
Valued above 
pounds, 
Wool hats: 


60 cents per pound, 


ove 80 cents per pound, 


80 cents per pound, 


Valued not above 60 cents per pound, 


pounds, 
Valued above 
pounds. 


Yarns: 


Valued not above 60 cents per pound, 


pounds. 


60 cents per pound, 


Value above 60 cents per pound...Ibs... 


Manufactures of wool not otherwise 


provided for 


Valued not above 89 cents per pound, 


pounds, 


Value above 80 cents per pound...Ibs... 


teady-made clothing, cloaks, etc..1bs... 


Webbings, gorings, suspenders, ete., 


pounds, 


Endless belis and felts..............00.« lbs... 


Women's and « 
ete: 


‘hildren’s dress goods, 


Composed in 
*square yards 
Composed in 
square yards. 
Composed 
square yards, 
Weighing over 
yard, pounds. 


part of wool, 


wholly 


part of wool, etc., 


of wool, 


etc., 


ete., 


IE vncicrisvsteceniowsvinii square yards... 


Carpets, ete. : 


Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, ete., 


square yards, 


Saxony, Wilton,and Tournay velvet, 


square yards, 


Brussels, square yards...........ccsccsseseesess 


Patent velvet and tapestry velvet, 


square yards. 


Tapestry Brussels........ square yards... 


Treble ingrain, 3-ply, Venetian, etc., 


square yards. 
Yarn Venetian 
square yards. 


Druggetsand bockings, square yards 


Hemp and jute carpeting,square yds.. 


and 2-ply ingrain, 


Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, 
etc., not otherwise provided for, 


square yards, 


Mats, rugs, screens, etc., 


not exclu- 


sively of vegetable materials,square 


yards, 


| 
4 ounces per square 
| 
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value 
per unit of 
quantity. 


Average 


2 


1.43 
1.81 


1.85 
88 


83, 630 
106, 378 
25, 437 








Im portations, fiscal year 1887. 


Quantities } 


1,117,564 


7, 689, 699 


186, 227, 685 


> 


5, 129, 235 


5, 348 


213, 986 


20, 358 
1, 311, 470 


42, 604 
685, 283 


2, 455 


1, 514, 950 
1, 433, 651 


123, 783 
993, 500 
806, 546 


239, 817 
191,144 


26, 929, 295 
9, 701, 047 
31,136, 149 
2,560,716 
243 


162, 245 
53, 615 
190, 118 


& 
wo 


74, 262 
3, 962 
282, 725 
35, 433 


1 
nn ts 


Values. 


4, 210, 291.73 


2, 847.72 


182, 355.78 


10, 690. 55 
1, 969, 763. 00 


27, 903. 34 
1, 0C2, 094. 85 


887.00 
6, 207. 98 


680, 369. 72 
1, 067, 192. 87 


80, 510. 00 
1, 421, 735. 00 
1, 461, 243. 03 


443, 808.95 
167, 166.00 


4,094, 403, 06 
8,562, 967.99 
6,522,563, 51 
3,019, 201. 46 

53. 00 


425, 924. 46 
99, 410. 58 
196, 464, 87 
83, 313.38 
68, 348. 04 
19, 332.00 
40, 416. 00 
1, 353.00 
68, 502. 00 
35, 203. 82 


502, 889. 37 





67, 030, 691. 42 


SR 


Duties, 


$1, 187. 10 


1,598.19 


640, 808. 21 
6, 415, 016.73 } 
647, 123. 06 


°° Oy ef \ 
2, 925, 860, 04 


1, 926. 14 


127, 748. 06 


7,390. 26 | 


1, 236, 299. 05 


24, 677. 68 


629, 330. 32 


282. 69 | 
3, 279. 08 


463, 165. 64 
744, 569. 00 


71, 502. 76 
916, 419.10 
896, 471. 70 


293, 819. 58 
88, 378. 55 


5, 411, 280. 91 
2, 108, 931.19 
42, 80 


, 787.53 
53, 949.70 
115, 975. 06 
45, 901.52 | 
41,779. 98 
8, 852, 04 
18, 065.76 
1,000, 20 | 
16, 963. 50 
14,081.52 


201, 155. 76 | 


Duties under | 


proposed 
schedule. 


oo 069. 23 


os, 2d 


2, 265. 40 


915, 440. 20 


8, 499, 377.08 


1, 162, 025. 75 


4, 743, 246. 93 


8, 457. 25 


198, 150. 98 


13, 438.72 


1, 640, 616. 33 


35, 253. 78 


843, 688. 64 


a 

> 
> 
sJ 
S 


Ss 
a 
3 


102, 146. | 
1, 207, 617. 60 | 
1, 214, 548. 91 | 


ss 


341, 812. 98 
131, 378.95 | 


4,201, 539. 48 

557, 567. 81 
6, 997, 622. 23 
2, 789, 958. 73 


9 5h 
*) 


81, 874.15 
174, 219, 88 
70, 927.20 
69, 768, 48 
13, 481.55 
27, 634. 20 

1, 667.00 
54,041.74 


19, 373. 65 | 


251, 444. 68 | 


| 
| 
50.75 
310, 309. 17 





35, 646, 497.63 | 52,610,384. 80 | 
| 85, 646, 497.63 


| 


| 16,963, 887.17 | 


| 35 cts. per Ib. 


Rates of 


Present. | 


10 to 18 cts. p.lb. 
and 535 p. ct. 

24 to 35 ets. p.ib. 
and 35 and 40 
p. ct. 


35 cts. p. lb. and 
3o p. ct. | 


35 cts. p. Ib. and )..... 


40 p. et. | 
10 to 18 ets. p. lb. | 
and35p.c. | 
24 to 4 cts, p. Ib. 
and 36 and 40 | 
p. ct. | 


10to 18 cts. p. lb. 
and 30 p. ct. 

24 to 35 ets. p. Ib. | 
and 35 and 40 
p. ct. 


| 

: 

10to 18 cts. and 
35 p. ct. 

24to 35 cts. and | 
25 and 40 p. et. | 

35 cts. p. Ib.and | 
35 p. et. + 

35 cts. p. lb.and | 
40 p. et. | 


| 18 cts. p. Ib. and 


35 p. et. 

24 to 35 cts. p. Ib. 
and 35 and 40 
p. ct. 


10 to 18 cts. per | 
Tbh.and 35 p.ct. 

24 to 35 ets. per 
Ib. and 35 to 
40 p. ct. 


835 cts. per Ib. | 
and 35 p. ct. 


and 40 p. ct. 
40 to 45 cts. per 
Ib, and 35 to 
40 p.ct. 
30 ets. per Ib. 
and 50 p. ct. 
20 cts. per Ib. | 





5 ets. per yd. 
and 35 p. ct. 
7 cts. per yd. 
and 40 p.ct. 
9 cts. per yd. 
and 40 p. ct. 
35 cts. per Ib, 
and 40 p. et. 
10 cts. per yd. 
and 35 p. ct. 


45 cts. per yd. 
and 30 p. ct. 
ance iidersccnvesesses 
30 cts. per yd. 
and 30 p. ct. 

25 cts. per yd. 
and 30 p. ct. 

20 cts. per yd. 
and 30 p. ct. 

12 cts. per yd. | 
and 30 p. ct. 

8 cts. per yd. 
and 30 p. ct. 
15 cts. per yd. 

and 30 p. ct. | 
6 cts. per yd...... | 


40 per cent......... 


Statement showing the effect of the schedule of duties on wool and manufactures thereof, etc.—Continued. 


duty. 


Proposed, 


20 to 40cts. p. lb, 
and 50 p. ct. 
50 cts p. lb and 

DO p. et. 


20 to 40 ets. p. Ib. 
and 50 p. ct 


JuLY 16, 





Ad valorem equiv- 


50 cts. p. Ib. and | 


and 530) p.ct. 


20 to 40 cts. p. Ib. 
and 50 p. ct. 
50 cts. p. lb. and 
and 50 p. ct. 


20 to 40 cts, and | 


50 p. ct. 
50 ets. and 59 p. 
ct. 


£0 cts. p. Ib. and 
50 p.et. 
--- GO 


40 cts. p. Ib. and 
50 p. ct. 

50 cts. p. lb. and 
50 p. ct. 


20 to 40 cts, per 
ib.and 50 p. ct. 

5O cts. per Ib. 
and 50 p. ct. 


50 cts. per Ib, | 


and 50 p. ct. 


| 50 cts. per Ib. 


and 50 p. et. 
60 cts. per Ib 
and 50 p. ct. 


| 50 ets. per Ib. 


and 50 p. ct. 


25 ets. per lb. | 


and 50 p. ct. 


8 cts. per yd. | 


and 50 p. ct. 
8 cts. per yd. 
and 50 p. ct. 


12 cts. per yd. | 


and 50 p. ct. 
50 cts. per Ib. 

and 50 p. ct. 
10 ets. per yard 

and 50 p. ct. 


60 cts. per yd. 
and 5v p. ct. 
sienna Os saripeucennes 


40 cts. per yd. 
and 50 p, ct. 


' 


35 cts. per yd. | 


and 50 p. et. 
25 cts. per yd. 

and 50 p. et. 
15 cts. per yd. 

and 50 p. et. 


10 cts. per yd. | 


and 50 p. ct. 
25> cts. per yd. 
and 50 p. ct. 
7 cts. per yd. 
and 50 p. ct. 
5 cts. per yd. 
and 50 p. ct. 


alents. 


Present. 
Pro- 


posed, 
' 


Per cent. | Per cent, 


73.87 128. 7% 
70. 00 99, 36 
89. $4 128, 33 
68. 91 91, 30 
68.55 123.10 
70. 00 112. 65 
67.65 121, 39 
70.05 108. 66 


62.76 83. 29 
88.44 | 126.32 
62. 80 | 84.19 


62.82) 69.77 
68. 07 116. 69 
69. 76 117.11 
88. 81 126. 87 
64. 46 81.9 

61.35 83.11 
66, 21 77.00 
52. 87 | 78. 5 

67.89 102. 61 
59. 06 71.78 
$2. 96 107. 28 
69. 68 92. 40 
80.75 95. 75 
47.14 72. 85 
54.27 82. 36 
59. 03 | 88. 67 
55.10 85.13 
61.13} 28.71 
45.79 69.73 
44.70 68.37 
73. 92 123. 2 

21.76 79.03 
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MEMORANDA. i 


It would be impracticable to administer the clause prov 
shall be included in class 3 which shall be importe d for any 
for the manufacture of carpets or iow grade of bDiankets, 
officers can not know the purpose for which any w Dor 
for making blankets, how is the dividing line between low-grade and high-ge 








blankets to be determined? In all fleece wool designated as of class t! 
are portions fit for use other than the * manufacture « arpets ¢ grad 
blankets.”” Must the customs officers assort such wool and 3 





each quality separately according to the uses to which it is adopted or 
which they may think it is intended to be applied ? 



























































In the foregoing est te it is assumed tl! carpet v 1 (clas pon ’ 
ahs duty was assessed in | > cents to 15 cents per pound (costing up na t 
fee age over 18 cents per pound) would fall within the« ss mported r puft 
other than the manufacture of carpets or low grades of blankets,’’ and ‘ 3, a 
therefore pay the same duty as wools of classes 1 and 2 ’ : 3 h x 
Under the present law woolen rags ! o, waste.and fi ; : 
ject toa un n rate of duty of 10« ind.and not being retu : : 
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Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 

Mr. ADAMS. My understanding is that unanimous consent was 
asked and given that a vote should be taken on the first lines of the 
paragraph. 

Mr. MILLS. The understanding is that at 1 o’clock we will take 
a vote on the amendment offered on the other side of the House to 
strike out the free-wool clause. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say one word relating to the time of the 
year at which the free- wool clause and the clause providing for a lower 
duty on woolens shall take effect; and as I understand it it is a prac- 
tical business proposition. I hold in my hand a letter transmitted to 
me by importers of woolen goods in the city where I reside, and I will 
ask the attention of all those who are willing to consider the question 
from a practical point of view. . 

‘This is not a question involving the subject of protection or anti-pro- 
tection. Mr. Chairman, I saw some time ago an interview reported to 
have been had with Henry Watterson immediately after the St. Louis 
convention, in which he declared that the Democratic party would be 
very conservative in the way in which they brought the change in our 
fiscal policy to bear upon the industries of the country, and he is said 
to have used these words: ‘‘We will give notice to the tenants before 
we take the roof off the house.”’ 

That, Mr. Chairman, was the precise purpose with which I proposed 
at the beginning of the five-minute debate to change the time of the 
year at which the free-list clause should take effect. My argument was 
that it should take effect at the beginning or end of a manufacturing 
season. If I had at that time carefully studied this bill as far as the 
end of section 2 I should have found that the committee had adopted 
that identical principle with reference to flax, hemp, and jute and the 
manufactures thereof. We had before us a free-list, including these 
articles; that is, hemp, jute, flax, and many others; and it was provided 
that that should take effect on the Ist day of July. I insisted that in 
justice and fairness it should take effect at a different period of the year. 
At the very time when we were discussing that question there was a 
provision in this bill, as yet invisible, because it was at the end of a 
section which we had not reached, which applied that very principle 
to two of the articles which we were then discussing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to have applied to the change in the laws 
regarding wool and woolens that same principle of practical justice and 
fair play which the committee has seen fit to adopt with reference to 
jute and flax and hemp, and all substitutes for hemp. I send to the 
desk to be read a letter on this subject from a firm in Chicago, who are 
largely engaged in dealing in men’s furnishing goods. They are not 
raisers of wool; they are not manufacturers of woolen goods, but they 
know the course of trade; they know the customs prevailing among 
business men in this country, and they believe that this bill should be 
modified in accordance with those existing customs. I now ask to have 
the letter read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





CricaGco, April 28, 1888, 

Drar Str: In view of the possibility of the Mills tariff bill becoming a law 
there is one provision therein that has probably been inserted by Mr, MILs 
without knowing how injurious such a law would be toall interested. We pre- 
sume that he has no intention of seriously injuring any portion of the citizens 
of this country, yet he has made a very grave errorin fixing the date of the entry 
of raw free wool as July 1, 1888, and also of reducing so seriously the import 
duties on woolen manufactured goods on the day of October 1, 1888. 

All woolen manufacturers niust make their contracts early in the beginning of 
the year for the following fall and winter business, and by the Ist of July to 
have manufactured at least three-quarters of their production for the season. 

The importer is necessarily obliged to place his orders early in the year for 
the ensuing fall and winter business. Every importer has already so placed 
his orders, the samples are now out in the hands of traveling men, prices have 
been fixed, and goods are now being sold at such prices and must be delivered 
in August and September. Fully three-quarters of the entire fall and winter 
poeenen of the importer and wholesaler is done before the middle of Septem- 

er, 

These being facts, it clearly proves the great injustice that would result to 
manufacturers, importers, and wholesale dealers if the Mills bill, asitis framed, 
should become a law. It would prove seriously disastrous to the manufacturer 
as well as to the wholesale dealer. If it did not prove disastrous to these sev- 
eral parties there would be no benefit accrue to the consumer, and we presume 
that this is what Mr. M1Lus has in mind in framing this bill. 

If the bill is to pass can not Mr. MILLs be prevailed upon to so change it that 
the time for the reduction on free wool can be changed to take effect January 
1,1889. and the time for reduction on woolen manufactured goods take effect 
from July 1, 1889? With these changes no injuries would result to wholesale 
dealers and manufacturers,and the consumer will get every possible benefit 
from the reduced prices. 

Very respectfully, 
WILSON BROS, 

Hon. GeorGe E. ADAMS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to have one minute more to state in one 
sentence the effect of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed for one minute longer. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the special atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] to the pur- 
portof this letter, because I infer that he knows something of the wool 
business. Itstates what I believe to be true, that from January to July 
wool is finding its way into the woolen mills; and that the woolen 
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cloth is finding its way from the woolen mills through the jobber and 


the wholesaler to the retailer during the latter part of the year. By 
October the woolen cloth may have reached the wholesaler; therefore 
the retailer will diminish his purchases if he understands there is to be 
a radical change in the law about that period in the year. Therefore, 
on the same principle of justice which the committee has applied to flax 
and jute, the change ought to take place in January rather than in Oc- 
tober or July. The change in the duty on wool should take effect in 
January, at the beginning of the season in which the manufacturersare 
buying wool. The change in the duty on woolens should take effect 
six months later, that is, on July 1, i889. That is the proposition wf 
Iny constituents. Itseems to mea reasonable one. At all events, the 
committee should have the same consideration for those who have made 
business engagements in wool and woolens as they take pains to show 
for those who are interested in hemp. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. A statement having appeared in the 
newspapers, and also having been made on the floor of this House, that 
many wool manufacturers, especially in New England and the Middle 
States, are in favor of free foreign wool, I desire to snbmit the authori- 
tative statement of Mr. William Whitman, president of the National 
Wool Manulacturers’ Association, bearing upon this very point. Isend 
to the desk to be read for the information of the House a letter received 
from that gentleman this morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, July 16, 1888. 

Dear Sir: The woolen manufacturers of the United States, especially those 
of the New England and Middle States, are opposed to the removal of the duty 
upon foreign wool. 

They believe that the permanent success of the woo!-manufacturing industry 
of the United States isdependent upon the growth in this country of their prin- 
cipal raw material, wool—a raw material which shall be indigenous to our soil 
and climate. 

They also believe that the comfort, prosperity, and independence of our people 
are as dependent upon the growth of sheep in our country for food and for 
clothing, as they are upon the products of the soil for food, and of the mines for 
fuel and for use in the mechanic arts. 

The number of New England manufacturers who favor free wool can be 
numbered by the fingers of my hands, and I believe by the fingers of one hand. 
On this lam in a position to speak with authority. 

Yours, very truly, 
WM. WHITMAN, 
President National Association of Wool Manufacturers. 
Hon, C. H. Aten, 
House of Representatives, Washingion, D. C. 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, in May last in the course of the 
general debate on the bill now under consideration I was so gen- 
erously treated in the allowance of time that I will now ask of the 
committee but avery brief hearing. I do not wish to repeat argu- 
ments I then made against the propriety of putting wool on the free- 
list, and will therefore confine myself, so far as I can, to replying to 
some things that have occurred in the course of the debate since that 
time. Nothing that I have yet heard has in the least changed my 
mind, and I believe as I did then, that it is bad policy to put wool on 
the free-list. To my mind the arguments are clear, plain, and unan- 
swerable that the sheep-raiser and wool-grower is entitled to have his 
industry protected against foreign competition, and that this protec- 
tion in its effectsis a benefit to all the people of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one feature of this discussion which, if I may 
be allowed to use the expression, is noticeable by its absence. Nogen- 
tleman advocating the passage of the Mills bill has as yet, so far as I 
recollect, given as a reason for placing wool on the free-list that its ef- 
fect will tend to the well-being of the whole country and the benefit 
of the entire people of the United States. No one has advocated it as 
a great national policy which is to make us stronger as a people, bet- 
ter prepared to meet our adversaries in war, or that will diversify our 
industries and enable our citizens to live better in time of peace. I 
am surprised, Mr. Chairman, that this new policy, this new departure 
from the system of protection, has not elicited from gentlemen on the 
other side arguments, or at least attempted arguments, in that direc- 
tion. 

But none have been given us. No gentleman has explained to us 
how the more than 1,000,000 of persons employed in this industry can 
be better employed after we have given Australia and South America 
free permission to supply our home markets with their wool. Noone 
has told us what good, cheap, and wholesome meat our people can ob- 
tain to take the place of lamb and mutton when this bill shall have 
made the raising of sheep unprofitable. 

Neither have we heard how the lands now covered with flocks can 
be adapted toa better use. No one has told us what we have or can 
produce that foreign countries will take from us in exchange for the 
wool we are expected to buy from them. 

There is but one inference. We must year after year send gold and 
silver abroad to buy the wool we are now raising, send it where but 
little if any of it will ever return to us. How we could get a supply, 
even with coin, in case of war, can not be told, for all of the great 
powers of Europe are stronger on the ocean than we are, and the ad- 
vocates of the Mills bill are opposed to our building a navy or even 
establishing mail lines of steam-ships. 

All the arguments in favor of free wool can be reduced to this: that 
it will, for the time being, enable poor people to get cheaper clothing. 
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It is alleged, not even proven, that next year blankets will be cheaper 
that a wool hat can be bought for lessin Kentucky, that Arkansas con 
stituents will thereby be enabled to purchase woolen clothes, and that 
the inhabitants of the cotton-growing States will be relieved of tl 
terrible high prices they have been paying for what they wear. 

These are the arguments that have been repeated to us over and ove1 
again by gentlemen who represent the old slave States, and who at 
the real fathers of this bill. Occasionally we have had a Democrat 
from the North, who, driven and scourged by the party lash, comes re 
luctantly to the support of the bill, and excuses himself to his con- 
stituents by alleging that it has been discovered that the same law that 
will make wool and woolens cheap to everybody else will enable the 
wool-grower to sell his wool dear and high. 

Mr. Chairman, I observe a gfeat change has come over the 5 
tlemen who favor this bill in one respect. They no longer denoui 
srotection as the sum of all villainies and a system of robbery, but, in 
fact, occasionally assert that they are not even free-traders themselves. 

I will not stop now to illustrate how the Oregon election and the very 
general denunciation that this bill is receiving throughout the country | 
may be the cause of this. But gentlemen on the other side will allow 
me to say that this change comes too late. 

By the message of your President, by the Mills bill itself, and by 
the resolutions of your national convention you have placed yourselves 
in direct and positive opposition to the entire system of protection. 
That is free trade as plain as language can make it. By yourspeeches | 
two months since you left no doubt as to your true policy, and the | 
American people care but little about the name you say you wish to | 
be called. | 

So far as the wool schedule is concerned I suppose none of you are | 





Y 
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ready to deny that you are free-traders. Noone will expect me in the | 


discussion of this question tostop and inquire whether the new policy | 
of this Administration under the Democratic party means ultimate 
free trade or not. 

To the wool-grower and the men interested in that business the 
Mills bill is in express terms and without any qualifications absolute 
free trade. It is nota step in the right direction, as free-traders would 
describe some parts of the bill. No half-way measures about it. It 
is not an effort to lessen or lower the tariff under a pretext of reducing | 
the income, but at once our ports and markets are made free to foreign 
wool of all kinds. The stranger pays nothing to stand on an equality 
with our citizens. It is free trade in wool. Perhaps, in this connec- | 
tion—lest some might infer that there was not much free trade in this | 
bill beside wool—it may not be out of place to call attention to the fact | 
that it is absolute free trade in many other industries ot this country | 
that give employment to thousands of our people. It proposes free 
trade in wool, free trade in wood, lumber, and timber of all kinds; free 
trade in salt; free trade in copper ores; free trade in hemp, manilla, and 
all vegetable fibers; free trade in tin-plate; free trade in fish; free trade | 
in iron and steel cotton ties or hoops; free trade in vegetables; free 
trade in over one hundred other articles, with sweeping reductions in 
regard to many articles that are left dutiable. 

During the general debate my colleague [Mr. BUCKALEW] gaveasa 
reason for supporting the bill that he wanted free wool to benefit the 
manufacturers, Outside of the New England States Pennsylvania, and 
especially the city of Philadelphia, is more largely interested in the 
manufacture of woolen goods than any other part of the country. 1 
was therefore much surprised that my colleague should give such a rea- 
son when he knew, or at least ought to know, the fact that the wool 
manufacturers of Philadelphia did not only not ask for free wool, but | 
were uncompromisingly opposed to it. 

A gentleman with as much experience and with as much general in- | 
formation as my colleague possesses should not have made such a mis- 
take. I proposed at the time toask hima question that would have called | 
his attention to the matter, but he declined to yield. Mr. Chairman, | 
I will call the attention of the committee to the evidence on this point. 
The wool manufacturers, wool-dealers, and wool-growers of the United 
States during the time this Congress has been in session, by represent- 
atives, met in this city and passed the strongest kind of resolutions, | 
protesting against putting wool on the free-list. The associations of 
wool-growers of Pennsylvania, acting in harmony with the woolen 
manufacturers of our State, were represented in that meeting and united 
in this protest. 

The woolen manufacturers of the city of Philadelphia have quite re- 
cently taken action on this matter, and to show that they have not 
changed their position on this subject I submit this extract of their pro- 
ceedings: 








| 
[Extracts from the remarks of Mr. Theodore Justice, at a business men's meet- | 


ing, Board of Trade room, Philadelphia, June 18, 1888. 


Mr. Chairman, as the President in his message to Congress singled out the 
wool industry for his attack, and as the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee carry out his advice with the Mills bill, described by a Republican Con- 
gressman as a “ viciously sectional scheme, full of malicious purpose toward the 
Northern States,” it is proper that the wool men should be heard in regard to 
it. The President has thrown down the free-trade gauntlet, and, as a Republi- 
can business man, ! say we willingly take it up and as freely accept the issue. 

The wool men, embracing manufacturers as well as dealers and growers, are 
practically a unit against free wool, Democratic wool-growers being as out- 
spoken as their Republican neighbors. The wool merchant, through their cor- 
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As the domestic wool-grower, in view of the high cost of labor i high 
scale of living required by American civilization, can not profit y send his 
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of American cloth which might be 1 here, atthe samet ad 
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Mr. Chairman, a few days since the statement was made on th 0 
that the pendency of this bill and the menace of free wool had ¢ d 
the loss of 10 cents per pound to the wocl-grower on his clip for the 


present year; that its effect had been to lower the price of wool that 
much in the market. 

An advocate of the Mills bill at once suggested that if the 
grower lost 10 cents per pound on his wool the laborer of the count 
had gained that much in the reduced price at which he could buy 
clothes. 

But this is a fallacy easily answered. As yet the difference in } 
is so evenly distributed among the buyers, manufacturers, and mer 
chants that it is scarcely appreciable by the man who buys clothes tor 
himself and family. But the general depression in business, growing 
out of this state of affairs, has affected the wages and employment of 
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our people, so that they have less to buy clothes with than they would 
have had if wool was bringing a good price. 

I should add to the able and complete answer given to this question 
this morning by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TayLor], that 
one cla@ of our people can not gain by any injury or loss sustaiged by 
another class of people in the United States. We are bound together 
by acommunity of interest, and so we should be. 

The prosperity of the individual citizen rises and falls with the gen- 
eral welfare of the country; you can not point out to-day any class of 
individuals who will eventually be better off because thousands and 
tens of thousands of our citizens who produce the present wool crop 
have suffered loss because of the apprehension brought about by the 
introduction of the Mills bill. It is true the wool-growers have suf- 
fered a severe loss, but they are really in no worse condition than those 
of many other industries. Nearly everything affected by this bill has 
been more or less harmed. 

Many kinds of business throughout the country have directly suf- 
fered {rom precisely the same cause. Works are stopping, wages are 
being lowered, and but few new enterprises are being prosecuted. You 
hear ‘the ramble and grumble of disaster’’ in the distance, threaten- 
ing every class of producers throughout the country. 

But little attention, Mr. Chairman, has been given in this debate to 
the fact that a large part of the people of the United States are pro- 
ducers and not consumers. Those who favor this bill argue as if we 
were @ nation of consumers who wanted everything cheap. 

I can understand very well how a professor in a college at an annual 
fixed salary can argue in favor of freg trade and low prices. It is easy 
to see how those who have regular fixed incomes from any source would 
be, for the time being, gainers by the passage of the bill. This is one 
of the reasons why English aristocracy with fixed ground-rents payable 
in money want free trade and low prices. But people with fixed in- 
comes who do not labor are but a very small minority of the people of 
the United States. The large body of the consumers of our country, 
the’bulk of our population, are also producers. Weare an industrious, 
thrifty people, nearly all producers. The laws of our country must be 
made to do justice to the producers, and nothing short of protection is 
adapted to a nation like ours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask unanimous consent to be permitted to pro- 
ceed for a few minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot object if gentlemen 
on that side are satisfied; but the understanding is that a vote is to be 
taken at 1 o’clock, and I shall object to any extension of the time be- 
yond that. It is also understood that the time was to be equally di- 
vided, if desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to divide the time as 
equally as possible. 

Mr. BREWER. I think it was understood that one-half of the time 
was to be allotted to each side if desired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from mepeote | he 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me I 
desire to confine myself to the wool question, for the purpose of mak- 
ing a reply to one or two suggestions which have been made during the 
course of this debate. The gentleman {from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 
inadvertently I presume, made a statement in his speech to the effect 
that we ean not raise fine wool in this country which is necessary for 
our manufacturers, and that therefore we must have free wool in order 
to bring from abroad the fine wool necessary to supplement our coarser 
clip, so that our manufacturers may have both kinds in their business, 

This is an entire mistake, and, as I have said, was no doubt inadver- 
tently made by the gentleman from Missouri. His arguments, like 
most of those we hear in favor of this bill, are made to order. He 
starts out to make a speech in favor of free wool,and not having an op- 
portunity to know much about the business falls into this error, and at 
once applies it as an argument in favor of the Mills bill. We do raise 
and can raise the very finest grades of wool; in fact, in that line our 
people excel. We do not want fine wool for any purpose, and least of 
all we want it free. The present tariff discriminates in favor ofadmit- 
ting some coarse goods at low duty on the ground we do not raise them 
here. Great frauds have been practiced byadmitting fine wools under 
the pretense that they were coarse. 

The question is really not whether we can raise the finer wools, but 
it has been raised as to whether we can raise profitably the coarser 
grades of wool, such as we call in late years in this country ‘‘ carpet- 
wools.’’ Fortunately the answer comes from the sheep-breeders and 
wool-growers throughout the country that there is no difficulty in rais- 
ing that grade of wool if we are permitted to have adequate protec- 
tion. 

Another thing. Gentlemen seem to talk of the weol industry as if 
we could experiment with it; asif it was a.-matter with which we could 
exercise our discretion in the way of having free wool for a year or two, 
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and if it was not found by experience desirable that we could revert to 
the old system of protection and resume the industry again the next 
yearor the following year. Nogreater mistake wasevermade. There 
is no industry in this whole country, even of the finest classes of man- 
ufacturing, that has required such long time and care in the develop- 
ment as the breeding of sheep and the bringing of the wool industry 
toits present condition. Wool isuota raw material. You never heard 
of the finer grades of sheep, the Southdown, the Merino sheep, and 
Black Top existing in a natural state. They are the result of many 
years of high breeding. 

You have the Hottentot sheep and the coarse sheep of Mexico and of 
South America almost in a state of nature; but in order to produce fine 
grades of wool and a large, profitable fleece, careful breeding of sheep 
has been necessary. Thiscondition has been brought about, as I have 
said, by many years of experiment and care, and I tell you, gentlemen, 
if you drive to the slaughter-pen the sheep of Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Michigan, Vermont, and the Southwest, and destroy the finer grades, 
you can not in a generation return again to the position which you have 
lost. 

Once more. I have tried, in looking over the arguments here, to find 
why it was that the gentlemen who started on this free-trade crusade 
should have selected the woolen industry as their objective point of at- 
tack, and think I am prepared to answer. Itis this: Wool is an indus- 
try so uniformly distributed throughout the country that the gentle- 
men no doubt adopted the opinion that it was not extensive enough in 
any one particular locality to materially affect political questions. ‘They 
evidently supposed that the people interested in it, being scattered over 
the whole country, would not be able to raise a very determined pro- 
test. 

I do not think any man can give a good reason why free trade should 
be adopted in wool in preference to any other of the leading industries 
of the country. There is no argument that can be made to favor put- 
ting wool on the free-list that will not apply with equal force to sugar, 
rice, iron nails, glass, and many other things which are left protected 
by this bill. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] says this bill is a mild 
attack on the system of protection. It isthe first attack, and it was 
supposed, no doubt, to be safest to make it upon wool for the reason 
I have stated. If this succeeds you will take some other industry next; 
or, grown bolder, may take several. But, gentlemen, let me give you 
a little warning. There is no industry outside of manufactories inany 
section of this country that has better organization than the sheep- 
breeders and the wool-growers; and I say to gentlemen on the other 
side, with some considerable knowledge upon the subject, that there 
is a large number of your party associates as well as Republicans who 
are deeply interested in this matter. 

Sheep-raisers are an intelligent class of people, not generally largely 
interested in politics, as the phrase goes, but they areinterested in their 
business affairs. Ido know that there are many of the officers of the 
associations of which I speak that are Democrats; and if you gentle- 
men will take the resolutions passed by these associations and protests 
sent here to Congress by men engaged in this industry you will dis- 
cover that it is one upon which they are taking a great deal of inter- 
est. You will allow me to add that you will be very apt to hear from 
these men in a way you can not misunderstand in the coming elce- 
tions. 

No, gentlemen, you can not resume this industry if it is once aban- 
doned, except after long years, and there are more people interested 
in it than you perhaps in your philosophy have dreamed of. There are 
moré interested than are engaged in merely raising sheep and clipping 
the wool. There are men interested in taking care of the flocks, in 
furnishing supplies of mutton for the markets and for the shambles, 
and in various other ways connected with this immense industry. Those 
who desire to see a good supply of wholesome meat to feed the people 
in this country are interested in the sheep industry just as well as those 
who are engaged in the production of wool. I shall incorporate in my 
remarks at this time some communications I have received which hear 
directly upon this subject, and I ask respectful attentiontothem. They 
represent truly the sentiment of the parties most interested in this 
question. 

You gentlemen have made this a party question, and assuch you will 
be held responsible. In the vote that will shortly be taken on this 
section you will find no vote in favor of it except Democrats; not a 
single Republican in this Congress. A few Democrats will oppose it; 
but onlya few. Your party must take the responsibility of this meas- 
ure, and with it the rebuke that the people will most certainly give it. 
The fact that many of you from Northern States who will vote tor {rce 
wool are at heart opposed to it will not relieve your party. 

WASHINGTON, PA., July 11, 1859. 

Dear Str: What shall become of the wool-grower? Our industry is para- 
lyzed. The wool-grower has not prospered under the present tariff of 1885. The 
proof of this is manifest in the reduction of the number of our sheep of near 
7,000,000 in the States and Territories. The continuous tariff tinkering that fol- 
lowed the passage of the act of 1883 had much to do in driving men out of the 
business and causing all to reduce their flocks; some gradually, others rapidly 
down to no sheep at all. 


I am free to say from an extensive acquaintance with the wool-growers of not 
only our own State of Pennsylvania, but of all the States and Territories, 
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that the passage of the Mills bill putting 1 on the free-list will not me 1883 in regard to th ] j 
; the approval of the wool-growers e State of Pennsylvania, nor in any othe: So the Democrat art 
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: right. ines Dis positi 
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| the passage of what is known as the * Mills bill,”’ believing that such a t vow, Jir. Un rega 
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5 Henry W. Barret & Co., proprietors Eclipse Woolen Mills; L. Rieh- | (O**** hk Aes ASC i 
ardson, president Old Kentucky Woolen Mills Company; R.! the articles 1n the wool sched 
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elspiels Sons, wool merchants; M. Sabel & Sons, wool mer- ~omething was Said by 2 mem 
chants; Isaac Rosenbaum, woo) dealer; L. Marx & Bro., w of mv colleague trom | a in re 
dealers; E. A. Burford &Co.; D. A. Loud & Bro., Lexington, Ky mv coll went to show this 
woolen manufacturers; L. Heacox & Sons, Jas. McCormick & o eg a 
Co., wool merchants; C.S. Brent, wool merchants; Sol. ¢ ,, | cheap to-day within 10 percent. 
wool dealer; Laws Schneck, manager Seymour Woolen Mills the gentleman from Ohio / Mr. Me 

* Albert N. Meyer, secretary and treasurer Lat] 
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me in sentiment as to the construction of the Chicago platform, while they failed 
to invite any man to speak there who thoughtas the gentleman from New York 
|[Mr. Hewitt] now declares. [Applause on the neneneed And what was 
the result? The result was that the Democratic majority in the State of New 
York increased from something over 1,000 in 1884 to 11,000 in 1885, and it was 
not on any free-trade doctrine. [Laughter and applause. | 

i declare that I am ready and willing to vote with anybody who will seek in- 
telligently to reform the inequalities of the tariff. But how have we been met 
in this particular? We have had to either take the bill of the Ways and Means 
Committee or nothing. It has been asserted that we can not put upon a cus- 
toms bill anything that looks to the repeal of internal taxation, I believe that 
the system of internal taxation is un-American and undemocratic. It was so 
pronounced by the fathers of our country, and I shall never weary in seeking its 
repeal in part or altogether, [Applausce.] 


The theory of the Democrats two years ago was that they could not 
combine a bill for the reduction of duties with one for the reduction of 
internal-revenue taxes. They have abandoned that position now. 

Mr. BLAND. And still you are not satisfied. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the men who took issue prominently 
with Mr. RANDALL, when they went home to their constituents were 
sent to the shades of private life. That was the case with Mr. Bragg; 
that was the case with Mr. Morrison, and it came within’ few votes 
of being the case with several other prominent men upon this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been 
said during this debate as to the pending measure being an assault upon 
American industries, and it seems to me that by dint of repetition on 
the part of these self-constituted champions of American industry and 
American labor, who offensively assume that every one who does not 
agree with them is an enemy of American industries, a false issue is be- 
ing presented by this debate to the country. For my part, taking this 
bill in the average percentage of its protection to American industries, 
I can not for my life, from the old standpoint of Republicanism, see 
how it is that it is in the direction of an assault upon American indus- 
tries; and when our self-constituted champions of American industries 
are driven into a corner on that point and forced to confess that a 40 
per cent. tariff is ample for the purposes of protection they then seek 
refuge behind another statement that has no merit, which is that the 
bill is purely a sectional measure, and therefore ought to be rejected. 

In this way there is an efforton the part of these men, who seem to 
think that the burden rests entirely upon their shoulders of defending 
American industries, to make this an unpopular measure before the 
people of the country. Now, I wish to say a few words in this con- 
nection with reference to the alleged sectional character of this bill. I 
do not like the bill in every part. I would like to see free sugar and 
free molasses and free lumber and free salt. 

A MEMBER. Howabout rice? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. And free rice; and if that reduced the 
revenues of the country below an amount needed for the discharge 
of the obligation of the Government, I would re-enact the old tax upon 
the incomes of the rich men of this country and in that way revise 
our systemof taxation. But, Mr. Chairman, I can not have my choice, 
and consequently I have to take such measures as I can find that do 
stand some show of practical success in the matter of reducing taxation. 

But now, a word as to the sectional cry that has been raised against 
the pending measure. With all the imperfections that inhere in this bill 
I undertake to say that it is not as obnoxious to the charge of section- 
alism as the lawit seeks to revise, and which was enacted by its 
‘* friends,’’ and that that is another false cry and another false issue 
set up by the self-constituted champions of American industries and 
the American people. Iam an American, a thorough American, and 
expect to be for American institutions and American industriesat every 
stage of my life, especially as against foreign industries. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Are you self-constituted in that line ? 
[| Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. A fair retort. Yes, sir; I am self-con- 
stituted in that line. I have nothing to disguise and no false assump- 
tions to defend. Iam for protection here and elsewhere, whenever in 
my judgment it can be given without extorting to an unwarrantable 
extent from another class of the people who are not interested in the 
particular industry concerned. Talk about the pending bill being 
sectional! I want to say to gentlemen thatitis a matter of history, so 
far as our tariff legislation is concerned, that the tariff has always been 
the most sectional measure upon the statute-book. 

It is a legislative garment which was cut originally for the back ot 
New England, and has never been enlarged by the patch-work which 
has been put upon it in recent years further than to extend it to the 
State of Pennsylvania. It is true that wool has come in; itis true that 
lumber in Michigan and Wisconsin has come in since Mr. Blaine twenty 
years ago inveighed on this floor against a tax on lumber as he would 
against a tax on bread. But the great body of the country that has been 
the beneficiary of these laws have been the States of New England, New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I would like one or two minutes more. 

Mr. KERR. Does the gentleman mean to say that Mr. Blaine ever 
inveighed against a tariff on lumber? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. He opposed the tax on lumber, and 
put his opposition on the ground that it was one of the necessaries ot 
life, like bread. 
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Mr. KERR. Mr. Blaine’s remarks were in regard to the internal- 
revenue tax on lumber. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. <A few words further on this sectional 
question; for it is not a question of party with me. While I have been 
«® Republican all my lifeand wish that the position of the party was such 
| that I could be in strict harmony with it now, I care more for the princi- 
ple involved in this matter than I do for the consequences to the party. 
| Now, when gentlemen are talking abont free sugaf and free rice, I 
| want to remind them of the fact that the men who cut this tariff gar- 
| ment for the country, and not the men who are now insisting on the 
| revision, are those who put the tariff on sugar and rice, and put it 

higher than the Mills bill now putsit. Gentlemen here, let them come 
from where they may, whether the North or the South, the East or 
the West, had to tackle the question of the revision and modification 
of the tariff from the established order of things; and that established 
order was sectionalism in the extreme, as it had been fashioned and 
molded by its ‘‘ friends.’’ Gentlemen talk about the assault on man- 
ufactured lumber. That is one of the articles which have been referred 
to in order to show the sectional character of the measure. Gentle- 
men have talked about the lumber in Maine and Michigan and Wis- 
consin, seeming to forget in their zeal that several Southern States— 
among them Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, and Arkansas—have the 
finest lumber forests in the world. 

Gentlemen talk about putting wool on the free-list as another assault 
upon American industries; but they are as silent as the grave with 
reference to the fact that the great State of Texas, five times as large 
as the State of Ohio, has five times as many sheep scattered over her 
plains as the State of Ohio. 

We hear a good deal in this connection about the reduction of duty 
on the metals, yet from what is said in this quarter you would never 
suspect that among the finest iron mines in the world are located in the 
Southern State of Alabama. ; 

I say, then, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, that the charge that 
the pending measure is an assault on American industries is simply 
absurdly false; and the other charge—behind which, when driven from 
the first and principal charge, they find refuge—that this is a purely 
sectional measure, and therefore to be condemned and denounced at 

the North, is as false as the former, for this bill takes one-fifth of the 


| 
| 
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$54,000,000, the amount of the entire tariff reduction, from sugar 
alone, which is entirely a Southern product, leaving out of considera- 
tion the primary fact that the existing law is purely asectional measure, 
and the favored section the North and East chiefly. The truth of the 
matter is that these pretentious champions of protection, in advance 
of the appearance of the committee bill, took it for granted and her- 
alded it to the country that it was to be a free-trade measure, and in 
that way they have diverted the attention of thousands and tens of 
thousands of their followers from even looking at the text of the bill 
itself tosee whether the charge is true or not. These leaders know the 
force of party cries, and they are profiting by it here to the last degree. 
If we are to have tariff reduction, tariff duties, it seems to me, must 
at some point along the line be reduced. 

In this connection, I want to say that our friends here, who arro- 
gantly assume that they are the sole guardians of American industries, 
in assaulting the pending measure, are themselves open to criticism. 
They should remember the recent history and the record they have 
made with reference to this tariff question, which is that in the Forty- 
eighth Congress they united in support of a motion striking out the 
enacting clause in a bill for tariff revision, and on another occasion, in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, they joined in a motion to not consider the 
question of tariff at all. 

This kind of record, coupled with the fact that the same interests 
have opposed the present measure as a whole and in detail, is not cal- 
culated to inspire the country with confidence in professions from this 
quarter as to what will be done either in the present or in future Con- 
gresses as to tariff reduction. 

And, Mr. Chairman, in view of this record, it seems to me that the 
country should not accept without the closest scrutiny professions from 
such doubtful sources. And doing this the country will see that the 
charge of free trade and sectionalism in connection with the pending 
measure are both false and misleading charges, plied for the purpose of 
bringing about the same results that were brought about in the Forty- 
eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses by more direct and more honorable 
methods. 

With our increased efficiency in all kinds of machinery, with our su- 
perior labor, one American laborer accomplishing in one day what it 


takes a foreign laborer a day and one-half to accomplish; with 3,000 . 


miles of ocean transportation between our manufacturers and those most 
spoken of as their competitors, it is the grossest of misrepresentation to 
characterize as an assault on American industries a measure that grants 
them a 40 per cent. duty advantage over their competitors. The truth 
of this statement is so apparent that when attention is called to it the op- 
ponents of tax reduction concede it and assume that the measure is sec- 
tional and unfair in the adjustment of its details and therefore an un- 
just and dangerous measure. 
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But as we have already seen that the present law is sectional in its | 


character, and that the Northeastern section of the Union has ever been 
the chief beneficiary under its provisions, we find this second charge 
as false and untenable as the first. It is no longer, in my opinion, a 


question of free trade or protection, but a question for protection to | 


American industries on the one hand, or high war duties and unjust 
extortion in the interest of monopolies on the other. And I am ata 
loss to know what answer the member can make who votes against this 
measure in the absence of an honest, practical effort to supply a better 
one, when he is called to give an account of his stewardship to a con- 
stituency that have long been waiting for the redemption of pledges to 
revise the tariff and reduce taxation. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have listened closely to the dis- 
cussion on the Mills bill and observed the action of the Democratic ma- 
jority in regard to the different amendments proposed, not in the spirit 
of political partisanship, but in the desire to honestly protect the in- 
dustries of the nation from the clearly established mistakes of a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Ways and Means until I am compelled 
against my desire, to conclude that all debate is useless. Valuable in- 
formation is worthless. That the jury is packed, and regardless of ar- 
guments that are unanswerable, facts that can not be controverted, the 
Mills bill as reported by the majority of the Waysand Means Committee 


must be passed by this House with only such amendments and changes | 


as political necessity requires to procure the votes necessary to com- 
plete the assassination of the business interests of this nation. 

Under such circumstances arguments are useless, appeals are vain, 
and the language of denunciation that would do justice to the action 
of the majority would be so strong as to transgress the rules and per- 
haps insult the dignity of this House. 

Therefore whatever I may say will be in the nature of a protest 
and I do protest against the ruthless disregard of the interest of the 
farmers of Ohio and the Northwest, of the farmers of Texas, and the 
broad prairies of the Southwest in placing wool upon the free-list. 

It is not denied that the farmers of the United States have more 
than $300,000,000 invested in the sheep industry of the country. 

It is not denied that the effect of placing wool on the free-list will 
be the destruction of this branch of American husbandry. And if it 
is denied, I beg to submit the following clear and candid statement: 

In the year 1885 the woolen manufacturers of the United States consumed 
about 424,404,109 pounds of wool, this being the largest amount ever consumed 
inany one year in the history ofthe Government, and larger than that consumed 
by Great Britain. Of this amount 129,084,958 pounds were imported. 

Our imported wool came from Europe, Asia, Africa, South America, and 
Australia. In the year, 1886 Europe sent to this country 79,093,893 pounds of 
wool; South America sent 28,767,140; Australia, 7,960,443; Africa, 21,617,700. In 
1887 we imported 12,767,850 pounds of wool from Asia. 

Now, the question arises, can the American woo!-grower successfully compete 
with these foreign countries in the production of wool to supply our factories? 
It is well known that in Asia, Africa, Australia, South America, and in some 
portions of Russia there are vast prairies and mountain-sides devoted to sheep- 








DocKERY] to the resolutions ot the Missouri Wool-Growers’ Associa- 
tion: 


The Missouri Wool-Growers’ Association at its last annual meeting adopted 
these resolutions among others 
Whereas wool-growing adds to the welfare and happiness of the people by 


diversifying their occupations; and 
“Whereas many natural re@ources of the « 
otherwise be wasted; and 
Whereas wool-growing not only adds to the comfort and prosperity of the 


yuntry are thus utilized which would 





Ww » people, but is essential to nat ial independence and defense 

xved, That it is the sense of this nvention that wisdom and good pub- 
lic policy demand its extension and growth be fostered by every | iorable 
means, either by the people or their representatives in legislatures ass« led.”’ 


Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me tosay that after two general dis 
in my district on the question of reducing the duty on wool, the people 
of that district sustained me by increasing my majority from 1,500 to 
4,219. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, that was only a compliment to the gentl 
man’s skill as a canvasser [laughter and applause on the Republican 
side], and not an indication of their sentiment on this question. Iam 
afraid when you go before the people this fall you will find that the 
majority will not have increased. 

Ohio has four millions of sheep, and I respectfully request my Demo- 
cratic colleagues to heed the respectful but indignant protests that 
come to them from the wool-growers of their respective districts; and 
[ invite them to redeem the pledges made to the people of Ohio when 








in the Democratic State convention they adopted resolutions demand- 
| ing the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867 Our Democratie friends 
| claim that the prime object of the Mills bill is to reduce the revenues for 


| broad land of ours. 


raising, where pasturing and feed cost little or nothing; where the sheep graze | 
in the fields almost the entire year through; where they are sheared twice an- | 


nually, the annual clip weighing from 6 to 8 pounds per sheep; where shep- 
herds who tend the flocks can be hired in some of these countries for from 2 to 
10 cents per day, and where the cost per pound of raising wool is not much 
more than one-quarter what it is in this country. 

South America can place wool in the warehouses of New York, Boston, and 
Philadelphia, if there were no duties, at a cost of not more than 13 to 15 cents 
per pound, while in the older States of this country wool can not be raised and 
placed in these markets at less than 30 cents per pound. Most American fine 


wool is raised on high-priced land, worth from $40 to $100 an acre; hay is worth | 


from $6 to $12 per ton; pasture lands costs from #4 to $3 peracre annually. The 
wages of employés vary from $12 to $25 per month, with board. Under such 
conditions competition with foreigners in supplying wool for our markets 
would be utterly impossible without adequate duties on wool; andif the duties 


are removed the wool and woolen industries in this country will be ruined, thus | 


giving foreign wool-growers and manufacturers a monopoly of these industries, 
when the price of wool and woolen goods would immediately advance. 


I ask my Democratic friends if they believe the farmers and flock- 
masters of the nation will silently submit to this most unjust dis- 
crimination against their interests. Their protests are already heard. 

Texas has 6,800,000 sheep, and I respectfully invite the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs] to the following resolutions of 
his constituents in convention assembled: 


The cattlemen’s convention, at Waco, Tex., in Mr. M1Lus’s district, the Ninth, 
passed resolutions declaring that Mr. Mrs “does not represent the Ninth dis- 
trict nor the State of Texas in his position, and that his course tends to destroy 
the material industries of his constituency.”’ We quote further from the text 
of the resolutions adopted by Mr. MILLs’s wool-raising constituents: 

We deprecate the course of Mr. M1Lts and put ourselves on record in hearty 
condemnation of his conduct and his bill. 

Forsaken by our Representative, we urge upon our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to work against the Mills bill, and we call upon all good 
men from other States to protect Texasif her own Representatives fail to do so. 

Protection on raw wool is purely a protection to the producer, the farmer, 
as well as the sheepman, and should be maintained; and, finally, 

“If Mr. MILs persists in and urges the proposed removal of the duty on wool, 
itis the sense of this, a representative body of his constituency, that he abdi- 


cate his seat, and hereafter we will withhold our support at the ballot-box and 
elsewhere.” 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor, and said: I yield my five minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WiLLrAs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Missouri has 1,300,000 sheep, and I respectfully 
invite the attention of the eloquent gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 





the benefit of the people, and that it will reduce the revenue $78, 000, - 
OuUO. If that was their object, and if they sincerely desire to reduce 
t 


the revenues to the injury of the few for the benetit of the many, why 
not take sugar, which is an article of food, found on the tables of the 


rich and poor alike, one of the absolute necessities of life, and pro- 
duced only in a limited area in the United States? It is paying a reve- 
jue of $56,000,000 annually. Tobacco is a product of the soil North 


and South, and is paying By exempting 
sugar from duty and abolishing the tax on tobacco the revenue would 


be reduced $86,000,000, and no profitable industry of American toil and 


a tax ot over S30,UU0U0,00U, 


labor would be injured or destroyed, while the helping hand of wise 
stutesmanship would be felt and blessed in every household in this 
[ Applause on the Republican side. } 
Mr. KELLEY rose. ° 
TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the g¢ 
sylvania rise ? 


ntleman from VPenn- 


Mr. KELLEY. I seek recognition from the Chair for two or three 
minutes only. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I learn from the REcoRD that on 
Saturday last the member from the Erie district of Pennsy!vania, 
WILLIAM L. Scorr, indulged in an unusually reckless fanfaronade, 
in the course of which, after referring to me by name, he said 

That neither age nor association can cultivate in one what nature has not 
given him—those traits of character which gentlemen recognize both bl 
and private life as the best types of true manhood 





If that member’s public and private life are governed by the traits to 
which he alludes, it is matter of great happiness to me that nature did 
not bestow them upon me; and if he alludes to those traits which per- 
mit him, in pursuit of his own advantage, to pervert and falsify state- 
ments made by gentlemen, or which, according to his code, require a 
man who is forced to hear aconversation, all the essential facts of which 
are falsified and perver.ed by a party to such conversation, to abstain 
from exposing such falsification and perversion, I humbly thank my 
Creator for having protected me against the domination of such traits. 

It is not my purpose to pursue the gentleman through his labyrinth of 
imaginary facts, but to say that in a letter addressed by Andrew Car- 
negie to James M. Swank, on the 16thof May last, which letter I had 
not seen when I submitted my correction of the statement made by the 
member from Erie, Mr. Carnegie confirms with precision my state- 
ment of the vital questions at issue, as appears from the following ex- 
tracts from that letter: 


In reply to your inquiry I beg to state exactly what occurred between Mr. 
Scorr and myself in the room of the Ways and Means Committee, at Washing- 
ton. = 

I said to Mr. Scorr: ‘“‘ You have been making speeches around the country 
saving that I would not consent to become an American citizen, and that I was 
a foreigner profiting by the high tariff." Mr. Scorr said that he had made that 
statement “‘under a misapprehension,” and he now knew “it was not true.” 
He had “read Triumphant Democracy,’ and knew that I was an intensely pa- 
triotic American. He promised not to repeat it 

I said: “There is another statement you have made which is equally incor- 
rect, namely, that [ took a million and a half of dollars of dividends from my 
manufacturing interests in one year.”’ 


* * * 7 * 7 - 

So far from ever having drawn a million and a half from our firm in any one 
year, I have never drawn a million, nor halfa million, nor any sum approach- 
ing it. 

In view of these concurrent statements by Mr. Carnegie and myself 
no question of veracity between the member from Erie and myself can 
be made. But there were in the committee-room three gentlemen who 
can not be heard on this floor. They were Mr. Uriah H. Painter, 
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Mr. Jesse H. Weirick, both of whom were in positions to hear what oc- 
curred, and Mr. Talbot, the accomplished clerk of the committee, who 
was, I think, too far removed from the place at which the interview 
was held to hear what was said. The member from Erie has given us 
his promise to endeavor to have the statements of these gentlemen 
printed. I hope he will redeem his promiseg They are well known as | 
gentlemen of veracity, and as his allegations are now expressly contra- 
dicted by two witnesses, Mr. Carnegie and myself, the publication of 
statements from these gentlemen will show with increased emphasis 
why I am so glad to have escaped the dominant traits of his character. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, in response to what the gentleman | 
from Ohio said a few moments ago, with reference to certain resolutions | 
adopted at Waco, ‘Tex., | beg to say on behalf of my colleague, Colonel 
MILLs, that I do not think that was a very large or representative con- 
vention which passed the resolutions the gentleman read, nor do I be- 
lieve it was composed very largely of representative Democrats. 

His course has been subsequently indorsed by the assembled Democ- 
racy of Texas, and ratified by the national convention of the Democratic 
party. 

As an evidence of how my distinguished colleague is considered in 
his own district I beg to read a brief extract from a recent daily paper 
published in my State, which contains the proceedings of one of his 
county conventions held on the 11th instant, and a very large conven- 
tion at that, and I find this approval and indorsement of my colleague 
by the Democrats of Falls County: 

The name of Hon, RocEr Q. Mixt1s fully aroused the unierrified, and the 
building resounded again and again to cheers, and the delegation to the Con- 
gressional convention was instructed to cast the vote of Falis County for him 
first, last, and all the time. 


This is but the precursor of what the other counties will do in that 
Congressional district. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I donot want | 
to discuss the free-wool question now distinctively as free wool, but to 
illustrate the eflect of the adoption of this schedule by some obser- 
vations upon an experiment which we have tried and of which we 
have a suflicient account to understand its good effects. In 1872 | 
Congress put raw hides on the free-list. We had then the same 
predictions about placing raw hides on the free-list that my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio, who has just taken his seat, makes, and 
which other gentlemen also have made with reference to free wool. It 
yvas not quite so large an industry, but it was to be ruined utterly, as 
the wool industry is to be ruined by putting wool upon the free-list. 
We have had free raw hides now for sixteen years. We have seen the 
experiment tried. It is not a matter of conjecture or of prophesy, but 
of history. It stood related to American industries almost precisely as 
free wool does to-day, though somewhat lessimportant. Every indus- 
try connected with leather has prospered under this experiment. 

I hold in my hand the tables prepared by the customs office, which 
show this result: We have now about 20,000,000 more of population 
than we had in 1872. It was estimated then that our population was 
about 40,000,000. It is now estimated at over 60,000,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A little over 60,000,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So there has been an increase 
of consumers of the various manufactures of leather to the extent of 
over 20,000,000 persons. In 1872 we imported $11,879,000 of leather. 
In 1887 we imported $10,936,000 worth; that is, the American manu- 
facturers of leather goods supplied both the twenty-odd millions of in- 
crease of our population as well as those formerly supplied. Every ad- 
ditional consumer of every form of leather manufacture is provided for 
by an American manufacturer. As the people increase in population 
the American nianufacturer of leather increases the amount of his 
product. 

But that is only part of the story. In 1872 we exported $3,684,020 
worth of the manufactures of leather and $1,445,178 worth of hides 
and skins. We now export $10,436,138 worth of the manufactured 
article and $765,655 worth of hides and skins—that is, we not only sup- 
plied the additional twenty million, but we have increased our exporta- 
tion nearly 300 percent. Not only that, but we have increased our im- 
portations of raw hides from fourteen millions in 1872 to twenty-four 
millions in 1887—that is, we have given that much more work to 
American workingmen. We have not only used every hide produced 
in America except $765,000 worth, but we have increased our importa- 
tions of raw hide nearly 100 per cent., which represents that much 
more labor given to the American laborer, that much more wage earned 
by the American wage-worker, and that much more profit by the Ameri- 
can manufacturer, 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
given five minutes more, If I can be recognized I will yield my time 
to the gentieman. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Not only that, Mr. Chair- 
man, but the importations of leather are divided almost equally into 
two classes. We have ceased to import almost all sorts of leather save 
gloves, of which we import $4, 184,877 worth out of the ten million dol- 
lars’ worth and odd of importation—nearly 50 per cent. We import 
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$6,195,479.08 calf skins and skins for morocco and the upper dressed 
leather; those articles which are in an unfinished condition and have 
to be manufactured in America, so that our whole .importation of 
leather are of gloves which we do not make, or are supposed not to 
make as well as they are made in Paris or elsewhere, and of leather 
which is manrfactured in America. So that the result of this experi- 
ment is that the tanner has increased in prosperity by tanning twice as 
much foreign raw hide; that the manufacturer has increased his manu- 
factures over 100 per cent.; that the importations have decreased until 


| they have reached a point where they can probably decrease no longer, 


because we import finer calf-skins and morocco than we make, and im- 
port kid gloves and nothing else substantially, and our exportations 


} . ‘ 
| have increased 300 per cent. 


By this means we have built up a trade with South America and 
elsewhere, where we buy these raw hides. We sell to them our man- 
ufactures. In increasing the exportation of our goods we have increased 
our commerce with the countries to which we sell, and in purchasing 
the raw hides we have increased our commerce with the nations from 
which we buy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow 
me to call his attention to the fact that the illustration is hardly fair? 
The hide is an incident of another great industry in this country, the 
production of meat being the main thing. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. So is wool. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. While wool is the basis of an industry and 


| a separate industry itself, in which the carcass of the sheep is only an 


incident. The cases are hardly upon all fours. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly the gentleman’s 
criticism is in part just and in part unjust. The analogy to which I 
desire to call attention is absolutely on all fours. I1t is that the intro- 
duction of free raw material necessarily has these consequences: First, 
the increased importation of the raw material in lieu of the finished 
product by which the amount of labor is increased, the amount of 
wage is increased,and the amount of profit to the manufacturer is 
increased. Secondly, that the importation of raw material increases in 


| such a way that we find a market for our manufactured goods and sel] 


our finished products to those countries that have the crude material, 
and buy from them their raw material. In the third place, if we 
will keep up that experiment, as has been done, it increases in exact 
proportion two things: First, the increased consumption of the country, 
so that we may furnish the entire amount needed by tbat increased 
consumption; and second, the increased exportation as rapidly as our 
commercial relations will allow it to be done. There is some differ- 
ence between leather and wool on both sides. 

We produce leather in America as incidental to the production of 
provisions. So, in a certain sense, do we produce wool. The sheep as 
food isas important as are cattle; it is growing in value in that aspect, 
and one of the largest profits derived from sheep-raising is in the sale 
of lambs in our great markets. It is also important because the hide 
upon the sheep, the sheep-skin, becomes an article of commerce and 
comes under this head of leather; and in the third place many of the 
woolens which we use in America are made in part of foreign wools, be- 
‘ause as to these fabrics American wool must have foreign wool mixed 
with it. Weare therefore in the condition that we can not produce all 
the wool we need. We produce, in round numbers, only 265,000,000 
of pounds out of about 600,000,000 of pounds that we need. 

Counting the finished product and the wool that comes in in the raw 
state, and counting the adulterants which the excessive protective du- 
ties require to be put into our clothing, we use about 300,000,000 
pounds more than we raise. 

Now, I have used this leather illustration because it illustrates what 
we claim will be the result of the operation of this bill in relation to 
wool. If you introduce free wool there may be a temporary depression 
in the price of American wool as there was a temporary depression in 
the price of raw hides, but immediately the reaction will begin. We 
shall begin to increase the amount of goods made by the mixture of 
our own wools with the cheap wools brought from abroad, wools which 
will come in at the price which they now cost the English manufact- 
urer, wool which can be freely selected in all the markets of the world 
instead of being chosen as now for reasons connected with the tariff. 

Those wools will come in, I say, at a price so cheap that there will 
bean increased demand for American wools, precisely as there is now 
for American raw hides. We will continue to import wool somewhat 
in the quantity that we do now, but in its raw state instead of the 
finished product. Instead of thousandsof thousands of yards of woolens 
being made in England and brought here, fabrics on which the En- 
glish wage-worker has earned his wage, the English manufacturer his 
profit, the English ship-owner his freightage, the material will come to 
this country in the shape of free raw wool, to be mixed with our own 
wools, and in the manufacture of the fabric our own laborer will ob- 
tain the wage, and our own woolen factories instead of runningonly six or 
seven months in the year will run the whole twelve months; our wool- 
growers will be prosperous because our woolen manufacturers will be 
prosperous and will give a stable market to our wool-growers. We 
shall then drive from the American market the foreign manufacturer, 
and some man standing here in Congress as I stand now will present 
figures similar in nature to show that our woolen industry, under the 
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stimulus of free wool demonstrated the value of tha 
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He knows that wool-raising is not very profitable, even with a high 
tariff, and that the advanced price he gets he has to part with as soon 
as he goes to the store to buy his woolen goods. Perchance is he able 
to buy woolens, so unprofitable in his business? Here is a farmer’s 
opinion of wool in Llinois: 
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in sheep husbandry, and who must suffer a sacrifice largely of capital 
and entirely of occupation and employment, it is needless to comment. 
The loss to the country as well as the individuals in the wages received 
will be severely felt. The immense revenue now left with us and 


| the property and earnings which go to make American homes pros- 


A chance is now offered for some all-wool, high-tariff plutocrat to make a | 


spec Isaac ©, Whitlock, of Elwood Township, Vermillion County, owns fifty 
fine sheep whose fleeces he offers to donate, tied up nicely with protected twine, 
to any one who will furnish his family with necessary goods one year, duty free, 
not including whisky and tobacco. We rise to remark that farmers read and 
post themselves nowadays. This proposition remains good while the present 
tariff remains. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that when gentlemen upon the 


other side attack the Mills bill and offer various amendments to it, | 


when it is known that their platform commits them to free whisky and 
tobacco, rather than the surrender of any part of the protective system, 
they are simply trying to catch votes, and I believe that no one ap- 
preciates more keenly than themselves the awkward position which 
the prompt, courageous action of President Cleveland, and the long- 
continued neglect of duty on their own part, now places them in. 

It is my opinion that through their absolute inability to meet the 
wants in Michigan they will not be able to hold the State in the coming 


Presidential election, and it would notsurprise me if they did not have | 
to exceed two Republican members from Michigan in the Fifty-first | 


Congress. God knows that they should not have any. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, it has been found a vain hope dur- 
ing the consideration of this measure to accomplish any beneficial 
changes as they have been moved by this side of the Chamber. I am 
therefore admonished in advance that the brief observations I now have 


the honor to submit on the radical changes proposed in the schedule of 


duties on foreign wool importation will be without avail. My pur- 
pose, therefore, in rising at this time is rather to give voice to the pre- 
vailing sentiments of my constituency in protest of the legislation con- 


perous, contented, and industrious will be transferred to foreign lands— 
to Australia, New Zealand, and South America, there to enrich Eng- 
lish nabobs and Spanish grandees, and to feed, clothe, and shelter the 
cheap and degraded herders of those climes. 

Their flocks will produce the wool for our consumption and manu fact- 
ure. They will derive the profits and receive the wages now so richly 
the portion of our own people. Seventy-five millions of dollars, now 
our own earnings, myst annually be sent out of the country to replace 
the destroyed product with a foreign supply necessary for our home de- 
mand, and this in the face of the fact that we are to-day the second 
greatest wool-producing nation on the globe, and with the further fact 
that we consume all the wool we produce. Itisas Mr. Blaine so tersely 
and so well said: 


To break down wool-growing and be dependent on foreign countries for the 
blankets under which we sleep and coats that cover our backs is not wise policy 


for the National Government to enforce, 
But this will not close the enumeration of our probable losses. Much 
of our domain in the West utilized by wool-growers, and especially 


| that portion distant from lines of transportation, is at present unfit for 


templated and which vitally affects one of their leading and most val- | 


ued industries, 
ready of record. 

Che profound anxiety of our people is at once appreciated when it 
is understood that my State ranks fourth among the wool-growing 
States. California is first on the roll, with 5,462,728 sheep. Texas fol- 
lows next in order, with 4,523,739 head; Ohio third, with 4,106,622, 


In the form of petitions and memorials they are al- | 


and Oregon fourth, with 2,930,123 head, the value of the same being | 


#4,987,069 for this one State. 


7 * 


The number of sheep in the three Pa- | 


cifie States amount to 9,053,847, to which add 2,127,783 in the Terri- | 


tories of Washington, Idaho, and Montana west of the Rocky Mount- 


| them. 


ains,and we have on the Pacific Slope more than one-fourth of the | 


total sheep flocks of the entire nation. This conveys, at the outset, a 


proof of the great importance of the wool industry to that section of 


the Union. Nor does this measure the possible maximum of its growth. 
‘The advancement of the last few years afford us assurances of a con- 
tinued and greater development for the future. 

With free wool into the United States and a competition with the 
cheapest of all cheap labor of the world it does not require argument 
to demonstrate that the cheaper product must soon supplant the more 
costly, and in the end we shall approach, and rapidly too, the destruc- 
tion throughout the whole nation of a product which now yields to the 
country annually $75,000,000. To this may be added the disappear- 
ance of the flocks themselves which are valued at $90,000,000 and which 
now produce our mighty wool yield. That this will result, we have 
only to recur to past experience in our affairs. By the reduction of 
duties in the tariff act of 1883 we trace a falling off in the number of 
sheep from 50,626,626 in 1884, when the act took effect, to 44,759,314 
head in 1887, only three years following. With free foreign wool they 
will all go. And what was the further consequences of this unfortu- 
nate reduction ? 

Our foreign wool importations increased from 70,575,478 pounds in 
1883 to 129,084,958 pounds in 1886. The ostensible purpose of the 
pending bill isto reduce therevenue. If these were as great in amount 
on wool as are the duties on sugar, less surprise could exist, for the 
foreign wool duty only amounted to $5,899,817 last year. 

It is for this, then, the great sacrifice must be made! To save sugar 
yielding $15,000,000 per annum we are yet to pay $45,000,000 under 
the proposed reduction, while to destroy wool yielding $75,000,000 to 
the country we avoid duties of about $6,000,000. And yet this is as- 
serted to be unbiased, impartial legislation! Some have the effrontery 
to dignify it as statesmanship! But there is another injury which 
must follow this legislation. It is in the diminution of the meat sup- 
ply, and the consequent increase of price. Mutton is now one of the 
cheapest as well as most nourishing of foods, and hence more in reach ot 
the laboring man and the poorer classes. Reduce the price of wool and 
there will be less inducement to raise the mutton sheep. The cost 
will be greater. If it be argued that free wool brings cheaper clothing, 
it may be replied that the present cheaper cost of meat amply counter- 
balances the difference in duty on clothing. In this view of the mat- 


ter it is not alone the wool-grower who is interested, but every mem- 

ber of society. 

to $15,000,000. 
Of the millions of American citizens who are now profitably engaged 


The mutton sold in our home marketannually amounts 


any other use. In the dry seasons water is distant and scarce, the soil 
incapable of tillage, and unfitted for the occupancy of the agricult- 
urist, and yet a species of grass is found indigenous to the soil which 
affords nourishment to the sheep. To these waste and desert plains 
the herders resort with immese flocks, and it is on such otherwise 
valueless lands that a large per cent. of the American wool is pro- 
duced and annually finds its way to the home market to become the 
manufactured fabric for our people. With free foreign wool to the 
American market and competition with a product of cheap foreign 
sheep, cheap foreign lands, cheaper foreign labor, and low foreign in- 
terest we render utterly useless a large part of our Western domain, 
and can say thrice farewell to the American wool industry. 

It is such practical reflections as these which appeal more directly 
to the classes interested. You may theorize until doomsday upon the 
manufactures of our country which are to be stimulated to increased 
product of fabric by reason of cheaper wool and hence as a result an 
increased demand and better prices, but such absurdities are soon de- 
tected and react upon the designing or deluded politician who utters 
Lower duties and higher prices are demonstrated in practice to 
be a fallacy. No greater delusion was ever preached. The mere at- 
tempt at this time to lower the duties has so agitated the market that 
prices have reached a most unprofitable minimum. The wool-grower 


| sadly turns his back upon the market and breathes inprecations upon 





the authors of hisinjury. Five cents loss in the market on every pound 
of his wool product does not inspire him with admiration for free trade. 
If he is a member of the dominant party his ardor is gone. He feels 
it to be his enemy, not his friend; the friend of England, not of Amer- 
ica; the destroyer of home industries, the ally of foreign interests. 

It is thus the people of the nation are thinking to-day and quietly 
resolving in November next to administer such a rebuke to free trade 
and by such a vote as has never had an equal before it. 

Why, sir, what better illustration of popular condemnation of the 
pending measure can be found than in the vote recently cast in my 
own State? About one-fourth of the opposition evidently united with 
the Republicans to storm free trade. From a Republican plurality of 
1,635 two years ago it is 7,504 plurality now. Over 60,000 votes were 
cast. It is humorously asserted that even the sheep voted on our side, 
for as it is said in holy writ: ‘‘A stranger will they not follow, but will 
flee from him, for they know not the voice of strangers.’’ 

The issue between the parties was sharply made. Shall the radical 
changes proposed in the Mills bill be approved? Shall the future 
policy of this Government be protection or free trade? The Demo- 
cratic State Convention resolved— 

That we most earnestly and unqualifiedly indorse the policy of tariff revision 
and a reduction of the surplus revenues to the needs of the Government economi- 
cally.administered, as set forth in the President’s last annual message to Con- 
gress. 

The Republican convention resolved : 


That the policy of the Democratic administration which would place wool 
and lumber on the free-list, and woolen goods on the highly protected list; cot- 
ton-ties on the free-list, and other similar hoop-iron on the protected list, and 
which policy would continue the collection of $50,000,000 on sugar each year, 
while at the same time the majority applaud and claim to carry out the Presi- 
dent’s idea, that a tariff tax is a robbery of the people, constitutes a piece of 
unparalleled political dishonesty, having for its sole object the success of the 
Democratic party at the next election, even at the expense of the political de- 
struction of many of our most important agricultural and manufacturing in- 
dustries. 


The leading Democratic paper of the State, on the day preceding the 
election, said: 


They are trying te scare the Democracy of Oregon with the wolf-cry of wool. 
We can not afford longer to defer to the selfishness or blindness of even so val- 
uable a class of men as the wool-growers. They must be taught, as many of 
them already understand, that an excessive high tariff is a curse rather than a 
benefit, even to them, 
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rm} Sar 4} ] Vir r Repu y +} tot ] 
ine Oregonian, the ieading hepudlican pape of the State i 
Until Oregon can be made to understand wl ‘ it . t 
the wool industry to death while he contin » pat and st xe d feed 
Louisiana-tiger sugar monopoly, Oregon w not rried byt De 
Every county and precinct was closely canvassed. Both parties sent 


out their ablest exponents, and eloquent orators from other States pat 
ticipated. Oregon was regarded as the battle ground whereon was to 
be fought the first conflict in the Presidential year 
This State was the precursor in the race. Shall American 
and American labor and American homes be protected? This 
rallying cry all along the line. The battle ended, and such a victory 
on a fair vote and an honest count was seldom before 
State elections. It took the place of anangry uprising of an indigna 
people. ‘They resolved to administer such a rebuke as should resound 
throughout the nation. In defiant tones they roll back their answet 
‘*Our industries and property shall not be destroyed.”’ 
It was a contest of long wool versus free wool. There 
ings in that State, one in the spring and one in the fall. 
shearing was had with the yield referred to, and the next will be 
November, with even more prol fie 


Was tie 


witnessed in o 





results. 


Following the great victory 


the Wasco Sun, a prominent Democratic paper, said: 
here are no doubt many reasons that could be advanced showing w 


Democracy was defeated. 
nquest on the remains, partly because there are no remains. 
We have been downed handsomely, but we will be on hand wh« 
the next round is called. There is no denying the fact that large Repub 
gains are due to the effect of the Mills bill, and to us this result seems tor 
ure the sentiment of the people on the question of the tariff, and as 1 
makes right in this case, Oregon can be set down as being opp 

tion of it 


And the defeated Democrotic nominee 
vassed the State, also says: 

I attribute our defeat principally to the platform adopted at the D 
State convention * * * The result of the election shows that Oregon « s 
not want free trade. 

Much twaddle has been indulged in by free 
tion from the significance of this result, and every cause but the r 
one has been suggested for such a protest, some gentlemen on tl 


As they are defeated, we do not propose to hold 
They were kick 


} } 
bY a mule, 


for Congress, who 


ably « 


traders to divert att 


t 
ences and ] 





becoming so reckless as to charge that railroad influ 
trusts and money controlled the result. In emphatic denial ot 
ingenious, yet desperate alternatives, [submit the plain issues on w! 
the conflict was fought and then the candid acknowledgment ot 
Democratic leaders in the State as to the real cause. My Stat 
neither lumber trusts nor political railroad jobbers, either gr 
small, and no election was ever more perfectly free from the corru 
use of monetary influences. 

The true result must therefore be received unchallenged, and as | 
effects are threatened by the Mills bill upon similar and other indu 
tries in other States, let this decisive victory point a moral. Let 
the ominous index reaching out to that great tribunal which sl 
in November to pass in judgment upon the issues now being mad 
Let it sternly admonish those misguided statesmen on the oppo 
side of this Chamber that the dignity of American labor is cherished 
the American people and that the terrible calamity with which tl 
threaten our marvelous resources and rich and varied industries mu 
not and shall not have sway. 

{| Mr. Morrow withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. MILLS (at 1 o’ciock p. m 
the vote has arrived. 

The CHAIRMAN. By an order of the committee heretofore mad 
debate on this paragraph of the bill is exhausted. The Chair, un 
the arrangement which has been made, will assume that the divisix 
of this question has been asked. The Clerk will read that part of th 
bill now to be voted on. 





see APPENDIX 


Mr. Chairman, the time for tal 


The Clerk read as 
All wools, hair of the 
Wools on the skin. 

Woolen rags, shoddy 


The CHAIRMAN. 


read 


BOOTHMAN. 


follows: 


alpaca, goat, and other like animals. 


, mungo, waste, and flocks. 


The question is on striking out what has been 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Iw 


inquire whether the amendment offered by myself on the 11th instant 
is not first in order and must not first be disposed of? 

Mr. MILLS. There was unanimous consent that we should take a 
vote on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to which the gentleman refer 
was printed in the REcoRD by unanimous consent, but was not ¢ 
sidered as offered in its order. The first amendment submitted 
that by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PuGsLEY ], who moved to strike 
out the whole of section 3. That amendment is divisible, and the vot 
is now being taken on that part of the bill which relates to free wool 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. But I desire to call attention to the fact 
my motion is to strike out and insert—a proposition to perfect the 
which should have precedence over a motion merely to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion is to strike out and in- 
sert—not to perfect the portion proposed to be strickenout. The mo 


tion to strike out takes precedence of the motion to strike out and in- | 


sert, 


XTX——400 
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India and in this country, showing that a failure to relieve these men 
will destroy the industry, compel them to seek otheremployment, and 
give the entire market to ‘the Calcutta manufacturers. 
The statement to which I have referred is as follows: 
July 10, 1888. 


Dear Sir: We are in thorough sympathy with the “ Mat Makers’ Protective 
Associs ation "in their effort to have the duty adjusted, that their labor may be 
protected from unequal competition with the cooly labor of India and the con- 


vict chen of Europe. The present duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem does not 
equalize the cost of foreign labor with the labor of this country engaged in our 
industry, and for several years our factories have been running on half time, 
230t having a market for our full production. 

The annexed schedule shows the relative cost of cocoa mats and cocoa mat- 
ting made here and in India, and from this exhibit you will see that it takes a 
specific duty of 10 cents per square foot on mats, and 15 cents per square yard 
on matting tu place American labor and capital on a par with foreign. We 
therefore hope you will use every effort to have the tariff bill so amended as to 
provide for a specific duty of 10 cents per square foot on mats and 15 cents per 
square yard on matting made wholly or in part of cocoa yarn, or cocoa fiber, or 
rattan, and that cocoa yarn, cocoa fiber, and rattan remain on the free-list. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
W. & J. SLOANE, New York. 
WAKEFIELD RATTAN Co., Boslon. 
LYNN & PETTIT, Philadelphia. 
FRANK GREENLAND, Brooklyn. 
JAMES SLOANE’S SONS, West Farms. 
LAWRENCE Mpa. Co., New York. 


Exhibit showing comparative cost of cocoa mats and cocoa matting made here and in 























* The freight charges to New York are included in the cost of the India good 


The question recurred on Mr. LopGE’s amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 95. 

So Mr. LopGr’s amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 


age 27— 


I move to strike out, in line 33, on 


That amendment is not now in order. 
samendment, and it was agreed to. 
2 in the paragraph 


ace 


The CHAIRMAN 
The question rec urred on Mr. MILLs’s 
Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. I move, in line 
providing for 40 per cent. ad valorem, to strike out “shawls” and 
to insert in line 33 providing for 45 per cent. ad valorem, the word 
‘*shawls;’’ so it will read— 
Clothing, shawls, ready-made, and wearing apparel, etc. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendment is to provide for a cer- 
tain line of shawls in the manufacture of which a large amount of hand 
labor is employed by transferring it to the schedule providing for ready- 
made clothing. This class of shawls is as much an article of clothing 
as any of the articles enumerated in that paragraph. As the manu- 
facturers are obliged to have fhis hand labor in the manufacture of these 
shawls this change ought to be made. 

The amendment of Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, was disagreed to. 

Mr, BOOTHMAN. I submit the following amendment. 


India 
| No.3. | No.4. | No.5 
COCOA MATS, 
Grade M: 
Cost, made in America, per Gozen........ ........cecsses scene $8. 38 | | sro 38 | $12.5 
Cost, made in India, per dozen. Ps 3.93 F —o 80 
Ten cents —— “a oo square foot, ‘to » equalize al 
GOB .0ve.00 aces ove . eovccescosese “| 4.50 5.50 re i 6. 60 
a ee icaadaaed | 8.43 lio 10.26 | 12.40 
Grade E: Cte : 
Cost, made in America, per COZED........000++++0iceees eevee el, 35 13. 03 A‘. 07 
Cost, made in India, per dozen, .............sccersesessesseres 5.70 7.06 | 8. 32 
Ten cents specific duty per square foot, to equalize) 
WEG os spssiincvestanivspateinpbaniniiccaaiansibadianibiipiiiapmmadsammiiandiaes 4.50 5.50 | 6. 60 
IE chitnvsikendnccnn week eels | 10.20| 12.56| 14.92 
Comparative cost of labor. | 
Grade M: 
Cost, labor (India), making 1 dozen...............ccseececseeee . 66 . 82 1,00 
Cost, labor (America), making 1 dozen | 4.47 5.56 6.73 
Grade E: j 
Cost, labor (India), making 1 dozen .................000+0008se -90 1,10 | 1,32 
Cost, labor (America), making 1 dozen.................0000+6 5.11! 6,34 | 7.62 
COCOA MATTING. i | 
Grade A | | 
Fifly yards 4-4, made in AmMmerica...........0...ccceseeesee verse “seeee senses seeeenees see] 21.75 
Fifty yards 4-4, made in India.............cccseesecerseeseversers toeveeseees ol esvecececeos | 44,21 
Fifteer cents specific duty per square yard to equal |.........66. seceeeeeeees | 7.50 
ize cost. ’ 
FIMO vnunvcccscrctonsiscibivn ontavensevsiisenaseuptédeiveiliveddsiaaeeis amnstveing nanan 21.7 
| | aa 
Comparative cost of labor i | 
ra A: } ! 
Cost, labor (India), for making 50 yard3................s0«+ ie er .75 
Cost, labor (Amerie md, Gow eneiittas BO FIER. ccecevswe 10000: leoovessve vee! ape eve evens 8.20 
s. 
' 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend line 2, on page 27, by striking out the words “there shall beadmitted"’ 
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and in lieu thereof insert the words “all wools, hair of the alpaca, go at and oth« 
like antmals;’’ and after the words “ when imported,” in said line 2 *inse rt the 
following: 

“Shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, 
into the three following classes: 

‘Class 1, clothing wools.—That is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools and 
wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New 
Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated in 
classes 2 Zand 3. 

** Class 2, combing wools.—That is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, 
Down combing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of Eng- 
lish blood, and usually known by the terms herein used, and also all hair of the 
alpaca, goat, and other like animals. 

** Class 3, carpet wools and other similar wools.—Such as Donskoi, native South 
American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and including all such wools of 
like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere. 

‘The duty on wools of the first class which shall ‘be imported washed shall be 
twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
washed; and the duty on wools of all classes which shall be imported scoured 
shall be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
washed. The duty upon wool of the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, goat, and other 
like animals, which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condition, as 
now and heretofore practiced, or shall be changed in its character or condition 
for the purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the 
admixture of dirt or any other foreign substance, shall be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject. 

‘Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence 
exported to the United States, excluding chargesin such port, shall be 30 cenis 
or less per pound, 10 cents per pound; wools of the same class, the value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, excluding charges 
in such port, shall exceed 32 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound, and in addi- 
| tion thereto 10 per cent. ad valorem 

‘Wools of the second ciass, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like an- 
imals, the value whereof, at the last port Or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 32 cents or less per pound, LO 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto 11 per cent, ad valorem; wools of the 
same class, the value whereof at the Jast port or place whence exported to the 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 32 cents per pound, 
12 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

‘* Wools of the third class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence 
exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shail be 12 cents 
or less per pound, 3 cents per pound ; wools of the same class, the value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, excluding charges 
in such port, shall exceed 12 cents per pound, 6 cents per pound. 

‘** Wools on the skin, the same rates as other wools, the quantity and value to 
be ascertained under such rulesas the Secretary ofthe Treasury may prescribe.”’ 

Also further amend by striking out lines 3, 4, 5, and 6. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN demandeda division on his amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 95. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out in line 1 ‘‘ July’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ October;’’ so it will read: 

Src. 3. On and after October 1, 1888, etc. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move, in line 7, to strike out ‘‘ October’’ and insert 
““January,’’ and to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘“‘nine;”’’ so it will 
read: 

On and after January 1, 1889, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. On page 29, line 55, I move to insert the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Plushes composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, hair of the alpaca, goat, 
or other animals, 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, this is comparatively a new industry. 
Under this bill the Committee on Ways and Means made raw material 
free, which reduces the cost of the cloth about 8 cents a yard. That, 
of course, is for the benefit of the manufacturer, but by removing the 
specific duty on manufactured goods they have reduced the cost of the 
imported article from 28 to 30 centsayard. Theresult of that is, they 
discriminate against the American manufacturer to the extent of the 
difference, which is 22 or 20 cents a yard. 

This is comparatively a new industry. It has been established some 
six or seven years. For the first four or five years it has been run at 
aloss. Since then ithas begun to be profitable. But the resalt to the 
American manufacturer has been to reduce the cost of the imported 
article. Under the American manufacture the price has been reduced. 
The business is getting on its feet, employing American labor, and of- 
fering an opportunity for the investment of American capital; but while 
the Committee on Ways and Means have taken off the duty on raw 
material and thereby aided the manufacturer to the extent of 8 cents 
a yard, they have also taken off the tariff on the manfactured article 
to the extent of 28 or 30 cents a yard, thereby discriminating against 
the American manufacturer. And this discrimination against this 
American industry to the extent of 20 cents a yard will probably de- 
stroy it. 

With these remarks I ask to submit a statement on the part of those 
engaged in this manufacturing interest. 

The statement is as follows: 

A FEW FACTS, 


First. Mohair during the last four years has declined about 6 per ceut.; that 
is, from 48 cents per pound in 1884 to 45 cents in 1888. 

Second, Plushes of French and German manufacture are imported at 30 to 40 
per cent, discount from prices ruling four years ago, when American plushes 
were first put on the market. 

Third. Free raw material will reduce the cost of cloth about 8 cents per yard. 
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st to the American consumers is conceded by ali fa ar with this 6 
Yours, truly, 
IOHN HOPE I 
SANFoRD MILLS. 
‘ . 1 ‘ } +} 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I offer the amendment wh end he de 
sal ‘ : 17 
I'he Clerk read as follows 
’ In line 61 strike out ‘'30 per ce ad valorem indins 20 its] po i 
and 20 per cent. ad valorem, 
The amendment was rejected. 
, hl = » ~ ! 
‘The Clerk read as follows 
" Sec. 4, That on and after the Ist day of July, 1888 ieu duties he 
¥ fore imposed on the articles hereinafter mentioned, re shall vie 
lected, and paid the following rates of duty on said artioles severally 
Paper, sized or glued, suitable vy for printing paper, 15 percent. ad va 
Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out li: 
and 7. 
Che Committee of Ways und Means has touched the interests t 
manufacturers of paper lightly, but why it should touch them a 
I do not understand. 
1 3 : : : 
If an article is sold in the United States as low, or aboutas low as i 
y any country, and of as good quality as can be made in any country 


that ought to be a satisfactory condition to every one. My observ 
tion and inquiry lead me to t n that the price of all grad 


of paper is on an average about the the qual- 


1e conclusit 





ame as it is abroad, and 





. i 
ity is not inferior to that made elsewhere. W 
years subsequent to that time, there were nti I 
imported, but the manufacture of American paper has driven the for 
eign article out of the mark Chere is hardly a person who di 
not admit that the American product is equal or superior to any, and 
this is true to such an extent that there is no demand in public or pr 


vate Whatever 


eptions 
ption 


for the foreign article, with a few ex« 





imported consists largely of specialties, such as photograph pa 
which is yet has not been made to any great ext Dy Our man 
urers. ov 

I recur to the question, ‘*‘ Why should the committee reduce the tai 
on paper?’’ On book paper, such as is used in the publication of m 





the Mills bi 


per cent. 


azines and books, by 
pel 
a \Ty 


the duty is reduced from 20 to 


cent., and on news paper from 15 to 12 You will observ: 


¥ Mr. Chairman, that this is a reduction of the duty in each case « 
percent. If the price of paper was high in this country, if the quality 


was inferior so that there was a business demand for foreign paper, the: 
might then be some justification for the proposed change, but, as I hav: 
already said, the quality is as good as can be found anywhere, and the 
price is as low. For the information of the House I will 
changes that have taken place in the price of paper since 1860. 
§ At that time the ordinary grades of writing paper sold from 16 to2 
a cents per pound, and now the same paper sells from 9} to 16 cents, a 
q decline of from to 9 cents, or 40 to 47 per cent. Book-paper sold i 
1860 for 11 to 13 cents per pound, and now sells for 6} to7 cents, a di 
cline of from 5 to 6 cents, or nearly 50 percent. And news paper which 
s rid from 8 to 10 cents per pound is now selling for 4 cents, or a decline 
of over 50 per cent. 

_ You will observe that the price of paper has been reduced in twenty- 
eight years nearly 50 per cent., and it is also true that during that 
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Mr oo GLEY I move to strike out lines 8 and 9. 

Mr. Chairman, I will add only a single word to that which has been 
SO we " iid by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WHITING]. 
When the Committee on Ways and Means framed this bill and reduced | 


the duty on printing-paper used for newspapers from 15 to 12 per cent., 


they had placed the ne which is a large constituent in the 
manufacture of paper, upon the free-list. Subsequently they changed 
the bill in that respect and retained the old duty of 10 per cent. upon 
the raw material of printing-paper, which certainly ought to lead the 


committee to change back to the old rate of 
duty of 15 per cent. 
I desire to speak more 


paper, now ne 


the figure of 12 per cent. 


particularly. I am a purchaser of printing- 
and if it could benefit any one, cer- 
tainly I ought to come in for a portion of it at least. But 1 wish to 
bear testimony the fact that a duty of 15 per cent. upon printing- 
paper, which has encouraged the manufacture of paper in this country 
to so large an extent, has been of prime and important benefit to every 
purchaser of white printing: paper. 

Before the war I paid 9 cents a pound for ordinary printing-paper. 
That is the lowest price it had ever reached at that time. ‘To-day I 
am purchasing the same quality of paper at 4} cents per pound, and I 
am satisfied from a thorough examination of the matter that it is our 
protective duty which has encouraged the manufacture of printing- 
paper in this country, and stimulated invention, at the same time pay- 
ing to the operatives 40 per cent. more on an average than is paid 
abroad. Ifthe reduction of this duty should result in the bringing in 
of large quantities of paper, the surplus of foreign manufa cture. and 
that should injure our manufacturing interests in this country, I am 
satisfied, as a purchaser of printing-paper, it would result to our dis 
advantage, and that the price would be increased upon us as soon as 
our ownindustry should be thus injuriously affected and diminished. 
It seems to me, in view of this fact, that the low prices at which we 
purchase, the fact that 40 per cent. more is paid for wages, and the 
fact that-the Committee on Ways and Means have restored the 10 per 
cent. duty upon the raw mate rial of which printing-paper is made, 
ought to le ad at the same time to the restoration of the small duty ol 
15 per cent. sane by existing law. I hope, therefore, the Com- 
mittee of the House, with the approval of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, will see in these reasons an abundant cause for striking 
out these two lines and allowing the duty to remain as it is now, as 
has been done in the case of the raw material, wood-pulp. 

rhe question was taken on the amendment, and the Chair 
that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call for a division. 

The divided; and there were— 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


used { wspapers; 


to 


stated 


committee ayes 53, noes 80, 


Bonnets, hats, and hoods for men, women, and children, composed of hair 
whalebone, or any getable material, and not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


ve 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph be- 
ginniug at line 23 and ending at line 26 be passed over until to-mor- 
row. 


Mr. MILLS. I agree to that. 
‘There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Brooms of all kinds, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 
Brushes of all kinds, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. LONG. I move to strike out line 28, and in that connection 
ask to have printed in the REcoRD the following petition: 


aa 


To the 

Your petitioners respectfullly represent that they are engaged in the busi- 
ness of manufacturing brushes, and that in view of the proposed reduction of 
the import duties on brushes of foreign manufacture they earnestly and re- 
spectfully protest against such further reduction of duty for the following rea- 
sOnS: 

That the brush-manufacturing business since the establishment of the tariff 
has largely increased, furnishing employment to many thousands, and has been 
attended by a large reduction in the price of goods, and also a marked improve- 
ment in their quality. 

That the last reduction of duty some five years ago, from 40 per cent. to 30 per 
cent. had a disastrous effect upon our business, driving a number of manufact- 
urers out of it, and causing the abandonment of one branch of manufacturing 
in which they were engaged, to wit, the manufacture of tooth-brushes, 

That a still farther reduction of the duty from 30 per cent. to 20 per cent. will 
have a ruinous effect upon the industry, without doubt necessitating the clos- 
ing of many factories, and thereby causing great hardship to the workmen and 
heavy losses to their employers, who have their capital invested in expensive 


House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States : 


machinery, worthless for other purposes, 
it the last reduction of the duty on brushes was immediately followed by 
heavy importations of foreign-made goods, and it is certain that another reduc- 


tion of the duties will cause a much larger importation than before, asthe Amer- 
ican manufacturer will then be still less capable of successfully competing with 
the foreign product - 

hat such increased importation will cause an increase of revenue to the 
Government, which your petitioners believe is not the object designed or de- 
sired by your honorable body. 

That the placing of bristles on the free-list, thereby cutting off the present 


duty of 15 cents per pound, would be only a slight compensation to the brush 
manufacturer, supposing that the price of foreign bristles was not advanced. 
That such a reduction would not effect a saving to your petitioners of more 
than 1 per cent. on the manufactured product, while the proposed reduction of 
one-third of the duty would enable the importer to land French or German 
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And your petitioners will ever pray, 








JOHN L. WHITING & SON, 
a ae LEAVENS & CO, ’ 
A. & E. BURTON & CO., 1 
AUSTIN: é FELLOWS ? 
A. WORCESTER & SONS, | 
CHAS. F SHROUDS & CO., = 
J. C. PASHEE & SONS, Pe 
JORDAN & CHRISTIE, 
JOHN F. BOUDICH, 
GEORGE EASTMAN, 
Of Boston Diatite Company), 
Aliof Boston, Ma 
The Committee rose informally, and Mr. Cox took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message, in writing, from the President was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that 
the President had approved and signed bills, ete., of the following 
titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution ap- i 
proved May 14, 1883, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain 
States. 

An act (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River, in Alabama. 

An act (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

An act (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

An act (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 

An act (H. Kk. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse 
at Jeffersonville Hospital; t 

An act (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

An act (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

An act (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth; 

An act (H. R. 6057 ) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

An act (H. BR. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William 
Winans. 

_ act (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice; and ; 

An act (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson. 

Also that the following bills presented to the President June 30, 
1838, and not having been returned by him to the Honse of Congress 
in whic h they originated within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 

ution, have become laws without his approval: 

te act (H. R. 478) te place the name of Rey. Stephen M. Collison 
the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof; 
and 

\n act (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, 
widow of James Woodrum, deceased. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Card clothing, 15 cents per square foot; when manufactured from tempered 
stee! wire, 25 cents per square foot, 5 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 30, line 31, strike out “fifteen” and insert “twenty,” and in line 32, 
a “twenty-five ’ and insert “forty ;’’ making the paragraph read 

ard clothing, 20 cents per square foot; when manufactured trom tempered 
stee 1 wire, 25 cents per square foot.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gloves, of ali deseriptions, wholly or partially manufactured, 40 per cent. ad a 
volorem: Provided, That gloves made of silk taffeta shall be taxed 50 per cent. % 
ad valorem. # 

Mr. WEST. I move to strike out that paragraph. ; 


The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

India-rubber fabrics, and articles composed wholly or in part of India rubber, 
and india rubber boots and shoes, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out that paragraph, including lines 
70, 71, and 72. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Japanned ware of all kinds not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per . 
per cent, ad valorem. 





Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. } 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
After line 76, insert “ kaolin, crude, $1 per ton; china clay, or wrought kaolin, 
2 per ton.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLS. I offer another amendment which I send to the desk 
to come in directly after the one just adopted. 
The amendment was read, as tollows: 
After the amendment just adopted insert ‘“‘marble of all kinds, in block, 
rough, or squared, 40 cents per cubic foot.” i 
The amendment was agreed to. z 
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The Clerk read as follows: Mr. BOUTELLE. 








Pipes, pipe-bowls, and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, not specially er this amendment to « 
merated or provided for, 50 per. cent. ad valorem; all common pipes of clay, 25 Mr SRECKINRI 
per cent. ad valorem. Pe , ; 

s a =a ‘ + vel t I n Spoke ‘) 

Mr. YOST. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk prover place t w 

a ‘ Pa) ! a po 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. BOUTELLI 

In line 87, page 32, strike out the word “fifty ind insert ‘seventy and ir ,entucky sugvcestes 
lines 88 and 59 strike out the words *‘ twenty-five per cent. ad valorem’”’ and . ; ane 
sert 25 cents per gross;’’ so that it shall read 1a more careru 

Pipes, pipe-bowls, and all smoker's articles whatsoever, not specially en ippro} 


merated or provided for, seventy per cent. ad valorem; all common pipes of a re 
clay, 25 cents per gross. 


Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman, there were less than $17,000 of duty col placed 
lected on clay pipes last year, less than $48,000 worth of the articles ¢ thed 











having been imported. But that $48,000 represented nearly the whol 3 spec 
trade in clay pipes, and meant the taking of that much money from the | halt-] 
pockets of the working people of thiscountry. More that95 per cent size of tho 
of the cost of clay pipes is paid for labor, and doubtless for this reason | su 

the importations are estimated at 98 per cent. of the whole consum} Mr 
tion, leaving but 2 per cent. to be supplied by domestic inufac the 
urer. vi 

In my district is a pipe factory capable of turning out 30,000 pipes is at the end of section 
per day. It is operated, however, but one-third or one-half of the Mr. MILLS I withd wt 
time, for the simple reason that its employés are paid double the wages | offer his amendment. 
of those in the same line across the waters, and that means a double Mr. BOUTELLI I al en 
cost to the manufacturer, for, as I said, nothing but the question of vhich in substance was in for ‘ 
labor is involved, the clay being right at the door of the factory. With | to the time when the act of 18s as p 
a duty of even 25 cents per gross this whole market for their labor vhich provided a rebate or a rem n of 
would be transferred to the American workmen, whilst the consumer | crates, and shooks manufactured in 
would be in no wise injuriously affected thereby. foreign country and re ted le 

Che cost of the article to the consumer is now at the lowest price | tariff act of 187 is continuing in ‘ 
within the medium of our currency, namely, one cent per piece for | established by t [reasury Departme 
those in most general use, portation of these American-manufix« 

The only possible tendency, therefore, of the committee’s provision | fruit with a rebate am t to aly 
would be to exterminate the trade in this country altogether, whilst | ¢ 1m d L883 t unal 
if the amendment I propose is adopted it would materially help out f 3; feature. ‘I muna 
people, and hurt no one whose interests are identical with ours. mittee of the House Fortv-seve 

The amendment was rejected—ayves 52, noes 67 on si - ch J 

The Clerk read as follows: : lect that the House ta 

Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watches, watch-glasses substitute was pass d: and S 
watch-keys, whether separately packed or otherwise, and watch iterials not of ie substitution this ite ‘ t 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad ! 

¢ was made to it in any qu 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. move to strike out all after the word Chis industry. the manufacture of bo 
‘‘watches,’’ in line 97, down to and including the words ‘* packed or | that were previously little used ent 
otherwise,’’ in line 98. iportance in my section of the « 1 

Mr. BUCHANAN: Will the gentleman state why he offers that | | ted States. Within a few 1 
amendment? n ses 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. This paragraph changes the existing derpaid lab 
law, and the object of the amendment is to restore the existing lay D alt ‘ ' 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is the existing law. } Ww it 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but h« tox t 
mistaken. int inu 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then the book which has been furnished us from | a ymething 
the Committee on Ways and Means is incorrect rming a verv i du né 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It does not pretend to be correct. { sve the machine and 1 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It isa question between the book and the gen inufacture of these sl Mes I 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins}, and I do not know which is co1 1 the business in district e me 
rect. The presumption, however, isin favor of the gentleman, judg aia 
ing from other parts of the book. i lay ve bus 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I have the existing law before m ‘ very so when we 

The amendment was rejected. sore? 2 ee Cs ee ts 

The Clerk read as follows: wee re =" " 

Src. 5. That the following amendments to and provisions for exist V ae _— & ag oo - ” 
shall take effect on and after the passage and approval of this t : 5 8S GO, VY es ” ‘ . ee 
} Ce ected 1 than > j i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I offer the amendment whichI send to the di this ad inti a ne from 

The Clerk read as follows distrib te ft ania ne the manufa : 

After line 3, page 33, insert ection. He 

“Section 6 of the act of March 3, 1883, Schedule G, is hereby amer 1 by 
ing to the paragraphs fixing the duty on oranges and lemons the followi1 { t e law aot r 
Provided, That when boxes in which oranges or lemons are imported shall be ! tur if iwith 
material manufactured in the United States, and so verified in accordance with ie in S ubove t 
regulations established by the Secretary of the Treasury, there shall bea re mpete Ww 1 the pauper Y 
tion of the dufies provided by this act of 5cents for each box and 3 cents for « Now, as the tarifl 8 
half box containing the same.”’ to reduce t revenue an ease ¢ 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that we have passed the part suené foer es nae ont, 
of tnis bill which deals with rates, and that the amendments now in Phe cost of this } 
order are amendments in relation to the administrative features of the as CoE pere mes 
bill. I would st ite, Mr. Chairn t i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I consulted carefully with members of the Con timulate competition with ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means in regard to the proper time to offer th are used for Mediterranea 
amendment. ; does not interfere with the pri 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is this the amendment about Jamaica or Porto Rico « that 
which the gentleman spoke? Now, what is nosed t] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘This is the amendment to which I called the | revenue, but a decr pro 8 
attention of members of the Ways and Means Committee, and it seems | oranges shall come from § or Me 
to me that this is the proper place to offer it. it the verification of the American 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order before section 5, which has | boxes manufactured in the | is 
jaat been read. | regulations have been car 
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law, and carried out for years to prevent any difficulties in this regard— 

thereupon there : | be a remission of duty to the extent of 5 cents 

for each full box and 3 cents for each half box, giving to that extent 

an advantage to the manufacturer of the American boxes and thereby 

( r the foreign fruit-grower to use the American shooks instead of 
t] reign sho giving to labor on this side of the ocean t! 
dvantage of carry on that industry. I say this was the law*fr 
to 1883. It was intended to be reincorporated in the law of 18> 

was reported favorably by the Tariff Commission and by the Ways and 


3 Committee of this House, but was omitted by inadvertence. 

\s no tariff bill was passed in either House during the previous two 
Congresses, since the passage of the act of 1883, it has been impossible 
until now to remedy the omission. I do not think there can be any 
valid objection by anybody to the amendment, and I therefore hope it 
will be unanimously agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN declared the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE demanded a division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were— ayes 54, noes 72. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Ir. MILLS. As this part of the bill was unanimously agreed to by 


the Committee on Ways and Means I do not think there will be any 
objection to it, and I hope the Clerk will read right on. 
Che Clerk read as follows 
Section 6 of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “ An t to reduce internal-rev- 
enue taxation, and for other purposes,”’ providing a substitute for Title XX XIII 
{ Revised Statutes « the United States, is hereby amended as to certain 
of the sections and parts of sections or schedules in such substituied title so that 
they shall be as follows, respectively 
Sno. 2499. Each and every imported article not enumerated or provided for 
in any schedule in this title, which is similar, either in material, quality, text- 


ure, or the use to which it may be applied, to any article enumerated in this 
title as chargeable with duty, shall pay the same rate of duty which is levied 
on the enumerated article which it most resemblesin any of the particulars be- 


fore mentioned; and ifany non-enumerated articles equally resembles two or 
more enumerated articles on which different rates of duty are chargeable, there 
shall be levied on such non-enumerated article the same rate of duty as is 
chargeable on the article which it resembles paying the highest rate of duty 

ind on articles, not otherwise provided for, manufactured from two or more 


materials, the duty shall be assessed at the rate at which the dutiable compo- 
nent material of chief value may be chargeable; and the words ‘component 
material of chief value,’ whenever usedin this title, shall be held to mean that 
dutiable component material which shall exceed in value any other single com- 
ponent material found in the article; and the value of each component material 
shall be determined by the ascertained value of such material in its last form 
and condition before it became a component material of such article. If two 
or more rates of duty shall be applicable to any imported article, it shall pay 

ty atthe highest of such rates: Provided, That any non-enumerated article 
similar in material 1d quality and texture and the use to which it may be 
applied to any article on the free-list, and in the manufacture of which no duti- 
n materials are used, shall be free of duty,”’ 


* 











ir. DINGLEY. I move the following amendment 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after line 38 

“Sc, 2510. All lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, bars and bolts, and copper and compo- 
sition metal which may be necessary for the construction and equipment of ves 
sels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership, or for the pur- 
pose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, 
may be imported in bond under such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been used for such 
pur 
thi s section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except upon the payment tothe 
United States of the duties on which a rebate is herein allowed: Provided, 
Phat vessels built in the United States for foreign account shall not be allowed 
to engage in the coastwise trade of the United States.” 






Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have of- 
fered simply extends and enlarges the principle adopted by Congress in 
the act of June 6, 1872, and the tariff act of 1883, so as toadd “* plates, 
angles, and bars’’ to the list of articles therein named. Theact of 1872 
provided that 


All lumber,timber, hemp, manilla, and iron and steel rods, bars, spikes, nails, 
and bolts, and copper and composition metal which may be necessary for the 
construction and equipment of vessels built in the United States for the purpose 
of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between the Atlantic 
and Pacific ports of the United States, * * * may beimported in bond under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and upon 
proof that such materials have been used for such purpose no duties shall be 
paid thereon, ete. (Section 2513, Revised Statutes.) 


And also that 
All articles of foreign production needed for the repair of American vessels 


engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be withdrawn from bonded ware- | 
houses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury | 


may prescribe. (Section 2514 Revised Statutes.) 

The tariff act of March 3, 1883, re-enacted these provisions and en- 
larged the list of materials by adding ‘‘ wire rope,’’ and extended the 
provision to vessels built for foreign account and ownership. It ap- 
pears in the revision as section 2510. The shipping act of 1884 adds 
** supplies.’’ 

The object of the act of 1872 was to give the builder and owner ot 
American vessels employed or to be employed in the foreign carrying 
trade whatever benetit might be derived from the privilege of import- 
ing free of duty materials jor the construction, equipment, and repairs 
of such vessels. It did in fact cover all such materials for the wooden 
vessels, which at that time comprised almost the entire American fleet 
employed in the foreign trade. 


no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit of | 
I & 


,-ECORD—HOUSE. 


bwet 


JULY 16, 


7 a - - — 





The object of my amendment is to extend the same principle to the 
materials of iron vessels for the foreign trade. An examin: 
state of facts which led the Forty-second and Forty-seveuth Congresses 
to grant this apparently exceptional privilege to the builder and owner 
of an American vessel employed or to be employed in the foreign trade 
will show that it was just and proper in the cirenmstances in which 
our vessels in the foreign trade had been place 
im the ] incinle of maritime recip! Clty was adopt l by Great 
and the United States in 1850 the water carriage of the 
) nd 1 pe of the United States has } 1 open to the ves- 
of ¢ \ I un im ( reign natior on t Lne€ 
terms as our own vessels. Unlike the builder of vessels for our coast- 
wise trade, which is restricted to American yessels, and unlike every 


other domestic industry, which is given a home market from which 
foreign competition is barred to a certain extent by duties, the builder 
of American vessels for the foreign trace is obliged to manufacture for 
use in a market opened by our reciprocal maritime treaties to the 
vessels of other maritime nations on the same terms as to American 
ve ssels 
Inasmuch as the nation adopted in ithe policy of opening to 
| foreign nations one business—to wit, the water carriage of our exports 
and imports—it is but just that it should give the builders and owners 
of vessels employed or to be employed in this unprotected business the 
| privilege of obtaining their materials for construction, equipment, and 
supplies wherever it may be found most advantageous without the 
payment of duties. 
rhis is not unjust to the home manufacturer of any of these materials, 
for he has a home market for his products forthe multitude of ordinary 
uses, barred against foreign competition to the extent of the duty; and 
if he is not able to sell his products as cheap as they can be imported 
to the one industry which builds vessels that must enter into unre- 
stricted competition with foreigners, then it is essential that in order 
to exist at all this industry must have free access to the markets of the 
world for materials; and the encouragement thus given to build up 
ship-yards for this trade will open a wider use of home products for this 
industry than would have otherwise been found. For it is certain that 
in any event more or less home materials will be used in connection 
with imported materia 
The principle of allowing practically free materials for the manu- 
facture of articles that are to be used in a market which is open to un- 
restricted foreign competition, was adopted in 1799 by the founders of 
our Government, and from that time to the present has been retained 
as a wise feature of our revenue system under every tariff that has ex- 
isted from that day to this. The principle is embodied in section 3019 
| of the Revised Statutes, which is as follows: 
here. shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of materials im- 
porte don which duties have been paid when exported a drawback, equa! in 
amount to the duty paid on such materials and no more, to be ascertained 
under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Ten per cent. on the amount of all drawbacks so allowed li, however, be re- 





shall 
tained for the use of the United States by the collectors paying such drawbacks 
respectively. 





This law, which has stood on our statute-books for eighty-five years, 
allows a drawback of 90 per cent of the duties on all imported mate- 
rials for the manufacture in this country of a vesselor any other arti- 
cle wholly made of such imported material, for use by a foreigner in 
a foreign or an open market, andin case of many articles the drawback 
| has been increased to 99 per cent. The act of June 6, 1872, authorizes 
| the payment of such drawback as to imported materials in the case of 
|a large number of articles manufactured partly of home materials, 
and a later act extends the same principle to canned goods; and there 
is no reason why the same principle should not be extended to all arti- 
cles. Thus wesee that a manufacturer may import materials, whether 
raw or manufactured, for making iron, woolen, wood, or other goods 
or articles for the foreign trade, and when these articles are exported 
will be entitled to receive back from 90 to 99 per cent. of the duties 
paid on the imported materials. 

A ship-builder may import in the same manner materials for build- 
ing a vessel for a foreigner to use in carrying American exports and im- 
ports; and will any one contend that the same American ship-builder 
should not have the same privilege when he is building a vessel for an 
American owner to sail in open competition with the vessel built for 
such foreigner ? 

I take it for granted that all regard it desirable, if not essential, to 
adopt such a policy as looks, ultimately at least, to the building of 
American vessels for the foreign trade in American ship-yards. This 
is essential for this reason, if for no other, that no nation can be re- 
garded as reasonably protected from foreign invasion which has not 

within its own territory numerous well-established ship-yards and 

trained shipwrights and workmen that may be used by the Govern- 
ment at a day’s notice to construct war vessels, floating batteries, and 
transports in the exigency of war. ‘This necessity, if nothing more, re- 
quires that our policy should be directed to the construction of vessels 
at home. 
here is a difference of opinion among ship-builders as to whether 
the extension of the act of i872 so as to allow materials for iron ves- 
| sels for the foreign trade to be imported free of duty, as materials for 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 23, on page 39, the following: 

** Provided further, That so much of the foregoing as relates to boxes, sacks, or 
coverings shall not apply to boxes, sacks, or such other covering as may be the 
usual and necessary boxing or covering for machinery or parts thereof.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





I offer the following amend- 


Bec. 11. That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, to dispense whenever expedient with the triplicate invoices and 
consular certificates now required by sections 2853, 2854, and 2855 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and triplicate invoices and consular certificates 
shall im no case be required when the value of the merchandise shipped by any 
one consignor in any one vessel atone and the same time does not exceed $100; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, with the concurrence of the Secretary of State, 
is hereby authorized to make such general regulations in regard toinvoices and 
consular certificates as in his judgment the public interest may require. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last paragraph, and do 
it for the purpose of inquiring of the committee why in the former 
part of this section they give the Secretary of the Treasury discretion 
to dispense whenever expedient with triplicate invoices, I can readily 
understand why they might not be required in the case of small im- 
portations; but, as I understand it, in the first part of the section ab- 
solute discretion is given to the Secretary of the Treasury to dispense 
with triplicate invoices in all cases. I would like to know the reason 
forthat. Triplicate invoices, as they now stand, are a safeguard against 
fraud. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Gentlemen will observe that 
this provision dispenses with triplicate invoices where the consignments 
or purchases are very small in value. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. No; I do not understand it so. I understand 


the former part of the section authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
| so as to read as follows: 


in his discretion, to dispense whenever expedient with the triplicate 
invoices; and the latter part of the section provides that the triplicate 
invoices shall in no case be required when the value of the merchandise 
shipped by any one consignor on any one vessel at one and the same 
time do not exceed $100. The discretion seems to be an absolute dis- 
cretion over shipments of all sizes in the former part of the section. I 
would like to inquire why that discretion was given ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The prohibition applies to 
those that are small in amount. I remember a reason urged was to 
save expense. I will state to the gentleman that just at this moment, 
in regard to the other part, Ido not recall the basis of the recom- 
mendation, as we have come very hurriedly to this section and I have 
not the papers relating to the matter before me now; but I will say 
that this is a recommendation by the Department and when the mat- 
ter was under consideration all of this part of the bill was concurred 
in by the entire committee. As the papers are not at this time before 
me, nor the subject fresh in my mind, I can only give the gentleman 
upon the spur of the moment the assurance I have given him, which I 
recognize is not as full and definite a reply as he might reasonably de- 
sire. 

Mr. MILLS. This provision was first recommended by Secretary 
Folger and concurred in by every subsequent Secretary and by the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Ways and Means twice. As 
my friend from Arkansas has said, we have come upon this section 
suddenly, and so the papers are not at hand. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it not sufficient for my purposes to be told 
that it was recommended by the different Secretaries ot the Treasury. 
I want to know if the gentleman remembers what reasons they gave 
for making the recommendation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ihave answered frankly about 
it. If the gentleman will name some objection to the provision per- 
haps that will suggest the reasons which led to this recommendation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My objection is that it will make it easier to 
evade the proper collection of the revenue. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas if the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury ap- 
plied to anything more than where the amount was under $100. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, the gentlemen will see 
that it relates to amounts, large and small. I will say to the gentle- 
man that the committee in no case in the administrative part of the 
bill has adopted any provision that did not meet with the concurrence 
of the administrative branch of the Government. That is pretty gen- 
erally the rule in regard to the administrative features of all bills. I 
do not mean to say that recommendations are always adopted; but I 
do mean to say that in no case have we ventured to set up our views 
in regard to what is the best mode of administering the law in oppo- 
sition to the views of the administrative department of the Govern- 
ment. That has been the guide for both sides of the House. 

Mr. BREWER. Only one word 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLS. The administrative features of this bill are substan- 





tially the same as were in the Hewitt administrative bill reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means in the Forty-eighth and Forty- 
ninth Congresses; and these provisions were approved by Secretary 
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Folger, and by the Secretaries of the Treasury who have succeeded 
him. 

Mr. BREWER. I move to strike out the last word. I have only a 
word to say, because I have not examined the section. There are pro- 
visions now in the consular regulations which permit the importation 
of goods in amounts of less value than $100, and I apprehend that the 
recommendation ot the Secretary of the Treasury applied only to im- 
portations of such amounts, because it does not seem possible that it 
could have applied to general importations. 

In many cases these invoices are made out in quadruplicate. For in- 
stance, if goods are shipped in bond from Germany to the city of De- 
troit, one of the invoices, with a certificate attached, is sent to the con- 
signee, one goes to the consignor who sends the goods, another goes to 
the collector of customs in New York, and the fourth to the collector 
of customs in the city of Detroit. These are often checks upon fraud- 
ulent importations, and it can not be possible that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has recommended that this safeguard shall be dispensed with 
where the amount of goods imported exceeds in value the sum of $100. 
If there is any such provision in the administrative part of this bill, 
in my judgment it ought not to be there; and I say this after four years’ 
experience in taking the acknowledgments of certificates to invoices as 
consul in the service of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will continue the 


| reading of the bill. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend on page 47, line 8, by 
striking out the word ‘‘ required ’’ and inserting the words ‘* dispensed 
with.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 13 That section 2900 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 


‘Sec, 2900. The owner, consignee, or agent of any imported merchandise 
which has been actually purchased may at the time, and not afterward, when 
he shall make and verify his written entry of merchandise, make such addition 
in the entry to the cost or value given in the invoice, or pro forma invoice, or 
statement in form of an invoice, which he shaM produce with his entry, as in his 
opinion may raise the same to the actual market value or wholesale price of 
such merchandise, at the period of exportation to the United States, in the 
principal markets of the country from which the same has been imported; and 
the collector within whose district any merchandise, whether the same has 
been actually purchased or procured otherwise than by purchase, may be im- 
ported or entered, shall cause such actual market value or wholesale price 
thereof to be appraised; and if such appraised value shall exceed by 10 per cent. 
or more the entered value, then,in addition to the duties imposed by law on 
the same, there shall be levied and collected a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem 
on such appraised value. The duty shall not, however, be assessed upon an 
amount less than the invoice or entered value, except as elsewhere especially 
provided in this act.”’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out in l‘ne 21 the word ‘‘ap- 
praised.’’ I make this motion for the purpose o1 eliciting information 
and ascertaining whether I am correct in my reading of this section or 
not. The section provides that where goods are entered undervalued 
they shall be appraised, and if appraised at a value exceeding by 10 per 
cent. or more the entered value, then, in addition to the duties levied 
by law on the same, ‘‘there shall be levied and collected a duty of 20 
per cent. on such appraised value.’’ 

Now, I want to know whether that means only the appraised value 
in excess of the entered value, or the total value of the goods. [If it 
means the latter, my amendment is not needed, but it ought to be clear. 

Mr. MILLS. This provision of the law was very carefully prepared. 
It was drawn by one of the best lawyers ever in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, Judge Folger, and it was drawn expressly to cover the point 
which the gentleman is talking about. The committee adopted the 
very language of the provision as drawn up by Secretary Folger. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to know whether the construction of the 
gentlemen of the Committee on Ways and Means is that these words 
‘‘appraised value’’ apply to the whole value of the goods, or simply 
to the excess above the entered value, because if they apply simply to 
the excess, then upon that portion of the importation there would be 
a duty collected of only 20 per cent., whereas under the general provis- 
ion the duty on such goods would be 50 or 60 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that the language of this provision is quite clear. The extra duty 
is in the nature of a punishment—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that, but I understand also the 
dexterity of these importers in getting around the law, and I want the 
construction of the committee upon the bill as we go along. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansss. . I think there is no doubt that 
the intent of the bill is that the extra duty shall be upon the increased 
appraised value. 

Mr. LONG. Of the whole importation ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; of the whole impor- 
tation. It is intended to make the punishment one that will be felt. 
That was clearly my understanding at the time we adopted this. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwithdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 14. That all invoices of imported merchandise shall, at or before the ship- 
ment of the merchandise, be produced to the consul, vice-consul, or commercial 
agent of the United States of the consular district from which the merchandise 
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is imported to the United States, and if there be no consul, vice-consul, or com- | The Ch is follows 
mercial agent for said district, then said invoices shall be produced to the con-| « That ; a ' 
sul, vice-consul, or commercial agent of the district nearest thereto, and shall “ ae eer eee : > Ane : 5 1s 
have indorsed thereon, when so produced, a declaration signed by the pur Midition of the following Ww - 
chaser, manufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth that the invoice is in all re No allowances f lamage g 3, W 3. a cha 3 
spects correct and true; that it contains, if the merchandise was obtained : in Soveeeane eee . a ‘ s _ and 
purchase, a true and full statement of the time when and the place where th ereon ; | t rter ‘ iy aba ’ G 
same was purchased, and the actual cost thereof and of all charges thereo1 y portion Of goods, wares i x y 
and that no discounts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in invoice eved From the pay! I 3 
lier | ‘ itt 
such as have actually been allowed thereon; and when obtair any other . —s 
I manner than by purchase, the actual market value « wh sale price thereof \ the 
at the time of exportation to the United States in the cipal markets of tl Ar NUTTING [ « i 
country from whence exported; and that no different inv tl nercl ( 1 las { 
dise, mentioned in the invoice so produced, has beenor w be furnished toa wK 
one. If the merchandise was actually pur used, the declarat 1 sl ] t, after the word 
tain a statement that the currency in which such inv e is made out is the i !, No s 
rency which was actually paid for the merchandise by the purchaser ightinto this country w 
. mm , > . => n packages or t iw i \ 5 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend on page 49, line 1 o other pe es t s 
by inserting after the words, ‘‘ state the time when and the p ed s a ne 
where,’’ the words ‘‘ and the person from whom.’ Che Mr. NUTTIN M ( s 
ing this indorsement upon the inv to give information to the « ! handise may be bi to « yuntry fore 
f 7 7 7 = ’ ‘ . ’ ' ’ 
sul so that he nay be enanl d to invest ite the circumstances un I i if thes roods do not enter try ¢ ; 1 ‘ sumpti 
which the purchase was made and be aided in preventing fraud o1 utrv they may be shipped t of the countrv arair i this 
fairness in the valuation. Low, it se s tome that the person who mplished without paying the duty, or at urt 
presents an invoice ought to be required to state not only where the I i on the importation of such prope 
purchase was made, but from whom it was made, because [ think that ~ »ks like a very innocentand | 3s ] ind ‘ lout 
as valuable information the other, or even more so 1 its f 1 intent » no : 
The amet t wa ted f the customs aut \ ( t lu- 
The commi ose informally to receive a message from the S oods coming here which ‘ I to ™ 
, ; ‘ gain is not to allow such go to be cked o1 ped t 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, : } 
. . tled, or in any manner changed So lor is t tion | 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed | ,,. ;, ‘ta diff + 4 es f 5 
. - « . . ) IS quit 1 i QO § v rin ¢ 1 Of i | 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the Hous The ] aR Ra aie: ay ee , 
to the bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas. Re A ca oe lia a 
i The message also announced that the Senate had directed its Secre pe sey ccriglic tee oy : — ; 
‘> ‘ . 5 ) t il( I lds } ( l ed c¢ ) 
tary to request the House of Representatives to return to the Senat See Takes ween 
= ~ : rr . 4 y Ak tt is i 
the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent ee 
. ve l I ‘ own 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concurrent » 41 1 dict a a 
> > at . a i Oll ad ll a vyil ih A ( A ¢ t + 
resolution, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, pre ; et nl ac ees Oo S 
. . . . . . ” ‘ Al vl ¢ y A mans c act ‘i i ‘ y 
viding for the printing of the report of the Joint Select Committee « sos ea i iataliat i ty 
+ : , . 4 i ‘ Ul Acs «i u S i i 1 c 
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. t rt y e ( nt \ \ é V Ti 
tion. £4(30.000 worth of t] oil 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills « More than 10.000.ac: Find tnd Eien ee i 
: ic i s ‘ cs Ui aaa ‘ Vii ‘ ‘ At eu , v¥ }’* i 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 1 si ae = » thans farmers 
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rhe message further announced that the Senate had passed without | 4;,.6 put this oil in bottles of uniform size and had them « 
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es ” ; ‘* January, 1889;’’ so it will read, ‘‘prior to the first day of January, 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I offered the amendment for | {299 








this reason, and it seems to me it is essential it should be adopted. | The amendment was adopted. 

Section 20 provides in case of any one bribing or attempting to bribea| Mr, WISE. I submit the amendment I send to the desk. 
Government official that heshall be tried, and on conviction impris The Clerk read as follows: 

oned. Section 21 provides any customs official convicted of being bribed | 2 es , reel : : 

: . : Wy} | , “F Strike out,in line 3.the word “and” before the word “ snuff” in that line, 
sha . be sul ject tol pris nment, Wh re the bribex and bribee are |} and add thereafter “ cigars cheroots, and cigarettes so that the clause when 
both convicted they are both punished, one by one section and the amended will read 
other by the othersection. Whatistheresult? The testimony of one ip rhat on and after the Ist day of October, 1558, all taxes on manufactured 

7. - : chewing tobacco, smoking tobacco, snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes,”’ etc. 





can not be used as against the other. This same difficulty has been 
met in a number of States in case of bribery at elections, I know Mr. WISE. I do not propose to delay the committee very long upon 


some of them have changed the law so as to provide that the person | this amendment. I have said heretofore upon the tobacco tax and the 


a 


first complaining shall go scot-free and his testimony shall be used | internal-revenue system generally all I desire tosay inthatregard. I 


upon the trial of the othe | want to eall the attention of the committee to the fact that we raise 
aa 


{ have not been able to draught this amendment as I would like, but | from the internal-revenne tax on tobacco about $30,000,000 ann ually. 
I have draughted it so as to provide that if upon the trial of any person | The estimated reduction, under the provisions of the pending bill, of 
accused of bribing or attempting to bribe a customs official ¢ he revenue derived from that source is about $24,000,000. If this be 
the stand in behalf of the prosecution and testifies to the circumstances, | correct, and I doubt not that it is, we will obtain in the future by the 
that testimony shall not be used against him. It is difficult at best | retention of the tax on cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes only about $6,- 
to obtain testimony to substantiate these charges, and it seems to me | 000,000, a considerable portion of which will have to be expended in 
e this amendment should prevail. its collection. 

In other words, we retain a portion of this tobacco tax, not ter rev- 
nue, but to give the Government supervision of the subject; and I de- 
sire to say to my Democratic friends here that the use of the taxing 
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should be used for sumptuary purposes. That should be left to the States to 
regulate by the imposition of licenses or by prohibitory laws. 

If now the internal revenue is to be retained, the reduction must occur in the 
customs duties. It has been indicated above where this reduction ought to 
take place. The sugar duties ought to be entirely removed, then the duties on 
raw wool, and gradually those on woolen goods, Then ought to come the 
duties on salt, lumber, and other raw materials. At the same time we ought 
to put on the free-list all articles the duties on which are not protective and the 
removal of which would not affect appreciably the protective system. The 
sugar duties alone would relieve us of fifty millions, and should be er tirely re- 
moved, for a simple reduction in the rate would not necessarily reduce the rey- 
enue in the same proportion 

In regard tothe question of what shall be done to get rid of the surplus which 
has already accumulated and which will accumulate before the new tax laws 
can go into effect, I see no objection to the plan of Mr. John J. Knox to antici- 
pate the payment of a portion of the interest on the bonds and to substitute 2} 
per cent. bonds for the present 4 and 4} per cents. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I offer the following amendment: 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out all after the word “that”’ in line 1, section 25, and in- 

gert the following, so that the same shall read: | 
Sere, 25. That all clauses of section 3140 to section 3465, both inclusive, of the 

Revised Statutes of the United States, and all other laws relating to internal- | 
revenue taxes are hereby repealed to take effect on the Ist day of December, 1888 
Provided, Thht all laws now in force shall have full force and effect in respect | 
to all offenses committed, liabilities incurred, orrights accruing oracerued prior | 
to the date when this section shall take effect: Provided further, That on all | 
original and unbroken factory packages of smoking or manufactured tobacco, | 
snuff, cigars, cheroots, or other forms of tobacco held by manufacturers, fact- | 
ors, jobbers, or dealers at such time as this section shall take effect, and 
upon all unbroken packages, kegs, barrels, or other receptacles of distilied 
spirits and brewed liquors, held by distillers, dealers, or other owners of such | 
spirits or liquors at such time this section shall take effect, there shall be a 
drawback or rebate in favor of such manufacturer, factor, jobber, distiller, dealer, 
or other owner, as the case may be, to the full amount of the tax paid thereon. 
Provided further, That all special-tax stamps covering taxes repealed by this 
act may be redeemed for the portion of the special-tax year unexpired atthe | 
time of the repeal; Provided further, That no claim for rebate under this section 
shall be fora less amount than $5, and all claims for rebate as herein provided 
for shall be presented within ninety days after this section shall take effect, 
otherwise the same shall be forever barred; and all sums required to satisfy 
claims under this section shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated ; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall adopt such 
rules and regulations and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary 
to carry this section into effect.” 

Sec. 26. That this act shall be in force from and after December 1, 1888, and all 
laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 





Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is offered as a substitute for the section. 
Jt is a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. COWLES. I propose to amend the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is an amendment already pending to the 
section, which has been offered by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
Wise], and is in order before the vote is taken on the section. 

Mr. COWLES. But I offer a substitute for the whole section. I 
am satisfied, sir, that under our parliamentary law and practice I am 
entitled to offer this substitute for the pending section and all pending 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amendment 
is in the nature of a substitute for the section, because it is a propo- 
sition to strike out the whole section and insert in lieu thereof the 
words which have been read. The motion is indivisible- 

Mr. COWLES. What becomes of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WisE]? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is first in order, because it is designed to 
perfect the text; and amendments to perfect the text are in order be- 
fore a motion to strike out, 

Mr. COWLES. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise]. Am I not entitled now to 
offer a substitute for both the section and the pending amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that under the rule for 
considering bills in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
an amendment is in order, and then an amendment to that amendment, 
after which there must be a vote thereon. 

Mr. COWLES, But asubstitute is in order for the whole paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be in order in the House, but we 
are acting in committee under a special rule which confines us to 
amendments and amendments thereto. The Chair will first put the 
motion on the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisr], 
and after that is disposed of —— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I wish to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. My amendment will accom- 
plish the same object as the amendment of the gentleman from North | 
Carolina [Mr. CowLss]. 

Mr. YOST. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman—- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can recognize only one gentleman at 
a time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Whatisnow | 
the situation of the proposed amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. JoHNsToN] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. YOST. 1 ask to be recognized on this question, | 
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The CHAIRMAN. It is first in order to read the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘cigarettes”’ insert, ‘‘and all internal taxes on spirits distilled 
from grain or fruit of any kind.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. JoHn- 


| STON) is entitled to five minutes on his amendment. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the effect of 
this amendment which I have offered to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia will be to extend the repeal of the internal-revenue 
law beyond the tobacco tax and to include the tax on whisky and 
brandy. I offer this proposition for the purpose of wiping from the 
statute-book the law which imposes internal-revenue tax on all spirits 
distilled from grain or fruit. I have heard a great deal said on this 
floor about ‘‘ free whisky’ and ‘‘ free brandy,’’ and recently the rep- 
resentatives of the Republican party assembled in Chicago pretended to 
be in favor of the repeal of the internal-revenue law. I desire to see 
the Republicans, as weil as Democrats, vote upon that question here 
to-day. What I desire is not only free whisky and free brandy, but I 
wish more to see my people freed from the oppressions of a system 
spoken of by my friend from Virginia which imposes upon them al- 
most a military surveillance. 

Gentlemen who live in the mountain sections of this country know 
that we are constantly subjected to the most annoying kind of irrita- 


| tions in the execution of this law. It is a law which was put upon the 


statute-book during a period of war, and its framers had no regard ap- 


| parently to the effect it might have upon the civil liberties of the people; 


they relied upon the patriotism of the country to submit to such asys- 
tem during the continuance of a great war; and that reliance was well 


met. Af that time the oppressive features attending the execution of 


the law were less thought of than the object of raising revenue. But 
we have long since reached a time of peace, and all parties declare in 
favor of taking from the statute-book everything partaking of war legis- 
lation. 

Now, if there is anything which is essentially a war measure, this 


| system of internal-revenue taxation is one, and I desire to see it wiped 


from the statute-book, because I wish to see my people relieved from 


| the exactions and oppressions imposed upon them in connection with 
| the enforcement of this taxation during the last twenty-five years. 


Just think of it, Mr. Chairman. A Federal court organized by the 
Government, with all the dignity which a Federal court ought to have, 


setting in judgment on a poor man charged with selling a half pint of 


liquor, and dragging him perhaps two or three hundred miles from his 
helpless family tor the purpose of trying him for such frivolous offenses. 
Why, sir, such a thing reflects shame upon the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and detracts from the high standing they should 
have among the people. Proceedings of that kind would better become 
the jurisdiction of a justice of the peace. 

Mr. KERR. If this side of the House will vote with you to repeal 
the internal taxation, will you vote the Republican ticket? [Laughter. } 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I hope my friend from lowa 
[Mr. KERR] will ‘‘ ask me something hard.’’ I want Republicans and 
Democrats to unite here in repealing this obnoxious law. I want to 
blot it out because it has done so much to excite the animosities of the 
people all through the country, and has been the instrument of more 
suffering to those who are least able to bear it than any other statute 
I know of. Besides it fosters a system of espionage and harsh treat- 
rent which is obnoxious to all ideas of free government. It has done 
more to engender bad feeling in communities, to encourage false swear- 
ing, to sap the very spirit of manhood from our people, to teach them to 
regard the Government as oppressive toward the citizens than all other 
laws. Letus eliminate from the statute-book of this great country 
every vestige of the unfortunate strife we have passed through, so that 
** peace and good will’’ shall prevail throughout its entire length and 
breadth. 

Why, sir, so far as concerns the section of the country from which I 
come, many of the citizens there scarcely know this Government, ex- 
cept by the exactions visited upon them underthislaw. They know the 
Government only through the army of officers sent, as my friend from 
Virginia has said, with carbines and cartridge-boxes for the purpose of 


arresting them. I want to see this country, especially my section of 


it, governed through some other means. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JOHNSTON] advocates the repeal of the whisky tax as well as 
other internal taxes. I will detain the House only a moment in mak- 
ing some comment upon the present situation so that we may see what 
would be wise and patriotic and practical in the matter now submitted 
to the House. 

The internal-revenue system, if I remember correctly, yielded last 
year $118,000,000, and it is estimated that it will yield this year $120,- 
000,000. The entire surplus does not amount to $70,000,000 per an- 
num, Sothatif we were to embark upon a total repeal of the internal- 
revenue system, as proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
we would have facing us at the threshold a deficiency of $50,000,000 
perapnum. So that there can only be a reduction of internal-revenue 
taxes if anything, and not a total repeal of the system. 
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Chis is impractical, for the reason that many of the State con 
tions require that all taxes shall be uniform, and thereby p1 
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equal V ilu . Otner constitut MS pre vent ts ¢ clus . taxatl 
discriminate taxation because it is the ma cture of a product o 
soil. At least half the States of the Union de one mstitut 
provision or another, prevent the placing of a higher tax on w 
than is placed on oth products, except the ‘tax ont pri ‘ 
dealing init. This o in Te ee, t State I} t ) 
pa to represe it 3 in othe Stat l j ! 7 
per nitted. 

Besides all that, Mr. Chairman, the States | t] 
put a tax on whisky now that it would have the int \ 
system were entirely repealed. Why do the States not do 

The result would be, if the system I led 
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not tax it i do all tl ma facturing and 
States wou! tax at all It would therefore pra 
untaxed the inevitable result 

Gentlemen have spoken of the istice of the a ‘ 
internal-revenue laws. The ¢ Tt ¢ t committee has t 
first to last, and it has been I think attended with considerabl 
cess, to do away with those hardships and harshnesses which 


the internal-revenue system obnoxious, and any unprejudiced 





who will look at the bill the Cor ttee on Ways and Mea 
ported must admit that most of the hardships which have be 
plained of have been effectually done away with 

Mr. WISI Yes, Ido the Committee on Ways and Means t! 


to say that the bill which they have reported does do away with 
t 


to a great extent, but 


have accomplished the result in the pending measure which we 
tempted in doing away with the 


still the tax is od 
Mr. McMILLIN. I am glad my friend from Virginia ad 


i 





present law 


But we can not rep¢ 
] 
r 


What is it we are asked to do? I will remind gentlemen it 


( 


take 50 cents a gallon tax fi 


ais much mac! inery, as much oppression much wrong to « ! 
ollection of 10 cents a gallon as it does to collect 90 cents a 
ind for one I will oppose the reduction of t whisky tax. \ 


m the Democratie side 


I haveshown that wecan not re peal the entire ta Who. then. wi 
reduce the tax on whisky 1 


ither than the tax on sugar? Whow 
om whisky rather than 29 per cent 
woolen clothes ? Who would prefe r to remove the tax from wi 








rather than from salt? Who would rather cheapen his whisky t 


blankets? If there be such, let him go forth proclai g |} 
free bungs and free barrels, and we meet him with a count 


tion for cheaper clothes and cheaper food, and defy him to dis 


1 


[Loud applause. ] 


( 


is before a patriotic and long-suffering people the issue tl 

{[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. JouNsToN, of 
arolina, to the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I demand a d 
imendment to the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—aves 27, noes 135 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, what w 


vote ? 





The CHAIRMAN, Twenty-seven ayes, 135 noes. [Laughter 
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little establishment and wants to tarn his time and skill to the best | 
account. His desire and the desire of the people I represent is that the 
whole system of internal revenue, so far as it relates to tobacco, shall 
be wiped out 

They want this odious supervision of the General Government abol- | 
ished They want the privilege of raising tobacco and disposing of it | 
as they may think best, and without having a Federal officer nosing | 


the fear of technical violation of law and conse- 
quent cost and trouble continually overshadowing them. This is a 
matter of simple justice to them, and I hope there will be no objection‘ 
| Applause. J 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I am free to say that as an abstract | 
proposition I was and am still opposed to any reduction of the internal | 
taxes. I consented to the reduction made in the bill under consider- 
ation because it was demanded by a considerable section. The section 
that I represent does not favor any reduction of internal taxes upon to- 
bacco. ‘They are willing, however, to sabmit to this reduction provided 
they can secure the benefits that they think will be derived by them | 
by the enactment into law of the other provisions of the bill. 

I can not consent, however, that we shall go further than was agreed 
upon by the committee. The tax upon cigars, cigarettes, and che- 
roots does not fall upon the farmers who raise the tobacco, but wholly 
upon the consumers of the same. I do not intend in the short time 
which, under the rules of the House, is given me to discuss the reasons | 
as to why a tax should, in my judgment, be levied upon tobacco and | 
liquors. 1 simply desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that a repeal of the tax upon cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes would 
be a mostserious blow toalarge body of organized laborers. It would, 
in my opinion, completely destroy the cigar-makers’ union. The in- 
ternal-revenue system has proved a great benefit and protection to both 
the manufacturer and employé. Under its operation the brand of the | 
manufacturer is protected and the tenement-house system, where 
women and children were compelled to labor in poverty and suffering, 
has been broken up. Take all the tax off of these articles and you at | 
once deprive the laborers employed in this industry of any power to | 
protect themselves. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
reduction ? 

Mr. BYNUM. 
I have given. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. If you retain the tax on cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes 
do you not necessarily have to give to the Government supervision of 
the whole subject of tobacco? 

Mr. BYNUM. Not of the whole subject, but only of the manufact- | 
ure and sale of these articles. 

Mr. WISE. It would be impossible to prevent frauds unless the 
Government had fall supervision; and in order to collect the tax you | 
must enable the Government officers to have full access, just as under | 
the present law. You are compelled to give the Government authority | 
to examine into it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. The Government would have the same 
supervision over the manufacture and sale of cigars, etc., that it now | 
has; but that does not extend over the whole subject of tobacco. ‘The | 
bill reduces the licenses, retaining only a nominal sum, and the law is | 
otherwise modified for the benefit of the manufacturer. Every cigar- | 
maker in the country, so far as I haveany knowledge, isin favor of the | 
retention of the tax and the continuation of the present system, and 
Iam positive there is not a cigar-maker to be found but what is op- 
posed to the total repeal of the present law. 

I represent near five hundred employés engaged in these industries, 
and in their interests and in their behalf I hope this amendment and 
all others of like character will be voted down. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. | 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. YosrT]. 

Mr. MILLS. If there is to be no further debate, I ask a vote. If | 
there is, I move that the committee rise. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ] 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. Yost; and there was a division—ayes 68, noes 87. 

Mr. YOST. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Yost and Mr. MILis were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, 
noes 85. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I offer a further amendment to the amendment of | 
the gentleman from Virginia,{which I have already sent to the desk. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment: 


“And all internal-revenue taxes on spirits distilled from apples, peaches, and 
other fruits,” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


around their doors o 


Let me ask if these people are opposed to this 


Yes; they are opposed to it for the very reasons that | 


Is debate in order ? 


tSSIONAL BRECORD—HOUSE 


| eral pension laws. 


| ignorance of that fact. 
} 


| 
| SELECT COMMITTEE ON 


JULY 16, 


The CHAIRMAN. §Itis. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 


| DIX. | 


J 
[Mr. LANE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union bad had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collec- 
tion of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

VETO MPSSAC -MARY FITZMORRIS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message 

from the President of the United States: 








To the Houseof Represen 

[ return without approval House bill 9520, entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
Mary Fitzmorris.’ 

it is proposed by this bill to pension the beneficiary named therein as the 
widow of Edmund Fitzmorris under the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
The name of the beneficiary is already upon the pension- 
roll, and she is now entitied to receive precisely the sum as a pensioner which 
is allowed her under this bill. 

As her application to the Pension Bureau was quite lately favorably acted 
upon, it is supposed this special bill for her relief was passed by the Congress in 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Jvly 16, 1988, 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the message 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. Senate bill 2515, to provide pneumatic gun-car- 
riages for the War Department, was erroneously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It should have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to which it will now go, and the Committee 


be referred to the Com- 


on Appropriations will be discharged from the further consideration of 


the bill. 
IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT 
VICTS, AND PAUPERS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following as the Select Committee to 
Inquire into the Importation of Contract Laborers, Convicts, and Pau- 
pers: 

MELBOURNE H. Fonrn, of Michigan; W.C. OATES, of Alabama; F. B. 
SPINOLA, of New York; RICHARD GUENTHER, of Wisconsin, and W. 
W. Morrow, of California. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a re- 
cess at 5 o’clock to-morrow until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be 
devoted to the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
Commerce for the establishment of light-houses, life-saving stations, 
and bridges. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the House now adjourn. 

The motion wasagreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


LABOR, CON- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10846) for the relief of Robert L 


| Tomson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
3y Mr. BARRY: A bill (H. R. 10847) to increase the pension of 


William B. Cobb—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10848) for the relief of Fanny Gordon, 


| née Kelly—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10849) granting a pension to Jehu 
H. Greenway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 10850) granting a pension to J. W. 
Amlong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10851) granting a p 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nsion to Selor B. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10852) to authorize the appointment of Dr. Abra- 


ham P. Frick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10853) granting a pension to Rachel 
Hurd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. 8S. I. HOPKINS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10854) to provide 


that labor day shall be a legal holiday in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 10855) granting a pension to John 
Lahey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 10856) for a pension to Eliza N. 
Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 10857) granting a pension to 
Catherine Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| N )> A | I S provement 
] ( » the Lo nittee o i ia ( 
Mi CHO] , bill (H LOSS the relief of Char ON: P 
) » the Committ n Invalid Pensio 71 
Mr I t INS A bill H R. 10860 ranting a pension to Geo, | Ni } INS Pe 
D. t Committee on inva I ) Mills 
| Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10861) grant nga pension to Fran 3 | \ petition of t 
M. Gibson the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 87] the Co 
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10862) for the f of Charles K. | M ER 
Erwin—to the Committee on War Claims Ka favor of H 
by Mr. TOOLE: A bill (H. R. 10863) to grant a pension to Thomas | Also 
{ ' the Committee on Invalid Pensions l | in 
vy M \ HEES: A bill (H. 1 “H4) to validate an act of the | \I AYNER: |] t 
Le ti sen y of Washingt lerritory—to the Committee on } ss 5 | re. 1 
the Territories 1 1 
By Mr. WHEELEI \ .. R. 10 int .D on to ] 1 Post-Roads 
W in—t ( ttee « l ulid Pensions | M ICE: M ria 
' amend: »T 
' ( ne ¢ 
\ iit \ DSON 
i following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk of Hou 7 
under the rule, and referred as tollows { petition of w v 
Ry Mr. ADAMS: Petition of H. M. Barrett & Co. and others, against : r referenc 
iret r to the Committee on Ways and Means. ‘ littee « War ¢ 
\ R. Barnard and 6 others, of Cook County, Illi By M COTT: P 
nois ‘ ents to the interstate-commerce law—to t f the Twenty-seventh 
Co Cr I { { I 
By Mr. ¢ 3. BAKER: Petition of Knights of Labor of Rocheste1 leans 
N. Y.. in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor Also, petition of T 
By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill 10683 for the | ¢ ty e 
relief of Wiliiam Brice & Co. and others—to the Committee on Claim ( ymittes Ways and M 
Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Laclede County, Missouri, ), pet yn t a 
for amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee o | ge of Hous 7 
Com merce ne 
5 Mr. B ’ \ onst we of 44 ¥y en ma i irers a ¢ 
wool dealers. against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Wa un ( 
Mean 
By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petitions of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in ' petit 
favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 4 othe ind of ¢ 
\lso, petition of H. M. Barrett & Co., and others, of Louisville, Ky hange of the inte 
against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Mean } 
By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Eureka Assembly No. 494 Mr. § 
Knights of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of House bill &71¢ ) tain 
the Committee on Labor. ee on Commerce 
ty Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., against y Mr. HENRY SMITI 


the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. or of House bi 716 
































By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Thomas Skinner, of Perry Ren R SNYDEI eit 
and of T. I. Burgess, administrators of F. B. F. Burgess, of Mary! f Christopher | 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee idingtonp, of A ! 
on War Claims. | Tuckwiller, of W 

By Mr. DELANO: Petition of Charles A. Fuller, of Sherburne, N nson, and of Matth 
Y., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads ¢ clal to the 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of John P. Moore, of Phillips ¢ 
kansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claim to the ¢ p ora rHOM 
mittee on War Claims, ivor of H 

By Mr. GEAR: Protest of 32 woolen-mill owners and wool ds Mr. WARN] 
against the passage of the Mills bill—to the ¢ ee on Ways and od, of M 
M : e CX 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 57 window-glass workers, of Rock Island Mr. WEAVE] t 
Ill., against the reduction of the tariff on glas to the Con 
Ways and Means. Mr. W 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of woolen manufacturers and deale of H 
wool, against the Mills bill—to the Committee on Ways and Mea Mr. ' 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Andrew D. Coplin and of Martha »Q A 
Bender, executrix of Jacob Coplin, of West Virginia, for reference « to 1 ) ( 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War ¢ ) 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of H. M. Knox & Co. and other manu 
urers and dealers in wvol, of Louisville, Ky., against the 
the Committee on Means, 

By Mr. HEARD: Papers in the of George McKinney, for ed 0 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. LLe \ 

; Mr. HUDD: Petition of many citizens of Bayfield County, W es ’ 

consin, for amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Co! M O} ( 
mittee on Commerce. ( ty, J 


By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of Jose ph W. Orr, of Her 
son County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the C ( € 10 , . 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. y 
By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of citizens of Hillsdale, N. ¥ 
favor of House bill No. 8716—to the Committee on Labor. Mr. FLO 
By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of Elisha Colbert, of Beaufort Count Mr. SCO’ 
North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claim t ennsyivan 
the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of W. T. Gunter, of Merry Oaks, N. ‘ 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. postmasters W 
By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of W esley W. Taylor, late of Co ry 
D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, for a pension—to the sy Mr. SCOTT: Of D 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ley, Erie County, Penn 
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Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. 
terday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petitions of the Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Star Lodge Council, No. 68, of Harmony Coun 
cil, 53, of Philade!phia, Pa.; of Mountaineer Council, No. 111, of 
Mahanoy City, Pa.: of Shawnee Council, No. 34, of Hazleton, Pa.; of 
Schuy!kill Council, No. 12, of Philadelphia, Pa., and of Ross Council, 
No. 202, of Evergreen, Pa., praying for the passage of the bill (8 
to regulate and restrict immigratiou; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Hie also presented a petition of citizens of Schuylkill County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of woolen manufacturers, wool dealers, 
and others engaged in the woolen business in Kentucky and Indiana, 
praying for the rejection of what is known as the Mills bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of U. 8S. Grant Post, No. 327, 

Army of the Republic, Department of New York, praying 
passage of bill 2797, to authorize the President 
Melville, United States Navy, one grade, 


Prayer by the Chaplain 
The Jo irnal of ye 


PETITIONS 


AND 
No 


. 553 } 


Grand 
for the 
menate 
Chief Engineer George W. 
with pay of chief engineer; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas calling atten- 
tion to alleged violations of the interstate-commerce law by common 
carriers, and praying for such legislation as will prevent a recurrence 
of such violations; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Comme 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Greeley, 
Colo., praying for the passage of a bill providing terms on which the 
Union Pacific Railway Company shall be accorded an extension of time 
for the payment of its debt to the Government; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Re- 
port of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

fe also presented a petition of citizens of Garfield County, Colorado, 
praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce law; which 
was relerred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

MESSAGE THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3215) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or 
near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. 


I > 
rce, 


FROM 


I 


_ECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 17, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
committed the bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman, re- 


re- 


| ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


| ; + 
| other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 


The message further announced that the House had receded from its | 
amendment to the bill (8S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to | 


Emily J. Stannard, 

rhe message also returned to the Senate in compliance with its re- 
quest the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. DOLPH. 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which the 
Journal shows should have gone to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, but by some mistake they went directly to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I ask leave to change the reference, but as 
the amendments have been printed they may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds without farther printing. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10573) to provide for one additional 
associate justice of the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VEST, fron. the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew, at or near Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3285) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tensas River 
at or near Kirk’s Ferry, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2-36) granting a pension to William E. Taylor, re- 


ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H, R. 

A bill (H. R. 


4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilly; 
945) granting a pension to Mary Kelly; and 
9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse. 


On the 28th of June I submitted two amendments | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment and submit- 
ted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Logan; and 

A bill (H. R. 8256) granting a pension to George W. Croop. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2924) to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2712) to donate to the town of Tampa, in Florida, 
the Fort Brooke military reservation, for the benefit of free schools and 


indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3340) for the 
donation of Fort Brooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free 
schools and other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the leave of the Senate to submit at a Jater day 
a written report to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Leave will be granted. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


to advance | ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 


were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2036) granting a pension to Mark F. Carter; 

A bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to Augustus Pyle; 

A bill (S. 1998) granting an increase of pension to Mary Sprague; 

A bill (S. 866) granting a pension to Bridget Conroy; and 

A bill (S. 3240) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Dobson. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- t 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1873) increasing the rate of pension of W. A. Shappee; 
and 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morrison Elliott. 

Mr. SAWYER, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary Sturgess; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; 


A bill (H. Rt. 486) granting a pension to Lydia Calhoun; 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (ii. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack. 

Mr. SPOON ER, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8031) to provide tor the erection 
ofa public building at Ottumwa, Iowa, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. DoLpH to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported it with a favorable recommendation, and moved its reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred an amendment proposed by Mr. DoLpPH to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it with a favorable recommen- 
dation, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendments have been already printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The order will not be made to print. z 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 2 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. VANCE on De- 
cember 12, 1887, authorizing the printing of Goodloe’s Digest of In- e 
ternal-Revenue Laws, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was s 
agreed to, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 


>* 

oe 
> 

o 


| resolution (S. R. 41) authorizing the publication of an edition of ‘‘ The 


Treasury of the Confederate States; or documentary history of the finan- a 
cial, fiscal, and commercial measures of the Confederate States,’’ edited 
by Raphael P. Thian, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. i | 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3020) for the relief of John H. Claus, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill : 
(H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delilah Whipps, reported it without x 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3039) for the relief of John T. Robe- 
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son, to report it favorably, with the recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, to be placed on the deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore, The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, with the favorable recommendat of 


the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 





ferred the bill (H. R. 160) granting a pension .o | ibeth B. Sa 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther 

He also, from the same committee, to w was referred the L(s 
2894) granting a pension to Elizabeth b. Sailer, reported 


thereon, and the bill was postponed indetinitely. 
Mr. SPOONER, from the .Committee on Public Buildings 


Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment intended to be 


posed by Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, to the sundry civil appropriation bill 





reported it with a favorable recommendatio nd moved its refer é 
to the Committee on Appropriations, without printing; whi "i 
agreed to. 
SITES OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pul Build 
ings and Grounds to report favorably, with amendments, the b I 


R. 6153) to authorize condemnation of land for sites of public buildin 
and I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered at 
time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and by unanimous consent th 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been r 
a further reading will be waived, if there beno objection. Theame1 
ments of the committee will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ in line 3, to insert ‘ 
other officer of the Government;’’ in line 4, after the word *‘ procure, 
to strike out ‘‘asite’’ and insert ‘‘real estate;’’ in line 5, after th 
word ‘‘ building,’’ to insert the word ‘‘or;’’ in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘for,’’ to insert ‘‘other;’’? in the same line, to strike out the 
word ‘‘Government’’ and insert ‘‘public;’’ in line 10, to strik l 
the word ‘‘site’’ and insert ‘‘real estate;’’ and in line 14, after t] 
word ‘‘act,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ or such other officer;’’ soas to rea 

rhat in every case in which the Secretary of the Treasury, orany other off 
of the Government, has been, or hereafter shall be, authorized to procure 
estate for the erection of a public building or for other public uses, he shal! 
and hereby is, authorized to acquire the same for the United States by « 
demnation, under judicial process, whenever in his opinion it is necessary 
a vantageous to the Government to do so, and the United States circuit o 
trict courts of the district wherein such real estate is located shall have juris 
diction of proceedings for such condemnation, and it shall be the duty of t 
Attorney-General of the United States, upon cvery application of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, under this act, or such other officer, to cause proceedings to |! 


commenced for condemnation within thirty days from the receipt of the a 
cation at the Department of Justice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the bill in its original text 
simply provides for the condemnation of property by the Secretary of 
the Treasury that is to be used for court-houses, post-offices, ete. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska desir 
to interfere with action on the amendments of the committee ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, sir, but simply toask as to their characte 
It certainly would be desirable that the provisions of the bill should 
extend to other Departments, so that in the event that land may be 
taken for fortifications or for military posts condemnation as to such 
lands may also be had. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin whether these amendments have that in view. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Nebraska is correct in his state 
ment that the bill as it came from the House confers the right ot con 
demnation simply for the purpose of acquiring lands for public build 
ings, and is confined to the Secretary of the Treasury. Theamendments 
read thus far proposed by the Committee on Public Lands extend th 
scope of the bill so as to bring any public officer within its provisions 
who is authorized by law to acquire property for any public use. It 
will embrace fortifications or any public use legally justifying the exer 
cise of the power of eminent domain. 

The next amendment, which will be read at the desk, is one which 
simply provides that the proceedings in the Federal courts shall con 
form, as is now the law as to actions at law generally throughout th: 
country, to the practice and proceedings and methods in similar action 
in the courts of the States for the time-being within which the Federal 
court is located. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like toask the Senator who has charge 
of this bill a question for information. We have in the State of New 
Jersey two cases, I think, where it seems there was an omission in 
passing the bills in Congress to give the power of condemnation be- 
cause it was not deemed necessary. It has been found to be necessai 
There were bills passed at the present session of Congress in both cases. 
This bill, I presume, ceuld not be retroactive sufficiently to cover those 

















ECORD—SENAT 





af 
| —() 
\ SPC) 
\ i} ~i) 
A 
\ 
I 
Vi 
< 
( ‘ 
r 
I ( 
. 1 Ep 
IONER 
‘ } ; 
) » tie é 
( l so a to Ag 
( t of the Unit 
The United States, found in 
Was re rt io 
red in 
Che lendn 
1 + > 
re f 
L I 
+i? NW ’ p 
pit INI i ) 
l l 
W 
i 1 Vv ¢ 
the « te é on 
y Mi Vi t 
\Ss 
I 


vell to pI 


refore k that ' “ler 
erelore aSkK that an ordel 





ad 
“A 


- 
. 


) ~ i 
' 
i i 
t n 
is A 
10 > 
> t 
4 
pal ( i ’ 
, 7 
a} POLLS ‘ 
I 
ca to t! se 
tt ga listott 
| iccompany C 
1 e Committee on 


rint it, but it should remain on th 


be made that tl 


it remain upon the Senate 


The PRESIDENT prot 
1 order in writing 
MANDERSON 
PRESIDENT 


ne suggestion of the se! 

Mr. COCKRELL. WI 
Mr. MANDERSON. 1 
Department for the y« l 
i the time each or wo 

s of the Treasury 

I ] seems necessary to 


fore we report it adversely 





| report was agreed t 
M ced 
Ii } read 
ying papers, 1 ed tot 
M GEORGE req 
1 to David Myers: w } 





the Committee on l’ensior 


Mr. MANDERSON (by 
de for the organization and maintenance of tl 


was read twice by its title. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The 


Io t ( 
; ' 
», S yut i u 
| de 
$ fai 
LLOT ili \¢ ) SK 
t, Mr. | é 
a t ot Ul 
i ’ ’ 
‘ al i e 1 
ad ~ Y 
and i » In Tt 
oto e € pen 
' . 
» bill (S. 3341 
twice by its title 


purpose ol the 


to convert the militia organizations of the coun 


inder t 


cord with the idea of the 


} 


it be referred to the Comm 
The motion was agreed t 


Mr. HEARST introdu 


) 


A. Gray; which was read tv | 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Mil 


Mr. SABIN introduce 


d 
| and Southwestern Railway Company to buil 
sissippi River at Winona, Minn.; which was 1 


} 
ylid 


] t nresent 


a bill (S. 3345 


cases, and I wanted to inquire if there was in the amendments the | referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


committee has reported anything that would cover cases of that kind, 


XIX——401 


Mr. PASCO (by re juest 


introduced a bil 


1 A 9 » ? ¥ ‘ 
he control of the Generali Governmen 


} 
( 
slo 
) 
rma 
bie 
p 
rt 
i 
iat 
¢ 
i 
bill. a 
tr rt 
| 
I 
1 
id, wit 
tary A 
to aut 
d a bridge 
ead t 





O10 



































































( la Railroad Compa for the « tr 
i ] i | I ¢ in Florida, to the ight of 
( tnana ft er in said Stat t 
' \ th depo id termina 
ind 1 d to the C 
‘ i " N 
i yrmt i the 1 iowing oluti« 
i ( isent l ed to 
! i ryt aire i >] it > 
A I 4 oO f i ( i i 
] : t ( f le t 
A + 
l I nu 1, and a P| a 
‘ 
/ t i lire ‘ to arran ‘ D. H.¢ 
( i p nthe Capitol building for testing h a 
with a view to the prote 1 of 
j such improvements if they shall be found va 
i ss Shall deem the same to be expedie« the sole « ‘ it 
re be 4 f litute th mvenient examination of s 
[ v t expense tot Unit ate 
I RI NT Tt r Does the nat desir »} t 
reso] ution d to the ¢ ittee on Rules? 
Mr. BLAI I should like to have it acted on at the present tf 
Che PRESIDENT ; ten e. Isthere objection to the prese 
l tion ¢ reé ition 7 
Ir. PLAT! Id ow anything about the matter l 
) vr ) 1 of t kind « ht to be ferred to the ¢ Y ‘ 
on i 
M BLAIR. I will state in a moment what it is. 
r > > r } } 4 
Phe PRESIDENT pro f Is there objection to the present con 
Lion t re ) { hn 
M BLAIR I hope the Senator from Conne« t wills »< 
je 
Mr. PLA I do not make an objection. 
AIR Ihe Mr. Craig mentioned in the resolution was the 
founder of Associated Press in this country. He is a gentleman 


about seventy years of age. For the last thirty years he has been 
practically connected with telegraphy, and he has made what are 
understood to be very great improvements in theart. He is in con 
trol of his inventions entirely, by which, it is said, by those compe 
tent to judge of the matter, that an ordinary messave, which now 1 


sent to different parts of the country for from 25 cents to a dollar, can 
be sent for from 15 cents to 25 or 30 cents anywhere within the coun 
try, and that where 400 words are now transmitted it is easy to tran 
mit at least 2,000. 

The matter is wholly in the control of this gentleman; and the only 


object of the resolution is that there may be an opportunity for such 


examination or inspection of the practical operation, as it now has 
been operated over a route of more than 400 miles, that if it is 
deemed best the Government may secure this great improvement, and 
it will not pass into the hands of private individuals. That I 
\¢ t of the resolution 

Mr. PLUMB. lL ob t to the present con 


L 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under ob 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. TELLER. I gave notice yesterday that if I were well enough 
I would proceed with the discussion of the fisheries treaty this morn 
ing. Ido not feel able to do so to-day, and I should like to have my 


notice stand for to-morrow on the same terms. 
NEW YORK POST-OFFICE EMPLOYES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution coming over from yesterday 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was 
lo 


The Chair lays before the Senate a 
read, as fol- 


That the Postmast General be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senalt 1b AS Cal 
ter-carriers in the New York post-oflice, taken by Henry Rogers, post-oflice in 
spector, or by his direction, on or about July 12, 1886; also copies of other tes 
timony of lett n the New York post-office which was tak« 
by a committee of post-office inspectors in the months of October and Noven 
x been forwarded to Chief Post-Office In 


r-carriers and clerks 





ber, 1586, all of said testimony hay 
spector West 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resoiution 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


and testimony this was 


I shouid like to know what kind of an inquiry 
What is the character of the testimony that 
is wanted? What was the investigation ? 

Mr. HALI One of the objects of the resolution is to ascertain the 
character of the testimony. It was taken by the Department at the 
time indicated in the resolution and was followed by sweeping re- 
movals. ‘I ‘ommittee that is investigating this and kindred sub- 
jects matter believe it to be a subject of enough importance to call for 
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he t« mony taken, so as to see if in that testimo1 there 1s any 
tion for the sweeping re uls which f W 
COCKRELL. It is to ascertain the cause of removal. <As1 
| f th e made I have ‘ 1 to i ating 





[r. HALE. ‘ i i »w that t 
rtment withheld its han t ou 
rl i 1wa ret to 
\ ‘ \ } T 
M ALLISO ( re the ¢ 1- 
) I the H hy 10 
I pro} l ¥ ol t Gove 
t cal y ny l Oo r pur ( 
ib th th re ! tal l 
committee in t t rend 
I ask iat the 1 t i 
The PRESID f 
ection 
M Al i ( ti ? ) l ‘ 
I ! to co t 
ee i } i i) 
on ul 








1 t ti I ) i tl 1 ( th yiil 200) l 
1orizing t Presid ) ) i e John ( iret tasa 
major-general in the [ ed St \ 
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had given not in the day that 1 wished to press the bill whi 








the Senate was discussing yesterday, which is the unfinished busine 
He assures me that this bill will take no d ission, and I do not wish 
) antagonize the bill with that understanding, because I think prob- 


ably it would take less time time to pass it than to dispose of it other 
wise by discussion. 

Mr. HALE. Iam aware how desirous, and properly desirous, t 
Senator from New ] with his bill, and on that ac- 
count I do not pi 


pose to take up any time of the Senate by any re- 
marks on this bill. I have given some litt] tion to the subje 
sremar«xs to ibmit, but at this stage of the s sion l am 
more anxious for the progress of business than to make a speech, and 
I shall take no time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill moved by the Senator from Maine? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th: 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, when this bill was called up on a 
former occasion I asked the Senator from Maine to let it go over until 
[ could get a response to the Senate resolution of the llth of May, 
calling for information from the Departments in relation to the num 
ber of officers, judicial officers, officers of the Army, and officers of t 
Navy and Marine Corps who had been placed upon the retired-list I 
desired to get that inlormation betause I intended to make it the oc- 
casion for some general observations on the subject of the retired-li 

The Secretary of the Treasury has sent in the answer to the resolu- 
tion of May 11 as to judicial officers, showing that twenty of the judges 
have been placed on the retired-list, and showing the amount of pay 
which had gone to each since his retirement, and the aggregate amount 
which had gone to all of them, which is some three hundred andsixty- 
odd thousand dollars. The list shows that one of the judges alone 
since his retirement has received $72,500. 

The Secretary of War has also, in response to the resolution, sent in 
a statement of the number of Army oflicers who have been placed on 
the retired-list, the rank from which they were retired, and the rank 


fampshire is to go on 
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| in which they were retired (for many of them were promoted on retire- 
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y a date as is practicable, copies of all testimony of let- | 





ment), the amount of longevity pay given to those who had received 
longevity pay since their retirement, and the aggregateamountof money 
paid to each, and the aggregate paid to all of them. 

The report shows, I believe, that about seven hundred and ninety 
officers of the Army have been placed upon the retired-list. The ag 
gregate amount of money which has been paid them up to March last 
was sixteen million five hundred and odd thousand dollars. Three o 
the officers have received since their retirement over $100,000 each. 

The answer from the Navy Department has not yet been made. | 
inquired in the Navy Department two or three times about the delay, 
and was advised that the list was an extensive one and required a 
great deal of labor to get up a reliable report. When it went to th 
Treasury Department the Fourth Auditor advised the Secretary of th: 
Navy that the information required could not probably be furnish¢ 
during the life of this Congress with the clerical force at its command 
and suggested the Congress be applied to for some additional force to 
facilitate the obtaining of the information. I went to the Department 
for when the name of each oflicer was given, the date of his retirement 
the rank which he had held before retirement, and that into which h: 
was retired, and this information was all given, and there was nothing 
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a former occasion, but under the five-minute rule I failed to do 

I have mislaid the paper, in which it appears that tle Sen: 

Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] inquired of the Navy Department the reas 

for the creation of this Navy retired-list, and the answer of the A t + to the J ( 
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ant Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Fox,as I remember it, was that it 
for the purpose of improving the naval service and to ¢g rid « 
drunkards and imbeciles in the service Che report f it I 
Department was made two years ago, in which the cause f 
was required to be state " Frequently you see th tatem«e 
for moral unfitness for service, ‘mental unfitness, I 
mental unfitness,’? which I suppose is that a man gets di c t c 
not iit for anything. Men who so act. who so violate their d 
thei yuntry when in its pay have, it seems to me, no title to I 
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suls at those ports would be able to place with their Governmentasim- 


ilar record with that which I have read as given by the British consul 
at Havana to his Government in regard to the rapid increase of Ameri- 
can influence and of American commerce with the Island of Cuba. 
But for some reason or other—I do not care to go into it now—the House 
of Representatives and the party which dominates it through its Execu- 
tive have determined that they will not have any of this. 

I therefore move, in view of the vote of the House of Kepresentatives 
and the influence I have spoken of, which can not be overcome even 
under the pressure of a prospect of the kind of which I have spoken, 
that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 7 to the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas in charge of 
this bill makes a motion that the Senate recede from its amendment, 
and then proceeds to make an argument showing that it should not 
recede. I suppose that he desires the Senate to vote to recede upon 


the supposition that it is impossible to obtain the amendment or obtain | this act, the Secretary of War or Secretary of the Navy, as the case may be, 


the appropriation for which it provides so long as this amendment is 
insisted upon by the Senate; and therefore I suppose the motion will 
pass without any decided opposition. , I merely wish to say that I am 
nit in favor of it and shall vote against receding. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, 
recede. 

The motion was agreed to 


RETIREMENT OF JOHN C. FREMONT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the bill (S. 
2395) authorizing the President to appoint and retire John C. Fré- 
mont as a major-general in the United States Army; which is open to 
amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Iunderstand the main objection urged by the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to be not against this bill particularly, 
but against the system of retirement. I do not propose to go into that 
question on this occasion. I rise simply to ask that there be printed 
in the REcoRD a statement of the public services of General Frémont; 
and content with that I ask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in connection 
with the remarks of the Senator from Maine. 

lhe statement is as follows: 

GENERAL JOHN CHARLES FREMONT. 

nator Hae recently introduced a bill authorizing the President to appoint 
General Frémontto the Army and then to place him on the retired-list with the 
rank of major-general, John Charles Frémont was born on the 2\st of January, 
1813, in Savannah, Ga., of French descent, his father having beena French emi- 
grant to this country. Though left an orphan at the early age of four years, he 
received a good education, graduating at Charleston College, South Carolina, at 
the age of seventeen years. He taught mathematics and turned his attention 
to engineering, having received a commission as lieutenant of engineers in the 
United States Army. 

Subsequently most of his time was for several years occupied in Government 
surveys and explorations in the Rocky Mountains. In 1842 he explored the 
South Pass, and his exploits during the Mexican war gave him much renowned 
distinetion, Colonel Frémont was one of the first of the two Senators from Cali- 
fornia, serving from 1849 until 1851. In the year of 1856 he was the Republican 
candidate for President of the United States, in opposition to James Buchanan, 
the Democraticcandidate. 1In186l and 1862 he wasa Major-General of the United 
States Army, and became governor of the Territory of Arizona from 1878 until 
iS82. No man can claim the glory of the true American by a better title than 
Colonel Frémont, who has mad e the knowledge and the dev elopment of the 
resources of this continent the great end of all his exertions, and has pursued it 
with a self-sacrificing devotion. His name is stamped indelibly, with an im- 
print that can never be obliterated, over the whole breadth of its geography. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Iam opposed to this bill and all 
similar bills. There is no justice, equity, or rightinit. It is against 
the rules and principles which ought to govern the organization of the 
Army. The retired-list of the Army was made for the benefit of those 
in actual service upon actual duty. It is not a pension-roll for any- 
body, however distinguished. It was intended for the benefit of the 
regular Army and to make it effective. Officers of the regular Army 
were liable to become disabled by reason of age or disease contracted 
in service in the line of duty or wounds received in battle. The 
youngest officers as well as the oldest were liable to these casualties. 
The question was what should be done with these officers so disabled 
for active duty. If they are retained in the service they will receive 
and be entitled to receive the full pay of their respective ranks and 
grades, and yet they will render no equivalent service to the Govern- 
ment. Fairly and legitimately they could not be promoted, partic- 
ularly in the Navy, as therea physical examination is essential to pro- 
motion, while the same rule does not hold in the Army, though it 
should hold. Then in order to relieve the Army of this incubus, 
this weight, this load of incapacitated officers, provision was made for 
their retirement. They are to be taken out of the active-list and placed 
upon the retired-list; and there, instead of drawing their full pay, they 
receive three-fourths of their pay proper, and their places are then filled 
by promotion. 

Mr. President, this retirement of officers is not a very ancient thing. 
The first law enacted upon that subject was the act of August 3, 1861, 
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| the medical staff; 


The question is on the motion to | 


JULY 17, 


which is found in 12 Statutes at Large, page 289. The sections to 
which I refer, sections 15, 16, and 17 of that act, read: 


Sec. 15, And be it further enacted, That any commissioned officer of the Army, 
or of the Marine Corps, who shall have served as such for forty consecutive 
years, may, upon his own application to the President of the United States, be 
placed upon the list of retired officers, with the pay and emoluments allowed 
by this act. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That if any commissioned officer of the 
Army, or of the Marine Corps, shall have become, or shall hereafter become, 
incapable of performing the duties of his office, he shall be placed upon the re- 
tired-list and withdrawn from active service and command and from the line 
of promotion, with the following pay and emoluments, namely: The pay proper 
of the highest rank held by him at the time of his retirement, whether by staff 
or regimental commission, and four rations per day, and without any other pay, 
emoluments, or allowances; and the next officer in rank shall be promoted to 
the place of the retired officer, according to the established rules of the service. 
And the same rule of promotion shall be applied successiveiy to the vacancies 
consequent upon the retirement of an officer: Provided, That should the brevet 
lieutenant-general be retired under this act, it shall be without reduction in his 
current pay, subsistence, or allowances: And provided further, That there shall 
not be on the retired-list at any one time more than7 per cent. of the whole 
number of officers of the Army, as fixed by law. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That, in order to carry out the provisions of 


under the direction and approval of the President of the United States, shall, 
from time to time as occasion may require, assemble a board of not more than 
nine nor less than five commissioned officers, two-fifths of whom shall be of 
the board, except those taken from the medical staff,io be 
composed, as fur as may be, of his seniors in rank,to determine the facts as to 
the nature and occasion of the disability of such officers as appear disabied to 
perform such military service, such board being hereby invested with the pawers 
of a court of inquiry and court-martial; and their decision shall be subject to 
like revision as that of such courts by the President of the United States. The 
board, whenever it finds an officer incapacitated for active service, will report 
whether, in its judgment, the said incapacity result from long and faithful serv- 
ice, from wounds orinjury received in the line of duty, from sickness or expos- 
ure therein, or from any other incident of service. If so,and the President 
approve such judgment, the disabled officer shall thereupon be placed upon the 
list of retired officers, according to the provisionsof this act. If otherwise, and 
if the President concur in opiniou with the board, the officer shall be retired, as 
above, either with his pay proper alone or with his service rations alone, atthe 
diseretion of the President, or he shall be wholly retired from the service, with 
one year’s pay and allowances; and in this last case his name shall be thence- 
forward omitted from the Army Register or Navy Register, asthe case may be : 
Provided, always, That the members of the board shall in every case be sworn 
to an honest and impartial discharge of their duties, and that no officer of the 
Army shall be retired, either partially or wholly, from the service without hav- 
ing — fai and full hearing before the board, if, upon due summons, he shall 
demand it. 


And then sections 21 and 22 provide: 


Sec. 21, And be it further enacted, That any officer of the Navy who has been 
forty years in the service of the United States may, upon his own application to 
the President of the United States, be placed upon the list of retired officers of 
the Navy,and shall receive the pay and emoluments allowed by this act. 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That if any officer of the Navy shall have be- 
come or shall hereafter become incapable of performing the duties of his office, 
he shall be placed upon the retired-list and withdrawn from active service and 
command and from the line of promotion, with the following pay and emolu- 
ments, namely, 

Mr. President, that was the beginning of the retired-list, and its 
object is plain; and the present law in respect to retirement is sub- 
stantially the same as the sections of the act of 1861 I have quoted, 
except that the pay and allowances of retired officers are now three- 
fourths of the pay proper. Under that law a large number of officers 
have been retired. I hold in my hand Senate Executive Document 
179, Fiftieth Congress, first session, being a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution of April 11, 
1888, a list of officers placed on the retired-list, which shows the 
names of the officers, their rank before retirement, the rank with 
which retired, the date of their retirement, the date of death, resign- 
tion, dismissal, etc., the cause for which retired, annual retired-pay 
and allowances when retired, the increase by reason of longevity, the 
aggregate annual pay last received, and the aggregate paid up to and 
including March 31, 1888. This is an interesting document and 
shows the extent to which the retired-list has now been carried. 

Mr. President, I also hold in my hand House Executive Document 
No. 111, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ‘‘ Officers on the retired-list 
of the Navy,’’ being a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the House, a list of the officers on the 
retired-list of the Navy on February 24, 1886, with a statement showing 
the relative rank of each officer, date of his retirement, annual pay, 
and reasons for retirement. My friend from Texas I suppose referred 
to this document when he was discussing this question, and giving 
the grounds upon which many officers have been retired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I spoke particularly of the grounds upon which 
Navy officers were retired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the Navy list. It would be interesting, 
doubtless, to most of the tax-payers of the United States to read over 
this list of the number, relative rank, date of retirement, annual pay, 
and reasons or grounds for the retirement of naval oflicers, and I am 
sure that many would wonder how men could be pensioned upon the 
tax-payers of this country with the records staring them in the face 
that this document shows. 

Mr. President, I also hold in my hand House of Representatives 
Miscellaneous Document No. 211, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
‘* Retired Army officers,’’ letter of the Secretary of War in response to the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of March 16, 1886, request- 
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ing a full and comple te list of officers now on tl retired-list of 
Army, with their respective ranks or relative ranks, annual pay | 
allowances. ‘This seems to be almost a similar nt to the o1 





[ first referred to, Senate Executive Document 





gress, first session. At first we limited the ret i 
dred; but if I mistake not in 1876 or 1877, o1 I 
have not had an opportunity to refer to the st y 
ment was tacked on to an appropriation bill w eo 
one solitary member of the Committee on Military of which 
the distinguished Senator from Illinois, General Logan, was 





then chairman, and of which I had the honor of being a member, by 
vhich amendment thus put into an appropriation bil 1e retired-list 
was increased to four hundred; and, strange to say, that additional 
increase of one hundred was made to the retired-list very larg fro1 


y 


junior officers, and not from the oldest officers. 

That bill is the existing law, providing for four hundred on the 1 
ular retired-list. At this session of Congress tl 
bill providing an increase of that list to the number of eighty, which 
is not to be a permanent part of the retired-list, but is a necessity in 
order to weed out from officers who are supposed to be on active duty 
in the Army those who are utterly and physically unable to perform 
duty. If Congress had not intervened through sympathy and friend 
ship and personal feeling to fill that list as it has done in a number of 
instances by personal bills, there would have been more room for ot 
licers on active duty. 

Mr. President, this is quite a large number, four hundred and eight 
upon the regular retired-list of the Army, besides those who ar 
tired by special act of Congress. Why should Congress pass these sp: 
cial bills? Does not the law provide for all the officers of the Army in 
the service? The law was passed for the officers of the Army in active 
service, and for them alone. Why do Senators come here and bring in 
these special bills to place a man back in the Army, and put him upon 
the retired-list? It is simply a resort to enable that citizen to draw 
money from the Treasury. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Does not the Senator from Missouri som¢ 
times make exceptions himself, and was there not a notable exception 

de by the aid of his vote in the case of Fitz John Porter? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir, there was. That was purely an excep 
But suppose I did one wrong, does that justify me in do 
ing two? Just admit that in that case—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the Senator from Missouri designs now 
to admit that he did wrong in that case, of course I have no objection 
to his saying so 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not admitting anything of the kind, } 
take the theory the Senator is throwing at me that I once voted for 
thing, is that any reason why of that was wrong I should turn around 
and do so again? No, Mr. President, if I did wrong then I ought to 
repudiate it at the first opportunity, and I have moral courage enough 
to do it too . , 

Mr. President, that is not the question. Fitz John Porter has 
nothing in the world to do with this case. There is no parallel. 


1e Senate has passed a 
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tional case. 


That was purely an exceptional case. In this case I say that this is 
simply a mode of pensioning a civilian upon the tax-payers of the 
United States, and as there is no precedent for pensioning a civilian 


in a civil position and giving him annually so much money from the 
Treasury this is a subterfuge to take him and make him an officer of 
the Army and then give him the pay. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Missouri whether Fitz John Porter was not a civilian when he was 
put on the retired-list ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. Again we have that hobgoblin that 
always comes up, poor Fitz John Porter. If the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Iowa will have a military commission appointed consisting 
of such distinguished officers as Schofield and others, which will ex 
amine the military record of John Charles Frémont, and come in here 
and say to the Senate under their official oaths that a great wrong has 
been perpetrated upon him, and that he has by reason of excite- 
ment and prejudice been deprived of an official position in the Army 
to which he is legally entitled to be reinstated, and then a distin- 
guished Republican President, commander-in-chief of the armies and 
navies of the United States, like the lamented General Ulysses S 
Grant, shall then present before the country his written indorsement 
and sanctification of that report of the military commission, and the 
matter shall come before the Senate in that shape, I will then vote 
for John C. Frémont as I did for Fitz John Porter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That case can not happen in regard to Gen- 
era) Frémont. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then there is no parallel between them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No; General Frémont never was guilty of 





the failure that occurred in the other case. 
Mr. COCKRELL. General Fitz John Porter was court-martialed 
once. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 


That occurred in the other case. 
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The result was ar yunced yeas 20, nays 21; 3 follows: 
YEAS 
( Hear Sawyer, 
Davis Hiscock, Spooner, 
Farwell, Hoar Stewart 
rye Ingalls Teller, 
Gibsor Jones of Ne ‘ Wilson of Iowa. 
Gras Mander 
Ca t Hale Mitchell 
Ch er Hi P r 
y 
iat Co ‘ Pa Ve 
Bech Coke P ‘ Vi ] 
} r { tt P j S of M 
Blackburt (i f Kea 
I Higrett hi I 
Brown J \ 
Ch ha Paddock S sbury 
> ( r Sherman, 
D I Phi Stanford 
Dolph K ‘ Quay, Stockbridge 
Kdmund MePher Ransom oorhe 
ust lor Ri 
iva Ml Sal 
ot bill w l ed 
PRESIDI LA PPROVAI 
me lent of the United States, by Mr. O. I 
PRUDEN, one of | ecretaries, announced that the President had y: 
terday appro ed and red the following acts: 
An act (S. 341 frranting a pension to William Knight, Jacob Par 
rott, and John Whollam 
An act (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 
An act (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 
, ‘ “. 1539) to increase the pension < of James F. Gott: and 


to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett. 


ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR [move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 405, which is the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 405) providing for the 
adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising 
hour law, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment —. by Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mi 





under the eight 


President, 
and earnest friend of the 


I do not think there is any more 


sincere men who labor for their living than I 
am. I think my whole public life has demonstrated that fact. For 
the last twelve or fourteen years while I have been in Congress I have 
allowed no o pport nity to pass where I might do anything towards 


triking down class 
fruits of his 
direction 

We shall be told and have been told that this is a measure in the 
interest of laboring men. If it was a measure in the interest of all 
laboring men alike and involved no improper principle, it would have 
my support; but as a measure in favor of a few laboring men at the 
expense of a great many laboring men, it will not have my support. 
apparent from what has been said upon this sub- 
ject that the persons whom it is proposed to benefit by this bill have 
no legal rights, and I suppose that will not be controverted, because 
the bill itself is founded upon the idea that they have no legal rights. 
\s they have no legal rights, we should inquire what equitable rights 
they have to such action by Congress as is here proposed. 

1 directing attention to that inquiry it is safe to say that all those 
who secure employment under the Government are considered by them- 
selves and by others : of their class to be fortunate and favored by the 
fact that they get « mployment under the Government. Hundreds and 


legislation and towards securing to every man the 
own labor—that I have not done what I could do in that 


rf 


it has been made 


thousands seek such employment, and have always done it, who could 
not obtain it. Those who succeed in getting that employment preft 


it, because as a rule the pay is better and because the pay is certain. 
Those who succeed in getting that employment under an arrangement 
which they have agreed to, and who have been paid according to their 
express and come now and ask Congress for the pas- 
to go back for twenty years to take up the case of each 

he labored more than eight hours a day, and 
>» bring suit for the recovery of the pro rata 


implied contract, 
sage of a law 


one and inquire whether 
if he did to authorize him 


amount which would be es for the time he served over eight hoursof | 


each day, and, as is suggested by a Senator near me, very likely and 
in a large measure the case is to be heard upon ex parte testimony. 

if these persons when they obtained this employment were more 
fortunate than their neighbors, if their contract has been satisfied by 
payment, what right have they to ask that their brother laborers shall 
now be taxed to give them more than they bargained for and to give 
them an additional amount to that which they accepted for their serv- 
ices? It is too common, I think I am warranted in saying, that we 
seem in Congress never to know the rights or the claims of anybody | 
but those who seek to plunder the Treasury. It seems to me that it | 
is but seldom that we think of the men who labor and toil, who earn 








| of Pensions showed that it involved about $800,000, 000. 


the money that goes into the Treasury. We seem only to exercise our 
liberality in giving away the public money to those who may chance 
to be our special favorites. Is there never to be an end of this? Are 
ve to have such raids as chis perpetrated upon the Treasury without 
imit, always in favor of those who can vote? Is it to be imagined 
that such a bill as this would ever have come here if it had not been 
for the number of votes it was supposed its passage would control; and 
do men forget, and will they continue to forget, that the time may come 
and God grant it may be scon) when it will be found that the millions 


undered have votes as well as the thousands for whose bene- 





lundered ? 


| I have never represented a class that plundered the Treasury for any 








} purpose. I have felt that my duty in Congress was to represent the 

| yx ple who support this Government by their taxes. I have felt it to 

] du to l 1 their int ests al l pi rect them, and J women 8 ) 

the masses of tl peop ip} & ti ove! 1€nt ag inst tl W 
who plunder it. 

{ow much is this to involve? The Senator from New Hampshire 


I ‘ peer at the out- 

side, four millions of dollars, I believe. The Senator from Massachu- 
;[ Mr. Dawes], I believe, in speaking of this bil said that be- 

| tween the passage of the law of 1868 to the period of the President’s 


| proclamation, less than a year after that, on this account there had 


been $700,000 for service of less than one year. Now 
that by 20 

Mr. BLAIR. The I did not un 
derstand that to be the statement of the Senator from Mas 

Mr. REAGAN, If I have misstated it he w 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator who made it will understand it. I 
wish to say—— 

Mr. DAWES. I have not looked at the RecorpD, and therefore I 
do not know what I did say which is referred to; but I have a cleat 
recollection of what was the estimate of the Department and of th 
general character of the reply. The estimate atthe Dep artment wh« 

he paragraph alluded to was inserted in an appropriation bill in 187 
was that it would take about $700,000 to meet the obligation. ‘Tl 
report from the Treasury Department is that every one as to wh« 
claim that he had worked more than eight hours a day there was n 
had been paid, and without being able to find that report I 
have this general impression. Idid not intend to state that there y 
actually paid out of the Treasury the sum of $700,000. I will not 
state that the Government said beforehand, before that section was in 
troduced into the appropriation bill in 1872, that it would take tl 
| amount to respond to it. 
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, on this point I can s 
him right. The report of the House committee on substantially tl 
bill at the present Congress declares that after a personal examination 


, if you multiply 


Senator will allow me to say that 
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dispute 








amount actually paid on that estimate of $700,000 was ee than $2 
| 000—some $23 000 and a fraction. That is the fact as it stands. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the other wing of this Capitol 
| passed a bill, the friends of which said it would not involve over 
000,000 expenditure. Thenext report afterwards by the Commission 
been said on the subjectof the amount due is purely speculat TI 
nearest to anything that can be relied upon is what was state ‘a by i! 
S ‘from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs], and that is that the liabi 
stated in the most favorable form, the form in which he now puts i 
would be about $700,000. If you multiply that by twenty it n 
| $14,000,600, and I doubt, if this bill is passed, if the Government | 
out of it for less than $10,000,000, thoughI do not speak fi 
curate knowledge, nor can any other Senator speak from kno 
Any of us may make speculations; but the num! 
by the Government in various parts of the country tl 
years must be very great. 

In considering the equities about this demand, there is anoth 
ure that ought not to be lost sight of. If men work eight hours i 
day they ought to be paid for eight hours’ work. Many men hay 
families to support or obligations to meet or necessities of some kin 
meet are anxious to work more than eight hours out of twenty-! 
No law ought to deny them the privilege of working the numb: 
hours they desire to work. If it is desired to say that a day’ 
| eight hours, I shall not object to that, but I shall object, if eight hor 
is put down, to saying that a map who works eight hours has ear 
as much as a man w ho has worked ten hours. 
| It has been advocated on this floor by the Senator from Nevada [ M1 
| STEWART] that we ought to absolutely limit the hours of work to eig] 
| hours, for the purpose of giving employment to a greater number 
men. I do not understand the value or force of that sort of reasoning 
Eight hours of faithful labor may be as much as men ordinarily 
work; but many men, as I have suggested, will desire to work all t! 
| hours they are able to work to enable them to support their familie 














y shou 


and to enable them to meet their obligations, and no law that — ent 
them from doing so or prevents them from being paid for the numbe: 
| of hours they do work can be justified on any principle of right. 


| of the ashen by the member making, the report, Mr. TARSNuY,.the 


ang it has 
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it would have had if it had been faithfully executed. Because it has 
not been faithfully executed this bill of relief is necessary. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will allow for twenty years an act of this 
kind to be disregarded it ought to pay the penalty; it ought to show 
that we meant something by the original act; that it was not merely 
for political purposes. 

The amendmefit which I[ have offered, I think, will remedy some or 
the difficulties and prevent the necessity of more bills of this kind. I 
will read it and explain its different provisions: 

That it shall be unlawful for any officer or agent of the United States to make 
any contract or arrangement whereby any laborer, workman, artisan, or me- 
chanic shall perform more than eight hours’ labor in any one day. 

That will prevent not only working more than eight hours, but it 
will prevent letting jobs whereby one man can get twelve, fourteen, or 
fifteen hours’ labor in any one day. It was assumed and advocated 
here that it would be right to let them have piece-work and do three 
or four days’ work in one day. What is the effect of that? The ef- 
fect is to destroy the health of men by overworking them; and also to 
exclude others from obtaining work to support their families. This is 
wrong. 

Let them have as much piecework as they please, provided the 
piecework does not amount to more than the compensation for a day’s 
labor. Ifa man can do that in two hours, all the better. If he wants 
to do more work, then let him find another job. The United States 
will bear an even hand and will allow every man to have his labor 
evenly divided, so that every laborer who is required in the Govern- 
ment service shall have his eight hours’ Jabor, and the few will not 
monopolize the work to the exclusion of others equally entitled to em- 
ployment. 

In every trade and in every pursuit in the country there is a constant 
tendency to the monopolizing of labor and crowding others out, to the 
injury of those who must labor to live. Let the work of the Govern- 
ment be fairly divided; let no man in the United States be paid for 
more than one day’s labor in one day, whether he gets it by job work 
or otherwise. 

This amendment further goes on: 

Or shall receive for his services performed in any one day more than the wages 
for one day's labor, except as herein otherwise provided; nor shal! there be any 
deduction from the amount of the wages of any laborer, workman, artisan, or 
mechanic by reason of the limitation to eight hours’ work. 

Nothing shall be deducted from his wages because he works only 
eight hours. It provides further that when the laborers on the Gov- 
ernment works are not sufficient more shall be employed. 

It meets the argument frequently used that a necessity may arise 
when the work of others can not be procured, . The amendment pro- 
vides for an emergency of that kind, as follows: 

Whenever the laborers, workmen, artisans, or mechanics in the employ of 
the United States are unable to perform the labor required, working eight 
hours per day, other persons shall be employed to perform such extra or addi- 
tional work: Provided, That incase of emergency, where the laborers, work- 
men, artisans, or mechanics engaged on any particular work or undertaking 
are unable to perform the necessary labor in eight hours to meet the necessities 
of the case, and other persons can not be procured to perform such extra labor 
and to meet suchemergency, a special contract may be made with the laborers, 
workmen, artisans, or mechanics engaged on such work to perform additional 
hours of labor and to receive a corresponding additional compensation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question, with his permission. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Take the case of an engineer, a man who is em- 
ployed about an engine with which he is entirely familiar. The ma- 
chinery falls into disorder and breaks. Does the Senator mean that the 
superintending officer shall not employ the engineer out of hours, or the 
fireman on an engine which he is running from day to day, unless he 
shall first endeavor to secure outside men to do that work? 

He might very well prefer, and so might the engineer or the fireman, 
to make the repairs on the engine which he is using and running every 
day; but under this amendment, as I understand it, in a case of that 
kind the superintending officer, the officer within whose jurisdiction 
this man is at work, would be obliged under penalty of imprisonment 
or fine—— 

Mr. GEORGE. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say, that under this amendment, as I under- 
stand it, if an engine breaks down, and the superintending officer de- 
sires that it shall be repaired, and the interest of the Government de- 
mands that it shall be repaired, and it is for the interest of all that it 
should be done by the man who was at work day by day running that 
engine, the superintending officer would be obliged to seek some out- 
side man to repair the engine under penalty of fine or imprisonment 
before he would be at liberty to employ the engineer having it it in 
daily care and charge to make the repair, no matter if it took but a 
half hour of his time or an hour of his time, and however willing he 
might he to render the service. Does the Senator intend that his amend- 
ment shall be as far-reaching as that? 

Mr.STEWART. Thelanguage would not be as far-reaching as that. 


Mr. SPOONER. I think so. 
Mr. STEWART. No. 


Mr. SPOONER. It says: 


That in case of emergency, where the laborers, workmen, artisans, or me- 
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chanies engaged on any particular work or undertaking are "nable to perform 
the necessary labor in eight hours to meet the necessities of the case, and other 
persous can not be procured to perform such extra labor 

Then and only in that event may the artisan or mechanic be em- 
ployed out of hours. Under that, as I read it, there first must be an 
attempt, and an attempt in good faith, to secure some outside man to 
render that service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, I think it would 
have to be done every day, because the engineer must be at work every 
day before the eight hours begin to get his engine in readiness. It re- 
quires two engineers to run a ten-horse engine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think there is anything in that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I feared the amendment might be altogether too 
restrictive. 

Mr.STEWART. Idonot think there will be any trouble about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Might there not be in the case I put? 

Mr.STEWART. Isuppose ifa man washed off his engine there would 
not be any trouble about that. In case the engine should break down, 
of course the man understanding it would be the only man to take hold 
of it and do the work. If there was a break down and there was time 
to employ other men, let them do it. But they often work men to 
death in that way. I do not think there is any difficulty about that. 
I think it is sufficiently guarded. 

It requires a very stringent law to carry this out when there is a 
disposition to evade it, a disposition on the part of employers to evade 
it and on the part of laborers to submit in order to get employment. 
I do not think, however, the Government of the United States is run- 
ning any work that it can not do with eight hours’ labor. In caseofa 
breakdown, if nobody understands it sufficiently to take it up, of 
course there would be no violation of this law to have the man in 
charge go on and do the work. It would be practically impossible to 
get a man in time. 

The law willbe reasonably construed. Ido not think it goes too far, 
You need rather strong language or it will be evaded as it was before. 

It is very easy to talk about this as a buncombe measure, as a measure 
to catch votes. It is very easy to smother bills of this kind because 
the laborers are not here to advocate their adoption; they are not here 
to pass them; they are not organized for that purpose; they are not 
corporations with agents here. Iam thankful that they are organizing 
and discussing labor questions, for I think good has come of it and good 
will come of it. 

If we have liberal laws which do not discriminate against labor, the 
laborers will submit to rules and regulations which are reasonable in 
themselves, and there will be no fear of disorders or strikes. The more 
intelligence we have among the laborers, the less likely we shall be to 
have trouble. The more intelligent they are, the more they under- 
stand the situation, the less likely they are to give trouble, the less 
likely they are to rise in their wild power and destroy things. 

Too frequently it happens when strikes occur that the laborers have 
had no opportunity to understand the situation; no voice in framing the 
laws which produced that situation. They are too often treated as ma- 
chines to work out an end, and not as intelligent men to co-operate in 
great undertakings. The further the laboring man is removed from 
that vile servitude called slavery the more useful he will be to him- 
self and his employer. 

The laborers of this country are in the vast majority; they must be 
consulted; they must finally determine every question upon which the 
fate of this nation depends. What fair-minded man will say-that it is 
proper for the laboring man to devote more than eight hours a day to 
toil when he is compelled to inform himself how to vote and preserve 
the liberties of thiscountry? Time to acquire intelligence is necessary 
to prepare the voter to determine all the great and complicated questions 
arising in this Government. It is absurd to argue that drudgery alone 
will fit a man to discharge the high duties of American citizenship. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have in my mind one case of a skillful mechanic, 
a man of good health and of sober and industrious habits, whose wife 
is ill, is an invalid, and it is absolutely necessary that that man should 
work out of hours in order to pay for medicines and for a nurse and for 
medical attendance, and at the same time support his family. He is 
willing to do it. Should the law deprive him of the right to do it ? 

Mr. STEWART. I will suppose another case—— 

Mr. SPOONER. No; answer this. Should the law deprive him of 
the right to do it? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; if he worked for the Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. If that is a good rule for the Government is it not 
a good rule for others? 

Mr. STEWART. Itisa good rule for anybody. Suppose ten men 
with sick wives and families to support have no employment what- 
ever and no money to buy medicine, would you provide for only one 
sick family, or would you divide the work, so that each sick family 
might have some medicine? Besides, if a man has a sick wife and 
family he wants some time to nurse them. 

It will not do; there is no way you can turn it that a human being 
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should be turned into a machine and worked longer than eight h 
a day at manual labor. If he isan ambitious man and has a wife to 
support, there may be other thi 1 
that will elevate men and give them a chance to labor and to live 
There is no chance for the laboring man to impr t I 
has to work ten or twelve or fourteen hours a « 
why laborers have been kept down. 








They have been working an unnecessary number of hours while h 
dreds of thousands have been deprived of bread altogether because thet 
was no work for them. Wages in this country are such that if a ma 


is economical eight hours’ labor per day will support him, not as we 
as he ought to be supported perhaps, but better than 
try on earth. You will not pay him any more if y 
work twelve or fourteen hours, he will not be benetited by it, and 
by no means certain that his employer will be benetited. You mak 
paupers or criminals of thousands of others for want of emplo: 
whom the employer is taxed to feed or punish. 

It is a fearful loss to crowd a large portion of the working commu 
nity out of employment and cause them to become tra r cri 
inals. It is inconsistent and absurd. L[ight hours is enoug] 1d 
man in eight hours will perform as much service in a lifetime, and 
perhaps a great deal more, than he will at twelve hours a day. 

He will do nearly as much in a given day of eight hours as he 
in twelve. He will doa great deal more per hour. He is fresh and 
able to labor, and his work is worth a great deal more. In the min 
and elsewhere we find that the eight-hour shifts accomplish about as 
much as the ten-hour shifts. You get about all the vigor and force 
there is in a man in eight hours’ active work, and that is enough; then 
let him rest. 

The system of working men more than eight hours does two things. 
It overworks those who do work and renders them incapable of pe 
forming the duties of citizens of the United States by depriving them 
of the means of intelligence and information, and it throws out of em 
ployment thousands of others to become a burden upon society. It is 
wrong in every aspect. 

This amendment I hope will pass, not for political purposes, but fo1 
the elevation of the laboring classes of this country. It is time that 
we should commence to consider their rights and interests, because upon 
their intelligence and virtue the independence and perpetuity of this 
Government depend. They do not depend upon your rich men; they 
do not depend upon the monopolists; they depend upon the great mass 
of the laboring men of this country. Why should we set an examp)| 
of exacting from them such burdens that they can not prepare then 
selves for the duties of American freemen? I say more than eight 
hours’ work does destroy a man’s capacity for the duties of an Ameri 
can freeman by depriving him of the means of informing himself and 
giving him the rest and recreation necessary in order to perform t 
duties of a citizen properly. 

I should like to see a proper law passed upon the subject. As sox 
as Congress passed an eight-hour law Government officials and every 
body attempted to do away with it by special contracts and by eve 
conceivable device. Of course the laboring men who are obliged to 
labor to feed their families will submit to any arrangement that the 
employers will make. That has been the difficulty; itis the difficulty 
all over the world. Laboring men have been forced during al! time to 
submit to the exactions of their employers. If the employers say 
twelve hours, as they do in Europe generally, twelve hours itis. If 
the employers say ten hours, ten hours itis. But whenthe employers 
say eight hours in this free America it will be eight hours, and eight 
hours will be more effective than twelve hours in any other part of the 
world. 

With eight hours’ labor our laborers would be doubly more effectiy 
than any other laborers on earth working twelve or fourteen hour 
They would be men, and not slaves. It would be intelligent, and not 
degraded labor. That is what we must aim at, and that is what our 
legislation must be directed to. 

I am tired of hearing men denounced as demagogues and as trying 
to catch votes whenever there is any legislation proposed for the mass 
of the people. There is no demagogism about this. If you give peo- 
ple time and do not work them to death they will understand their 
own interest and not be deceived by demagogues. But what chance 
has a man, after twelve hours’ work, to discover the arts of demagogues 
and protect himself at the ballot-box? Do you talk about legislating 
against monopolies with a backing of overworked and depressed peo 
ple behind you, who have no time to see what you are doing? I say 
nothing can be done for reform faster than the people demand it, and 
the people can not demand it until they understand it. They must 
have time. 3 , 

Believing, as I said, in the eight-hour law, I hope my amendment 
will be adopted to make it effective. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not see how this Government 
is to escape paying certain sums to certain laborers proposed to be re- 
lieved by the bill. The Government passed a law declaring that eight 
hours should be a day’s work. It was a very simple proposition. In 
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case men worked nine, ten, or eleven hours in the face of that law, were | stand that the bill purports to refer any question to the 
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i 
the n to whether labor had been performed in ex- | 
re of « t ho lif so, by whom? ‘That isall there is in the 
b If that i ned, 1 understand the case is made out. 

NI GEOKG! nen I dertake to decide by the bill the qu 3- 
tion whether the United States is under a legal obligation to pay these 
parties an extra 1 for t] labor. We decide that, and we decide | 

wut evidence | hich we shall act. 

It true the Co e on Education and Labor did heat me rep- 

ves of the laboring men who have been employed, but no hear 

been had on the part of the United States, that is, on the part 

e great ma 1 t! peo} of the United States by whose labor the 

1 re put into the Treasury h are to be applied to the purpose 
discharging t) debt Chey have not been heard, and the bill does 

) OW 1 to be heard By the bill we take the case, decide it 
wit it evid efer it tothe courts, as stated by the Senator 

ew Ha lire, 0 ly for the purpose of ascertaining who 
worked and how m hours they worked in ex 3 of the eight hours. 

When we do that we do something right in the face of the statute 

which this « 1 has been made. The statute of 1869, which I 

i before me, I will read to the Senate 

Eight ho L« i v é i 

‘ , i ( i 
{ ‘ 

in the case ref ed to by the Senator from Massachusetts Mi 

\ j | se eral da ago, and which has been referred to by oth« rsen- 
itors, that itut .ierwent judicial determination, its meaning was 

ttled, a the 1 ning was, as was read by the Senator from Massa 
chusetts the other da that it imposed no obligation upon the Govern- 
ment to pay tot iborer anything outside of the corttract which he 
made with the Government oflicer. I will read part of the decision. 


‘The court said 


I atute of the il State lo i t< re with this ; j 
7 ' 

prin e of everybody making his own contract 
I I : 

It does not specify a um Ww h shall be paid for the labor of eight h rs 
it the pi 7 be m when the hours are greater or less when t 

pours are fewer It is silent as to everything except directions to its « i 

that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for a laborer. 
id, The statute does not provide that the employer and the labors 
ee with each other as to what time shall constitute a day's work, 


Chat is the statute under which this right is claimed, a statute which 
does not prescribe, in the language of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that more money or less shall be paid for eight hours than for 

y other number of hours. It makes no reference whatever to the 
compensation to be paid. It does not provide that the United States 
ofiicer employing the laborer and the laborer may not of themselves 
agree with each other as to what time shall constitute a day’s work. 

Chat is the foundation of this bill. The statute as construed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States isthe lawoftheland. By the law 
of the land, then, as settled beyond controversy or dispute, there is no 
obligation on the part of the United States to pay these men who have 
worked more than eight hours a day one single cent for the extra hours. 

rhen this proposition comes up: Are we out of the Treasury, the | 
money contributed by all the people of the United States, and largely | 
by the laborers of the United States, who were not benefited by the 
statute, and who will not be benefited by the statute if the bill passes, 
to take the money from them and give it to these laborers? It is a 
pure giftin law. There is not a seintilla of legal obligation, and it 
was so decided by the Supreme Courtof the United States, to pay these 
men one single cent. It isa pure gift; it is a pure donation. 

Mr. President, ought wt todo that? That is the question. Ought 
the Congress of the United States to make a donation of several millions 
of dollars for three or four thousand laborers who happened to be in a 
more favorable condition than any other laborers in the United States 
in getting into the workshops of the United States? That is the ques- 
tion. 

There is no money in the Treasury which has not been put there by 
iaxation. Money does not grow in the Treasury of the United States. 
The United States engages in no business by which it makes money. 
It simply levies money in the shape of taxes from everybody in the 
United States and puts it into the Treasury. When we propose to pay 
any money out of the Treasury to anybody as a pure gift, we ought 
certainly to determine beforehand that the parties are in some merito- 
rious condition which authorized them to be the beneficiaries of the 
Government. These men are laborers, but are they in a worse condi- 
tion, are they not in an infinitely better condition, than their neigh- 
bors who at the same time in the same town or city were working for 
private parties ? 

Mr. President, I have some evidence upon that subject. When I 
was a member of the Committee on Education and Labor some three 
or four years ago this question came before that committee, and Gen- 
eral Butler, of Massachusetts, appeared in behalf of the laborers. 

Hie made a very long and interesting speech in behalf of the pay- 
ment of these claims. Before I state what occurred, however, I must 





say to the Senate that we had a stenographer to take down General 
Butler’s speech and the colloquies ,between him and the various mem- 
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bers of the committee. His statement was taken down. It was writ- 
It was sent to General Butler for correction, and it has never 
been returned. Upon that subject I desire the Sec retary torea 1 a let- 
ter which I will send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the letter. 


Che Seeretary read as follows: 


ten out. 














OFFICIAL REpo! ERs OFFICE Usirep STATES SENATE 
Washington, D. C., June 13, 1888 
‘cin Str: In response to your inquiry, I have to say that the manuscript o? 
statement of Ge 1B. F. Butler before the Senate Committee on Educa- 
i Labor some four years ago,on the matter of claims of Government em- 
ployés for working more than eight hours per day, was left at his office in this 
y with Mr. Barrett, who attended to his business. Mr. Barrett promised to 
forward to General Bu r, and undoubtedly Ll so 
juest that the manuscript should be left with Mr. Barret 
rhe manuscript has never beer irned A} ation 
| to Mr. Barrett forits ret i, y ¢ icral Butler 
ver was receives ym him, 
rhe original shorthand notes of General Butler’s stater nt have long since 
been used up. It is our habit to use the paper on which notes are taken by 
ting long-hand on the opposite side so as to econornize in the use of pape: 
I have, at your request, made frequent search for those notes during the past 
hree years, and am satisfied that they were long since disposed of in the man 
stated 
Yours, truly, 
Db. F. MURPHY 
Tr Z Grorae. United States Senate 


ii 4 


Mr. GEORGE. Ihave had that letter read, not for the purpose of 
convicting General Butler of a willful suppression of the statement 
which he made before the committee—I disclaim any purpose of that 
sort—but to show that 1 have made every effortin my powerto procure 
that statement as he made it, and as a justification to me for makinga 

tatement of what he said, as I remember it. I have doneail I could 
to get the paper. I have applied over and over again, as Mr. Murphy 
ays, for the original draught as written out, and then afterwards, when 
I learned that the paper was not returned by General Butler, I asked 
to have the paper reproduced from the stenographic notes, and you 
iave the Reporter’s answer. 

[ asked General Butler at the close of his speech, or very near the 

: of it, if it was not a fact well known to him that the laborers on 
the Government works had an exceptionally desirable position, much 
more so than those engaged in private establishments in the same com- 
munity. His answer was substantially this: ** You are correct. It is 


| one of the great troubles and annoyances of a member of Congress, hav- 


ing one of these Government workshops in his district, to provide 
places in those workshops for his friends.’ hat was the statement 
he made. So it appears that these laborers who were in the Govern- 
ment workshops had exceptionally good pesitions—positions that were 
sought for, positions which when received were regarded as advantages 
over their fellow-workmen in the same community engaged in the 
same class of work. 

That is the position which these laborers now oceupy. 
ject to their occupying as good a position as they can get. Iam glad 
whenever a laborer can get a position which enables him to do better 
than he otherwise would; but when thisclass of men thus favored above 
their fellow-laborers in getting choice positions, getting them by favor 


[ do not ob- 


| of politicians and members of Congress, have voluntarily made con- 


tracts with the Government which are not onerous to them, which are 
not in violation of any law of Congress, as the Supreme Court decided 
in the ease to which I called the Senate’s attention—I say under all 
these circumstances when they come here and ask for a mere donation 
out of the Treasury, I inquire, Shall I give it to them? And on this 


point I want to quote General Butler again in that interview. 


It is not a question of fact, but a question of political economy on 
which the general and I happened to agree. 

I asked him if it was not a fact that in the main the taxes paid into 
the Treasury were paid by the labor of the country, and he, agreeing 
with me on that point in political economy, answered very properly, 
‘‘ves.’’ I then asked him, as I ask the Senate, where is the propriety, 
where is the justice of taxing the-great mass of the laboring people of 
this country in order that the condition of those of their fellows, which 
without this donation is much better than theirs, should be made 
better still? 

I put this to the Senate for their calm consideration, and whether 
you agree with General Butler and myself upon the point in political 
economy that taxes are paid almost uniformly and universally by the 
labor of this country, you must admit that under our taxing system 
they are very largely paid by them. I understand there are three or 
four thousand of these favored laborers. 

Mr. BLAIR. Between 14,000 and 15,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; there are between 14,000 and 15,000 
favored employés of the Goverumeut, men who have got the plums, 
men who have got the desirable positions by the favor of politicians and 
members of Congress, men who are paid more according to their labor 
than the rest of the laborers of the country; 14,000 or 15,000 of them 


| withont a single scintilla of legal right—because that has been disposed 


of '|.y the Supreme Court of the United States—come in here and ask us 
to tax all the rest of the laborers of the country in order, not that they 
shall get what they contracted to get, not that they have not got what 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the joint res- 
olution (H. Res, 176) to provide for the enforcement of the eight-hour law, have 
to report 
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That, after mature consideration, recommendation is made that the Senate 
non-concur in the action of the House 

Without going into an argument as to the justice and propriety of the eight- 
liour law now upon the statute-books, and touching only the workingmen in 
Government employ, your committee are of the opinion that the law explains | 
itself most distinctly it means that Government labor shall be confined to 
eight hours each day, but has no reference whatever to the compensation for 


such labor. This opinion is fortified by the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, opinion delivered by Justice Swayne, May 6, 1878, United 
States vs, Driscoll. 

itis clear to your committce that the Government should employ its work- 
ingmen at the same rate as is paid for like labor outside of Government estab- 
lishments in the same locality. A system under which it would pay higher 
wages than private concerns pay for like work would result in establishing 
favoritism in labor which would very naturally be offensive to all men outside 
Government employ, and would ultimately lead to the abandonment of the 
Government workshops 

It is well known thatin these workshops men are often employed upon the 
recommendation of members of Congress, not always with reference to their 
qualifications. « 

The systera of itself is sufficiently distasteful to the workingmen outside of 
the Government establishments, and any regulation or law giving to these Goy- 
ernment employés the same wages for eight hours’ work which the same class 
of workmen outside get for ten hours’ work would make it still more distaste- 
ful. Your committee believe that the mass of workingmen of the country are 
not in sympathy with the spirit of this resolution. 

Accompanying this report is the petition from some of the workingmen of 
Boston, which was referred to your committee for their consideration, Your 
committee ask to be relieved from further consideration of the same. 

The following is a copy of the decision of the Supreme Court referred to 
above: 


* * * * * 


** To the honorable the Senale and House of Representatives 
of the United States assembled at Washington: 


or 


The undersigned are mechanics of Boston and vicinity, and respectfully 
represent that they have seen presented in the House of Representatives a reso- 
lution to enforce what is known as the eight-hour law—that is, to pay laborers 
employed on Government works as much pay for eight hours’ labor asthe same 
class of men can get for ten hours’ work elsewhere. We conceive this to be a 
great outrage to those of us mechanics who; from political or other reasons, 
have never been able to get employed in the navy-yard or other public works, 
The extra pay these few men get comes out of us in the way of taxes on the 
great body of the industry of the country. Not one inten thousand of the me- 
chanics or laborers of the country can be employed on Government works, and 
those that get this employment are the henchmen of the members of Congress, 


for whose election they work, as every one familar with the subject knows. | 


They are not among the thriving laborers of the country. 

When it is seen that in all agricultural and farming occupations there can, 
from the necessity of the case, be no such thing as a regulation or limitation of 
the hours of labor, and that this department of industry requires more labor 
than all the other departments together, and that the burden of taxation falls 
more heavily on this interest than any other, it seems strange than any one fit 
to go to Congress should be demagogue enough to advocate paying the political 
laborers who get into the navy-yards and post-offices 20 per cent. more pay than 
better mechanics elsewhere can get. We respectfully pray that the eight-hour 
law be repealed, or so enforced as that men who get on Government work shall 
not be paid any more than others can get, or, if they can, that their extra pay 
shall come out of the salary of the member of Congress who got them the work. 

** May 9, 1878, 
“A.J. JOHNSON. 
“WM. M. MERRILL. 
“A. F. HEATH. 
“THOS. R. HARRIMAN. 
“AUSTIN P. CARTER. 
“S, P. HALL, 
“HORACE A. MILLS. 


‘Pp. S.—We believe every honest mechanic would sign if we had the time to 
present this to him.” 
Mr. GEORGE. 
by the Committee on Education and Labor at that time. 
joint resolution which the committee considered which passed the House 

of Representatives May 9, 1878: 


That paper appended to the report was brought in 


That according to the true intent and meaning of the act of Congress approved 
June 25, 1868, entitled “‘An act constituting eight hours a legal day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” eight hours constitute a day’s work for all such la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics; and while said act remains upon the statute- 
book no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by the Government, by the 
day, to such Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of the reduction of 


the hours of labor; and that all headsof Departments, officers, and agents of the | 


4iovernment are hereby directed to enforce said law as long as the same is un- 
repealed, 

That was the resolution which the Committee on Education and La- 
bor had before them and upon which they made their report, 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to make an interruption, 
not to get into the discussion, which I see goes too far, but to correct 
his statement as to my inaccuracy? What I said was that this bill 
providing for the payment of arrears had been pending during three Con- 
gresses, with, so far as I know, favorablereports in each House during 
each Congress. That was, as the Senator will observe, a joint resolu- 
tion declaratory of the true meaning of the act, and I did not take it 
into consideration. It was passed by the House and disapproved by 
the Senate in the year 1878. 

Mr. GEORGE. I-think the Senator from New Hampshire is correct. 
It was not a bill to pay the laborers, but a joint resolution declaratory 
of the meaning of the act. On thatcommittee were the following gen- 


tlemen, who all joined in the report: Mr. Burnside, chairman, Mr. 
Patterson, Mr. MorriLt, Mr. Bruce, Mr. Sharon, Mr. Gordon, Mr. 
Maxey, Mr. Bailey, and Mr. Lamar. 


A debate grew up on that re- 


Here is the | 


| 
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port, and I desire to read some extracts from it, especially from the 
peeches of Mr. Burnside and the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Mor- 
RILL] who I see is not present. Mr. Burnside said: 


I should be glad to have the Senator refer to it, 

That is, the law— 

I can find no such law on the statute-book. That the Government of the United 
States shall pay men for eight hours’ work the same amount of money that is 
paid by private establishments outside for ten hours’ work is simply absurd. It 
is not honest and right. Itis unjust to the other workmen of the United States. 
The main body of work'ngmen in the United States do not want any such meas- 
ure as this passed. They do not want a privileged class of workmen in the 
Government workshops. No man in this Congress is more interested in the 
welfare of the workingman than I am; I give that as much thought almost as 
I do any other subject. There is nothing within reason that I can be called upon 
to do to relieve the wants of the workingmen of this country that I will not do; 
but I will not do an unjust act. I will not do a thing that is unjust to the work- 
ingmen of the United States as a body for the benefit of two or three thousand 
employés of the Government of the United States. The resolution on its face is 
absurd and unjust and wrong. 


That is what General Burnside said upon it. Now, I will read what 
the venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] said. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator give me the date of that speech ? 

Mr. GEORGE. It was in 1878. 

Mr. VANCE. There was no Presidential election pending then? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; no Presidential election was pending. June 
17 this mafter came up again, and I will read an extract from the 
speech of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u.] He said: 

I think it is decidedly hostile to the interests of the workingman himself; it 
undermines his independence; itis saying that some legislative power may 
regulate the number of hours which he should work 

Very much like the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] talked 
a little while ago— 
when it ought to be left to the stern, self-independence of every man to make 
his own bargain and his own contract as to how he will work, when and where, 
and how long. 

Here is what the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] said June 
12, 1878: 

Mr. President, I desire to say a word or so on this subject, and if I had time 
and the Senate had time I think I could convince any workingman that this 
law was adverse to his interests. I am not sure that I can convince the Sen- 
ate, 

* & * - * * « 


Now, Mr. President, I think that it is wrong for us to create fat places for a 
few of our people and make all the rest who contribute to their support dis- 
contented. Take the farmers and mechanics of my own State, or of any other 
State, and it will be found that they work more than twelve hours upon the av- 
erage; and yet these men are called upon to work and contribute for the sup- 
port of the men who only are to work eight hours, 


Again he said: 

The whole of my sympathies are altogether in favor of the laboring men; I 
belong tothat class myself; but I donot liketo have them deceived, humbugged 
I would say if it were a proper word, by any such measure as this. I do not 
believe it is in their interest. Our workingmen are in an entirely different po- 
sition from the workingmen of Europe. They are not dependent; they can go 
where they please all over this country and find employment either in agri- 
culture, manufactures, mining, or in the mechanic arts. They have had the 
benefit of schools and know howto take care of themselves, They are compe- 
tent to make their own bargains. 

When the Senator from Vermont was saying what these workmen 
could do, that they could go all over the country and get work where 
they were employed, I am sorry he could not say they could all get 
work in the Government shops at $2.50 or $3.50 a day and work only 
eight hoursaday. Iam sorry he was compelled to admit tnat there 
were only a few who could get this privilege, and that the great body 
of the workmen of this country were compelled to work longer hours 
in order to contribute to those who were more favored than they. I 


| will read another extract from the speech of the Senator from Vermont. 


He said: 

Under the law as it is now administered, while eight hours are prescribed for 
a day’s work, we pay in proportion to what is paid outside for similar work. 
Is not that just? Is any one in favor of buying anything that the United States 
shall require for its use, ship-timber, iron, or anything else, and paying 20 per 
cent. more than anybody else pays. Is it not calculated to excite discontent 
over the whole country, and to make men over-anxious to get Government 
employment? I had a letter this very morning urging me to assist a man to 
get into one of these navy-yards. I donotthink thatitisright and proper that 
we should have these fat places secured— 

How ?— 
by political influence and entirely against the interests of all the millions of 
other workingmen, solely for the benefit of three or four thousand men who 
are employed by Government. 

That was the language of the venerable Senator from Vermont upon 
that subject. 

Now, Mr. President, I have but very little further to say. I have 
put the facts before the Senate, and the Senate must perceive that it is 
but a proposition to make those who are less favored than these men 
in the Government shops contribute to make them even more favored 
than they were before, and that is all there is init. Ifit werea prop- 
osition for the benefit and the welfare of the great mass of the labor- 
ing people of this country, and I could see it in that way, it would af- 
ford me the greatest pleasure to vote for it; but as it is a proposition 
simply to tax the underpaid laborers of this country, who are working 
longer hours in order to contribute to the favored few, who, as the Sen- 
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ator from Vermont said, secured their places by political influence, I 
opposed to it. 
Mr. DAWES. Ishall detain the Senate but a moment [ would 


not interfere with the conduct of this bill by the committee to who 
it was committed, being in entire harmony with the object the con 




















mittee have in view, were it not for the fact that the bill discloses, a1 
the discussion also discloses, that there are a variety of circumstat 
under which employés of the Government have been engaged to 1 
somewhat with the view of avoiding this very law. 

This bill has been so drawn as to secure compensatio hose ) 
were employed in the navy-yards, and not, I suppose, with the view 
exclude anybody else, but because those who were en ploye in 
na yards had more to do with presenting it, and therefore the 
ditions under which they worked have been brought more cl: 
fore the committee than those of any others 

The armorers of the country have 1 shapil ~ 
I represented the district in wh etield Armor l 
for many years in the House of ind d time 
that this law was enacted, and I ha onal kno f t 








manner in which the armorers have struggled with this law; and it i 
only because I desire to have this bill so worded in its phraseology 
that the’ ill derive benefit from it that I venture to interfere at 


in this disc ussion. 











After the eight-hour law was passed it was submitted to three differ 
ent Attorneys-General for their opinion. Two of them gave the op 
ion that the law had no reference to compensation, but « t 
number of hours that each employé should be engaged in work fo 
Government. Thereupon President Grant issued the proclamati 
which I have before me and which I will read 

Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25 3, constit lona 
that date eight hours a day’s wo f i laborers, wor el and it I ~ 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 1 ted States and repeal 
all acts or parts of acts inconsistent therewith 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the | ted States 
direct that from and afte his date » redu ~ na t 
paid by the Government by the day to su 4 rers, W er ind é 
on account of such reduction of the hours of labor 

In testimony whereof I have het » set my hand l ca 
United States to be affixed 

Done at the city of Washington, this 19th day of May the year « ir | 
1869, and of the Independence of the United States the n y-thir 

{ GRANT 


By the President 
HAMILTON FIsH 
Secretary of Stat 

Thereupon the Secretary of War addressed a letter to another At 
torney-General, asking him what was the condition of the United State 
after that proclamation. I have here the answer of Attorney-Genera 
Akerman to that inquiry: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Ma 1, 187i 





Str: Your letter of the 23d instant requests my opinion as to the 
tion to be placed upon the President's proclamation of May 19, 1869, dire¢ 
that no reduction shall be made from and after that date in the per diem wags 
paid to laborers, workmen, and mechanics, on account of reduction of the nu 
ber of working hours consequent upon the act of June 25, 1868, and whethe 
not workmen are entitled to extra compensation for extra working hours (over 
eight) from the passage of the act to the date of the President's proclamati 

rhe act of June 25, 1868 (15 U. S. Stat., p. 77) declared that “‘eight hours sha 


constitute a day’s work forall laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed 
or who may be hereafter employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States.”’ 

As this act was construed by Attorney-General Evarts (12 Opinions, pa 
530) and by Attorney-General Hoar in an unpublished opinion of April 20, Ls 
it did not relate to compensation, but only to the hours of labor, and the com- 
pensation was left to be regulated upon the principles in force at the time of its 
passage. The President’s proclamation of May 19, 1869, directed that from and 
after that date no reduction should be made in wages on account of the reduc- 
tion wrought by that act in the hours of labor. The proclamation, by itsterms 
is to have effect from and after its date. 

Persons serving the Government as laborers, workmen, and mechanies after 
that date received from that proclamation a notice that the statutory redu 
of the hours of labor would not reduce their pay; and consequently this ex 
pectation entered into their contracts with the Government for labor Pr 
viously to that proclamation there was no statutory or Executive announ 
ment that they would receive the wages of a day of ten hours for working 
eight hours. They served the Government without any authorized expectatior 
of receiving more than the customary wages, and nothing more is justly due to 
them. The subject of wages is a matter of contract, either expressed or i uplied, 
and while the Government should most scrupulously keep its faith by paying 
to persons in its service all that it engages to pay, it is under no obligation to 
pay more for the past because it has agreed to pay more for the future 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. T. AKERMAN, Attorney-General, 





Hon. WILLIAM W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 

Thereupon the War Department resorted to another device by which 
to evade this law after the opinion of the Attorney-General was to th: 
effect that the proclamation held out the promise that the men were to 
be paid by the hour at the rate ofeighthoursaday. It was a promise 
on the part of the Government, in the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, that they should have a full day’s compensation for eight hours’ 
labor. Then the War Department resorted to this method at the armo- 
ries: They made every man who wanted to work for the Government 
sign this agreement: 

We, the undersigned, employed at the National Armory, Springfield, Mass., 


on behalf of the United States, hereby agree to work ten hours each calendar 
day, or at the rate thereof, for the sums set opposite our respective names, This 
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NAYS—22, 

sate, Call Gray, Pugh, 

Seck,. Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Berry Coke Hearst, Vance, 
Blodgett, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest. 

sgrown, George, McPherson, 

Butler. Gibson, Pasco, 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Ailison, Gorman, Paddock, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Harris, Payne, Spooner, 
Chace, Hiscock, Platt, Stanford, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Plumb, Walthall, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edinunds, Manderson, Kansom, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Morgan, Riddleberger 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
question now is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr, COCKRELL, I ask for the veas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I would vote ‘‘ yea”’ if I 
were not paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
he would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wi1son]. 

Mr. STEWART. I will transfer the pair of the Senator from Iowa 
[ Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. Then I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE], and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE, 
from Vermont [Mr. MorrI.u}. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—2. 


Iam paired 


Blair Farwell, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Palmer, Turpie, 
Cameron, Frye, Sabin, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hale, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Spooner, 
Davis, Hoar, Stewart, 
Dolph, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
NAYS—22. 

Bate, Call, Hampton, Reagan, 
Beck, Cockrell, Hearst, Vance, 
Berry, Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, George, McPherson, Walthall, 
Brown, Gibson, Pasco, 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, 

ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Morgan, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Evarts, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Paddock, Sherman, 
Chace, Harris, Payne, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Danie}, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 


Edmunds, Manderson, Ransom, 

So the bill was passed. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next order of the day, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation 
and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘Thesubstitute only need be read. 
sary to-read the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Territories will be read. 

Mr. CALL. 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 26, noes 16. 

Mr. STEWART. I give notice now before the result is declared that 
I will call the bill up immediately after the morning business to-mor- 
row. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 18, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 


The bill will be read. 
It is not neces- 


The Senator from Florida moves 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 17, 1888. 


Having been read three times, the | 


My colleague [Mr. HArRIs] is paired with the Senator 


The amendment reported by the | 


Mr. President, pending that request, I move that the 


JULY 17, 





The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT WABASHA, MINN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7749), with 
Senate amendments, to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment to this bill and the bill be put 
on its final passage. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The amendments to this bill are 
merely formal and make no essential change in the bill—only making 
it correspond to the rules that have been adopted as to such bills. 
This bill merely pertains to the bridging of that part of the Mississippi 
River which is not navigable. It has been approved by the Secretary 
of War, and I think the reading of the amendments might be dispensed 
with. I ask unanimous consent to that effect. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

i1ENERAL GEORGE ROGERS CLARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2967) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a monument to the memory of General George 
Rogers Clark; which was referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON NEWBURGH (N. Y.) CENTENNIAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 16, 1888. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the Joint Select Committee of Congress onthe Newburgh (N. Y.) Monument 
and Centennial Celebration of 1883, submitted on the 26th of June, 1886, be 
printed, and that 4,500 copies be printed and bound in cloth; of which 1,000 shail 


be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House, and 1,500 for the use 
of the Joint Select Committee. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER AT OR NEAR CUMMINGS LANDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S.3215) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near 
Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, that is identical with a House bill 
which has been reported for the same purpose, and I ask that the 
Senate bill be now considered. The bill isin the usual form, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the reading of it be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. T. VINCENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an order of the Senate 
| directing its Secretary to request the House of Representatives to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. 
Vincent. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the request of the Senate 
will be complied with, and the Clerk will be directed to return the 
bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
| Mr. BROWER, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
| sence, on account of important business. 


BUSINESS REPORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the request I made yester- 
day for an evening session to consider bills reported trom the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to which there is no objection, light-house bills, light- 
saving stations bills, bridge bills, and right of way bills. 
| Mr. BLAND. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that all night sessions shall be 

limited, so as not to continue later than half past 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. What evening does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARDY] suggest? 

Mr. CLARDY. This evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] 


asks unanimous consent that a recess be taken this afternoon at ¢ 


Rate calla iN: 
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the evening session not to extend bey 


Is there objection ? 


Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman will s 


from his request, I will not object; otherwise 
Mr. BLAND. My request, Mr. Speaker, w 
that all evenii sessions hereafter be limited 
Mr. HAUGEN I withdraw my objecti 
gentleman from Missouri |Mr. CLARDY 
The SPEAKER. Is there further object 


Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. 
is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask unanimous conset 
report 
manne! 
There was no ot 


FILING OF REPORTS 


The following reports were filed by being 


JAMES T. HUGHES 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3473 
record of James T. Hughes; 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL JOHN M’CLA 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8922) for 


John MeClain; which was referred to the 
House on the Private Calendar, and, wit 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ 


MANAGER OI! 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also, 


of General James 8S. Negley as manager of the 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, wi 


port, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS A. FIELD 


to present be allowed to file them wit 


jection, and it was so order 


h the 


from the Commit 


bridge | 3, light-house bills, and li 


l 


t 


which was referred 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, ant 


The recular order is demanded. 
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Military Affair 
reported back favorably a House resolution concerning the re-electi 


Home 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | 


H. Rh. 10137 


favorably the bill 


for the reliet of l'rancis A. 
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aud, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Clair re 


ported a bill 


H. R. 10866) to refer theclaims against the I 


hited States 


of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian churches of Calhou 


and Pulaski, Tenn.. to the War Department; which was read a {first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ordered to | 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyin 


printed. 
CHLOE A. PAGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
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ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


reported back favorably the bill 


ordered to be printed. 
WILLARD A. 


JACKSON, 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee 
reported back adversely the bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willa 


to be printed. 
ANDREW J. 


HADLEY. 


on 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on 


reported back adversely the bill (S. ‘ 


Invalid Pensior 
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2756) granting a pension to Andre 


J. Hadley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole H: 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 


AARON R. GILKISON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 


XIX— +102 


granting a pension to 
Aaron R. Gilkison; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


H. R. 10691) to increase the pensio! 
of Mary A. Bedel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
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BRIDGI ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 
the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment e bill (H. Rh. 10527) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Alabama Kiver; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BR i} ACROSS CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported ba 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 
ola bridge across the Chattahoochee River in the State of Georgia: wh 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


10524) to authorize the construct 


SAMUEL N. NALLEY. 

Mr. LAWLER, f 1 the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of Samuel N. Nalley; which was laid 
on the table ; 

Mr. LAWLER also. from the Committee on War ( laims, re ported, 
H. R. 19868) for the reliet 


as a substitute for the foregoing bill, a bill 


of Samuel Nalley: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’FARLAND. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2223) to remove the charge of desertion and of 
having enlisted in the Confederate service from the records of the De- 
partment standing against Jobn McFarland and to grant him an hon 
orabie discharge; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed 

WILLIAM H. 

Mr. GEAR also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5564) for the relief of William H. Han 
ley: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


HANLEY. 


HOTEL, OLD POINT COMFORT, VIRGINIA, 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 84) authorizing the erection of an inn at 
Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. FORD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, 
as u substitute for the foregoing, a joint resolution (H. Res. 200) au 
thorizing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Harry Libbey and 
Philip T. Woodfin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the United States 
at Old Point Comfort, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RICHARD OULAHAN, 

Mr. FORD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3855) for the relief of Richard Oulahan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REPAIR OF GOVERNMENT ROAD, VICKSBURG, MISS. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10755) to provide for the repair 
of the road built by the Government from Vicksbarg, Miss., to the na- 
tional cemetery adjacent thereto; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROAD FROM FLORENCE, 8S. C., TO NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. TILLMAN also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported as a substitute for bill H. R. 9744 a bill (H. R. 10869) to con- 
struct a road from Florence, 8. C., to the national cemetery adjacent 
thereto; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SOWELL. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2025) to place William J. Sowell on the rolls 
of the Arkansas Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee o/ 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLIES. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, from the Committee on Comnierce, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transpor- 
tation of life-saving and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGE D. WILDER. 
Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
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thy ‘ . 4° 
Si. JULY 17, 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10095) to correct the record as to the discharge 
of} treorge bD. Wilde: which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyi 
report, ordered to be pl nted 
F 
Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
vorably the bill (S. 1856) toestablish a lift aving station on the At- 
ul coast between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean 
Md.: which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac 


| companying report, ordered to be printed 


| tleman had better withhold it for t 


| consideration of bills reported from the Com 


j 


LIGH HO I AND LIFE-SAVING STATION DETROIT RIVER. 

Ir. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent bmitted a joint resolution 
H. Res. 199 tructing the Secretary of War to cause a survey and 
report to be made ¢ rning the necess ty< faligl t-house and life-saving 
tation in the Detroit Riv which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINES 
Mr. McMILLIN [ now ask unanimous consent that the morni 
hour for the call of committees for reports be dispensed with. 
The SPEAKER 
from Tennessee ? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND 





Is there objection to the request of the gent! 

Will that interfere with a report upon a res- 

olution of ingquil 

The SPEAKER. The report could not be considered, and the gen- 
he present. ‘The report is a privi- 

h the gentleman can make notwithstanding this request. 


By unanimous consent, the morning hour for t call of committees 


leged one, wi 





was dispensed with 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my objection to the 1 quest of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri | Mr. CLARDY | for an evenin My ob- 
jection was based upon the idea that we have been asking for a night 
session for the consideration of war claims, and so far have not succeeded 
in getting one [ do not desire to block legislation upon other matters, 
but I think there ought to he 
around. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask that the order for t! 


Lit 


Session. 


a reasonable amount of concession all 


» evening session for the 





ee on Commerce shall 
include right-of-way bills. 
The Chair does not understand that the Committee 
on Commerce has reported any right-of-way bills. 

Mr. CLARDY. ‘The committee has reported one such bill. 

Ir. PETERS. I shall object to the continuation of the night ses- 
sion until half past 10 0’clock. 1] 
minates at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. CLARDY. 
session end at 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there farther objecti 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDyY ]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
that a recess be taken from 5 to 8 o’clock p. m. on July 25, the even- 
ing session to be devoted to the consideration of Senate and House bills 
reported from the Committee on War Claims to which there is no ob- 


tif the session ter- 


? ‘ ; 
iall not obje 


+ ; 


Then I will modify the request so as to have the 


o the request of the 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


jection. 


The SPEAKER. tion to the request of the gentleman 


| from Kentucky ? 


| 
} 
| 
' 
| 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
' 


| 
| 


i with reference to officers of the United State 


Mr. PETERS. I shall object unless the session terminates at 10 
o’ clock. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will so modify the request. 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS, ETC., IN MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. [rise to make a privileged report. 
The report was read, 2s follows: 

In THe Hovuse or REt 
Resolve That the Secretary of the Interior be 
inform the House of Representatives what act 


RESENTATIVES, July 14, 1888. 
nd he is hereby, requested to 


has been taken by him, if any, 
Army, Navy,and Marine Corps 
who served honorably throughout the Mexican war and whose names haye 
been dropped from the rolls. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs have au- 
thorized me to make a favorable report on that resolution and ask for 
its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not unless the House desires it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND ] 
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The SPEAKER. 
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The Clerk read as follows 
In 

Whereas the term of James § 
Soldiers’ Home, and a vacancy 
ap to be made: Therefor 

The SPEAKER. Thisis n 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call 
to be an errot in this report. 

That the House recede from 
sant 


attention to what 


rom its disagre 


Probably it was intended to ré 


the amendment.”’ 


Mr. GALLINGER. That was undoubtedly what was 1 


bill passed 
necessary change be made. 
The SPEAKER. Has the S« 
Mr. GALLINGER Yes, 


t 
) 


he Senate and the House amended it. 
nate agreed to the conf 


3 it can not be « 


The SPEAKER. Thenthe Chair 
the House. The report will pro 
The following statement of the House conferees, subi 


the rule, was read: 
Mr. GALLINGER, in behalf of t 











following statement of fa 

The bill to pension Emily J. Sta 
The bill was amended bythe H 
The Senate non-concurred in the 
appointed, At that conference t 
from the amendment and ggree 
they did because of the exceptional 


igers on the p 
issed the Senat 


amendment, a 





he Senate bill in its « 


services were concerned, and the deplorable 


poverty andincurable disease. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the repo 
of the committee of conference was agreed to: and also moved 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House mpolv 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the U 


sideration of the tariff bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee o! 


Whole on the state of the U 


in the chair 


resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cler 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Irise to 
amendments under considerati 
the bill. The Clerk has only rea 
to read section 26 now for the genera 


revenue tax on tobacco ? 


k will report the pending amendment 
a parliamentary question. 
mn that cover both sections 2 





nsideration of 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Cl 


this connection, section 26. 


Mr. McMILLIN. What is the request? 
The CHAIRMAN. That the twenty-sixth 
amendments can be offered to the two sections 


as one paragraph. 


Mr. McMILLIN. We have already as many amendmen 
as can be offered; and I have an amendment which I wish 
section 26 as soon as I can get the Opgprtunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The proposition is simply to consider these 
sections as one paragraph, that amendments may be offered to bot! 


the same time. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. By omitting to read the twenty-sixth sect 
it is not considered as under consideration: but there a I 
pending which cover both sections. 
have both sections officially read, so as to be under consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to the reading, with the un 
derstanding that I can offer an amendment which the Committee on 
Ways and Means desire to propose. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I submit that it would 





The Clerk will read section 26. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Virginia[ Mr. WISE] on yesterday, which 
the Clerk will report 


Che Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line on page 59,the word “and” before the word “snuff,”’ and 
add thereafter the words “ cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes; ’’ so that the clause 
when amended will read 

Phaton and after the Ist day of October, 1888, all taxes on manufactured 
«cl ng tobacco, smoking tobacco, snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes 


The CHAIRMAN Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
‘The question was taken, and the Chair declared the ‘* noes ”’ 
to have it. 

Mr. WISE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were 

Mr. WISE.  ! ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. N1icHo.Ls]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word ‘‘ that,” in line 1 
sert the following; so that the same shall read 


seemed 


, ° ~Q 
—ayes 43, noes 78. 


section 25, and in- 


Revised Statutes of the United States, and all other laws relating to internal- 
revenue taxes are hereby repealed to take effect on the Ist day of December, 148s: 
Provided, That all Jaws now in force shall have full force and eflect in respect 
to all offenses committed, liabilities incurred, or rights accruing or accrued prior 
to the date when this section shall take effect: Provided further, Tnat on all 
original and unbroken factory packages of smoking or manufactured tobacco, 
snull, cigars, cheroots, or other forms of tobacco held by manufacturers, fact- 
ors, jobbers, or dealers at such time as this section shall take eftlect, and upon 
allunbroken packages, kegs, barrels or other receptacies of distilled spirits and 
brewed liquors, held by distillers, dealers, or other owners of such spirits or 
liquors at such time this section shall take effect, there shall be a draw- 
back or rebate in favor of sagh manufacturer, factor, jobber, distiller, dealer, or 
other owner, as the case may be, to the full amount of the tax paid thereon: 
Provided further, That all special-tax stamps covering taxes repealed by this 
act may be redeemed for the portion of the special-tax year unexpired at the 
time of the repeal: Provided further, That no claim for rebate under this section 
shall be for a less amount than $5, and all claims for rebate as herein provided 
for shall be presented within ninety days after this section shall take effect, 
otherwise the same shall be forever barred; and all sums required to satisfy 
claims under this section shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall adopt such 
rules and regulations and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary 
to carry this section into effect 

“Sno, 26. That this act shall be in force from and after December 1, 1888, and 
all jaws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point that that is. in substance the 
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JULY 17, 


It is well known, Mr. Chairman, to those of us who were present in 
the Forty-ninth Congress how apt, how quick, how eager gentlemen 
were to have the oleomargarine business regulated. ‘This bill as it 
stands now isin the line of a fair regulation of the cigar trade, for 
sustaining the credit of worth to be attached to brands of cigars, for 
the regulation of the manufacture, and for the keeping down of tene 
ment-house work and two-thirds and even child labor; and it is due to 
these men who have spent so much time and money in perfecting their 
organization, and whose object is to keep their trade honest and fair 
for themselves as well as for those who employ them, that this Cagn- 
gress shall be conservative in its action upon this subject. I dexire 
also to have printed in the ReEcorD, for the information of the House, 
an article which exactly shows the animus and selfishness back of the 
proposition to abolish the whole of the internal-revenue tax on cigars. 

There are two States specially interested in it, Pennsylvania and 
Calitornia, The Six Chinese Companies of California desire nothing bet- 
ter than to open the doors for Chinese labor to flood the markets with 
cheap and interior cigars, and to break down the standard brands that 
are regulated and sustained by the Cigar-makers’ International Union. 

The.grticle reterred to by Mr. FARQUHAR, from the ‘* Cigar-makers’ 


| Officia? Journal,’’ was read, as follows: 
“Sec, 25. That all clauses of section 3140 to section 3165, both inclusive, of the | 


THE INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX. 
A number of cigar-dealers favor a repeal of the internal-revenue laws who 
are actuated by motives of self-interest, to which nobody can object under ex- 
isting conditions, The dealer favors the repeal in the prospect of compe!ling 


| the manufacturer to sell at lower rates. He believesin buyingin the lowest and 


same amendment which has already been offered by the gentleman from | 


North Carolina [Mr. JOmNSTON] and voted down by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a different proposition. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to amend section 26, line 3, by striking 
out ‘‘three’’ and inserting ‘‘ 
of cigars shall pay a tax of $2annually. In the discussion of this ques- 
tion yesterday the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] called the 
attention of the House to a very large industry of organized labor, and 
I now send to the desk to be read resolutions adopted by the Cigar- 
Makers’ International Union on the question which we have here under 
discussion, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Cigar-Makers’ International Union of America adopted at the seyen- 
teenth session, held at Binghamton, N, Y., the following resolutions: 

‘Whereas an agitation is being vigorously prosecuted to abolish the internal 
revenue on cigars and tobacco; , : 

‘Whereas experience has demonstrated that the agitation, even, on this sub- 
ject has had the effect of keeping thousands of workers of our trade out of em- 
ployment for months at a time; 

“Whereas the internal-revenue system, so far at least as it applies to the 
manufacture of cigars, has bad the effect of developing it from a mere sporadic 
calling into a fully established industry by which nearly 75,000 of our people 
earn their livelihood; ; 

* Whereas the abolition of the internal revenue on cigars would not benefit 
either producer or consumer by reason of its fractional bearing on each cigar : 
Therefore, be it , 

** Resolved, That we, the representatives of the cigar-makers of the country, 
in convention assembled, protest respectfully, but emphatically, against any 
interference with the internal revenue on cigars.” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in connection 
with these resolutions, that they speak the desires of a skilled labor 
union which embraces in its membership some thirty-five thousand 
men. That union also holds in its treasury, divided among the subor- 
dinate unions, over $300,000 per annum for sick relief, employment, 
and beneficent purposes. There are no tramps in this trade. The 
unions provide liberally and ungrudgingly for their sick and for those 
of their number who are out of employment. In the great battle that 
was fought in the State of New York not long ago this international 
union spent nearly $10,000 to regulate their own trade. 

Without adventitious help from the outside those men, out of their 
own earnings and wise action, have brought their trade to the point 
where it is one of the best regulated and most firmly establishe { in 
America, and I think it is due to this great organization of skilled labor, 
to the men who represent it, and to the expression they have made 
through their convention, that this Congress shall be cautious in what- 
ever action it may take in respect to this internal-revenue legislation, 
deeply affecting it. 


two,’’ so as to prov ide that manufacturers cigars manufactured in Chinatown of San Francisco. 


selling in the highest market; hence he favors a more stringent competition 
both among workmen and manufacturers. 

A Western cigar dealer who favors the repeal of the tax argues as follows: 

* The cost of material is small,and if the workmen be allowed to use the deft 
fingers of wife and children in the preparation of the leaf all that he needs isto 
be let alone. In this way a home-made, genuipe article can be put on the 
market at the lowest cost by the maker and in a small way.”’ 

The gist of his argument is in a nut-shell; it means the extension of the sys- 
tem of tenement-house cigar-factories all over the country; it means the adop- 
tion of the “sweating system ’”’ under which cheap clothing, overalls, and un- 
derwear of all kinds are manufactured in the dwelling-houses of the poorest 
among the poor. 

Such absurd arguments are presented to members of Congress in the interest 
of workmen by leaf-dealers and cigar-dealers. 

Another class that favors the repeal of the internal-revenue laws are the six 
Chinese companies and employers of cooly labor on the Pacific coast. The 
caution label and the branding of the boxes, as required by law, are obnoxious 
to them, because it enables the consumer to recognize Chinese-made cigars. 
This has not only diminished their sales, but has also reduced their pricein the 
market. Remove the internal-revenue tax and cigar-making in the opium dens 
of Chinatown will double within six months; all obstacles for their sale will be 
removed, 

During the calendar year 1885 California manufactured 137,679,023 cigars. 
During the calendar year of 1886 only 127,402,329 cigars were manufactured, 
showing a decrease of 10,276,694 cigars. 

This has been accomplished by agitation against Chinese-made cigars, which 
could not be continued with success were the tax repealed. 

The whole agitation for the repeal of the internal-revenue laws appears to be 
in favor of the Six Chinese Companies, employers of cooly labor and dealers in 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire also to call the attention of the House 


| to the following official communication from the Buffalo Central Labor 





Union: 
The letter was read as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. Y., January 24, 1888, 


DEAR Str: Ata regMlar meeting of the Buffalo Central Labor Union the ques- 
tion of the abolition of the internal revenue on cigars was very thoroughly dis- 
cussed, and by a unanimous vote I was instructed to respectfully but emphati- 
eally enter a protest against the removal of the tax on cigars. The Central 
Labor Union trusts you will use your influence and vote to retain the revenue 
on cigars, and do your utmost to defeat any and all measures which seek to 
abolish the internal revenue, 

The cigar business of the country is now firmly established, and the abolition 
of the tax will bring disaster and ruination to the entire cigar industry. 

The Cigar-makers’ International Union at Binghamton, N. Y., and the cigar 
manufacturers of the United States at New York City,in their respective con- 
ventions, protested against the removal of the tax on cigars, 

I remain, yours, respectfully, 
JOHN C, DERNELL, 
Seerclary Buffalo Central Labor Union, 
Hon. Joun M. FARQUHAR, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. In addition to numerous protests from labor 
unions, composed of male members, against any action of Congress 
looking to the abolition of the wholesome Government regulations of 
cigar manufacture, I wish to present the following resolutions, adopted 
by the Working Women’s Society of New York: 


Whereas it has come to our knowledge that attempts are to be made by cer- 
tain manufacturers to re-establish the making of cigars in tenement houses, and 
recognizing that this nefarious system of manufacture affects most heavily the 
health and comfort of women and children, and is destructive of the decency 
and morality of the families that @gage in it, the Working Women’s Society 
most earnestly protest against the re-establishment of this vile and pernicious 
system of manufacture, and in the name and for the sake of these helpless, suf- 
fering women and children, call upon an enlightened and humane public opin- 
ion to support us in this protest. We also offer the cigarmakers’ unions our 
hearty sympathy and support in their contest with this evil against society. 

The horrors of this system of manufacture have been fully exposed in the an- 
nual report of the State bureau of labor for 1885, page 178; also in volume | of 
the report of the senate committee on capital and labor, pages 271 to 275, and to 
these accounts we refer the public. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, Isend to the Clerk’s 
desk a joint resolution of the Legislature of Virginia to be read ia the 
debate upon this section. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution in regard to repeal of internal revenue, agreed to December 
19, 1887 
Resolved (the house of delegates concurring That our Senators in Congress 
instructed, and our Representatives requested 
First. To use their best efforts to secure the immediate repeal of the inte 
revenue system,a relic of the war and no nger necessary to meet the de nds 


of the Government, and because it is oppressive, fosters monopolies, and is ot 
noxious to the interests of our peopl 





Second. To favor the revenue requisite for the support of the Government by 
a tariff upon imy ts limited to the necessities of the Govert ente 
administered, and so adjusted in its application as to prevent une 
encourage productive interests at home, the development of « I 
sources, and afford just compensation to labor, but not t ste ol s 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. I desire to say that this resolution 

: > : 
represents not only the sentiments of the Democratic Legi re « 
ginia, but is an extract from a platform of pr les announced 





I 
? 
i 





Democratic convention called at Roanoke, i 
and for no other purpose, apparently, than to emphasize the prevai 
sentiment of the Democratic party upon such measures as were a 


the public mind, such as the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes ar 


the passage of the Blair bill, which was alsod d in favor of by t 
Virginia Legislature in the following resolution 

Resolve the house of delegates con , That the Senatorsfrom Virginia be 
instructed { the members of t House of Kepresentatives in ¢ igress f 


Virginia be requested to vote for Federal aid to public free schools, and tos 
port the measure commonly known as the Blair bil 


ure, 

From this it may naturally be inferred tliat the reduction of the sur 
plus in the Treasury is what was aimed at as well as the adoption o 
those measures which so far as common observation goes will receive 
no more consideration by this House than if they had never been thought 
of, certainly if we may judge the resolution read by the fate which that 
relating to the Blair bill has methere. More than a dozen bills covering 
its subject are now lying in the room of the Committee on Education 
yet unfolded, and a Senate bill for the object yet untouched for the 
want of a quorum of the committeeto act onit. If this isthe way the 
will of a sovereign State, and that sovereign State dominated by a 
Democratic government, is to be trifled with by a Democratic majority 
here, how long, may I ask, will the people submit to have their patience 
thus abused? And it may not be out of place here to quote Mr. Jeffer- 
son on the repeal of internal taxes and the surplus. In his first inau- 
gural address, December 8, 1801, he said: 

Other circumstances, combined with the increase of numbers, have produced 
an augmentation of revenue arising from consumption in a ratio far beyond 
that of population alone, and though the changes of foreign relations now tak 
ing place, so desirable for the world, may for a season affect this branch of rey 
enue, yet, weighing all probabilities of expense, as well as of income, there is 
reasonable ground of confidence that we may now safely dispense with all i: 
ternal taxes. 

In his second inaugural address, March 4, 1805, he said: 

At home, fellow-citizens, you best know whether we have done well or : 
The suppression of unnecessary offices, of useless establishments and expenses 
enabled ustodiscontinue our internal taxes. These, covering our land with 
ficers and opening our doors to their intrusions, had already begun that process 
of domiciliary vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained from 
reaching successfully every article of produce and property. If among thes¢ 
taxes some minor ones fell which had not been inconvenient, it was because 
their amount would not have paid the officers who collected them, and because 
if they had any merit, the State authorities might adopt them instead of others 
less approved. The remaining revenue on the consumption of foreign articles 
is paid cheerfully by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domesti« 
comforts, and being collected on our seaboard and frontiers only, and incorpo 
ra'ed with the transactionsof our mercantile citizens, it may be the pleasure and 
pride of an American to ask, “‘ What farmer, what mechanic, what laborer ever 
sees a tax-gatherer of the United States?”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in what strange contrast is this with the utter- 
ances contained in the annual message of the Democratic President of 
December 6, 1887. Mr. Cleveland says: 

It must be conceded that none of the things subjected to internal-revenue 
taxation are, strictly speaking, necessaries; there appears to be no just com 
plaint of this taxation by the consumers of tho-e articles and there seems to be 
nothing so well able to bear the burden without hardship to any portion of the 
people. 

When we see that the President has in his mind only the welfare of 
the consumer he has none of that high regard for the producer, the 
farmer of the land, who is so grievously wronged by this system which 
Mr. Jefferson so severely criticised; and if we may judge from the ex- 

. a | ' y juag 
tract just quoted and the action of the majority relating thereto as pro- 
posed by the pending bill, this system is here for all time and its sub- 


l,or some other better meas 


jects continually to be discriminated against and the States deprived of 


the fullness of their revenue from such of them as can afford to bear 
the tax. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In regard to the amendment offered by the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. FarquHAR], I wish to say that the special 
tax of $3 annually provided for in this bill, which he seeks to have 
reduced to $2, is itself a reduction of 50 per cent. from the present law. 
Prior to 1883 the law fixed this special tax at $10. The law of 1883 
reduced it to $6. This bill proposes to reduce it to $3, and if the super- 
vision which the gentleman from New York favors is to be kept up at 
all, the tax certainly ought to be kept at a point sufficiently high to pay 
the expenses of it. This tax all along the line has been reduced toa 
merely nominal rate, which will barely pay for the work necessary to 


be done, leaving the Government to derive its entire revenue from the | 


tax upon the cigars themselves. 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, in viewof the expla 
ntleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ], I ask unanimous « 


) withdraw my amendment 
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Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, $1,090,379 is the amount of the tax 
which the Government collected on spirits distilled from a 
peaches, grapes, and other fruits d t ur en 
0, 1837 This tax is a particularly severe one upon the far 
the country and the growers of fruit, and since gentlemen on t} 
ot the House are so tenderly devoted to the interest »! 
farmer, | pe they will see the necessity of coming to his re f 
ind of not robbing him of another million dollar y this tax 
the next fiscal year, especially when we have such a 
e ‘Treasury, which is giving us so much concernand ¥ re 
») anxious to reduce It seems to me, Mr. ¢ i t 
to be no hesitation about adopting this a é und ) 
the far and the small distille » distill sp i 
ipples, peaches, and gtapes from e burden iposed upon them 
under ¢ Kisting law 
Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of this d- 
ment and shall support it. It gives relief to a larg 
| in the mountain sections of this country espe 
of revenue involved, it is reasonable to say only a little mo than 
a million dollars—$1,090,000, I believe, in round numb | 
cessity of getting rid of the surplus in the Treasury is urged o1 ! 
ides of the House Now, taking all the reduction that this 
make in all its provisions, we can easily go this ich further 
ive a large surplu Why not doit? Whyshould not both 3 of 
the House meet on this questi n? If t e eany t t t ' t- 
estations of party, if there be any truth int ! estatio 
viduals, that we want to give relief to the people in this matter of 
ation, why not come forward and embrace th lirst « in 
had to vote upon such a question during many sessions of C 
Now is the time and this is the hour when every man should « 
ward, without regard to party and political affiliations, and I 
this relief to the people 
Sir, it was amusing on yesterda he i 1 
Carolina | Mr. JOHNSTON | inquired with re l to t ta 
vote taken on his amendment which proposed to wipe it the « 
internal-tax system, and for whi [ voted 1 tb cheeriully VI 
the Chair state t it it en } had ted ‘ 
i rmat ey ] g ; 1a te ‘ f asto ient VI 1 
come of t ri } in party and t pledy { the Chicayvo 
tion ? Wh it reminded me of the old song What h 
of good old Daniel? The Repub! an party ilmost toan 
that occasion found seated in quiet, conscious peace wit 
of the Ways and Means Committee on this side of the Hou 7 


| did not vote for the proposition. 
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Why, my friends, then was the opportunity for you to come forward 


if you meant to do what your platform pledges. Ah, but you say, the 
ple dve was made with a condition. it is the condition? Simply 
th provided you « find no means of spending this surplus in } 
deserved p ms and jobs of every kind that may be brought her 
the way of id-cat appropriations. Irom your history in the past 
who doubts your ability to do so? Who doubts your ability to sea ter 
t} hole of t irplus in the Treasury if the people of the count 
al you to get hold of the purse string That is the only condition 
upon which you agre« » abolish internal revenue provided you 

not able to spend the surplus otherwise. When will you ever 


steps toabolish this internal revenue? Never. You had the op; 
nity yesterday to do it 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN obtained the floor and said: 
gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. Cow ss] if 
when he gets through. 

Mr. COWLES. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed five minutes 
more. 

There wa 

Mr. COWLES. Sir, it isa good old maxim which says ‘‘ Honesty 
is the best } olicy;”” and the noblest sentiment ever uttered by Grovei 
Cleveland was ‘* Tell the truth. 

I shall go home from here a good deal wiser than I came with regard 
to the status of the abolishment of the internal-revenue tax; and | 
shall tell my people that a large majority on both sides of this House 
are opposed to it, unless future events shall convince me of the con 
trary. 

And, sir, if any man is opposed to any portion of this tax why can 
he not come forward and vote for this amendment? It takes only 
about $1,000,000 from the Treasury. 
people who need it; and it does not affect the supply of breadstuffs in 
this country atall. It only enables people to utilize the fruit which 


I will y ield to the 
[ can be recognized 


no objection. 





[t gives relief to a great class of 


would otherwise be wasted, and thus to supplement the little profits | 


on their farms and eke out a subsistence for their families. I am sat- 
isfied it will not be the means of such extensive frauds in the whisky 
tax as are alleged here. 

‘The manufacture of brandy in this country is so small that it can not 
be the means of working such tremendous fraud in the whisky tax. 
Besides, when we read of the discoveries of science in this matter of de- 
tecting fraud in the manufacture of lard, butter, etc., why can there 
not be means of detecting the component parts that enter into distilled 
spirits? Why can not provisions of law be made to punish the persons 
who would use this license to assist in the commission of fraud in the 
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v9 
candor in that respect to voice the sentiment of his party in disapprov 
of pensions. 

Mr. COWLES. A) n 0 say .t is m i 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ike says that the his I ‘an party are unwilling 
to reduce the revenues « t they can do it by spending the money 
in the payment of dj 

Mr. COWLES. Do you want to } ed pensions? 

Mr. MILLIKEN I was glad ir it him for one reason, and 
that is because it shows his opinion of what the duty of the country is 
to the soldiers—— 

Mr. COWLES. Atlow me a moment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Letme finish my sentence fir 

Mr. COWLES. The gentleman mistakes my position. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘The gentleman exhibits his opinion of what the 
duty ofthe coun try is towards the soldiers; and n is so welle came 
in that sentence, which embodies what his party has shown to be thei 


feelings, that I welcome it in that respect as being an niin si 
pression of sentiment. 

Mr. COWLES. If the gentleman will pa don me—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope my friend will keep quiet. I call my 
friend’s attention tothat expression because I have no doubt that be- 
fore the morning sun shines the gentleman will, on reflection, see {it 
to strike it from the REcoRD, because it is too bold and honest an ex- 
pression of his party’s position. 

Mr. COWLES. The gentleman mistakes me altogether. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not desire it to be inthe KEcoRD because he 
said it, but I do desire it to be there because, in two words, now here else 
to be found in the English language, can the position the Democratic 
party has occupied in this House since this Congress sat on the first 
Monday in December last, so well express what they have done and 
what they have shown to be their feeling upon the subject of pensions. 

It is known here, if not to the country, that the Democrac y, controlled 
by the late Confederates, consider all pensions to Union soldiers to be 
indeserved pensions. You give to the widows and dependents of the 
old Union soldiers and to the sick and wounded veterans some little 





| crumb once in a Jong time, so as to save your tredit as patriotic men; 


manufacture of whisky or in evading the whisky tax? Iam willing | 
| lows widows to draw their pensions from the time of the death of the 


to vote for any measure of thatkind. All I want is an honest, straight- 
forward relief to my people. I ask this because they have been long- 
suffering and say mp As long as this tax was needed by the 
Government they bore it with commendable patience and rarely com- 
plained. 
torial branches. They complained of spies entering their houses and 
domiciles and the most intricate nooks and corners, without regard to 
the privacy of the home of the citizen; and now that all necessity has 
long since passed, they ask itsremoval. ‘This is a most onerous system 
in the section of country I represent. 

The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 1887 says that 
in 1887, 1,155 fruit distilleries existed in the State of North Carolina 
and 1,054 in the State of my friend from Virginia [Mr. WisE], many 
more than exist saad nearly twice as many as exist in all the other 
Statesof this Union; this is because we have large fruit-growing districts 
which must in ‘‘ good years”’ furnish a large share of the small farmers’ 
profits. They are unable, many of them, to comply with the require- 
ments of law, and if by dint of hard begging and laying themselves under 
mighty obligations to their more wealthy neighbors thus are enabled 
to give the bonds they become liable to be mulcted in heavy penalties 
by some technica] failure to comply with all the regulations. 
grievous burden. 

Now, sir, I ask that they shall have some relief. I ask that the peo- 
ple of these sections of the country who are entitled tosome considera- 
tion shall have this burden removed, and it will not militate against 
the passage of this bill togrant it. I, sir, amas much in favor of some 
of the provisions of this bill asanyonecan be. I am for reducing tax- 
ation, and for reducing it upon articles which as much concern my peo- 
ple as the people of other sections of the country, but at the same time 
I ask that you give them some relief from a burden which is not bofhe 


by the people of many other sections of the country, and which will in | 


nowise interfere with the necessary revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have heard the re- 


marks of my friend from North Carolina [Mr. CowLEs] on this occa- 
sion; because while he does not oceupy the floor often, or very fre- 
quently demand the atteation of the House in debate, he is one of 
those who has the frankness to speak his opinion as to legislation 
which has been pending in this House relating to pensions, and has the 


[hat is the reason why our people complain so bitterly about this 


but every important measure presented to Congress for the relief of the 
soldiers, except one, the dependent-pension bill, you have defeated by 
parliamentary tactics or direct votes, and that measure your Presi- 
dent vetoed, while he signed the Mexican pension bill, five-sixths or 
whose benefits go to ex-rebels. Your committee for effect among the 
soldiers has reported to this House pension bills which the Grand Army 
of the Republic have in their conventions recommended; but while you 
reported them to the House, with one single exception they have been 
denied consideration—one amendment to an appropriation bill which al- 


husband instead of the date of the filing of the application, and that 


| was but a confirmation of then existing law; with that single exception 


| you have done nothing for the pensioners, and you do not mean to do 


But they always complained of the system—of its inquisi- | 


anything. 

You block the way of pension legislation and will not allow general 
pension bills to be considered in this House. No man can get recog- 
nition to call them up; or if, by the grace of the kind, courteous, and 
gentlemanly Speaker, who has sat in this House since I have been a 
member, any one does get recognition, some gentleman on the other 
side is swift to see that those bills are not taken up for consideration. 
He fights them, and, if necessary, uses all the sources of filibustering 
to smother them. 

** Tll-deserved pensions.’’ Yes; was the real expression of the 
feeling of the Democratic party in the House in regard to all pensions, 


as shown by its action in this and prior Congresses. 





i 


Mr. COWLES. Allow me a moment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, so far as that is concerned, I will leave my 
friend, when I get through, to explain himself in any manner he 
pleases; but I do congratulate him upon having that control of the 
English tongue, that conciseness of expression which has enabled him 
to put in two words the position of his party in this House upon the 
granting of pensions to Union soldiers—to the men who made it pos- 
sible for him and for me to-day to stand under the flag of one country 
and to legislate here for a great republic that floats its banner more 
proudly in the faces of the nations of the earth than it ever did before. 
[ Applause. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to sayin regard to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and in re sponse to what the gentleman 
from North Carolina said 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, if we can have a vote I would rather have 
that than talk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, to have the Recorn read, so as to show 
the exact language of my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Cowles] 
in regard to what he stated about the squandering of the surplus upen 
‘*ill-deserved’’ pensions. 

Mr. COWLES. Will niy friend allow me to correct him? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; Iwantto know what the gentleman said. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Peaches and other fruit. 
 McMILLIN. wish t l attention of the committee to py ot 
one fact which stood in the way of the committee, and stands in the g this « 
way of the House in this legislation. The Committee on Ways and | there are 
Means went to the Treasury Department and gave very careful atten- | who belie 
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cause of temperance and humanity that the taxes upon alcohol of all 
kinds should be entirely wiped out. While I donot wish at the present 
time to commit myself to all the views that are expressed in this letter, 
yet I desire to say that I heartily concur with what is said in it in re- 
lation to the evils of intemperance. 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOK. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted; but if 
there be noobjection the formal amendment will be considered as with- 
drawn, and the gentleman can renew. it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Irenewthe formal amendment. Mr. 
Chairman, a gentleman on the other side of the House made the remark 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 
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a few moments since that if any man were to state that this country 
had not been liberal toward its soldiers he would not be believed. I | 


desire to say, Mr. Chairman, for myself that in my judgment this 
country has not been liberal toward its soldiers. 

How can a great Government like ours, with an overflowing Treas- 
ury, be said to be liberal towards its soldiers when thousands and 
thousands of them are in the almshouses of the country ? 
followed the nation’s flag for three and four long and terrible years, 
men who were brave and valiant and true soldiers, and who obtained 
at theclose of the war an honorable discharge, are to-day public paupers 
and are cared for as such 

Since this session of Congress began three of the men who appealed 
to me for help in the prosecution of their claims have died and were 
buried poor and penniless. Two of them were private soldiers. They 
were the kind of men who put down the rebellion—good men and true. 
It was shown by their neighbors that they were hale and healthy men 
when they entered the service and that they were never able-bodied 
men after the expiration of their term of service. Indeed, it wasshown 
that from the time of their discharge to the time of their death they 
had never been able to performa full day’s work; and yet because they 
could not prove that they had some disability which they had incurred 
in the service they were permitted to liveand die inwant. Theother 
claimant to whom I have referred was an old man, an itinerant Meth- 
odist preacher. A more patriotic man than he never lived. He was 
too old when the war began to enter the service himself, but he had 
three sons who caught the inspiration of the father and entered the 
Army at the opening of the war and went out to fight and die as heroes 
only dare to do. One fell in battle; another died in the hospital. One 
of these sleeps in the distant South and the other in the mountains of 
West Virginia. The third son returned home a physical wreck, and, I 
believe, is drawing a pension. 

rhis old man was an applicant for a pension as a dependent parent, 
but failing to receive one I introduced a special act, and before it had 
been reached by the committee he passed away. He lived and died in 
poverty, although he had given his three sons to the country and al- 
though he had used his influence and had given his earnest support to 
the cause of the Union. I say it, and I say it with regret, that this 
country has not been generous toward its soldiers. Julius Cesar, two 
thousand years ago, did more for his soldiers than we have ever done for 
ours. Hisarmy was more liberally rewarded than the soldiers of the late 
war have been. Ina single campaign, after he had achieved a great 
victory, he doubled the compensation of every soldier in his army, and 
upon their return lands and houses and homes were generously given 
them. Howcanit be said that thiscountry has been liberal toward its sol- 
diers when there are thousands of them to-day who are in poverty and 
want; whose claims have been presented to the Department and rejected ; 
whose hills are upon the Caiendar of this Congress only to be denied? No 
ope need tell me that this Government has been generous and liberal, 
when there are thousands of soldiers’ widows bending over the wash-tub 
eking out a miserable existence for themselves and their children. 

Mr. Chairman, the time has come when the very stones will cry out 
against the American people if they longer neglect the brave men whose 
claims are rejected on account of some trifling technicality, or the 
widows whose husbands sacrificed their lives on their country’s altar, 
who are not pensioned because of some lack of testimony, or the or- 
pbans whose hiomes and lives have been made sad and desolate by the 
consequences of the war, or the dependent fathers and mothers who gave 
the idol of their hearts and the hope of their future to rescue the life 
of the nation. There are thousands of pension claims which have been 
rejected that are just as deserving as those which have been allowed, 
and some of those which have been rejected are more meritorious than 
some which have been allowed. 

It is a shame and a disgrace that we have not met our obligations in 
this particular. The time has come when we ought to pension every 
honorably discharged soldier. We have already pensioned every Mex- 
ican solder, including even those that subsequently entered the Con- 
federate service and attempted to destroy the Republic. I have betore 
me now a letter written by a soldier who is seventy-five yearsold, whose 
health is broken down and whose poverty and wants drive him almost 
to desperation. He says, ‘‘If another war were to come upon us, I 
would advise all the young men to feign sickness and get in the hos- 
pital sothey would have a hospital record and have no trouble in get- 
ing a pension.’? How many of the best soldiers have been refused a 


pension because they never patronized the doctor or the hospital ! 
On this question of the repeal of the tax on spirits 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


Men who | 
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I send to the desk to be read the utterance of a gentleman whose voice 
is always potent with his party. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Biaine’s ‘‘ Paris message '’—— 

Mr. McCLAMMY. [rise to a question ot order. I desire to know 
whether it is in order to discuss the question of pensions upon a propo- 
sition to repeal the brandy tax. [Lanughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to discuss any question except 
the question pending. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 

House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was deciding a point of order. It is 
not in order to discuss any question except that which is pending in 
the Committee of the Whole. The rule states that any gentleman 
offering an amendment in the Committee of the Whole House shall 
be entitled to five minutes to explain his amendment, and any gentle- 
man recognized thereafter may be entitled to five minutes to oppose 
the amendment, and thereupon the debate thereon is exhausted. 
Hence it is in order to discuss only the question under consideration. 
But large latitude has been indulged upon this question. ‘The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] desires to have read as part of 
his remarks an extract which he has sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MR. BLAINE’S “ PARIS MESSAGE.” 

I would not advise the repeal of the whisky tax 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will inquire of the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether it is his purpose to have the whole of that letter incorporated 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ionly wish to have that portion read which bears 
on the repeal of the tax on whisky. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Rather than that it shall be mutilated I will 
ask unanimous consent that the whole be printed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I shall take the liberty of publishing the re- 
mainder of that letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MR. BLAINE’S ‘‘ PARIS MESSAGE.” 

I would not advise the repeal of the whisky tax. Other considerations than 
those of financial administration are to be taken into account with regard to 
whisky. Thereisa moral sidetoit. Tocheapenthe price of whisky isto increase 
its consumption enormously. There would be no sense in urging the reform 
wrought by high license in many States if the National Government neutralizes 
the good effect by making whisky within reach of every one, at 20 cents a 
gallon, Whisky would be everywhere distilled if the surveillance of the Gov- 
ernment were withdrawn by the remission of the tax, and illicit sales could not 
then be prevented even by a policy asrigorousand searching as that with which 
Ru-sia pursues the Nihilists. It would destroy high license at once in all the 
States. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the formal amendment 
will be withdrawn. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to renew it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the wisest men fall into error some- 
times, and while I admire the patriotism, the learning, the sound judg- 
ment of the experienced statesman from whose letter an extract hus 
just been read, I think that in this case he fell into an error that he 
would hardly repeat at this time. What is the weight of moral prin- 
ciple involved in the spirit tax? Itis but from one-eighth to five- 
eighths of a cent on the average drink taken in the fashionable club 
houses and leading saloons of the country. I do not believe that any 
man who is under the disease of alcoholism or who is cultivating an 
appetite for alcoholic beverages, who is periling his character and ul- 
timately it may be his sanity, or his life, who is willing to risk home 
and wife and children and all that he once held dear—and our country, 
unhappily, constantly preseuts many tens of thousands of such cases— 
I do not believe, I say, that such victims can possibly be reclaimed 
from intemperance by the moral influence of so slight a tax upon a 
drink of whisky or of the vile decoctions sold under the name of 
whisky in the gin shops and doggeries of our country. 

I think my distinguished and honored friend, Mr. Blaine, was car- 
ried away by enthusiasm when he indited that paragraph. For I can 
not persuade myself that consciousness of the fact that a man who 
vends a glass of whisky will make a fraction of a penny more than he 
would have done while the tax existed will tempt any ingenuous youth 
or discreet man to rush into inebriety. The cause isnot on either side 
suflicient to preduce the consequences which Mr. Blaine apprehended 
trom the repeal of the spirit tax. On the other hand, that tax adds 
heavily to the price of every alcoholic drug prepared for the relief cf 
disease or accident in this country. It adds $1.80 to the cost of every 
gallon of chloroform, whether used by the dentist or the operating sur- 
geonin capital cases or in relief of patients distracted by pain. Itadds 
$1.80 to the price of every gallon of collodion which is used in so many 
of the arts. 

What is a gallon of collodion? Itis agallon of alcohol less the quan- 
tity displaced by ascarcely appreciable weight of gun-cotton., So through 
the whole range of the arts and sciences and in all the humanities of 
surgery and medicines, that tax imposes its burden upon the victims 
of disease and suffering. I think that when our distinguished coun- 
tryman returns to the United States and finds that the supreme moral- 


This question was raised on the other side of the 
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ists on the subject of temperance are demanding to be released from 
their participation in the cri of drunkenness by demanding, as pro 
hibitionists, the repeal of the spirit taxes, and that the hundreds of thou 
sands of women constituting the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
are praying to man and God to relieve the Government from its c1 


i by the spirit tax 





nal participation in profiting by the crimes produces 
he will repudiate this paragraph of his brilliant letter and say to t e 
devoted reformers, I will labor with you in your good work \ 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BREWER. When Mr. Blaine arrives in this country he will 
I think, that the sentiment of 90 per cent. of the Republicans are in hat 
mouy with the views expressed by him in 1 tter. [Applauseont 


Democratic 





Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the body of mor 
to which the g from Pennsylvania | Mr. KELLEY | has referred 
that is to cha iews ¢ Mr. Blaine is no doubt that bodv who 
sat in Ch ro and € the R p Gan } rm which d j S 
favor of ov rom whisky and bra rather than 1 
it from the shoes, und blanke t re ( 

Mr. Chairman, ingle question before this committee 1 
shall we remove all tax trom brandy made of certain fruits I rb 


jection given to this by the ; ntleman from Tennessee [| Mr. MCMILLIN 





is a sufficient reason why it should not be done As he has shoavn, th 
removal of this tax would encourage illicit distillation and make di 
cult or impossible its detection. 

The repeal of this tax would principally benefit the ‘‘ moonshiner 
and the brandy drinker. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN 
should have added these two classes to the list which he says the rep 


would benefit. 

But, Mr. Chairman. my objection to this amendment is deeper and 
more radical even than that suggested by the gentleman from Tennes 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN |. 

This Government must each year raise a very large sum for re\ 
enue, and the question is, shall we abate the sum collected on fruit 
brandy and add it to the tax on the necessaries and comforts of the 
people? 

When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SOWDEN | affirms that 
we do not need this tax he must mean to be understood merely that 
we can collect the revenue from something else. 

It can not be pretended that this amendment if adopted would lessen 
the manufacture of brandy. Its necessary tendency would, on 
contrary, be to encourage and increase it, and as brandy is a luxury or 
worse, it is fit that it should bear a heavy percentage of the burdens of 
the Government. This is in accordance with the theory and prac- 
tive of most enlightened nations. It would be strange indeed if those 
things necessary to the comfort—even to the existence—of the people 
should be unduly taxed and whisky and brandy be freed from any 
duty or burden. I believe it may be safely affirmed that except by 
the high-tariff monopolists of this country or their representatives no 
such position has ever been taken by legislators. 

This new doctrine is in accordance with that plank of the Chicago 
platform that declares in favor of the entire repeal of the internal taxes 
(on whisky and brandy) rather than surrender in any degree the power 
to highly tax the common necessaries of life. 

Justice and morality cry out against such a policy. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should like the committee to come to some 
agreement as to the length of time this debate is to run. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will be through in one minute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that it be extended ten minutes, five 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from North Carolina 
{[Mr. JOHNSTON] and my other friend from North Carolina [Mr. Mi 
CLAMMY] to-day ery out, where is the Republican party on this 
question of taking the tax off of alcohol? Why do they not ery out, 
where is the Democratic party? The proposition offered yesterday 
received but 27 votes in this committee, and two of those were my 
friends from North Carolina. 

Now, Mr. Blaine is called in question again. My friend from Ten 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] had read an extract from his letter. I have 
no doubt that extract recites not only what the opinion of Mr. Blain: 
was when he wrote that letter, but also what his opinion is to-day and 
what his opinion will be when he arrives in this country. [| Applause } 

I know Mr. Biaine. I have the honor of filling his place, not in th 
Hall, but to sit in the seat he once oceupied. I have known him pe: 
sonally for twenty years on the street and in public, and I know lhe 
accustomed to speak deliberately, to speak what he means, and sma 
sized men are not able to shake him from his belief. [ Applause on the 
Democratic side of the House. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what do you disclose by bringing out these 
facts? Why, my triend from Texas [Mr. Mrs], when the question 


he 





Onl 
is raised, says that the Republican party was the ‘* whisky party.’’ and 
called upon us to decide between the taxation of whisky and the taxa 
tion of shves. In the face and eyes of the fact that the very votes taken 
in this House disclose beyond question that members representing nine- 
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i ey have got ast 1 « ( | t i 1 cle ‘ y 

ta ace yj 

I epe it tare tl! fa ts i epu i pa y i i 

ther than ha free trade, rath than have the cheap ‘ e 
come in here to destroy our industries, that if it were n \ t 
duce the revenues, then they would reduce them on whisky rat t n 
permit the condition of things which a repeal of our tar laws would 
bring about, and so would I. Ar®l I believe, Mr. Chairman, t t 

stries of this country, and a fair remuneration for labor, are 
than a ivthing t iat has come before Cor corre or that W ome 
vefore Congress for its consideration. 

Now the great problem has been present i by the President of the 
United States in his message and by gentlemen on this floor, and that 
is how to reduce the surplus You say it must be re ed Why? 
| use you allege it is ithered into the rreasury, and Is not in Cir 
culation amongst the people. Butif you have free trade youare going 
to send the volume of that currency to Europe. Will that reli t 
difficulty ? It is the protective tariff which put the great bi that 
( rency into the sury. And agentleman from California ved 

e other day in his speech that notwithstanding that inere 

plus at the same time the circulating medium had increased, and 
that increase was steady from month to month This ecanse t 


protective tariff keeps the money at home, furnishing your 
your own resources by the hands of your own laborers 
| Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. SIMMONS 


offered by my colleague 


J 
Mr. Chairman, my absence when the ame 


Mr. JOHNSTON ] for the repeal of the int 


revenue system was under consideration, is my excuse for now tr 
ing the House with some general remarks upon the subject of that 


ameudment 





im, as I said in the course of my remarks submitted to t H 
rthe month of May, in favor of the total repeal of eve ! 
of that odious system, and so are t people of t State wi i] 
rt represent here. HKutanxiousas | am forthe repealoft tem 
he removal of the restrictions which 1t imp ipon the liberty of 
the individual citizenand upon the commerce of the country, I recognize 
t. as do mavy other gentlemen on this i t H who 
e with me in wishing tts abrogation, that under present incial 
conditions its repeal at this time is not npract f it of 
the question, 

It must be manifest to every mind should the Government s ender 
the $120,000,000 annually derived from this source, with an annual 
surplus of less than $70,000,000, there would be a de tin the Trea 
ury at the end of the present fis¢ il year of fully $50,000,000 

Of course no party responsible for the legislation o can 
be expected deliberately to provide for a deticit of such pro 1S, Or 
by cold legal enactment to invit linat i lisaster but orse than 
this, if this system should be totally abolished there would be no room, 
ven to the extent of a penny, for the reduction of the extravagantly 

vh and unjust taxes now imposed by vicious and inequitable tari 
laws upon the necessaries of life consumed in every household in the 

nd. When itcomes tome, as has now come to me, to choose tween 
cheap w ky and cheape! food and clothes for the 1 of the peo 
ple (which also means larger comforts anc ett tion! do not 
lmanity, and sound policy re ils 1 t J ‘ 1 make 

1 favor of the latter? L\nopliause on the ) 
In so choosing, the Democrat party does not bate one ta its op- 
1 to the internal-revenue system nor its fixed determination to 
release the people from its operation at the earliest pos t 

1 am satisfied when the people have come to unde taund t t th 
bill removes $24,000,000 of the » 000.000 of taxes now pon 
tobacco, that it repeals the license tax« nd that it grea odifies 
the machinery of the system, effectu y providing aga fthe 
vexations and annoyances which have heretolore ts enforce- 


| ment, they will accept, if not with satisfaction, at least h good 
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grace the step nakes in the direction of the repeal of the wh 
system lau n the Democratic side Phey will accept it as 
an earn m th of the Democratic party that they will repeal 
the whole stem ) the opportunity offers 

l’rom t) nib ) party we have nothing 10 expect. Phat party 
not oniv inau | this stem ol taxation, alter a disuse ol 1 
than eal las during the entire period of its supremacy in 
th ui maint ed it, with certain exceptions, in favor of ea 
banks, manufacturer nad i ance com} anic 

if the platiorm of that party, recently adopted at Chicago, upon this 
sul & 2 tr | d of its disguise and ubjected to a fair and honest 
interpretation it will be found to be a deelaration against the repeal | 
thi ystem, as well asa declaration in favor of high-tariff taxation. 
Fairly interpreted that platform means that the tax upon whisky will 
never b endered so long as that party can prevent it, and then 
only asa | t to preserve its unholy system of protective taxes. 


| fere the ham r fell | 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. Simmons was allowed to proceed 
five minutes longer 

Mr. SIMMONS. The reasons which exist and which have been 
urged with such overpowering force by the Ways and Means Committ 
against the total repeal of the internal-revenue system can not, | think, 


with justice, be urged against the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia | Mr. Wise| to remove the tax from cigars, cigarettes, and 
cheroots, nor against the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania | Mr. Sowprn | for the repeal of the tax upon fruit brandy. 

‘The revenue at present received by the Government from the taxes 
imposed upon the articles covered by these amendments amounts to 
but little over $7,000,000 per annu®. ‘This isa comparatively small 
amount, and [ believe it can be surrendered without inconvenience to 
the Government or perceptibly interfering with the Democratic policy 
Of reducing taxes upon necessaries, 

ft have been surprised at some of the argumenis advanced on both 
sides of this Ilouse against thesetwoamendments. Certain gentlemen 


of the Ways and Means Committee tell us that there is no way of dis- 
tinguishing between whisky and brandy, and if the tax is retained upon 


the one and removed from the other frauds will be rife and the whole | 


oralized. I think the gentlemen underrate the delicate 
taste of our deputy internal-revenue collectors. With the system of 


spionage, and surveillance which the Government employs 


systein den 


detectives, « 


in this system I can not believe that the fraud of substituting whisky 
for indy vhich will prove too formidable for the Government. 
If there is no scier c test (and my friend from Tennessee says there 
is none) for detecting the adulteration of whisky with brandy we may 


wil od 1 m hope, if the amendment of my friend from Pennsy]- 
Vania preva inve e genias will be stimulated and one will in due 
time be discovered 

on of eur Republican friends to the repeal of the tax on 
cigars and cigarettes is the same old argument which we have been 
accustomed to hear from them during the last two months. 


he gent! an from New York [ Mr. FARQI HAR] informs the House 
if these taxes are repealed it will ruin certain large factories in his 
State and throw their employés out of work. How much sameness 
there is in the arguments of these gentlemen. If we propose to reduce 


the taxes on imports they tell us it will ruin the industries concerned. 
If we propose to reduce direct taxes we are again threatened with 
calamities. Do the itlemen mean to say that high taxes beget pros- 
perity? Do they mean to say that every industry must be fostered by 
taxing 1ts product? 


I have no doubt the larger manufacturers of cigars and cigarettes are 
ben 1 by this tax and that they are loath to give up this advantage. 


The creat whisky rings of the West are likewise, no doubt, benefited by 
keeping the tax upon the poor man’s orchard and suppressing the com- 


petition which would be the result of the distillation of the fruits of 
those orchards, but neither the small manufacturers of cigars and cigar- 
ettes nor the producer of the weed out of which they are made, nor the 


poor man who owns an orchard in the districts of my colleagues and 
myself are benefited by these taxes. 

Let us be done with arguing in favor of these millionaire manufact- 
urers and these great whisky rings and combinations, and let us do for 
once some sort of justice to the small dealers, who are neither able nor 
disposed to combine into unlawful trusts or to influence legislation for 
the advancement of their selfish interests. 

[ hope both the amendment for the repeal of the tax on cigars, ete., 
and the amendment for the removal of taxes on fruit brandies will 
prevail. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is suggested that we make it ten minutes on a 
side. If that is acceptable I will agree to it and withdraw my motion 
that the committee rise. If not, after the gentleman from North Car- 
olina concludes, I will ask that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that debate 
on the pending section be closed in twenty minutes—ten minutes on 
each side ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of lowa. I object, unless the time is made fifteen 
minutes on each side. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. We are very anxious to complete the considera- 

tion of this bill to-day in Committee of t] Whole but we willa ept 

t proposition with the understanding that debate on the pending 

i ph and all amendments thereto shall be « ed in thi y min- 
utes liitcen minutes on aside. 

Mr. WARNER. Upon that proposition I do not want more than a 
minute or two. I wish to offer a substantial amendment when we are 
through with the pending amen ent. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to limiting debate on this par- 

rraph and all amendments thereto to thirty minutes ? 

Mr. CANNON How 18 the time to be divided ? 

Lhe CHAIRMAN Fifteen minutes upon each side. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from N Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER | wants five minutes. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New Hampshire for a part of the time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the observations I have made 

| with regard to the repeal of the entire internal-revenue system do not 


apply to a repeal of the tax upon tobacco and fruit brandy. That 
reduction will only amount to about $4,000,000 upon tobacco and 
1,000,000 on fruit brandy. It is perfectly consistent with the policy 
of the Democratic party in the matter of reduction that this small 
amount of internal revenue should be cut off from the general receipts 
of the Government. I have been astonished at some of the arguments 
presented on beth sides of this House why this needed reduction should 
not be made. 
What are the reasons urged, Mr. Chairman, that this $6,000,000 of 
taxes should not be taken off of tobacco, and the restrictions which are 


| to-day fettering and embarrassing that important trade of the country 





be removed? The gentleman from New York | Mr. FARQUHAR] has 


just addressed the House upon that subject, and has announced to the 


House what we have heard announced so often in the consideration of 
tariff taxation, the general proposition that if this tax is removed it 
will injure and destroy the business of certain large cigar-manufactur- 
ing establishments and their employ¢és. I do not dispute the proposi- 
tion that this tax is a benefit to the larger cigar and cigarette estab- 
lishments in this country. 

The same argument might be made here in favor of the large whisky 
establishments of this country. They receive a benefit from this tax- 
ation, and both the eapitalists engaged in tobacco and the capitalists 
engaged in whisky are unalterably opposed to any interference with 
the tax. But that is not true with regard to the small dealers. That 
is not true with regard to the gentlemen who raise little orchards in 
the mountain districts represented by my friend Mr. CowLks and my 
friend Mr. JOHNSTON in North Carolina. They are injured every day ot 
their lives by the imposition of thistax. The small cigar manufactur- 
ers in my district are also injured by the imposition of this tax, 

What is the argument, Mr. Chairman? When we propose to reduce 
tariff taxation gentlemen arise over on the other side and say it will 
ruin the industries of the country. When we propose to reduce inter- 
nal taxation gentlemen arise on the other side of the House and say it 
will ruin the industries of the country. Has it come to this, that we 
can not reduce taxation either upon imports or upon articles upon 
which the tax is imposed directly without injury? Has the proposi- 
tion come to be accepted in an American Congress that a high taxation 
is necessary in order to preserve and protect and save from ruin the 
industries of this country? 

I think it is not true, sir. I think the argument is made simply in 
behalf of concentrated capital engaged in the manufacture of cigarettes 
and concentrated capital engaged in the manufacture of whisky. Itis 
against those organizations now combined into trusts that I feel it my 
duty to speak in the interest of the small dealers both in tobacco and 
in fruit brandy in my State and in my district. It may be that the 
removal of the tax upon fruit brandy will lead to frauds upon the legit- 
imate manufacture of whisky; but I deny that the Government is not 
able, with the system of detectives, espionage, and survelliance which 
it throws around every man who deals in those articles, to protect the 
legitimate dealers from the wrongdoings of the illegitimate and fraud- 
ulent dealer. And I believe, sir, that if there be no scientific test now 
by which it may be made known whether a barrel contains whisky or 
brandy, or a mixture of the two, it would be only necessary to pass 
this remedial reformatory legislation in order to find a remedy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

{Mr. PERKINS withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the arguments 
presented here against the internal-revenue system apply rather to the 
administrative features of the law than to the system itself; and these 
objectionable features, I submit, can be repealed or modified without 
repealing the system. The internal tax isa tax imposed not upon the 
necessaries of life, but it is a tax upon luxuries, a tax whica every one 
may repeal for himself by abstaining from the use of whisky and to- 
bacco. When I see the representatives of that great party which for 
so many years posed before the people of this country as the party of 
great moral ideas advocating the removal of the tax on whisky, and 
thereby the increase of all the evils which flow from the excessive use 
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tem. Let me ask why,when he was formerly in favor of repeal, he is 
not in favor of it to-day? 

They say you can not do it with safety to the Government; that 
they need the money. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MiLiIn] whether there is not now a surplas of $125,000,000 in the 
Treasury, and whether there is likely to be a deficiency of more than 
$50, 0U0, 000 a year if you took off all the internal-revenue taxes. If you 
take every dollar of the internal-revenue tax of $125,000,000 it will 
take four years under the present system to consume the present surplus. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve one minute of my time in order to 
give it to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

ifall of this surplus of $125,000,000 were, by the repeal of the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes, allowed to go back into the pockets of the people 
in the United States in the next four years nothing would do more to 
advance the prosperity of the country. It would be a reversal of the 
policy of hoarding and contraction that has been pursued by this Ad- 
ministration since it came into power. 

I ask you gentlemen on the other side of the House why the Demo- 
cratic party did not keep the pledges it made to the country four years 
ago? Were you in favor of free whisky then because you were in favor 
of the abolition of the internal-revenue system? All of the Repub- 
lican States of the North and West are either for Prohibition or high 
license coupled with local restriction. They are in sympathy, Mr. 
Chairman, with the movement on the part of the people to restrain 
and prohibit the use of alcoholic liquors as a beverage. I sympathize 
with them in that movement, and therefore I favor the abolition of 
the internal-revenue taxes on liquors, which it is sought to make a 
permanent source of revenue. 

As I have already stated, I will now yield one minute of my time 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri desires to offer an 
amendment and to reserve the one minute of time yielded to him for 
the purpose of explaining it. If there be no objection he will be per- 
mitted to do so. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, coming back to the 
point involved in the pendingamendment, I can only repeat what has 
been so well said by my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 
that the committee in charge of this bill would have been willing, for 
some reasons, to report in favor of the repeal of the tax upon fruit 
brandies, or at least for adiminution of that tax, but after a careful con- 
sideration of the question and astudy of it with reference to practical 
legislation, they found themselves unable to devise any plan by which 
they could release this tax and save the tax upon whisky, with which 
they were unwilling to interfere. 

No plan could be suggested by the Department charged with the col- 
lection of this tax, nor was any feasible plan ever offered by those whoare 
most anxious for the repeal. Moreover, it is a much larger subject in 
its possibilities than appears upon its face. Itis true, the tax collected 
to-day is not a very large one. Itisa little over $1,200,000, a sum 
whose release would make no material difference so far as the revenues 
of the country are concerned. But when we take into consideration 
the possibilities of grape production in California and elsewhere, and 
the possibilities of the apple product in New York and in other parts 
of the country in the event of the release of this tax, it will be clearly 
seen that the question is one of much greater magnitude than would 
be indicated at the first glance. 

Now, sir, I have been much interested in the efforts on the other 
side of the House to reach a proper understanding of the position their 
party holds to-day as to the repeal of the internal-revenue system, 
and particularly as to the release of the tax upon whisky and brandy, 
in view of the utterances of their last platform. This seems to have 
been a subject of infinite trouble and perplexity to our friends ever 
since their convention at Chicago. The actual factis, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Republican party got drunk on the Oregon election, and the 
Chicago platform is the product of their ‘‘ Dutch courage.’’ [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] When that courage evaporates 
they come back to this House, and spend almost a week in endeavor- 
ing to seamper down from that platform, and in trying to prove that 
it does not mean what in black and white it clearly does mean. 
[Laughter. ] 

I rejoiced, sir, with my venerable friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KeELiLey]. When I read the utterances of his party at Chicago I con- 
gratulated him upon the fact that they had finally moved up to his 
position; and told him then what I say to you to-day, that the nomi- 
nation of General Harrison or of anybody else on that platform save 
and except the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself was a plain non 
sequifer. [Laughter.] And I rejoiced that after years of waiting he 
could have one single day at least, when, looking to the right and to the 
left, he could find his party squarely dressed and in line with the ad- 
vanced position he himself has been holding in this House for the last 
ten or fifteen years, sometimes almost ‘‘solitary and alone”’ so far as 
his party associates are concerned. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, no one disputes the fact that all 
internal taxes are paid by our own citizens. They are only justified 
en the ground that the Government needs the money, or in some ex- 
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| ceptional cases to prevent frauds that it is for the best iszverest of soci- 


ety that some things like oleomargarine should be inspected. It isa 
form of tax not popular with our people, a necessity in time of war, 
but should be removed so far as possible in time of peace. 

It is now imposed alone on tobacco and spirits. It ought at once to 
be removed entirely from tobacco, and as soon as we can do without 
the money and have paid our debts, it ought to a large extent at least 
be removed from spirits. By far the larger part of alcohol is used in 
manufactures and chemicals; the tax should first be removed from this 
part of the product the same as is done in most European countries. 
‘The tax on all other classes of spirits might after this be largely re- 
duced. As it is now the high tax is a great advantage to the whisky 
trust. It would perhaps be an advantage to the orderly control of the 
business if it was kept under the inspection of Government by a small 
tax. 

It has often been asserted in this debate that a removal of the tax 
on spirits is in the interest of free whisky and against the interest of 
temperance. There is no reason or truth in this charge. The most 
active temperance workers do not believeit. For the purpose of show- 
ing that no question of temperance is involved in the repeal of the in- 
ternal taxes, I ask to have the following read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS, 
[Extract from a paper prepared by Miss Frances E. Willard, president National 
Wowman’s Christian Temperance Union, in favor of the repeal, and published 
in The White Ribbon for February, 1888.]} 


The Woman’s Christian Temperance Union has desired this long and ear- 
nestly. Our earliest resolution onthe subject was adopted without a dissenting 
voice at the national convention in Louisville, 1882, and reads as follows: 

‘The Woman’s National Christian Temperance Union desires to express its 
earnest sympathy withthe movement favoring the total abolition of the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes on all alcoholic beverages at present collected by the Na- 
tional Government, as we believe that the taxation of this business is wrong 
in principle, an outrage on the moral sentiment of the country, a quasi indorse- 
ment of a pernicious trafic, a legalizing, so faras the National Governmentcan, 
of a business that is the source of most of our crime and poverty,and a great 
hindrance in the way of the removal of the traffic and its attendant evils out 
of the land. 

** We further believe that this revenue is not needed by the Government, and 
that the large surplus that it brings into the Treasury is a standing menace to 
honesty, and a fruitful source of, if not an invitation to, corruption. For these 
reasons we earnestly urge the abolition of these taxes, and we invite the co-op- 
eration of all classes tothis end. It is hereby ordered that a copy of the above, 
properly signed by the president and secretary of this convention, be forwarded 
to Congress, and that copies be furnished organizations in the country inter- 
ested, with a request that they co-operate with us in this matter.” 

Our latest resolution on this subject was unanimously adopted at the Nash- 
ville convention in November, 1887, all of the States excepting Nevada and five 
of the Territories being represented : 

* Resolved, That we advocate the abolition ofthe internal revenue on alcoholic 
liquors for the reason that it operates to render more difficult the securing and 
enforcement of prohibitory laws, and so postpones the day of national deliver- 
ance. 

In my annual address before this convention the following passage occurs: 

‘*T hope we shall distinctly declare ourselves in favor of removing the inter- 
nal-revenue tax from all intoxicating liquors, It is a covenant with hell and 
a compact with damnation. To-day it stands as the strongest bulwark be- 
tween the liquor traffic and annihilation. We want no monopolies in sin, 
least of all that the National Government should be the largest stockholder, 
getting 90 cents on every gallon of whisky and 93 cents, in round numbers, on 
every keg of beer. The amount of tax is about equal to the annual surplus in 
the United States Treasury; let both be wiped out together. I hope this may 
be one of our campaign battle-cries: ‘Down with the tax that ties the nation 
tight to the vampire that is sucking out its blood.’ ”’ 

Listen to Senator Frye, of Maine, a stanch temperance man and Repub- 
lican. He says: 

* There is not adistiller or liquor-seller who wants the tax taken off. The pre- 
tended moral argument—largely advanced by brewers, saloon-keepers, and 
frec-traders—that the removal of the tax would increase the consumption by 
making whisky cheaper to the drinker is absurd. A careful estimate shows 
that the reduction on an ordinary glass of whisky after it has been doctored 
and reduced for the drinker would not exceed seven-eighths of a cent.”’ 

Liste. to that stanch Democrat, General ‘‘ Joz’’ Brown, United States Sen- 
ator: 

*[T should think that the prohibitionists would very naturally desire the re- 
peal of the revenue laws by the Congress of the United States, so as to leave the 
whole question under the control of the States, so that in case the prolribition- 
ists should get the control of a State there would be no embarrassment grow- 
ing out of license to distill and sell granted by the Government of the United 
States,as is now the case. Remove all Federal interference with the manufact- 
ure and vending of ardent spirits and you will have the matter entirely within 
the hands of the States, where a majority of the people of each State can control 
it. If the prohibitionistsare right and the majority of the people are with them, 
then they could ask nothing better than for the Government of the United States 
to take its hands off this traffic and leave it entirely under the control of the 
States.” 

Listen to the Voice, chief champion of the Prohibition party: 

‘(Special correspondence. } 
** LOUISVILLE, December 24, 


‘The Voice has obtained interviews with the most prominent representatives 
of the Kentucky whisky interests regarding the attitude of the manufacturers 
and wholesale dealers toward the proposed abolition or reduction of the Federal 
internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits. The whisky men interviewed, with 
but one exception, opposed abolition of the tax, urging that the tax is a power- 
ful agency for the successful prosecution of the whisky business. 

“(Special dispatch. ] 
“CINCINNATI, December 26. 


“The distillers of this great distillery city unanimously agree that the Federal 
tax on whisky should not be stricken off. For the most part they assign as 
their reason that without the tax governmental supervision would im possi- 
ble, and the distilling would not be done, as heretofore, in great and responsible 
establishments under the eye of Uncle Sam, but anywhere and everywhere by 
roupenenee persons. ‘The result, they say, would be deterioration of the dis- 
tilled product and such other bad effects that there would be general revolt 
against the trade.” 
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From the New York Sun 


The inost ambitious and the most powerful of all trusts, the whisky trust, has 
just declared a dividend of 1} per cent rhis enormous income is directly « 
nected with the maintenance of the internal-revenue system. With that out of 


the way there would be no whisky trusts of any such importance. 
Clinton B. Fisk 
I believe that the Internal Revenue Department of the United States should 
be abolished forthwith, and the National Government no longer remain the 








chief partuer in the distilling and brewing business, The repeal of the interna 
revenue taxes on liquors and tobacco is the safest, most practicable and right 





eous way of reducing the surplus in the United States Treasury. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Republican party claim 
the credit of large and repeated reductions of internal taxation. That 
the exact facts may be a matter of record and easy of access I ask leave 
to have printed the letter from Mr. Miller, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, to Speaker CARLISLE. 

During the years in which these reductions were being made no but 
den has been removed from our tariff taxation, and the increased rates 
of duties imposed because of theseinternal taxes have not been removed, 
though the internal tax has been repealed. 

And as this history given in this letter is carefully studied it will be 
perceived that as a rule these reductions removed burdens from capital 
and wealth, and rendered more improbable and difficult a revision of 
the tariff and a reduction of tariff taxation, and more firmly riveted 
the present system of excessive protective duties upon the tax-payers 
and consumers, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, May 2, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith, in compliance with your request, 
a statement of the amount of internal taxes abolished under the several acts of 
legislation from July 13, 1866,when the first act was passed ‘‘to reduce internal tax- 
ation,” to March 3, 1883, the date of the lastfact to reduce such taxation, asshown 

First. By ascertaining the differences, when practicable, between the receipts 
from the several sources affected by the legislation for the years in which the 
acts were passed, at the rates of tax in force immediately prior to the passage 
of the acts, and the receipts that the new rates imposed by these acts would 
have yielded for the same years had they been in force, 

Second. When, from want of necessary data, the foregoing method is im- 
practicable, by giving the differences in the receipts for the years immediately 
preceding and following the years in which the acts were passed effecting the 
reduction or repeal of said taxes, except in cases where an act had not gone into 
full operation the first year after its passage, when the receipts for the next 
succeeding year are taken instead of those for the year before it, and 

Third. In cases where the tax is wholly abolished by giving the largest amount 
of revenue collected from that source in any year asthe measure of reduction 

Taxation under the present internal-revenue system culminated in 1866, the 
receipts for that year amounting to $310,906,984.17. Under the laws then in force 
taxes were levied on raw products, upon all manufactures; upon nearly all pro 
fessions, trades, and occupations, upon the entire receipts of transportation, ex 
press, insurance, and telegraph companies, of advertisements, bridges, and tol] 
roads, and of lotteries, theaters, and other places of amusement, upon auction 
sales and brokers’ sales of merchandise, stocks, bonds, foreign exchange, prom- 
issory notes, gold and silver bullion and coin (and later upon sales of manufact- 
urers, dealers, liquor dealers, etc.), upon the income of individuals, upon bank 
profits, dividends, and additions to surplus funds, upon canal, railroad, and turn 
pike companies’ dividends, interest on bonds and additions to surplus funds 
upon insurance companies’ dividends and additions to surplus funds, and upon 
the salaries of United States officers and employés, upon articles of luxury kept 
for use, such as billiard tables, carriages, piano-fortes,and other parlor musica! 
instruments, gold watches, yachts, gold and silver plate, upon nearly every 
kind of legal instrument, upon promissory notes, bank checks, friction matches 
and proprietary medicines, upon legacies and successions, upon passports, upon 
slaughtered cattle, sheep, and swine, and upon the capital, circulation, and de 
posits of banks, private, State, and national. In a word, everyavailable source 
of revenue was laid under contribution to pay the interest on the public debt 
and to meet the other necessary expenses of the Government. This system was 
probably more far-reaching and comprehensive than any system of taxation 
ever before devised. 

The work of reducing internal taxation began August 1, 1866, and went on 
more or less rapidly until 1883, when, according to the following statement, taxes 
to the amount of $320,717,187 per annum had been abolished, and the system re- 
loved of its most burdensome provisions. 

TAXES REPEALED UNDER ACTS OF JULY 13, 1866; MARCH 2, 1867; FEBRUARY 
1368; MARCH 31, 1868; JULY 20, 1868, AND JULY 14, 1870. 

First, Manufactures and products: The largest and most important class of 
articles taxed during the fiscal year 1866 was that of manufactures and produ 
tions. Exclusive of the tax on distilled spirits, fermented liquors, chewing and 
smoking tobacco, snuff, and cigars it yielded that year $127,230,609. Thearticles 
included in it were almost innumerable. One hundred and twenty-five were 
enumerated in the “schedule of articles subject to tax.’’ One other heading 
“manufactures not enumerated’’—included the rest. Under this class taxes 
were duplicated and reduplicated. Among the articles that yielded the largest 
amount of revenue may be mentioned the raw products—coal, cotton, crude 
petroleum, and sugar; and the manufactures—boots and shoes, cloths and other 
fabrics made of cotton, same made of wool, ready-made clothing, illuminating 
gas, manufactures of iron, oil distilled from crude petroleum, and coal. 

Taxes in this class were reduced by acts of July 13, 1866, and March 2, 1867, and 
were finally abolished by acts of February 3, 1368, March 31, 1565, and July 20, 
1868, with the exception of the tax on gas. This was not repealed until August 
1, 1872. Asasubstitute for the tax on manufactures a tax of one-fifth of 1 per 
cent. was imposed on the sales of manufactures in excess of $5,000 per annum. 
Largest receipts in 1866; amount, $127,230,609, 

Second, Gross receipts: Taxes varying from 1} to 5 per cent. were imposed 
on the gross receipts of canal, railroad, steam-boat, express and insurance com 
panies, of advertisements, bridges. ferries, stage coaches, ete. Taxes reduced 
by acts of July 13, 1866, March 2, 1867, and finally repealed by act of July 14, 1870. 
Largest receipts in fiscal year 1866; amount, $11,262,430. ; 

Third, Sales: Sales of brokers on merchandise, produce, stocks, bonds, foreign 
exchange, gold and silver bullion and coin, auction sales, sales of dealers and 
liquor-dealers over $50,000 per annum were taxed at rates varying from one- 
twentieth to one-fourth of 1 per cent. up to 1870. epealed by act of July 4 
1870. Largest receipts in fiscal year 1870; amount, $8,837,395 , 

Fourth. Special taxes not relating to spirits, beer, and tobacco: An annual 
tax varying from $ to $500 was imposed on nearly all professions and occupa- 
tions. Few reductions were made in thesetaxes before their repeal. Abolished 


May 1, 1871, by act of July 14,1870. Largest receipts in fiscal year 1866; amount, 
$14,144,418. 
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Fifth. Income: The tax on incomes from individuals was reduced by acts of | 


March 2, 1867, and July 14, 1870. It expired by limitation December 31, 1871. 
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rhe receipts from the tax on gas in 1866 were 12.643, and in 1872, the vear 
of largest receipts from this source, $2,831,719 ig an increase the tux 
dun g this time of $989.07 So.also, the receipts from raw cotton in t ver 
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lhe following is a brief synopsis of the leading provisions in the above ed 
acts that effected this reduction 

First. An act of July 13, 1866: The lars -ductions under this act we 
on manufactures and products, by the repes f the provisions in se 
of March 3, 1865, which imposed a tax of 20 per cent. on all articles, wit Vv ex 
ceptions, enumerated in section 94, act of June 30, 1864, in addition to the 3 
imposed in that section, and by repealing the tax altogether on certain ar . 
in this class rhe rate of tax on gross re pts of telegraph companies was 
duced from 5 to 3 percent., and on auction sales from one-fourt 

per cent.,and on brokers’ sales of merchandise from one-eighth to one ‘ 
tieth of | per cent. The tax ofone-twentieth of 1 per cent. on brokers’ sales 
stocks, bonds, foreign exchange, promisso iotes, or other sec es i of 

tenth of Ll per cent. on sales of gold and silver | yn and coin was! ed 
to one one-hundredth of | per cent., when such sales were made ‘ é 
nk, or banker who had paid a special tax as su rhe tax wa ale 1 
#88 receipts of railroad and other companies for transportat of tre 
on slaughtered animals, on carriages valued at $300 and less,« t ; on 
and other parlor musical instruments, and « yachts, pleasure and ra : Als 
; ee eae 

Sec d. Act of March 2, 1867: The list of articles added to the fre . uct 

f July 13, 18 was considerably increased this act The tax was i 
on the gross receipts of advertis« euts and toll roads, a Ww « ‘ 
gross receipts of bridges and ferries from 3 to 2} per cent. A few add al 
taxes were imposed on sales 

rhe income tax of individuals was reduced by raising the exemy, A 
t 000, and by imposing a uniform rate of 5 per cent. on all taxa es 
over that amount, in lieu of the rates 5 per cent. on incomes over ix i t 
over $5,000, and 10 per cent. on incomes over $5,000, an excess of 3. sed 
by act of March 3, 1865 

Third. Act of February 3, 1868; By this act the tax on cotton grown 1e 
Un rat States after the year 1467 was repealed. 

Fourth. Act of March 31, 1868: Ali taxeson manufacturesand produ @ ex 
cept distilled spirits, fermented liquors, cigars, cigarettes, » fT i and 
smoking tobacco,not before repealed, were abolished fromm the passig act, 
except the tax on gas, and mineral oilsdistilled from coal i ide |} i 
In lieu of these taxes repealed, however, a tax of one-fifth of 1 per cent. was im- 
posed on manufacturers’ sales in excess of $5,000 per annum 

Fifth. Actof July 2, 1868: The remainder ofthe tax on mineral oi! distilled from 
crude petroleum, coal, etc., which was reduced one half by the act « larch 31, 
1868, was repealed by this act 

Sixth. Act of July 14, 1870: By the provisionsof this act tax w repealed on 
special taxes not relating to spirits, fermented liquors, and t ) ross 
receipts, sales, legacies, and successions, articles of luxury kept for use, not be- 


fore abolished, and on passports 








The tax on income from individuals was reduced by ra exemption 
from $1,000 to $2,000, and by imposing a tax of 2) per « t i all taxable in- 
comes over $2,000 in place of 5 per cent on all taxable mes over $1,000, under 
act of March 2, 1867. This act also reduced the tax from 5 to 2} per cent. on the 
d lends and additions to surplus funds of banks, cana irance, railroad, 

il turnpike companies, and on the interest on | ds of canal, railroad, and 
t e companies, and provided that the income tax should be levied and 
‘ ted annually for the years 1870 and 1871, and no longer. It also reduced 
t stamp tax See paragraph 10, page 12 

Che amount of reduction in the several classes named under each of the fore- 
: g acts can not be exactly determined for lack of necessary data in ther 
t s rhe largest receipts for any on ear have, therefore, been taken as the 





measure of reduction, 


Act of July 20, 1868,as amended by act of April 10,1869: Among the more im- 
portant provisions of this act were those reducing the rates of tax « tilled 
spirits from $2 to 50 cents per gallon, modifying the special taxes o stillers, 


and imposing a capacity tax on their distilleries and a tax of 4 per barre lon 


| the annual production of spirits in excess of 100 barrels by each distiller, 
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Under these changes in the law the quantities of distilled spirits returned for 
taxation increased: rom 7,224,409 gallons in 1868 to 62,092,417 gallons in 1869, and 
78,490,198 gallons in 1870, and the receipts from $18,655,631 in 1868 to $45,071,231, 
in 1869, and $55,606,004 1s 








The most important changes made inthe rates of tax on tobacco and snuff 
were the reduction of the tax on snuff and the finer grades of chewing and 
emoking tobacco, constituting abott two-thirds of the quantity of tobacco taxed, 
from 40 to 32 cents per pound, and the imposition of a tax of one-fifth of 1 per 


cent. on sales of cigars over $5,000 per annum, of manufactured tobacco over 
$1,060 per annum, of kk tobacco over $10,000 per annum, and on the excess 
over $5,000 of the penal sum of bonds of manufacturers of tobacco. 

Under the operation of these and other modifications in the law the quanti 
ties of manufactured tobacco and snuff returned for taxation increased fron 
46,754,150 pounds in 1868 to 61,305,026 pounds in 1869, and 90,288,082 pounds in 1870, 
and the receipts from all sources relating to tobacco from $18,730,095 in 1868 to 
$23,430,708 in 1869, and $31,350,708 in 1870. 

This act provided that the tax on distilled spirits, snuff, chewing and smok 
tobacco should be paid by stamps. The taxon distilled spirits was according|y 
first paid by stamps November 1, 1865, and on manufactured tobacco and snuff 
November 23, 156s 

Act of June 6, 1872: Under spirits this act repealed the special tax of distill- 
ers, the capacity or per diem tax on their distilleries, and the tax of $4 per bar- 
rel on every barrel produced by any distiller over 100 barrels a year, but in- 
creased the rate of tax per gallon from 50 to 70 cents. These changes were not 
probably made to affect the revenue from spirits, but to make the tax less bur- 
densome to distillers 

The changes made by this actin the rates of tax on tobacco were the substi- 
tution of a uniform rate of 20 cents per pound on all chewing and smoking to- 
baceo for the two rates, 16 and 82 cents, imposed by act of July 20, 1868, the 
repeal of the tax on sales of cigars over $5,000 per annum, of manufactured 
tobacco over $1,000 per annum, of leaf-tobacco over $10,000 per annum, and on 
excess of $5,000 of the penal sum of bonds of manufacturers of tobacco, and the 
irn position of a special tax on retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, and on peddlers of 
tobacco. 

Estimated reduction under tobacco: The quantity of chewing and smoking 
tobacco returned for taxation during the fiscal year 1872 was 93,655,905 pounds 
The actual receipts from this tobacco at 16 and 32 cents per pound imposed by 
act of July 20, 1568, were 
At 32 cents : : _ - alla $18, 177, 476.77 
At 16 cents 3 
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The receipts from the sale of the above-named stamps in 1880 were: 

Interest amounted to......... ........ see shnivutennceumeinenenlote Le 

Leakage, taking the averags 158, 994 

Allowed for 1881, 1882 and 1883 1, 300, 144 
Total... on aieiedh ..$1, 789, 82 

Act of March 3, 1883: Ti his ‘act re educed the ti 1x on  tob: 1cco and repealed the 

amp-tax on checks, friction-matches, patent medicines, ete., and the tax on 
cee eapital and deposits of all banks and bankers, private, State, and National. 

Under tobacco, the tax on cigars was reduced from $6 to $3 per thousand, on 
cigarettes from $1.75 to 50 cents per thousand, and on snuff, chewing, and smok- 
ing tobaeco from 16 to 8 cents per pound, and the special taxes of manufacturers 
of and dealers in tobacco were reduced on an average nearly 50 per cent. 

ESTIMATE OF THE REDUCTION ON TOBACCO, 

As this act, so far as it relates to tobacco, took effect May 1, 1883, most of the 
collections on tobac » during the last two months of the fiscal year 1883 were 
made under this ac 

The quantities of « cigars, cigarettes, snuff, chewing and smoking tobacco re- 
turned for taxation durin; g the fiscal year 1883 were as follows 











( igars RN I siniiniscannteeehinnnsasonvininsabvintgiunsnveunvens number we 2, 227, 888, 992 
Ce iiincntncdgn nse cennexaabeasanesnesansichinaduenthudinhedeiewenseneveiients number... 640, 021; 658 
Snuff and manufactured tobacco. -.xsscossseccecceseececcccrcerereccccet pounds... 170,361,553 


The number of special tax-payers were as follows: Manufacturers of cigars, 
16,724: mauufacturers of tobacco, 1,060; dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3,382; dealers in 
leaf-tobacco, not over 25,000 pounds, 1,208; retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3; deal- 
ers in manufactured tobacco, 449,612; peddlers of tobacco, first class, 7; second 
class, 528; third class, 647; fourth class, 221. 

Estimate of receipts under rates of tax in force immediately prior to May 1, 1883. 














1 Cignre, 3.297 BOC SOR, 0b O6 WOE 100 ic vcsisccccctsceiescescescenecssnececonicinstsine $19, 367, 353. 95 

| Cigarettes, weighing not over 3 pounds per 1,000, 639,902,503, at 
| Ree WEE aah coh cen nancnwsenavenmnbbelbuianansibauesteakdensthaseceetapahtichunconiabh .  1,119,829.38 
garettes, weighing ove r, panadepert, 000, 119,150, at $6 per 1,000.. 714. 90 
Pobaeco and snuff, 170,561,558, at 16 cents.. Sencitnaneiene ratdiaieaatain - 27,257, S49. 28 
Total manufactured tobacco, cigars CtC............scccsceseeses eehioece 47,745, 727.51 


Total poeubcaseenesavioes chapinesneatapttaebanboammneedti wee 24, 073, 683.10 | 
Estimated receipts on 93,4 655,905 pounds at 20 cents....... cosescos | By SUR, BOE OO 
Showing a reduction of a ; ‘ > 5, 342, 502. 10 
Add for receipts from sales of cigars, manufactured tobacco, eta, 

in 1872 » ovececceupeedpensinte sapenuaeaepin ‘ cencseccecseses 3653, 137.00 

I atacand aaia l 5, 705, 689.10 | 


Deduct receipts of retail ‘dealers in leaf- “tobacco and peddlers of 


tobacco in 1873 58, 698. 00 


Actual reduction in receipts from tobacco... ...........cceecsesseeeeseeseeees 5, 646, 941. 10 


This act also repealed all stamp taxes imposed under Schedule B (documen- 
tary stamps), act of June 30, 1864, except the 2-cent stamp on bank checks,drafts, 


or orders. Date of repeal, October 1, 1872. The receipts for the first entire fiscal 
yeur after the date of repeal were those for 1874. 

Receipts from stamp taxes in 1872 uticwduse jlitheinntcebuenonmon - $16, 177, 321 
Receipts from stamp taxes in 1874......... 








Showing a reduction of ang elie sapeiiunenebaatinkntendninn cendeetaieimiats 10, 040, 476 
This act raised the exemption on all sums s deposite din savings banks, etc.,in 
the name of one person from $500 to $2.6: ~,and exempted certain borrowed cap- 
ital. The annual reduction in the rec eipts from bank capital and deposits in 
consequence of these change s in the law was,as appears from a comparison of 
the receipts from them in 1872 and 1873, $873,111. 
Amount of tax returned on bank capital and deposits: 
In fiscal year 1872...... oc cvenccedecsepounendboviaenesboneevbesecebacsouscesnsy reeuensebcescne 4,619,364 
In fiveal year 1873... a eee | UC 








873, lil 





Reduction 








The tax on illuminating gas was repealed by this act. 
Amount of reduction 


On the stamp tax . $10, 040, 476 











On bank capital and dep« sits. 873, 111 
On tobacco. < 5, 646, 941 
By the repeal of the tax on gas" (SOO RID BS)... <ccccvieveccvesvessscunscsuasecnbonmeebnnneenedsensinee 

Total, exclusive of gas. 16, 560, 528 





Act of Mare! 11,1879: This act imposed a uniform rate of 16 cents per pound 
on all snuff, chewing and smoking tobacco in lieu of 32 cents per pound im- 
posed on snuff by act of July 20, 1868,and 24 cents per pound on chewing and 
smok ing tobacco imposed by act of March 3, 1875. This act took effect May 1 
1879, hence the greater part of the receipts for the last two months of the fiscal 
yes ur 1879 was co bile cted at the new rates of tax. 

The total quantity of manufactured tobacco and snuff returned for taxation 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1879, was 120,398,458 pounds, as follows 


Pounds, Pounds. 








Snuff at 32 cents souvessnenventssunsiitéseimmiiavinentapietiiaie 2, 215, 111 
Snuilf at 16 cents......... nepipaniinertneninsdiautgailanisiinibaaniels ~ 1,208,124 

3, 423, 235 
Manufactured tobacco at 16 Cemts................escseesseereeseeesees 2, 127, 203 
Manufactured tobacco at 20 Cemts...........cccccccccccccessosccceeceees 57 
Manufactured tobacco at 24 CeMts..........cccccceccesseseceececeeneees 74, 847, 963 


Total ...... os shsedipeineeteevhesoniaaieie atinhaiatitindastaniamaddtidebniiidinal 120 





iestimate of tax on snuff and manufactured tobacco: 


At new rates, 120,398,458 pounds ie i ie nccsttikonncceee eee $19, 263, 753 
At old rates, snuff 3 42: 3,235 pounds at 32 cents................. $1, 095, 435 
At old rates manufactured tobacco 116 .975,223 pounds at 

ccs onccesecs osévensnveseanneaheneenin scoviielecncans Sane eee 


—————_ 29, 169, 489 
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Act of May 28, 1880: This act abolished warehouse, rectifiers’, wholesale 
liquor dealers’, special bonded warehouse and imported spirit stamps, and the 
prov ision for the paymentof 5 per cent, interest under joint resolution of March 

28, IS78, on the tax upon spirits that had remained in warehouse more than one 
year, and provided certain allowances for leakage in packages of spirits when 
they were withdrawn from warehouse. 








SPECIAL TAXES. 
















Manufacturers of cigars, 16,724, at $10... 167, 240, 00 
Dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3,382, at $ 84, 550, 00 
Dealers in leaf-tobacco, not over r 24, 000 pounds, 1,208, ‘at $5. 6, 040, 00 
Retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3, at $500 1,500. 00 
Dealers in manufactured tobacco, 449,612, - 2, 248, 060, 00 
Manufacturers of tobacco, 1,060, at $10 ...............cceeeeeceeeees 10, 600, CO 
PEDDLERS OF TOBACCO. 
First class, 7, at $50 350.00 
| Second class, 528, at $25 13, 200. 00 
1 ‘hird class, 647, at $15 9, 705. 00 
Fourth class, 221, at $10....... i decal i 2, 210. 00 


EE - ieee nn ea RR 
by ts 





oe 


Total special taxes.......... déstieseeen ae sii aistleesddlaiilasii alii watiaes . 2,543, 455.00 


Total from all sources at old rates........ . 50,289, 182. Si 
Estimate of receipts under rates of tax imposed by act of March 3, 1883. 
Cigars and cheroots, 3,227,888, 992, at $3......... .cccccccceesescecccesseceerereee $9, 683, 666. 98 


Cigarettes, weighing not over 3 pounds per | 000, 639,902,503, at 50 
cents per 1,000.. - 

















319, 951. 25 






















































Cigarettes, weighing over er 3 pounds per 1,000, 119.150, at & 357. 45 
Tobacco and snuff, 170,361,558, at 8 cents..................00065 sendonn ces 13, 628, 924. 64 
Total manufactured tobacco, Cigars, €tc...........ccccccccceseeenenes 23, 632, 900. 32 
SPECIAL TAXES. 
Manufacturers of cigars, 16,724, at $6........ 100, 344. 00 
Dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3,382, at $12........ a 5 40, 584. 00 
Dealers in leaf-tobacco, not over 25,000 pounds, 1,2 bs ° 9,040, 00 
Retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, 3, at $2.50............ccccceseeeeeseeeeees pistons 750. 00 
Dealers in manufactured tobacco, 449,612, a t $2.40... 1, 079, 068. 80 
Manufacturers of tobacco, 1,060, at $6.................. pes 6, 360. 00 
PEDDLERS OF TOBACCO, 
First class, 7, at $30. @ cceee 210. 00 
Second class, 528, at $15. 7, 920. 00 
Third class, 647, at $7.20. 4, 658. 40 
Fourth class, 221, at $3.60. 795. 60 
I CE ili cc vhs ectanteeete iccsaninsrevenstergseerastnnssieomnbevies 1, 246, 730. 80 
Total from all sources at MEW TAtes............ccereeee 24, 879, 631,12 
Total from all sources at old rates.............. a.Geneee 50, 239, 182.51 
OGM one vseciviscveccesncsensescesconssseccecen sbdcaiddiee seanseieingeie a 25, 409, 551. 39 
TAXES ABOLISHED. 

teceipts in fiscal year 1882 from stamp-taxes...................... - 8,139, 218 
Capital and deposits of State banks and private bankers.. 5, 249, 173 
Capital and deposits of national banks...... ...........06 ginetiariiemnnnte 5, 959, 702 
Total taxes reduced and repealed.......... wees 44, 757, 644. 39 





Taxes on the capital and deposits of national banks were by law returned to 
the Treasurer of the United States instead of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
“nue, so that they were never included in the receipts of this office. They were, 
howev er, strictly an internal tax and should be included in the list of internal 
taxes repealed. 

RECAPITULATION. 


Amount 











i 
| 
' 
Date of approval of repealing and reducing acts. oe Bev yee 
| repealed. 
July 13, 1866; March 2, 1867; February 3,1568; March 31, 1868; July | 
20, 1868, and or © 14, 1870.. i ; $247, 703, 452 
June 6, Pam Revie | 16, 560, 528 
inepiiabinas seesetalbiie aan 9, 905, 736 


aeeiiibnshonaaen 1, 789, 827 
ccoupietesviccn|  aeeCene 


si iciciasinstiniaipics spedialeleennpedtilaatinss celta eneneseccosereyerin eoereimananenentel 320, 717, 187 








Respectfully, yours, 
we _ JOS, S. MILLER, Commissioner, 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 
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Mr. HOWARD. 
now pending 
on the part of our Republican friends to a 
our home market and to disparage and belitt 


Mr. Chairman 


r hefore the House there seems to be 





fore on nations, It is evident ft ym the utter 
the prospe! of our avcricultural and mechan 


almost ex ively upon our he > market, and that the tariff should 





be so high as to ¢ e us exclusive control of the same, even th 


ural product y lof inthe homeand f 
and the stat nts thus n le are at variance with the tr 
culated to 1 ad, ! 
spe h the ot rdaay on the tari 
They know thatif the mere 6 per nt. of their produce that is sold a 
and mes in « 
the price of the r them if the foste: 

ing hand of the Government was still further extended to develop other 
factories that 1 be rried ons ess ly in the country. so thatt nian 

{ i the 6 percent, now ex} 


number ¢ € 1} ves and cons s ud re et 
and relieve the farmers from that unworthy competition. 





Chis isin harmony with the sentiments expressed by all the leadi 
Republicans in the country, from Blaine and JoHN SHERMAN down t 
the foot of the list, and the method by which our Republican frie: 
propose to relieve the farmers from the depression under which 
agricultural industry is now languishing, notwithstanding we hav 
been living under a high protective tariff for the last twenty-seven ye: 

What is the relief proposed for the farmer High taxation, unt 
manufactories are so increased in this country that they will employ 
enough men to consume at home all the agricultural productions of 
this the greatest producing country in the world—a proposition which 
appears absurd, when it is investigated, that it is difficult to com- 
prehend how any reasonable man could for a moment entertain it. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts in the case? The annual ex- 
port of agricultural products from this country is 15 per cent. of the 
entire production, instead of 6 per cent., as the gentleman from Ohio 
has stated, and more than 26 per cent. of what the farmers have left 
for the market after they have deducted from the whole production 
what they consume themselves. A vast difference between 26 per cent. 
and 6 per cent., as our Republican friends are in the habit of stat- 
ing it. 

Therefore, our Republican friends, in order to make their theory 
work, will have to provide a home market, not for 6 per cent. of « 
agricultural products, as they have stated, but for more than 26 per 
cent., or more than one-fourth of all the farmers raise for market 
which is impossible to accomplish, and the sooner the insane idea is 
abandoned the better it will be for the country. Lest the correctness 
of this statement may be questioned, we will give the figures and ca 
culations that will settle the question beyond peradventure. The an 
nual value of our agricultural productions is $3,500,000,000, and we ex- 
ported of our agricultural products in 1887 $523,000,000, which de 
ducted from the whole amount produced leaves a balance of $2,977,- 
000,000 to be consumed at home. Hence it will be seen at a glance 
that the whole amount of farm products consumed at home is only five 
and one-half times greater than the amount exported and sold abroad, 
instead of being sixteen-fold greater, as Senator SHERMAN stated in 
his speech to the Home Market Club in Boston, in February last. 

But the $2 977,000,000 is consumed by 60,000,000 people, one-half 
of whom are the farmers and their families, who together are est 
mated to form half our population; hence one-half of the $2,977,090, - 
000, to wit, $1,488,500,000, will be consumed by the agriculturists 
themselves, and the other half, to wit, $1,488,500,000, is left to t 
farmers to supply the home market, and which constitute the wl] 
amount they sell in the home market. It thus appears that 
amount the farmers sell in the home market is $121,500,000, less than 
three times as great as the quantity they export and sell in a foreign 
market. ‘The $523,000,000 of farm products that were exported and 
sold in a foreign market, 1887, at the rate we consume at home, 
supply the demands of 10,000,000 people in such preducts. Th 
the trade our Republican friends say is but a bagatelle, and ask the 
farmers, who compose 30,000,000 of our population, to surrender in 
the interest of a few hundred manufacturers, who employ, all told, 
not to exceed 1,500,000 men, many of whom have been imported 
under contract from foreign countries and are to return to their 
homes when the contract expires. 

If it be true, as my Republican friend from Ohio says it is, that that 
portion of the farmers’ products exported abroad and sold in a foreign 
market in competition with the pauper labor of Europe and other 
countries decreases the price of that portion sold at home (which state- 
ment I do not contradict), then I challenge any gentleman upon the 
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floor of this House to show how it is possible for a high protective tariff 
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flag, while the annual productior Europe ( to than $10 
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amount to less than $30 per capita, yet in the very face of these fact 
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| Government shall be limited to the consumins 


to protect the farmer so long as he has to export any portion of his | 


product to be sold in competition with such pauper labor. If the 


American farmer can afford to go 3,000 miles with his product, pay | 
storage, freightage, insurance, and commission thereon, and sell in | as an evidence that foreign countries will not buy from 
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does buy annually from England $750,000,000, being more than one | 


hundred times as much as it buys from the United States. 


The same is true with South America and all other countries that | 


buy annually from England near $2,000,000,000. Why should we con 
fine our producers to a home market of only 60,000,000 people, while 
England furnishes to the markets of the world annually $2,000,000, 000 
of her productions? The truth is, England sells because she holds out 
inducements which the United States withholds. Hence the languish- 
ing condition of industries. While the annual productions of the United 
States are one-fifth greater than the annual production of England, yet 
England’s export trade is annually five times greater than the export 
trade of the United States. Now, if we had an export trade equal to 
that of England, there would not be an idle laborer in the country and 
new life would be imparted to all the industries of the land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted, but it is in order to move additional amendments to be voted 
upon without debate. 

Mr. COWLES. I submit theamendment which I send to the desk. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

That the tax on brandy distilled from apples or peaches be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed, and distillers of brandy made from apples or peaches are here- 


by exempt from any provisions of law restricting or limiting the manufacture 
or sale of distilled spirits except as hereinafter provided. That the places where 
such brandy is kept for sale, whether licensed or unlicensed, and the digtilleries 
whereat such brandy is made, or the places whereat it is stored,as well as the 
vehicies used for its transportation, shall at all times, under provisions and re- 
sir.ctions of existing laws, be open to examination and search by the properly 
constituted authorities, and that it shall be unlawful for any person to mix or 
mingle whisky or other distilled spirits with brandy, ortochange by any means 
whatsoever the flavor or other qualities of any whisky or other distilled spirits 
80 a8 to cause it to resemble in any respect brandy, with intent to evade the pay- 
ment of the tax on such mixture or on the whisky or other distilled spirits so 
intermixed or changed in flavor, taste, or other quality, and any person or per- 
sons who shall be duly convicted thereof shall in each and every case be pun- 
ished by fine or imprisonment, one or both, in the discretion of the court; and 
it shall furthermore be unlawful for any person to use the license hereby given 
for the manufacture and sale of brandy distilled from apples and peaches in any 
way to evade the tax penalties and punishments imposed by law in respect to 
whisky and other distilled spirits,and any person so offending shall be pun- 
ished by fine or imprisonment, one or both,in the discretion of the court. Any 
and «ll property now liable to forfeiture by reason of violations of internal-rev- 
enue laws involved in any violation of this act shall, under provision of exist- 
ing law, be forfeited to the United States. 

Mr. COWLES, I simply desire to state that this amendment is an 
answer to the request of gentlemen from the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, I think it is so guarded that even the most particular can find 
no objection to it. 

(he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman as a substitute for the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SOWDEN], which is now pending as 
an additional section. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 12, noes 
74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COWLES. Seventy-one Democrats and three Republicans 
against it. [lLaughter. ] 

(he CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the amendment pend- 
ing, proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] as 
an additional section, to be numbered 27. 

‘The amendment was again read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting the following after section 26,and designating same as 
Bection 27: 

hat all laws imposing any internal-revenue taxes on spirits distilled from 
apples, peaches, and other fruits, are hereby repealed, and that on al original 
and unbroken hogsheads, barrels, or kegs of sucy spirits held by manufacturers 
or dealers at the time this act shall go into effect, upon which the tax has been 
paid, there shall be allowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of the tax 
so paid; but the same shall not apply in any case where the claim has not been 
ascertained or presented within ninety days following the date of the repeal. 
it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the Seeretary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and regulationg and to 
prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary to ry this 
section into effect.”’ 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 44, 
noes 79. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 12 members only voting therefor. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will now report the next section. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to offer an amendment to this section be- 
fore passing from it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
desires to offer an amendment to the pending section, and will be en- 
titled to one minutereserved by him to explain it. 

The amendment of Mr. WARNER was read, as follows: 


Insert, after the word “manufacture,” in line 13 of section 26, the following: 

“That on and after the Ist day of January, 1889, wholesale dealers in oleo- 
margarine shall pay a special tax of $10 annually. 7 

“That on and after the Ist day of January, L889, retail dealers in oleomargarine 
shall pay a special tax of $ annually.” 


Mr. WARNER. It is known, Mr. Chairman, that on the last day 


of the first session of the last Congress we passed a law for the purpose 
of raising revenue when it was admitted that we did not want any more 
revenue, and when the purpose of the then dominant party was to de- 
crease the revenues. They imposed a specific tax upon the manufact- 
urers of oleomargarine of $600. That I leave as it is. 


In addition 
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to that tax they fixed a specific tax on the wholesale dealer of $480, 
and it has been held that every man who sells a package of 10 pounds 
or over at any one time is a wholesale dealer. It also fixed a special 
tax upon the retail dealers of $48. This amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
leaves the tax of 2 cents a pound upon oleomargarine; leaves the tax 
upon the manufacturer of oleomargarine at $600, and simply permits 
the small retail dealers throughout the country to sell the commodity, 
whereas it is now a monoply in the hands of a few. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARNER. I will not ask for a division. 
want to reduce the revenue. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Not in that way. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 28. That section 3361 of the Revised States, and al! laws and parts of 
laws — impose restrictions upon the sale of leaf-tobaceo be, and are hereby, 
repeaied, 

Mr. BOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Samuel Weller, of facetious memory, tells us of a young woman 
who, having mastered the alphabet, complained that she had done so 
much to gain sg little. I commend her conclusion to the considera- 
tion of ofr hichds on the other side of the Chamber in respect to the 
pending bill, for aside from the emphatic disapproval which a Repub- 
lican Senate will give, I indulge the confident expectation that the 
people will so emphasize this disapproval at the polls next November 
that even our Democratic friends, with all their temerity, will hesitate 
to take another first step toward the breaking down of American in- 
dustries, the degradation of labor, and in my belief the unwonted en- 
trance of the wedge of free trade with the British sledge-hammer 
behind it. 

I can not permit this debate to close, Mr. Chairman, without putting 
myself on record as entirely opposed to the theory and doctrines of the 
pending measure. While it contains the clause abolishing the tax upon 
manufactured tobacco, which I favor, still there is scarcely a great 
interest in my State, and I may say in our whole country, that it does 
not affect and cripple, and I await an indorsement which I believe I 
shall receive at the hands of my people, when I cast my vote against it 
as a whole, preferring to lose the little good to be obtained by it to 
gaining the greater evil which its passage would entail. 

But I hear my friends on the other side cry, the surplus! the sur- 
plus! and I reply, that if instead of placing the surplus already accu- 
mulated and now deposited in favored banks of the country without 
interest, this and future accumulations were applied to the payment of 
the honest debts of the Government, such, for instance, as the payment 
of claims of laborers under the eight-hour law, the refunding of the 
direct taxes, the payment of the thousands of honest claimants, who 
for years past have been knocking at the doors of Congress, provide 
proper coast defenses to protect our defenseless coasts from any third- 
rate power which may see fit to come down upon us, to build up a Navy 
to comport with the dignity of our nation, to provide tor a liberal sys- 
tem of internal improvements, the passage of that most meritorious 
measure, the Blair educational bill. I say, these things done the cry 
of surplus, set up for partisan purposes, would disappear, and while the 
passage of this latter measure would doubtless considerably reduce in 
the future Democratic majorites, yet the country could stand it, and 
I do not know if after awhile those benighted regions, where the bull- 
dozer and ballot-box stuffer most do flourish, would not awake to the 
beauties of ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. YOST. I move the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 28, in line 3, after the word “leaf,” add the words 
ured ;’’ so it will read: 

“All laws and parts of laws which impose restrictions upon the sale of leaf 
and manufactured tobacco be, and are hereby, repealed.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Keniucky. I reserve the point of order 
upon that amendment. Substantially, the same amendment has been 
offered and voted down in connection with section 25. 

Mr. YOST. Then I will offeritas a formal amendment. I want to 
give you some good Democratic doctrine from the State of Virginiaas laid 
down in an editorial from one of the leading Democratic papers, the 
Lynchburg Virginian. I want you all to know the sentiments of Dem- 
ocrats as well as Republicans in my State. If the majority of this 
House can afford to retain the duty on wood-screws for the poor prospect 
of saving Connecticut, I think possibly they may heed a warning voice 
from Virginia. If the argument of fact has no effect upon them, per- 
haps the argument of threat may have. Iask the Clerk to read the ed- 
itorial which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The last official information 
we had as to the opinion of the Democrats of Virginia was the election 
of General Lee for governor. 

Mr. YOST. ‘The confusion is such that I cannot hear the gentle- 
man, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE TOBACCO TAX. 


If it is found impracticable to pass the Mills bill, then let the Democrats of the 
House of Representatives pass a simple resolution repealing the tobecce tax, 
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and the sooner they do it the bette: They have the power, and on their heads 
the blame will rest if the tobacco trade is not relieved of the paralyzi 


that is upon it. It can not be disguised that the people of the toba 







































tesa 
getting restive. Petition after petition from planters and manufacturers ha‘ 
gone to Congress for relief. They have seen the isiness on which they r 
for support reduced to a state of prostration, not paying for the actual cost 
production and manufacture 

hey have seen their toil go unrewarded or pay the scantiest and most mea- 
ger returns. They have seen this in the face of broken promises until patie: 
is threadbare There are rmurs loud and deep from the rural districts 
There are murmurs loud and deep m the manufactories. Factory hands are 
without employment and farm } is are without living wages. Hundreds of 
thousands of people are more or less dependent on toba », either in the f 1 
or in the factory, for their living hey see this depressior id they attr é 
itto the tax rhey know that the n of the Governmentdo not require tha 
tax. They know that a huge sur; led upin the Treasury I ng 
trade and con erce Yet this bli ng tobacco tax—a war t ‘ 
twenty-odd years after the war. 

Is it strangethat there is widespread discontent, and will it be strange D 
ocrats who have never wavered before remain fro he polls when the « 
comes which is todecide the fate of partiesin November? Sick and sore,w 
and worn—smarting under disappoin ents, straitened and cramped in tl 
pecuniary conditions, will it be strange if party fealty fails and falters? The 
last feather may seem light, but it is that which breaks the camel's ba 

It is simply an outrage that this tax is kept on a great but languishing indus 
try. ltis simply preposterous, because it is not needed. It is simply cruel, be- 
cause it wrings from the sweat and toil of honest labor all the profit there i 1 
it. It is simply stupid and silly, because it is aliens riends, Ifthe D oO 


cratic party can afford & do without Virginia and North Carolina in the com 
ing election, then let the tax remain. For we tell the representatives of ‘ 
party at Washington that there is grave danger that these States may slip their 
moorings and glide into the Republican port if affairs remain as they are no. 
We know whereof wespeak. We know the deep discontent thatis abroad ; and 
we call on the Democratsin Congress to remove the cause of it, or they may be 
responsible for defeat. Both wings of the party are pledged to repeal, and yet 
repeal does notcome. What are pledges worth that bear no fruit? 

Then what to do is simple and plain. Let the House pass the tobacco-tax re 
peal; let it go into the Senate, and if that body refuses to concur in the bill 
then the responsibility will be shifted from the Democratic to the Republican 
shoulders, and the dangers in our path willberemoved. Wehope these words 
may not be without effect where they will do the most good. Else when it is 
too late there may be unavailing repinings and reproaches., 





During the reading of the foregoing article the following took place: 

Mr. MACDONALD. Iask that the further reading be dispensed 
with. Every member has received one of those articles. It isa chestnut 

The CHAIRMAN. The communication is being read in the time of 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. Yost] 
was rejected. 

Mr. COWLES. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentar: 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 


whether his amendment has been submitted to the caucus? If it has 
not, it will be a waste of time here to vote uponit. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg 


ular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 
will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the taxon distilled spirits shall be 50 cents on every proof gallonthereof. 
and all laws and clauses of laws fixing a greater tax on distilled spirits than 50 
cents per gallon are hereby repealed: Provided, That all persons, manufactur- 
ers, rectifiers, and dealers who may have on hand at the period when this act 
shall go into effect packages of distilled spirits upon which the tax has been 
paid shall be entitled to a rebate of said tax so paid in excess of the amount of 
50 cents per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 29. That whenever inany statute denouncing any violation of the inter- 
nal-revenue laws, as a felony, crime, or misdemeanor, there is prescribed in 
such statute a minimum punishment, less than which minimum no fine, penalty, 
imprisonment, or punishment is authorized to be imposed, every such minimum 
punishment is hereby abolished; and the court or judge in every such cas« 
shall have discretion to impose any fine, penalty, imprisonment, or punishment 
not exceeding the limit authorized by such statute, whether such fine, penalty, 
imprisonment, or punishment be less or greater than the said minimum so pi 
scribed. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out that section. 

Mr. Chairman, it wi!l be observed that section 29, with several fol- 
lowing sections of the bill, represent, in all probability, the Demo 
cratic idea. They will not repeal the law abolishing or reducing the 
tax on whisky, but they will reduce the penalties imposed by existing 
law for the violation of that law. I for one am not now in favor ot 
abolishing the internal-revenue law; but I do trust that when the Re- 
publican party for any reason shall see fit to do so, it will do it direct 
ly; that it will not do it by indirection; that will not let loose upon 
the country a flood of whisky which is not only free, but illegal and 
fraudulently free; free by the evasion of the law. The penalties im- 
posed by existing statutes are necessary for the enforcement of th« 
law. They will not apply to tobacco. We propose to abolish largely 
the internal-revenue laws relating to tobacco. They will relate solely 
to the violators of the law in regard to the manufacture and sale of 


The Clerk 


whisky; and the people who are mainly interested in this part of the | 


bill are the ‘‘moonshiners’’ of the United States. 

What I say of this section will apply to almost every section from 
this point to the end of the bill. If you see fit to reduce the tax on 
whisky, do so directly. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the ling amendment. 
Mr. ADAMS. I moved before to strike out the paragraph 
The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ erstood the gentleman 
Mr. ADAMS It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle 
in from Tennes Mr. McMILLIN ] confines himself tot n 
of my supp lL inconsistency in criticising a series of sections in the 
nding bill, some of which are identical with bills 1 i 8 
Committee on the Judiciarv, of which I have the | n 
be He does not venture to meet the statement w i 
that all this part of the bill from this point on is ca e it 
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her, I ll freely admit that sometimes I sit silent here when 
the House takes action which I do not altogether approve. Is there 


no other gentleman on this floor who is ready to make the same con- 


fession ? 
Besides, the committee will remember that when I spoke awhile ago 


I did not speak of this section alone. 


I spoke of it in connection with 


| the following sections of the bill. I will say further that when my 


attention was first drawn to this part of the bill it was mainly directed 


But it is the evidence of almost every man familiar with the subject, | to the section which occurs later on in the bilJ, which relieves #:.all 
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"J t t section in this part of the bill in my judgment 
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f the elves with object in view, I resolved | 
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‘ of 1 ¢ f ro h ee i Committe i 
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t rol it 1) ty} t mel n 
¢ ] mn th on ectlol one 
objectionable and dangerous, and all of them 
to « ice to tudulent evasions of the internal 
to , Loe 1 vrevent me tro point é 
‘ i mt ry cuia thatrelating to sm 1 
to | nb partoi the iocratic programme, by 
otk side can make it easier for the people « 
part { the « intry, to get ilree whisky, wit 
sel ve ther pons] itv of rey ling or reduc ‘ 
i think not. At all events, 1 hope the gentleman will at ) t ‘ 
now or hereafte | ik to the other sections of the bill to which ] 
ealled h ittention 
LH re the hammer fell, | 
\ ICMILLIN Mr. Chairman, yielding to the gentleman’ 
vit 1 tospeak at some time, I speak now when the ‘‘spirit 
me’? upon the clauses which have so aroused the fears of the 
man from Iilinoi Upon examination of the bill which his com : 
tee reported to this House without complaint, and which he saw passed 


here without murmur, I find that section 29, which has just been r¢ 
2 , 
> 





tion 30, which is next to be road, section 31, section 32, and 
tio }all met with the gentleman’s approval, or at least with his si 
Li K:very oneof them was reported from his commit 
t vorably, passed this House, and is now in the Senate for its action. 
t will not do for the gentleman to say that he was not her 
‘ eit appears upon an examination of the RECORD of February 
e proceedings of February 7, when this bill was passed—that 
MI ADA from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported bac! 
\ y the bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the ju 
ri tion of the Court of Claims.’’ So he was here. 
ver occurred to him that the country was going to ruin, that 
fi whisky was going to flow all over the land in consequence 
this legislation, until we got into the consideration and discussion ot 
tai bill which he opposed on other ground The bill was debated 


oppo: tunity was given to the gentleman to speak upon it; it was a 
tated, from his committee, and if there was an 
i if upon him to enlighten the House at all, that obliga 
tion applied to a measure about which he had peculiar knowledge from 
it came from his committee. Yet the gentleman neve 
smouth. Noneof this fear overtook him, none of this cal 
reatened him, until the tariff bill happened to embody this as a 
part of the provisions proper to be made in changing the internal-rev 
enue law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated, this proposition simply leaves with 
the courts a discretionary power; and it will be remembered that nine- 

f our present Federal judges are members of the Republican 
will have the discretion to fix a lower penalty than that 
but they will not be prevented from going to the full 
limit of the existing law. 

‘Mir. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last two words, for the pur- 
imply of calling attention to the fact that the geutleman from 
‘Tennessee, notwithstanding my invitation and his apparent accept- 
ance of that invitation, hasnot seen fit, as hesaid he would, todiscuss the 
the bill to which I have referred. I simply ask hin 
ifter when we shall come to them. 
ng taken on the motion of Mr. ADAMs to strike out 
the paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Src, 80. That no warrant, in any case under the internal-revenue laws, shal! 
be issued upon an aflidavit making charges upon information and belief, unless 
such affidavit is made by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue or 
by a revenue agent; and, with the exception aforesaid, no warrant shall be is- 
sued except upon a sworn comp!aint, setting forth the facts constituting the of- 
fense and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of the affiant. 
And the United States shall not be liable to pay any fees to marshals, clerks, 
rs, or other officers for any warrant issued or arrest made in pros- 

r the internal-revenue laws, unless there be a conviction or the 

been approved, either before or after such arrest, by the attor- 


commissione 
ecut at 


prosecutior 





ney of the I ed States for the district where the offense is allered to have been 
co! ted, or unless the prosecution wascommenced by information or indict- 
ment 

See. 31. That whenever a warrant shall be issued by a commissioner or other 





judicial having jurisdiction for the arrest of any person charged with a 
¢eriminal offense, such warrant, accompanied by the affidavit on which the same 
was issued, shall be returnable before some judicial officer named in section 1014 
of the Revised Statutes residing in the county of arrest, or, if there be no such 
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! irrant is made re rma ided iall have exclusive author- 
to nake the pre! i v person arrested as aforesaid, 
ind to dis irge ! ud him to ril to prison 
eq ded, T t this Ss l p to thel 
urts ¢ of 3 1 the dis 
t ‘ 4 owe it district « ts of t 
- i ed ! diff rts of the se‘ il districts 
s | is! ‘ b pe a to be com =sio rs 
the rite ! \ tid courts. or the judges 
a $ I t to! { ecasu ny commissioners hers 
1 en pT ca 1 r 
“i t ( er of li r R € ral of th 
t r I ! n é und m 
1 < ‘ ) ‘ < int na 
cl 
4 , 31 ended so as to read as 
ws 
17 Phe ] ny d if ollect nany districtshall enter into 
l f necess of y person therein who has taxa- 
} ho sornegle to render any return or list required, 
or who Ise or fraudulent turn o t id make, according to the 
est information which he can obtain, including that derived from the evidence 
elicited by the ex 1ation of the collector na Lis own view and informa- 
{ such list r I accord to the form pre of the objects liable 
tax owned or po iort er the care or management of such person, and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shal ssess the tax thereon, including 
amount, if any, « for s ul ta ind a penalty of 25 per cent., and hx 
mayadd tosuch tay restat the rate of 10 cent, per annum thereon from 
and after the date when such tax became due and payable. The interest so 
added to the tax shall be collected at the same time and in thesame manner as 
»tax. And the list or return so mad ribed by such colle ror 
deputy collector shall be deemed good ent for all legal purposes.” 
Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I make a pro forma amendment for thx 
pury ‘simply of correcting some matters, not with the object of pro- 
longing this debate. The gentleman from Jowa [Mr. KERR] a mo- 


ment ago said that I favored the repeal of the internal-revenue system, 
wr that I had referred approvingly to cert 1 


in efforts made in that di- 
tion. Now, I wish my friend from Iowa had not 

context what [ said in that regard. 

ys favored, as the tirst proposition in all these economic 


late years, the prevention and then the reduction of a sur- 


takgn from its 





{ t o! mM 
plus. I began with that, and I pursue that in this bill as the cap- 
ital idea. I would reduce the surplus, if not in one way, then in 


another. I would reduce it, if I ean do so, by reducing the tariff. 
[ would reduce it by reducing internal-revenue taxation. In this 
ll we have somewhat of both. In it both methods of reduction are 
presented; but if there were no joining them, or no alternative, I 
would reduce the ‘ 
ipting surplus. 
there any inconsistency in attempting to reduce the surplus eith 
by repealing in part one system or the other or both? The obje 
surplus. My remarks fully quoted explain the position 
so that it can not be misunderstood. Thus I relieve the gentleman 
irom any possibility of misrepresentation hereafter. I know he did 
1 Here is the statement 


internal revenue to be rid of the perilous 





and cor- 





, 
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to misrepresent me on this occasion. 


from my speech of May 17, 


not inten 


1 
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INTERNAL REVENUE. 
riff in 1882 I was very frank to contend thatI would 
for » the opposition which [ made to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kruury] for the abolishment of the excise system. I was 

g then to forego that opposition on the basis of a resolution which I « 
fered inthe House, and which is there quoted. But I desired to abolish the 
internal-re tem only as a sysiem or mode of collection, not as to the 
taxation of certain articl { was willing to see the tax collected by the States 
I think now, as I said then, that it would have worked like acharm. The pro- 
tectionists were not, however, in favor of reducing taxation in the tariff, but 
they were in favor of a hasty riddance of the whole internal-revenue system 
and its Federal mode of collection. I regarded thetariff which we sought to re- 
vise as a monument of war necessity and of subsequent treachery. It was prom- 
ised that it would be reformed after the war when the internal taxes were re- 
duced on home manufuctures. 

I then inveighed against the Federal administration of the internal-revenue 
law and favored its abolition because of its cumbrons, corrupt, and spying sy 
tem. Itsoflicers were then in the habit of pursuing the offender into cigarand 
tobacco shops,and into stills, breweries, and factories, with threats and prom 
ises, in order to influence the voter in favor of the administration. Thanks to 
Democratic economy,that army of five thousand has since been many time 
decimated, Worse than the janizary or the mamaluke,it undertook by its o 
cult machinery to intimidate and defraud. and I was willing to do away with it 
in the Federal system, as every speck of it on our body-politic was then a can 
cer, 

There has been no time sinee the discussion of the tariff of 1864 when eco- 
nomic measures were before Congress that I have not protested against their ex 
cesses, and given the reason, which has been verified ; and that is that the e 
cesses would engender a surplus, which was corrupting to legislation and ad 
ministration. Atall times I have been willing to eut down the taxation toavoid 
this peril. I was willing to welcome relief from this surplus. And since w 
could not tear away the octopus which was preying upon the people in the in 
direct form of taxation, I was even willing to take the direct form and thru 
one side; and the more so because it was in the hands of the Republican parts 
which was using its emissaries and officers for espionage not only in New Yor 
City, but elsewhere, for sustaining their corrupt practices and perpetuating 
their supremacy. 

But, sir, this bill is before us. It concerns more a surplus than it does a tari! 
reform. The surplus is now the principal object with me; the tax but the inci- 
If I can not apply the reduction at one point, I will hereafter to another 
But for the present I believe that the committee that reports this bill, consider- 
ing all the varied industries of this country, have done the best that was perhaps 
possible with a view to a successful accomplishment of the creat object—the r 
duction of taxation—so as to avert future accumulations and avoid the paralysis 
of business, 


My friend from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor] prints in the RecorD 
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I took my Pible taxed 25 per cent. and went to the church built of lumber 
taxed 20 per cent. and there in a Sunday-school song-book taxed 25 per cent. 
(and all these taxes paid to the objects of my charity, notto the Government) I 
read 





‘Par out upon the prairie 
How many children dwell 
Who never read the Bible 
Nor hear the Sabbath bell!” 

| Great laughter and applause. ] 

What is the relief my old farmer friend receives from you and your 
platform ? 

‘Free whisky.’’ 

Does this give comfort to his family, his purse, or his soul ? 

Now, you gentlemen want to go among the men, women, and chil- 
dren of this country and say: 

** We will not take the tax off of cheap clothing, cheap lumber, cheap 
food, but we will take the tax off of whisky, to make it cheap and com- 
mon and more hurtful to soul and body.”’ 

Is not that an inspiring issue for a party of moral elevation ? 

Oh, gentlemen, it is the old, old story. You gentlemen must often 
have Jeard it sung— 

Oh, whata tangled web we weave 
When first we practice to deceive! 

{Laughter and applause, and cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 1 desire to ask my friend from New York [Mr. 
Cox] why he failed to read all there was in the schedule of the old 
farmer? Why did he omit in reading that schedule the tax of 100 per 
cent. on rice and 82 per cent. on sugar? [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Mr. Cox rose. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
not allow me. 

Mr. COX. How could I read in five minutes the tax on four thou- 
sand articles? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend has tried to read in five minutes the 
taxes on particular articles he desires to quote, but he omits to read 
those like the tax on rice of 100 per cent. and the tax on sugar of 82 
per cent. 

My friend acknowledges himself he is willing to reduce the internal 
revenue if by that means he is going to reduce the surplus, but can 
not do it otherwise. All that the Republican party says upon that 
subject is that it would rather reduce taxation on sugar than to destroy 
the industries of this country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is what it says. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, gentlemen on the other side, including my 
friend from New York, are trying to draw parallels between free whisky 
and free wool, free whisky and free blankets, free whisky and free 
shoes; but from the first man to the last who has spoken on that side 
of the House I never heard one draw a parallel between free whisky 
and free sugar. You do not hear them drawing any parallei between 
free whisky and free rice. Why, gentlemen, do not some of you stand 
up here and tell the truth about that question ?—that notwithstanding 
the fact the duties upon articles produced in the North must not bear 
taxation, and you have a list of fifty-three of them which you put on 
the free-list in this bill, remember less than 27 per cent. of the duty is 
paid by them, while of those that are peculiarto the South you get 75 
per cent. duty; and yet you talk about free whisky or something else 
that pays 10, or 15, or 20 per cent., and you are not at the same time 
willing to reduce two of the great Southern products down to the aver- 
age rate on products of 41 per cent. 

And when my colleague the other day introduced an amendment to 
that effect every man upon the other side who is so entirely anxious to 
reduce taxation that he cries over the poor fellow that pays taxes upon 
his Bible—weil, I do not know if my Democratic friends would pay 
very many taxes on Bibles anyhow—but who cries when a man pays 
taxes on his shoes, or on his lumber, or on his coat, does not seem to 
sympathize with him very materially when his sugar is put into his 
tea which comes in free, and in his coffee which comes in free, on which 
sugar he has to pay 82 per cent. tax, and if he had rice for breakfast, 
118 per cent. on that, and you propose to leave it at 100 per cent. 

Why do you not come out squarely and fairly about this matter? 
Why are you not willing to equalize the duties when you contend that 
that is your object, and when you know that our people are paying a 
duty of 47 per cent., and you propose to reduce them 7 per cent. and 
leave 75 per cent. and over on Southern products? 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, the nervous anxiety on the part of 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, and particularly that ex- 
hibited by the gentleman from New York who has just taken his seat, 
the night-mare that frightens his Democratic soul for fear the country 
may have free whisky, is something very amazing to people who un- 
derstand the history and habits of Democrats. [Laughter and jeers 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Bah! [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MASON. Keepright on my friend, you will getthere. [Laugh- 


I will allow the gentleman, although he would 


ter and applause. ] 
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I know that in some States—and I advise the gentleman as a matter 
of kindness, if he does not want to lose the solid support he has had 
heretofore, not to try to make the people believe he is in favor of free 
whisky. 

Mr. COX, 
Chicago? 

Mr. MASON. There was a great deal drunk at Chicago, but more 
after the convention at St. Louis adjourned than ever before. They 
stopped on their way up. [Laughter. | 

The truth of the matter is, we are getting very weary about hearing 
this talk of free whisky. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Thank you gentlemen; that is the first time you ever did me the 
honor to applaud. I thank you. 

Why, gentlemen, if you believed we were in favor of free whisky, 
every man on that side would move his seat over here, and you know 
it. You would be all glad of the chance to walk up the aisle and 
‘smell the breath.’’ [ Laughter. ] 

You advertise to the people of this country that you are in favor of 
taxing whisky, when in this very bill you open the door to every spe- 
cies of fraud and collusion between the men who make the whisky, or 
have it made for their benefit; and then you gentlemen say tlfe Re- 
publican party is in favor of free whisky. Put it in the platform if 
you will, and I teil you that the party that puts it directly in its 
platform will carry every Democratic State in this Union [laughter], 
and the first of all the gentlemen who would move his seat to this 
side of the House is the eloquent gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox], and we will most cheerfully welcome him when he comes over. 

Mr. COX. Oh, I have been here too long now to change. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew it for the purpose of asking the com- 
mittee whether they have knowledge of any treaties or treaty with any 
country which would be affected by this provision? I think, but Iam 
not sure, that this is new legislation and I would like to have informa- 
tion, if they have it, as to what countries have treaties which would 
be affected by it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I repeat the question. I would ask the com- 
mittee in charge of this bill, if they have that information, as to what 
countries we have treaties with, which treaties would be affected by 
the bill if section 35 were in it? 

[After a pause.] Iasked for the information because I do not possess 
it. As TI receive no answer, I suppose the committee have no informa- 
tion to give; and therefore I move to strike out the section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The committee rose informally. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. PRru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who announced that the President had ap- 
proved bills and resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

An act (H, R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

An act (H. R, 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

An act (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

An act (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

An act (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 

An act (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit; 

An act (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

An act (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

An act (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

An act (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 

An act (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn: 

An act (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

An act (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzill, approved March 3, 1879; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act approved May 28, 1888. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2395) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire John C. Frémont asa major-general in the United 
States Army; in which theconcurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate recedes from its 
amendment numbered 7 to the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropri- 
ations for the expenditures of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889. 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 869) for the 
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Talla- 


My constituents drink beer. How much was drunk at 


The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 





SSAC Paes nee: 



































































1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6437 





















poosa, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of | twenty, or thirty thousand gallons of spirits daily than to} t 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of | at one making only 20 gallons a day 
the Senate Mr. CAMERON, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. BLACKBURN The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired 
rHE TARIFF. be no ¢ tion, the ; tamendment will be regarded as t 
; drawn 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. Mr. BUTTERWO Tr. Mr. ¢ rman, I want to call the atte . 
The Clerk read section 361, of mv friend who n ' { tot t t the provisions 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that section. If amendine the internal on ot be in nterest of the gen- e 
I am correctly informed the new part of this section is, first, the inser- | era] pu He. Che people are not cla - indeed, ngbody is demand- 
tion of the words ‘‘or other fruits’’ in the first part of it-—— » that all distilleries mashing 25 | ll 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What line? be released from the supervision of the oflicers of the law, namely, store- 
Mr. ADAMS. Line 8, ‘* Apples, peaches, or other fruits.”’ keepers and gaugers, whose duty it is to prevent fraud, it der that the 
I may be wrong, but my understanding is that those words ‘‘or | Government mav save t iries « 10st ‘ I in 
other fruits’’ are not part of the existing law. The second and most | has had experience in the matter of prosecuting offenders a 
important provision is the section in regard to exempting the small dis- | ternal-revenue laws. orin defending t 1, he must have urned tl 
tilleries from supervision by storekeepers and gaugers. I am sincerely | real and only reliable safeguard avaiust fraud is to be found in the f 
desirous of hastening a vote on this bill. I simply want to point out | that the storeke eper is constantly in charge of the distillery, and that th 
what I consider an objection in the pending bill. In the absence of | eauger is at hand to see that the law is enforced Now, this ] i 
explanation it seems to me it isa change in the wrong direction. I | jon authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, through the Cor 3- 
have no doubt the gentleman from Tennessee or some other member | sioner of Internal Revenue, to leave the distillers who mash not over 
of the committee will explain the reason for making that change in | 25 bushels of grain daily, which would be equivalent to not less than 
the existing law. I shall be glad to have some gentleman show what | 4 gallons per bushel, to run their distilleries free from any supervision 
is the necessity for the remainder of these two sections. As I under- | whatever by the officers of the lav And all this where ther rreat 
stand the law—I may be misinformed—the distiller does not pay the | est temptation to commit fraud, and where, as the record closes, 
salary of the storekeeper. frauds are most frequently committed. It is no answer to say these 
A small distiller wanting to run his distillery without the supervis- | distilleries will be taxed according to their capacity. That is alre 
ion of the storekeeper, if he desires the passage of this law, desires it | the law. 
from some other motive than to save the expense. Every distillery is surveyed and its capacity determined 1 tl 
Let me say one thing more and then I will sit down It is a matter | owner is required to pay a tax on at least 50 per cent. of the « , 
of serious doubt whether a provision like this will reduce the surplus | of the still, no matter whether he returns a less quantity o1 t, and 
revenue. It may multiply the small distilleries. he amount of rev- | he is required to pay on the whole amount produced, whatev i 
enue derived from those distilleries when estimated by their capacity | but as stated, in no event less than 80 per cent. of the registered capacity 
may bring more money into the Treasury than now comes by a tax | of the still. But it is obvious that before the whole quantity produced 
upon the output; and yetif this change in the law does open the door | can be taxed that quantity must be ascertai1 . and the amendments 
to fraud, and I am sure it will, more whisky will be put upon the | to the law, embodied in this bill, practically render the ascertainment 
country in proportion to the tax paid than is produced under the exist- | of the quantity of spirits produced by certain stills, over thirteen hun 
ing law. dred in number, impossible. And I say this for the reason that to e1 
Mr. McMILLIN. In response to the first inquiry made by the gen- | force the law it has been found by years of experience to be not only 
j tleman from Illinois, I will say that the paragraph simply gives the | indispensable to kee p a storekeeper and gauger in charge of the distil- 
Government authority to license the still for distilling other fruits than | lery, but that the storekeeper be kept there on watch day and night 
apples, peaches, and grapes now provided for and for the collection of | They are not permitted to sleep while on watch or to be away from t 
the tax thereon. For instance, it provides for the distillation of black- | distillery while on dutv, and that because it is so easy to divert 
berries, cherries, persimmons, or other fruit. There is no law, as I | spirits from the cistern or from the conduit-pipe between the stil! 1 
understand, now authorizing the licensing of the distilleries and the | the cistern. 
collection of the tax thereon. | Hence it is found necessary to have not only an accurate survey of 
Mr. ADAMS. There was formerly a law. every distillery, but also to keep those officers in charge and to 
Mr. MCMILLIN. None that [remember of now. Iwiilsay to the | them inspect ‘daily everything pertaining to the distillery. I+ 
gentleman from Illinois that this phraseology was submitted to the | hesitate to say that every lawyer who has been employed to pf 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved by him. defend in cases involving frauds against the internal-reve 
Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman state what other fruits can be | knows that experience has demonstrated that no officers are e1 d 
used besides those he has mentioned? | no duty is exacted of them which is not indispensable to t 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have mentioned blackberries, persimmons, and tion of fraud. And the only demand I have ever |] : ‘ 
cherries; and I might add plums and fruits of that kind. een a member of this body for doing away with storek 
In the second place, Mr. Chairman, as to that portion of the section eries comes from districts where frat ‘ lw of 
beginning with line 11, and ending with line 33, I will state the sim- | a ces. storekeeners are most needed 
; ple object is to save expense in the administration of this law. The Mr. MCMILLIN. Willi the gent t tion? 
i Secretary of the Treasury is given discretion to tax the capacity of the Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certair 
small distilleries, in place of causing them the expense of keeping a Mr. McMILLIN. Is itnota f t Gove 
storekeeper or gauger at the distillery to watch over them. this plan in reference to distill 
z It is not compulsory on the Treasury Department. It is not com- | other fruits ? 
: pulsory, even if he adopts this plan for other distilleries, that he shall Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So far as that is concerned t 
3 do it for the small distilleries. The expense to asmail distillery mak- | answer to say that one of the main rces of fraud 
: ing no more than 15, 20, or 25 gallons of spirits per day is very great | tion of spirits is in the very industry he mentions 
in proportion to the product, and it was thought by the committee Mr. McMILLIN. But is it not a fact that ( 
that inasmuch as each bushel of grain yields about an equal amount | adopts this plan in reference to those distille: 
2 of spirits, grain differing in that respect from fruif, it would be safe Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It may be so. 
$ and wise to place in the discretion of the Treasury Department the Mr. McMILLIN. Itisso. Now, itis much ré \ n- 
: power to permit the running of these distilleries without the presence I this plan to small grain distilleries t 1 toa 
$ of Government officers, thus saving the expense and fixing the tax by | leries, because fruit in som: ‘ vill keag 
‘ the capacity of the distilleries. It would be simply a matter of discre- | than it will in other years, so that so irate an average pi 
5 tion with the Secretary. not be established for fruit as for ¢ 
| a Mr. ADAMS. Is it asked for by the Commissioner of Internal r, BUTTERWORTH. O, yes, therecan. ¢ ield 
Revenue? from 24 gallons to 44 gallons per b I—it dene 
Mr. McMILLIN. It was submitted to the Commissioner. the ability and experience of the « ller, a tual 
; Mr. ADAMS. But it was not suggested by him. product is concerned, the law provides that t t av a tax 
% Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not remember that it was asked for in his | upon ev ry gallon produced, if it can be ertained how 1 h thatis 
% report. 1 in any event he must pay a ta on 80 per « t_ of the wnacity 
G Mr. ADAMS. Is ita fact that the distiller pays the storekeeper ? | of the still. Eighty ] cent. of the capacity is as high as it has been 
a Mr. McMILLIN. The distiller does not pay the storekeeper. | deemed just to fix the sment arbitrarily. Now, this p 
2% The storekeeper is paid by the Government, and it was to get rid of | not in the interest of good law or gt morals 
these unnecessary officers and to save their salaries that this pro- So far as I can gath rom expressions on the other side 
a vision was inserted. House, this indust one which ought not to find special ‘avor or to 
¥ Mr. ADAMS. Did it occur to the gentleman to extend that pro- | ba encouraged. Gent enon the Democratic side ¢ ) 
vision to the large distilleries? There would be a larger saving. | of distress at the bare 1 cht of free whisky. W er the ( 
Mr. McMILLIN. There would not be a larger saving, because it | turbed or not may be determined by their eflort : 





costs not $2 a day more to place a guard at a distillery making ten, | pending bill to do two thi 
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the Government of the tax due on distilled spirits and at thesame time 


provide a bountiful 
and this they do by 


free, that is to say untaxed, whisky: 
removing the main if not the only safeguards 
The gen 
men on the other side have declared that the ‘moral sentiment of the 
ust the producer of whisky, and hence they say whisky 
must be taxed; and while saying this they provide by law for the 
encouragement of illicit distillation, and do it in the name of the peo- 
ple, affecting to reduce the I 


upply of 





ugainst the manufacture and sale oft crooked whisky. 


country is ag 





It amounts to this, 
that while pretending to save from three to four dollars in the wages 


burdens of taxation. 


of a storekeeper they make it easy for the distiller to defraud the 





ernment out of fifteen or twenty dollar That is economy witha 
vengeance, 

And, Mr. Chairman, I can not see how it isdemanded. It opens the 
dor r to fraud and 1 i Was the blackmailing of di tille rsa lin 
and soon whisky-rings will abound in the land. So utterly defenseless 
is this provision that I do not hesitate to say that the Commission 
Internal Revenue did not recommend such a measure; and if he did 
and | feel ; ired that he did not—but if he did recommend it and | 


was President of the United States I would demand his resignation im 


} So ‘ 1} 
mediately and uneonditionally. 


i can not see why it is demanded. Since the distiller does not pi 

the salary of the storekeeper, what has heto find fanit about? Wh 
wking the discha yt storekeepers, and the freedom of distilleri« 
from supervision in orcer to save the salaries of tho oflicers, whose 
aut mainly, and in fact solely, relate to the prevention of frauds 
- ‘ p ( 1a sto per is ¢ ed, as th 
lice ( i { remises night and day and dot ; not cost the d 
tiller a cent, why sheuld he yrumbie, uniess he wants to violate the 
] ind ds the rin the way? 

M [Lui We propose to do tl to save the Government 
expense, 

sSUTTERWORTH. To save the Government expense indeed 
But if the ¢ ernment loses ten in order to save three or four dollars 
it will not prove a profitable investment. ‘The object assigned is to 
a the costofa eper, but the storekeeper’s presence is essentia 
tot collection of the tax duethe Government. And tosave three dol- 
lat 1 salary and lose from ten to twenty-five dollars in taxes is not very 


wise legislation, and does not smack of economy. Who asks for this? 
You say the petitions come from tli 
That istrue, and strangely or naturally enough they 
from the quarter where frauds are so common as to suggest the neces- 
ither than removing it altogether. 

the distillers, if they are honest, would prefer to ha 


Who has pe titioned for it? 


mountain come 





sity of doubiing the torce 1 


NI ‘ 
panifestly 





a safeguard and cost them nothing. 


in aid of fraud they are to be discontinued this House will not, 
or rather let me say ought not, sanction any legislation that tends in 
that d#ection. 

Chairman, the honest distiller does not demand this; the tax- 
payers do not demand it. Then who does? This is a bid in what di- 
rection and for what purpose ? 
honest men engaged in distilling. They have in no wise petitioned for 
it. Who upon this floor will deny that the power here conferred to 
levy taxes or remit them at pleasure is a dangerous power to be con- 
ferred upon oflicer of this Government? 1 propose to inquire into 
the scope ef this authority, and see where it would be exercised, if at 
all, and whether the history of the districts in the matter of observing 
the law has been such as to suggest that there is wisdom in the meas- 
ure under consideration. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WiLSON, of Minnesota. 
from Tenn¢ ee | Mr. 
this propo sented ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
that it would save the Government a large expense by doing away with 





storekeepers, since they are 


1 it is 





I would like to ask the gentleman 
McMILLIN] one question: At whose instance is 


tion pre 


a large number of officers with whom the Government can dispense. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is not my question. At whose 
instance is proposition made ? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. If there has been any request for this measure 


from any distiller I do not know of the fact. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Thatisan answer. But, I will say, 
Mr. Chairman, 1 am afraid this measure is likely to encourage illicit 
distillation-—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not at all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
tee on Ways and Means would not favor it, if they anticipated such a 
result, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ofcourse not. And the Secretary of the Treas- 
iry will have power to discontinue this method of proceeding at any 
ne, and return to the old system if he desires to do so. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 1 wish to make a parliamentary inquiry in 
order to ascertain precisely what is pending. I understand there is a 
motion pending to strike from this paragraph the provision authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury or the Commissioner of Internal Kev- 
enue to enforce the law or not as he pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair may be in error, but he understood 








it can serve no proper purpose to the | 


The committee have submitted it in the belief 


I know that members of the Commit- | 
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the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] to move simply a pro forma 
amendment. 


Mr. ADAMS. I moved to strike out the whole paragraph. After- 
ward, when debate was exhavssted, I moved a » forma amendment. 
My substantial motion is to strike out section 36. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to learn from my friend from IHli- 
nois the precise effect of his motion. As I understand, it leaves the 


law as it is to day ? 


Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to amend the gentleman’s amend- 
trike out that portion of the paragraph beginning with 


line 11, down to and including the word '- 


0 as to 

word “‘the,’’ in 

ID pe li. I favor striking out the whole clause, but want a division 
0 as to render the ! If we can 


‘s _ 
ancers 
gaugers, 


provision as little harmful as possible. 


n trike it all out possibly we can a part. 


[ desire to call attention to the effect of my amendment 





If in order, 








to the amendment. The amendment I offer seeks to strike out the fol- 
lowing word 

Secreta the T sury may exe it all distilleries which mash lessthan 

ush ofg per day from the operations of the provisions of this bill re- 

to m eture of distilled spirits,except as the payment of the tax, 


tand collected on the capacity of said distilleries; 


and said distilleries may, at the discretion of the said Secretary, then be runand 


or storekeepers and gaugers, 


which said tax shall be levie t 





operated without storekeeper 
The committee seem by this remarkable provision, judged in the 


but are against its en- 


light of experience, to be in favor of the law, 


w provide for dodg- 
Ing paymenbt without Ganger., 

One clause in the section provides for exempting from tax all spirits 
produced from any kind of frait. The present 


uppies, peache 


law applies only to 
, and grapes. ‘The words ‘‘ other fruits’’ are added 
Now, without stopping at this moment to discuss the effect of adding 
the words ‘‘or other fruit,’’ or whether it is wi ely proposed or not, the 
other clause, and which as a separate proposition 1 move to strike out, 
relatesto this clothing the Secretary with discretionary power to 1 

; 


idly enforce the law as against one class of distilleries and 1 
others to be in large measure a law unto themselves. I 





ave the 


It provides that 


one class shall be so hedged about by the oflicers of the law as to be 
compelled to pay their taxes and others shall not. It provides thata 
certain ciass of distillers shall pay what might be termed a capicity 





may ran double timeor 


while all other 


tax and be e 
extra quantity, and in fact do 
distillers shall havein their establishments the sworn officers of the law 


who shall supervise the running of their di 


xempt from all surveilance, so they 
largely as they please; 


» day and render fraud absolutely impossibl This law, or prop { 
law, opens up the iountains ol apple-jack appt -bi indy, and all othe 
kinds of spirits distilled from iruit, and makesit free, allsupplemented 
by opportunity to add crooked whisky to the supply, always provided 
it is the product of a distillery mashing less than 25 bushels of grain 
per day. 

Che history of the administration of the internal-revenue law in the 


United States has satisfied every one here who is familiar with that] 
tory that there is no business in which there is such stror 
to commit fraud as that of distilling, and it is because there 1s a clean 











protit of from 90 cents to $1 a gallon on every gallon produc: 

evades the payment of tax. While it ostensibly saves at the spig t 

loses at the bung-hole. In other words, yousave three or four dellars 
| a day for storekeeper, while you lose in the matter of tax on w is 


produced by these distilleries from $5 to $25 and upwards. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. If the small distiller is permitted by the Sec 
retary of the Treasury to run without a storekeeper, and nobody but a 
collector of customsor adeputy collector could make information against 
him, how could the internal-revenue tax be collected, and how « 
frauds be detected ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a grantof absolution to the small dis- 
tillers who violate the law, and that is all there is of it. It is to place 
them above and beyond the reach of the law. They can not even be 

rsoual knowledge of 





arrested, except on the oath of a man who had | 
the offense. ‘he result is, taking the several ciauses inserted here as 
amendments to the internal-revenue law, that it makes.fraud on the 





revenue easy, and arrest and conviction of the person committing the 
fraud impossible. The small distiller is invited to commit the frand 
by having the opportunity provided, and he is « iraved to commit 


it by the provision of the law (a part of the same act) which rende: 
his arrest and conviction next to impossible 

To show that I am not overzealous in my opposition to the amend- 
ment to the internal-revenue law reported in this bill, I wish to call 
attention to a few facts of controlling importance in determining whether 
these amendments proposed by the committee are wisely ordered. 

I have already called attention to the fact that in the light of expe- 
rience there is no traceof economy in relieving these distillers from the 
surveillance of Government offic . but that the result would be that 
in saving one dollar we would lose four or five, which can hardly be 
regarded as economical. 

What I desire to call especial attention to, however, is the fact that 
this effort in behalf of the distillers mashing less than 25 bushels of 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I entirely disagree with the 
gentleman. ‘The fraud was originally because of the enormous temp- 
tation that a tax of $2 a gallon furnished to fraud and to illicit distill- 
ing, and the mode in which the frauds were frequently committed 
was in the purchase and corruption of the supervising ‘‘ vigilant’ of- 
ficer. The mode by which the Government was cheated was through 
the connivance of persons connected with the Government as officers 
or agents acting in their official capacities; but since the tax was put 
at 90 cents a gallon the frauds have largely decreased, and when the 
tax can be reduced, as indubitably it ought to be some day, say to 
40 or 50 cents a gallon, which would be 200 per cent. upon the value of 
the article, the frauds would be almost unknown in connection with 
the business, especially if the indefinite extension of the bonded pe- 
riod was given, which is the true policy and ought to be done. 

Our view of one method of modifying the present system so as to 
furnish less excuse for fraud and a less expensive system is embodied 
in the bill, and this paragraph is merely the substance of the bill re- 
ported to the Forty-ninth Congress and of the bill passed by the Forty- 
seventh Congress, 

It was our hope that a system might be devised by which by the 
survey of the still and by the inspection of the books of the distiller 
the Government might know the amount of the material purchased and 
of the product, and thus collect the entire tax due to the Government 
with much less expense and without offensive espionage. 

The large distillers, the distillers who produce thousands of gallons 
a day, and therefore do it at an expense running from 13} to 174 cents 
on the gallon, of course had the interest to freeze out the smaller dis- 
tillers, who made asomewhat different article, but at a very much larger 
cost. I take it for granted that the average cost to the smaller brandy 
distiller is not less than from 32 to 45 centg a gallon, and to the smaller 
and Jess well-constructed distillers where whisky is made the cost is 
from 35 to 40 centsa gallon. Itis the interest of the larger distillers to 
burden with as many restrictions in the way of exactions and super- 
vision as possible their smaller competitors. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask the gentleman how it can be an exaction 
when it is only the presence of an officer of the Government? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman will see 
that it is not merely that. It isthat in part; but the section goes much 
further, “It exempts these distillers from the operation of the provis- 
ions of this title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the 
payment of the tax, which shall be levied and collected upon the 
capacity of the distilleries. So that it does not merely relate to the 
presence ot the “‘gauger and storekeeper;’’? but it provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power under it to devise a system 
not now in vogue. 

I donot know that thischange is a matter of real importance, but one of 
the reasons why I advocated this provision in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and why I advocate it to-day in the Fiftieth Congress, I am frank 
to say, is a different reason from that which has been mostly given in 
its behalf. I believe that the payment of so much of the expenditures 
of the Government as can be fairly, and without too much burden, 
raised from spirits, ought to be thus raised. I believe the best way to 
accomplish that is to remove the unnecessary burdens and oppressions 
which the present system Jays upon the persons who distill, and the 
persons who are involved in difficulties under this law. I have, since 
I have been in Congress, attempted to remove these annoyances so far 
as possible in every way so that the system might be asystem free from 
the constant irritations which accompany its execution, and that it 
might produce larger revenue with a reduction of the rate of the tax; 
that is, the lower rate of the tax might be followed by an increase in 
production of the article. 

Therefore, as this furnished a possibility (I do not know that it can 
be more than that) for the adoption of a system, or experimental trial 
of a system, which might be free from the irritations which mark the 
execution of the present law, I thought it worth while to give that 
power to the executive branch of the Government, whether to a Dem- 
ocratic administration or to a Republican administration was a matter 
that did not enter into my view; but that the executive department 
should be given the power to see whether asystem might not be adopted 
which would give better results in the collection of the taxes and in 
the removal of exactions than the one we now have. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will not my friend agree that the better 
legislation would be to have the Secretary recommend the system to 
the House and let it be embodied in the form of law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The objection to that was 
twofold. It did exactly what the present system does. It made us 
enact with inflexible legislative statute whatever we chose to put into 
it. It gave, therefore, none of that flexibility of detail which this dis- 
cretionary power gives. In the second place, it threw upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the burden of recommendation of changes that he 
might not be willing to make. My experience has been, in my short 
public service, that when a system is once established every officer who 
undertakes to execute it wants it let alone. He understands its opera- 
tion. He knows what the law meansas it is. He views with alarm 
any change and is opposed to it. Itseemed to me all we could do was to 


gay to the Secretary of the Treasury and to the Commissioner of Inter- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 17, 


nal Revenue, ‘* Hereis the problem, take it and seeif it can be solved, 
and if it can not be solved nobody is hurt.’’ The system is not changed. 
If it can be done it is to be tried in a comparatively narrow arena with 
small distilleries. It can not do much harm. If it fails to work the 
Secretary has the power to set it aside. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendments are in order. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KELLEY. About as long as my friend from Kentucky had; a 
generous five minutes, or until I get to the rounding off of the closing 
period, as he did. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that sections 29, 30, 
31, and possibly 32, struck me when introduced in the Committee on 
Ways and Means as a well-devised system of provisions for relieving 
moonshiners from responsibility, and as I have read them day by day 
and heard them discussed to-day I have been confirmed in that opinion. 

Section 29 provides, as an opening to the system, that whenever in any 
statute denouncing any violation of the internal-revenue laws as a fel- 
ony, crime, or misdemeanor there is prescribed in such statute a min- 


| imum punishment, less than which minimum no fine, penalty, imprison- 


ment, or punishment is authorized to be imposed, every such minimum 
punishment is hereby abolished; and the court or judge in every such 
case shall have discretion to impose any fine, penalty, imprisonment, 
or punishment not exceeding the limit authorized by such statute, 
whether such fine, penaity, imprisonment, or punishment be less or 
greater than the said minimum so prescribed. 

That is to say, that however guilty the moonshiner may be found 
the judge may relieve him by imposing the enormous penalty of 1 cent 
asa fine. I think we had better retain a well-defined system of pun- 
ishments for offenses against the internal-revenue laws. 

Section 30 provides that no warrant in any case under the internal- 
revenue laws shall be issued upon an affidavit making charges upon in- 
formation and belief. Oh,no. Weare toremovestorekeepers, gaugers, 
and others who now watch the distilleries, and then we are to prohibit 
the issue of a warrant unless the party comes up with such personal in- 
formation as a storekeeper might bring and swears ‘‘ upon my actual 
knowledge crime has been committed.’’ In all other matters informa- 
tionand belief wilisuffice. Butunder this proposed system of licensing 
illegal distilling information and belief will not do; and affidavit of 
positive knowledge must be made by one who can not once in a thou- 
sand times possibly have the certainty of knowledge; and unless such 
affidavit is made by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue 
or by a revenue agent it will not answer. First, we remove those who 
might obtain the knowledge and then refuse to arrest the guilty moon- 
shiner unless the positive oath be made. 

Let us look a little further. The section provides as follows: 

And the United States sha]] not be liable to pay any fees to marshals, clerks, 
commissioners, or other officers for any warrant issued or arrest made in prose- 
cutions underthe internal-revenue laws, unless there be a conviction or the 
prosecution has been approved, either before or after such arrest, by the attorney 
of the United States for the district where the offense is alleged to have been 
committed, or unless the prosecution was commenced by information or indict- 
ment, 

It is a beautiful system, a well-devised and closely compacted sys- 
tem for giving moonshiners absolute immunity from internal taxes. 
So tender of the rights of those people are the framers of these pro- 
visions that they will not permit the present law requiring the de- 
struction of illicit stiils to be carried into effect, and they require the 
judges of county courts to watch over the health of the unfortunates 
who shall have been sent to prison for moonshining before these stat- 
utes for their relief gointo effect. - This is not exaggeration, though it 
sounds extremely like it. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. And the Secretary of the Treasury takes it al- 
together out of the collector’s hands. He dismisses the collector and 
gives free fruit brandy. 

Mr. KELLEY. Section 38 proposes to amend section 332 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to provide that— 

When a judgment of forfeiture, in any case of seizure, isrecovered against any 
distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits, because no bond 
has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the production of 
spirits, having a registered producing capacity of less than 150 gallons a day, 
every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting-tub therein 
shall be sold, as in case of other forfeited property, without being mutilated or 
destroyed. 

The present law requires that they shall be not only mutilated, but 
destroyed. Now, sir, when these doublers, worms, worm-tubs, mash- 
tubs and fermenting-tubs shall be offered for sale under these provis- 
ions I should like to see the man who would dare to bid upon them at 
the mouth of their owner’s rifle. The fellow from whose still-house 
they are taken will doubtless attend such sale and stand there with 
his rifle or shot-gun. The sale will take place, and he or his son 
Johnny will bid one dime, or a nickle, and, as nobody will at the risk 
of his life compete, the goods will be knocked down to Johnny and put 
back in the illicit still-house. 
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This section goes on to further provide, as follows: 

And in case of seizure of a still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, fermenting-tub 
mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind whatsoever, for any offens 
involving forfeiture of the same, it shall be the duty of the seizing officer to re 
move the same from the place where seized to a place of safe storage. 





It will not do, if any part is made of iron, to put them in a damp or 
exposed building lest the iron should rustor corrode. This section re- 
quires them to be put in a place of safe storage. 

And then comes the provision that said property so seized shall be 
sold as provided by law, but without being mutilated or destroyed. 

Again, the fellow may curse the hard fortune which requires him 
to move them back to his distillery, but he need not add more than a 
dime to the expense of removal, because there will be no danger ot 
competition. And then if, in spite of this liberal provision, a tellow 
should happen to be sent to jail for anything, section 39 provides: 

That whenever it shall be made to appear tothe United States court or 
having jurisdiction that the health or life of any,person imprisoned f 
offense, in a county jail or elsewhere, is endangered by close confinement, the 
said court or judge is hereby authorized to make such order and provision for 
the comfort and well-being of the person so imprisoned as shall be deemed rea 
sonable and proper. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does that mean that he shall be lodged 
in the best hotel and fed on the best fare? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. That would be within the spirit of the act, but it 
is not so expressly provided. If one of the judges whose jurisdiction 
embraces Rowan County, Kentucky, or any county throughout the 
mountain region of the South, should hear that Johnny’s father is 
likely to suffer in his health, and should refuse to make the order for 
his removal to more comfortable and salubrious quarters, the shot-gun 
night come into use upon the judge himself. At any rate, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think it would be wise either to strike out these provisions or 
else to guard the rights of the Government and ot the honest distiller 
a little more securely than they will be guarded by the provisions of 


this bill. ‘To enact them into law would be to throw away twenty-five | 


years of experience. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have a vote now. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to make a few brief observations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, let it be understood that debate shall close 
in ten minutes from this time, five minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. This request will not interfere with the offering 
of an amendment. 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. MCMILLIN, and it was 
£0 ordered, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal in the observa- 
tions just submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Ke! 
LEY] that I do not care to respond to atall. The Federal judiciary 
are pretty much all members of the Republican party. Itis my pleas 
ure to bear testimony, as to some of them at least, that they are men 
of high character, and earnest, faithful, and honorable in the admin- 
istration of the law. It is right that I should say that I have no pe: 
sonal or representative interest of a local nature in these provisions of 
this bill, because very little of the business to which they relate, either 
licit or illicit, is carried on in the State where I reside. There is, how- 
ever, a question involved in the remarks submitted by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in which I have a profound interest. That is, the 
preservation of those great cardinal principles which guaranty and 
protect the rights of the individual citizen which are found embodied 
in the Constitution which we have inherited from our fathers. 

Article LV of the Constitution provides that— 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and ef- 
fects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be viol 
warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or 


and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
to be seized. 





ted, and no 






And the great curse of this internal-revenue system, or rather the ad 
ministrative features of it, has grown out of the abuse of this provision 
of the Constitution. I hold that every citizen of this country, whether 
under this or any other law, is entitled by the provision of the Consti- 
tution which I have cited to be secure from any arrest that is not based 
upon oath or affirmation, and that not resting upon ‘‘ information or 
belief;’’? and if there isa statute to be found on the books this day 
which authorizes issuance of a warrant upon information or belief it 
ought to be repealed, as hostile to the personal liberty of the citizen 
whether it relates to the internal-revenue laws or not. 
course, of the criminal law of the land. 

And so the Judiciary Committee, composed of such members from 
both sides of the House as the Speaker thought were worthy of a place 
upon it, united in the opinion that this provision of the law which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania assailed was 1n accord with the const 
tutional theory of our Government and ought to be incorporated into 
public law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman know that 
this very statute to which objection is made here requires more than 
oath on information or belief? 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think so. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota It clearly does 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minne a. Then this kind of crime would go un- 
whippt d ol just e. - 

M RYAN. Of course it would 

ur. ROGERS. It is very much easier to make an assertion of what 
the result will be than it is to prove what I have stated is not the law. 
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to be observed. 


| Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. BAYNE. Ido not think our friends on the other side, after 


| having incorporated this provision in the present bill, can charge Re- 
| publicans with being in favor of ‘‘ free whisky.’’ If this proposition 
does not mean ‘“‘free whisky ’’ it is impossible for me to imagine any 
legislation that would. 
A MEMBER. It will only be free in certain localities 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Free in the S Che distillers in 
the North will continue under the old law. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Does the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania { Mr. BAYNE] oppose this provision because it favors free 

whisky? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido. Iam opposed to free whisky. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Then you are against the plat- 

rm of your party. 

Mr. BAYNE. This proposition to exempt from taxation certain 
brandies made of fruit, and the other proposit 
from supervision by Government officials, simply open the road to fr 

| whisky. Under these provisions a large distillery in a Northern city 
will be compelled to pay the tax, while the multitude of smaller d 

| tilleries in the rural sections of the Southern country will be exempt 

| altogether from this taxation. 

Che gentleman from Kentucky stated that since the tax o1 


ul been reduced to 90 cents a gallon frauds were not frequent, and 
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ion toexempt distilleries 





therefore the necessity for supervision Is not so pressing now as i 
the tax was $2 a gallon. The gentle in can not i 
irred to the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
year ending June 30, 1887, or he would not have made th te- 
nt. On page 15 of that report t Commissioner of Inter 
| enue states that during the fiscal year there were criminal su 
|} menced to the number of 6,165. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How many of those were for 
violations of the law as to special lice! 
Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentl n 
find that over ) per cent. of them are fo ich violations of 
Mr. BAYNE. Very well: assur iy that to he t : 
thousand of these prosecutions ive rele ice to the « 1oOf ti t 
l some otner way. 
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business—a very great percentage. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina How many of tl 
tions are reported to have gone to final i ? 
Mr. BAYNE. Seven hundred and ninety-nine 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina i t t t w 
dismissed. 
Mr. BAYNE. No, they were not . 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina What beca of them ? 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois ri ire probably on the dock 
trial 
Mr. BAY Ni tevent Chere 79 the ca 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Garolina. 

Mr. BAYNE. In this great aggregate of cases the United States 
seem to have lost a very small percentage. Therefore, whether these 
prosecutions were made upon information or belief, or were the result 
of Government supervision, it is shown most conclusively to my mind 
that there is a pressing necessity for maintaining a strict surveillance 
of the manutacture of liquor. As my friend from Ohio said, it is a 
yross injustice to the men who pay their taxes and are willing to be 
supervised that others should be permitted to carry on the business 
wi 


Exactly. 


nout any such supervision, 


J append to my remarks the table to wh 





} RTS OF raict RNEYS 
The llow ¢ isan abstract of reports of district attorneys for the fiseal year 
1 Sst f ternal-reyenue suits and prosecutions pending, commenced, and 
disp 1 
Number Number of Number 
1 pa ns of criminal civilactions ofactions Total 
actions it personam.| tm rem. 
r ge July 1 “ 2,108 287 46 2, 456 
‘ ' j Z ‘ i 
6,165 4 27 6, 496 
Total 8, 267 591 13 8, 932 
Dp fia \ d States 
j na paid 799 
Ju anid « t paid 2 
] 3, 182 
l by comp 4 17% 
gainst the | ed States 812 
abandone ynsoli 
1.043 
otal ‘ 216 258 36 
P g July 1, 1887 3, 052 333 37 3, 422 
W 1 senten n } WOU Bivtsctsseccsavuntuiatigstnnameaibe 790 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is now closed. The 





aque on js first upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. BurreRWoRtH | to the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. ADAMS]. It will be read. 
he Clerk read as follows 
I etior trike out,commencing with line 11 down to and including th 
word raul 4 bmn iif iv 


4 


Che question being taken, there were—ayes 67, noes 81. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I demand tellers. 
rellers were ordered 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 73 
noes V5. 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. ADAMs, the com- 
mittee divided; and there were—ayes 4%, noes 82. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BOWDEN. I offer the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows 


I send to the desk 


Insert after line 33, section 
‘And provided further, That no 


< for deficiency shall be assessed upon any 
distiller from fruit 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCKENNA, [ offer an amendment to be known as sections 
38, 39, 40, 41, and 42 

‘The Clerk read as follow 


: 38. There shall be an allowance of drawback of the tax represented by 
tax-paidstamps,on wine-spirits, the product resulting from the distillation of fer- 
mented grape-juice, including the product commonly Known as grape-brandy, 
used in the fortification of sweet wines manufactured for exportation and actu- 
ally exported Phe wine-spirits to be used must be received on the premises of 
the manufacturer of the wine, in the original distiller’s packages to which the 
tax-paid stamps are aflixed 1e use of the wine-spirits, the manufacture and 
exportation of the wine, and the allowanee of drawbacks shall be under such 
regulations, bonds, and bills of lading as the Commissionsr of Internal Revenue, 
with the app: of the Secretary of the Treasury, shail from time to time pre- 














seribe. The penal sum of the bonds shall be equal to double the amount of the 
tax to be secured, and shall be with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved 
by the collector required byt regulations to take the bond. The sums fi id 
to be due under the pro ms of this tion shall be paid by the warrant of 





the Secretary of the Treasury on the Treasurer of the United States out of 















money arising fi ) internal duties not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 
the allowance of drawback shal) be computed on the quantity of brandy in tax- 
able proof gallons actuaily used from each package for the purpose herein 
authorized. And no claim for snch drawback shi be entertained or allowed 
unl accompanied, by such portion of the tax-paid stamp from each such 
pa ave as shows tf t il number thereof, the number of the package from 
uN 1 itwast oved, the date of payment of tax, the name of the distiller, and 
the quantity of andy contained in the package upon which tax has been paid, 
such porti f tl ix-paid stamp to be removed by the United States gauger 
who det« i the ul tents of the package at the time it is mingled 
with the wins And every person who fraudulently claims, or seeks, or obtains 


an allowance of drawback on wine-spirits, or fraudulently claims any greater 
allowance or drawback than the tax actually paid thereon, shall forfeit and pay 
to t) the United Statestriple the amount wrongfully and fraud- 
tlently sougiit to be obtained, and shall be imprisoned not more than ten years 
and every person who knowingly aids or abets in the fraudulent collection or 
rat tule nt attempts to collect any drawback upon, or knowingly aids or per- 
mit ny fraudulent shipment of, any wine-spirits or wine, shall be fined not ex- 


re Grovernim 
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ceeding $5,000 and imprisoned not more than one year. Every person who in- 
tentionally relands within the jurisdiction of the United States any wine which 
has been shipped for exportation under the provisions of this act, or whio re- 
ceives sueh relanded wine, and every person who aids and abets in such reland- 
ing or receiving of such wine, shall be fined not exceeding $,000 and imprison- 
ment not more than three vears: and all wines so relanded, together with the 
vessel from which the same were relanded, within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and all beats, veicles, horses, or other animals used in relanding and 
removing such wines shall be forteited to the United States, 

Sec, 39. That wine-spirits as herein described may be withdrawn from special 
vonded warehouses at the instance of any person desiring to use the same to 
fortify any wines, in accordance with commercial demands of foreign markets, 
when such wines are intended for exportation, without the payment of tax on 


the amount of wine-spirits used in such fortification, under such regulations, 
and after making such entries, and executing and filing with the collector of the 
district from which the removal is to be made such bonds and bills of lading 
and giving such other additional security to prevent the use of such wine-spir 
free of tax otherwise than in the fortification of wine intended for expexte- 
tion, and for the due exportation of the wine so fortified, as may be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, \ with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and all of the provisions of law governing the exportation of 
distilled spirits free of tax, so far as applicable, shall apply to the withdrawal 
rccordance with this 
section; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized, subject to- 
approval by the Secretary of the Treasury, to prescribe that wine-spirits in 
te uded for the fortification of wines un this section shall not be introduced 
tu such wines except under the immediate supervision of an officer of inter: al 
revenue, who shall make returns deserii i ur i quantities of wi 
fortitied, and shall! aflix such stamps and seals to t packages containing such 
wines as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Inte tl Revenue with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. Whenever such wine-spiritsare 
withdrawn as provided herein for the fortification of wines intended for expor- 
tation by sea, they shall be introduecd into such wines only after removal from 
sti rage and arrival alongside of the vessel which isport the same; and 
whenever transportation of such wines is to be eff by land-earriage, the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the appro of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, -ha oe ich regulations as to sealing packages and vehicles 
containing the same, and as to supervision of transportation from the point of 
departure, which point shall be determined as th wwe Where such wine-spirits 
may be introduced into such wines, to the point of destination, as may be nec- 
es-ary to insure the due exportation of such fortil es, 

.40. That all provisions of law relating to the nportationof any guods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, s as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the same 
to the extent of the distilled spirits contained therein which were originally 
liable to internal-revenue tax; an d in case it is impracticable to determine th 
exact amount of such distilled spirits liable to tax, the rule for levying the duty 
thereon atthe port of entry shall be by consideringall the aleohol in such wines, 
other than sweet wines, in excess of 15 per cent., tobe subject toduty atthe rate 
of 90 cents per proof gallon, or atthe same rate for each fractional g call on; and 
all domestic wines containing more than 24 per cent. of aleoho! orate to be re- 
imported from foreign countries shal! be classed iolie liquors, and taxed 
at the port of entry at the rate of 90 cents per wine-gallon foreach gallon of such 
liquors, if not exceeding in strength that of proof-spirits, and if exceeding the 
strength of proof-spirits, then at the rate of 9) cents per proof-gallon: Provided, 
however, That if any distilled spirits have been added tosuch wines of 
growth after they have been exported to foreign ports, or if such wines have 
been compounded with any foreign wines or other substances not produced 
from grapes, the rate of duty levied and co ted on the same, when reim- 
ported, shall be equal to that levied and collected on foreign products of a sim- 
ilar nature, 

Spec, 41. That any person using wine-spirits or other spirits which have not 
been tax-paid, in fortifying wine otherwise than as provided for in this act, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offense by a fine of not less than $200 nor more than $2,000, and for every 
offense other than the first also by imprisonment for not less than thirty days 
nor more than one year. 

Sec, 42. That wine-spirits used in fortifying wines may be recovered from 
such wine only on the premises of a duly authorized grape-brandy distiller; and 
for the purpose of such recovery wines so fortilied be received as material 
on the premises of such a distiller, on a special permit of the colleetor of internal 
revenue in whose district the distillery is located; and the distiller will be held 
to pay the tax on a product from such wines as wil! include both the aleoholie 
strength therein produced by the fermentation of ape-juice and that ob- 
tained from the added distilled spirits. 

Mr. McKENNA. This amendment now proposed passed the Senate 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. It was pus: on asan amendment upon 

what is called the * fractional-gallon bi! Itcame tothe House, was 
pers to the Committee on Ways and Means, and was reported back 
to the House favorably with the recommendation that it pass. It has 
received the support of the Senate, it has received the approval of the 
Committee on Ways and Means as at present constituted, with the ex- 

‘eption of Mr. Morrison. The amendment is a quotation from the 
conference report, and it will afford, if adopted, the oe rs ree 
wines of California and of the United States a decided benefit and ad- 
vantage in foreign markets where their product now pa sine te 
with wine that bas paid no tax. 

The committee is probably aware of the fact that it is necessary in 
the production of this character of wines to add spirits of some kind in 
order to prevent their deterioration; in other words, for the fortification 
of the wine. ‘The producer of the wine must now pay a tax of 90 cents 
a gallon to the Government. ‘This amendment simply provides that 
upon the exportation of that wine this tax shall be refunded to him. 
That is the whole of it. It once passed the Senate, as I stated before, 
received th e approval of the C ommittee m Ways and Means, and I see 
no reason why it should not pass the Ho ise 
this bill. 


The question was taken,and on a division there were 
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iendment was rejected. 
Mr. HIT i. I offer an amenrtiment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ame nd by inserting as an additional section to section 37 
‘That the tax on all distilled spirits hereafter entered for deposit in distillery 


now and become a part of 
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taxation. Therefore, as between these various interests, the committee 
reported a bill which leaves the law as to those matters as it now is, as 
it was passed by preceding Congresses after very full debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 66, noes &6. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes &/. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src 


38. That section 3532 of the Revised Statutes, and the supplement there- 
to, shall be amended so that said section shall read as follows 

“When a judgment of forfeiture, in any case of seizure, is recovered against 
any distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits, because 
no bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the pro- 
duction of spirits, having a registered producing capacity of less than 150 gal- 
lons a day, every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting- 
tub therein shall be sold, asin case of other forfeited property, without being 
mutilated or destroyed, And in case of seizure of astill, doubler, worm, worm- 
tub, fermenting-tub, mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind what- 
soever, for any offense involving forfeiture of the same, it shall be the duty of 
the seizing officer to remove the same from the place where seized to a place of 


safe storage; and said property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, but | 


without being mutilated or destroyed,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. — Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 66, lines 10,11,12, strike out “ sold,” in line 10, and all down to and in- 
cluding “or,” in line 12; lines 17 and 18, strike out “sold,” in line 17, down to 
and including “ or,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ after such judgment 
or forfeiture.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, under the law as it now stands 
when an illicit distillery is seized the apparatus is destroyed. This 
bill provides that it shal] not be destroyed even after a judgment 
of forfeiture, but shall be sold. My amendment provides that it shall 
be destroyed after such a judgment. It would seem to be perfectly 
proper that After a judgment of forfeiture had passed the property 
should be destroyed and not be sold by the Government to be again 
applied to its unlawful purpose. Preserving it in this way is very 
much as if a police court should preserve the ‘‘ jimmy ’’ for the burg- 
lar after it had convicted him. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 40, That all clauses of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, and all laws 
amendatory thereof, and all other laws which impose any special taxes upon 
manufacturers of stills, retail dealers in liquors,and retail dealers in malt liq- 
uors, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 40 by striking it out and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
"a Section 3244 of the Revised Statutes and all laws amendatory thereof, and 
all other laws imposing special taxes upon distillers, brewers, rectifiers, manu- 
facturers of stills, and stills and worms, wholesale liquor-dealers, retail liquor- 
denaters, dealers in leaf-tobacco, dealers in manufactured tobacco, manufactur- 
ers of tobacco, manufacturers of cigars, peddlers of tobacco, wholesale dealers 
in malt liquors, and retail dealers in malt liquors, are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. SOWDEN. The committee propose to repeal only the special 
taxes collected from retail liquor dealers and retail dealers in malt 
liquors. The amounts of special taxes collected from those two sources 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, were, from retail liquor 
dealers, $4,587,268.21, and trom retail dealers in malt liquors, $177,- 
148.13. The committee have made an unfair distinction in this par- 
ticular. I should like to know how they can justify their position 
when they seek to repeal the special internal-revenue taxes only so far 
as they relate to retail dealers in liquors and malt liquors, leaving the 
other special taxes undisturbed. Why not repeal all special taxes and 
remand the imposition of taxes for licenses to the different States under 
their several police regulations? It seems to me that it.is inequitable 
to insist upon the brewers, the dealers in leaf-tobacco, and the others 
enumerated in my amendment paying special internal-revenue taxes 
and at the same time relieve those dealing in liquors and malt liquors 
from this iniquitous and unnecessary burden. 

I agree with the committee in so far as they go, but complain be- 
cause they did not wipe out all special internal-revenue taxes, which 
my amendment proposes to do, I do not believe that the Federal Gov- 
ernment should collect any special taxes from retail dealers in spirit- 
uous or malt liquors or from any other source. These are proper sub- 
jects of taxation under the laws of the several States, and their re- 
spective Legislatures can safely be trusted with the control and regu- 
lation of the same. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, a special tax of $176,- 
600.12 was collected from the rectifiers, $416,304.66 from the whole- 
sale liquor-dealers, $860.86 from the manufacturers of stills, $2,860 
on stills and worms, $51,891.14 from dealers in leaf-tobacco, $1,245,- 
412.65 from dealers in manufactured tobacco, $5,563.75 from manufact- 
urers of tobacco, $113,340 from manuiacturers of cigars, $14,701.94 
from peddlers of tobacco, $187,352.24 from the brewers, and $170,- 
275.33 from the wholesale dealers in malt liquors, besides the $4,587,- 
268.21 from the retail liquor-dealers and the $177,148.13 collected 
thom the retail dealers in malt liquors, as already stated. 
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The total amount of special taxes collected during the period named 
was $7,149,579.03. The committee propose to relieve two classes of 


| dealers, from whom was collected $4,764,416.34 last year, and leave un- 


repealed all other species of special internal-revenue taxes, from which 


| was collected $2,385, 162.69 during the same period, while my ameud- 


ment proposes to repeal all these unnecessary taxes. 

Why does the committee make the unfair discrimination pointed out ? 
Why not put all these dealers in the same category? Why impose 
special taxes upon one class of dealers and not upon the others? Why 
discriminate against the brewers, rectifiers, wholesale liquor-dealers, 
wholesale dealers in malt liquors, and manufacturers of tobacco, etc. ? 
Why not abolish the entire system of special internal-revenue taxes ? 
I should like to hear some reason for the discrimination which the com- 
mittee make in its proposition to repeal only a portion of these special 
taxes. The retention of any of these taxes scem to be unwarranted 
and inexcusable. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In response to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SowpEn], I will say that upon those articles on which taxation 
is imposed a certain supervision is necessary to be retained by the Gov- 
ernment. The tax on dealers in leaf-tobacco has been repealed; there 
is now no such tax. The provision which misled the gentleman from 


| Pennsylvania is retained in the bill in order to enable the Internal- 


Revenue Department to utilize very costly and valuable dies and other 
appliances used in the printing of stamps, ete. 

So far as concerns wholesale dealers in spirits, the committee thought 
it proper to continue taxation upon them in order to maintain the su- 
pervision of the Government over whisky and prevent evasion of the 
tax. Provision has been made for the repeal of those special licenses 
under which most of the indictments and oppressive proceedings of 
which complaints have been made originated. I think when the gen- 
tleman examines the whole bill he will find it provides for the aboli- 
tion of all taxes that can be abolished consistently with the integrity 
of the system and the proper collection of the revenue. 

Mr. LAWLER. I desire tosubmit the following resolution adopted 
by the Cigar-Makers’ International Union: 


Resolution adopted at the seventeenth session of the Cigar-Makers’ Interna- 
tional Union of America, held at Binghamton, N. Y., September, 1887. 

Whereas an agitation is being vigorously presented to abolish the internal- 
revenue on cigars and tobacco ; 

Whereas experience has demonstrated that the agitation even on this subject 
has had the effect of keeping thousands of workers in our trade out of employ- 
ment for months at a time; 

Whereas the internal-revenue system, so far at least as it applies to the man- 
ufacture of cigars, has had the effect of developing it from a mere sporadic call- 
ing into a fully-established industry by which nearly 75,000 of our people earn 
their livelihood; and 

Whereas the abolition of the internal-revenue on cigars would not benefit 
either producer or consumer by reason of its fractional bearing on each cigar; 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we, the representatives of the cigar-makers of the country 
in convention assembled, protest respectfully, but emphatically, against any 
interference with the internal-revenue on cigars. 

AUG. STRUMEL, 
Cigar-Makers’ Union, Chicxgo. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SowWDEN, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 41, noes 75. 

Mr. LAWLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 4€ the following: 

“And so much of the act of August 2, 1886, which assesses and directs the col- 
lection of a tax of 2 cents per pound upon oleomargarine, namely, section 8 
of said act, be, and the same is hereby, repealed.”’ 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have not occupied any time in 
the consideration of this bill, and I now ask consent to speak upon 
this amendment for ten or twelve minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment to repeal 
the per pound tax imposed upon oleomargarine in consonance with the 
several bills and resolutions previously presented by me looking to this 
end, which proposed measures, by the rules of the House, should have 
been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, but which were 
nevertheless consigned to the not very tender mercies of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. In the womb of this body they have been allowed 
to remain since the early days of the present session without delivery 
and ‘‘unhatched.’’ 

I maintain that every argument advanced in support of the bill to 
reduce taxation reported by the Ways and Means Committee is an ar- 
gument in favor of this proposition to abrogate the pound tax on oleo- 
margarine, and the views of the President as set forth in his message 
urging reduction of the surplus through lowering of customs dues find 
pronounced application in the matter of the relievement of this bur- 
den. To be consistent, every gentleman on this floor who has spoken 
in favor of the Mills bill should give assent to the amendment 1 have 
proposed. 

The tax on oleomargarine wasimposed upon the mistaken and vicious 
theory that being an alleged unhealthy and deleterious food product its 
production and consumption should be repressed, and in the mistaken 
judgment of a large proportion of the membership of the Forty-ninth 
Congress this end could only be secured by internal taxation upon the 
article itselfand by requiring licenses from retail and wholesale dealers. 
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But it was not properly taken into consideration that these taxes wet 
nothing more nor less than a tax upon the consumers, and that these 
consumers were mainly oft the laboring class, w workers, living from 
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hand to mouth, the humble proceeds of whose toil were too slender to 
permit their indulgence in butter at the high p: 
commands in the common markets. 


ices which that article 


**protect ’’ the ‘‘ dairy interest,’’ as rep- 
the Dairymen’s Association——a ‘‘ trust’’ of the very worst 
description—and which association, during the debate on the oleomar- 
garine bill, openly and undisguisedly maintained a well-paid lobby at 
Washington to influence legislation which, by taxing oleomargarine 
and imposing licenses, would enable this ‘*‘trust’’ to ‘‘corner’’ the 
market and maintain the present high prices exacted for butter. The 
poor people were forgotten in this unseemly scramble to protect tl 

dairymen’s trust, and the statistics of the Internal-Revenue Depart 


) 
ment show 


It seems it was nece ssary to 
resented by 





that, since the passage of the oleomargarine monstrosity, 
these consumers have been robbed under color of a mischievous law to 
the amount of several millions through the enhanced price which they 
have been compelled to pay by addition of the oleomargarine pound 
to what end and to what good ? 

It is conceded that the Government does not need the money collected 
from this tax. It is conceded that the tax has not operated to destroy 
or Jessen the manufacture of this food product; and I am prepared to 
assert positively that this tax has neither added to, diminished, nor in 
any wise affected the condition of the publie health. 

It is possible that unhealthy or bad oleomargarine, or a product pur- 
porting to be oleomargarine, may be put upon the market in limited o1 
unlimited quantities, but the same is true of all food supplies. Asa 
matier of fact, it is notorious that more bad butter than bad oleomar- 
garine may be found commonly on sale in all the retail markets of the 
country. Moreover, the question of the public health, as affected by 
deleterious articles of food, isa matter of police regulation by State and 
local authorities, and my own State, Illinois, enforces and maintains 
commensurate health laws in this particular. 

Why should the poor, or people of small means, be compelled to pay 
tribute of more than a million annually in the advanced price of this 
food-product only to enrich the dairymen’strust? Why should an in- 
ternal tax of such dimensions be imposed under the fallacious idea of 
protecting the public health when it is notorious that no such protec 
tion is needed, and when the proposition is clear and unassailable that 
taxation alone, unaided by police regulations, is not, never was, and 
never can be a remedy for even an admitted public evil. 

The certificates of our most distinguished and expert physicians and 
chemists show that oleomargarine proper is not an unhealthy food-prod- 
uct, but, on the contrary, their analyses demonstrate that it is entirely 
healthful and furnishes people of narrow resources with an excellent 
substitute for butter. Of course its manufacture should be carefully 
guarded to prevent adulteration, but Federal taxation does not accom 
plish that end. 

My personal inspection of the markets at Washington shows that 35 
cents per pound is asked for butter of ordinary quality, while as high 
as 75 cents per pound is readily obtained for fine Philadelphia Print 
butter. Good, sweet, wholesome oleomargarine, duly inspected and 
certified, can be purchased at from 18 to 25 cents per pound, and the 
most numerous, the poorer classes, are necessarily obliged to purchase 
and use this substitute for butter simply because they can not afford 
to pay the prices which butter commands in retail markets. 

The logic of the proposed amendment is inexorable. The President 
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insists that all taxes upon articles of prime necessity should be abro- | 


gated and the free-list greatly enlarged. The collection of the oleomar- 
garine tax costs the Government a large annual outlay. TheTreasury 
is plethoric with its hoard of money, and we are endeavoring to apply 
aremedy for this dangerous condition. The Ways and Means Com- 
mittee propose a measure of relief in the bill under discussion. 


Take | 


off the internal-revenue pound tax on oleomargarine, maintaining the | 


license tax, if deemed proper, and you relieve the laboring classes and 
people of small means from the exaction of a million dollars or more 
annually, levied upon a food product, an article of prime necessity, 
which so far has been imposed for the mere gratification of the dairy- 
men’s trust, without adding to the public health, but swelling the 
plethoric surplus of the Treasury to that amount. 

The shibboleth of the hour is to relieve the people of all unnecessary 
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( Garfield in his speech on the tariff bill of 1870, said 

Firs t t 3 t it term ly | erly | 
t c c ‘ I ‘ 1 i 5 ~ — ah { i Ss 4 i«< vs pr 
} 4 i it 4 tax S ‘ ect¢ i i€ ‘ er A 

Lard, and often i P opl 

e butter should cer e taxe 
o strike off this ta ent to expand t 
to the ¢ I nt ol t ] and of the eopile pe ill 
I this I e will not coun l tl W yuld rather 
1 tax t 1 lessen e it I yield myr i r two 
minutes time to the tleman f New York [| Mr. STAHL) ER | 
to read some communications that throw some light on the nature and 
} COMpositi n of the product called eomargarine 
Mr. STAHLNECKER In the interest of the Id ( 
| to have the following letters read, caption and a 
The Clerk read as follows: 
G. Hutchison, analyst, soap and « S| alist, ¢€ 41 West Sixty 
Cable address: “Ingredient, New York.” A.B.C. cable code us 
NEw York, July 7, 1388 

DrarR Str: Would it not be worth your while toy se my blea g | 
ess for the bleaching of palm oil, if no other pt ‘ As byt ! 
you can easily produce a fine, white, sweet material | .e lard, at half its cost, 


burdens, and I submit that the pound tax on oleomargarine is the most | 


illogical, oppressive, and unnecessary item of taxation burden ever 
placed upon the community. It is a robbery without reason; a brig- 
andage committed wholly in the interest of wasteand wantonness, and, 


so far as I have been enabled to examine the underlying principles of 
taxation by the sovereign power, is without precedent in the history of 


the Republic. Carried to legitimate conclusion in application to other 
food products of home manufacture, this tax would become a monstros- 
ity and abomination almost justifying resistance by revolution. 

Why thus grind the face of the poor and place the Government in 
the position of filching the earnings of the laboring classes, or indeed 
those ot any class, by wringing taxes not needed for its support and 
where no other public interest is honestly subserved thereby? ‘The 
oleomargarine tax is a fraud, a delusion, a snare, and a wrong, and 
should be repealed at once. 





Yours, truly, 








Messrs. JOHN P. Squire & Co., Bosto 

G. Hutchison, analyst, soap and oil spe alist,ete. 41 West S th street 
Cable address: * Ingredient, New York A. B.C. cable c« ised 
NEw York, July 9, 1888 

DEAR Sires: Referring to my bleaching process, would it not be we wo 
your while to purchase this process for the bleaching of ** palm oil for no 
other purpose? As by this means you can easily produce a fine, white, and 
sweet material like lard, at M&lf its price. 

I am willing to let you have full working deta $250, s I own 
use, which is the merest trifle in comparison to v f t ‘ g off- 
ce red tallow, grease, palm oil, olive oil, et 

Waiting to bear from you, I am yours trul} 


Messrs. F. WHITTAKER & Sons 
East St. Louis, Til 

Mr. LAWLER’S amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 41. That this act shall be in force from and after July 1, 188%, and 
laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike ont 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move a substitute for the whole section. Before 
reading the substitute I will call attention to the fact that on yester- 


‘July’ and insert ‘* October 
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| wounds which he inflicted upen his former comr 

















from the President of the United States; which w 
tion of Mr. MATSON, was referred to the Commi 
ons, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives: 
Ireturn without approval House bill No. 8078, entitled “A t grant Lpen 
6 to Theresa Herbst, widow of John Herbst iv Company G, One 
ired and fortieth Regiment of New York rs 
John Herbst, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted 
ust 26,1862. He was wounded in the head at the battle of Gettysburgh, J 
1863. He recovered from this wound, and on the 19th day of August, 1864, 





captured by the enemy. 
After his capture he joined the Confederate forces, and in 1865 was capt 
while in arms against the Unit overnment. He 
was imprisoned and voluntarily made known the fact that he formerly belonged 
tothe Union Army. Upon taking the oath of allegianceand explaining that he 
deserted to the enemy to escape the hardship and starvation of prison life, he 
was released and mustered out of the service on the Lith day of October, 1565. 
He was reguiarly borne on the Confederate muster-rolls for probably nine « 
ten months, Norecord is furnished of the number of batties in which he f I 
against the soldiers of the Union, and we ever know the d 
des in arms 
He never applied for a pension, though it is claimed now that at the time of 
his discharge he was suffering from rheumatism and dropsy, and that he died 
in 1868 of heart disease. If such disabilities were incurred in m service, 
they were quite likely the result of exposure in the Confederate arm but it is 


not improbable that this soldier never asked a pension because he considered 






by General Stoneman a States ¢ 









shall: 





ilita 


| that the generosity of his Government had been sufficiently taxed when the full 


Mr. BYNUM I call this to the attention of the committee because 
it is a part of this matter. ection 24 as it now stands reads as fol- 
lO 

{ seoti } of the Revised Statutes be, and hex 
eda i i made atter the date of th 

Che part I move to strike out is as follows 

And all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the o requirements and 
I on f this act ‘ o hereby repealed 

Phat provision applies to rates and duties in the revision of rat 
0 feature of administration, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first put on tl rentle- 
man substitute for tion 41. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let my substitute for section 41 be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

11, This act is intended and shall be construed as an act supplementar; 
a i ienduatory to ex ting laws, and the rates « duty and moditlication o 
ela provisions, and sections as herein speci lly made are intended and 
Shall be construed ¢ i repeal of all clauses, pre ns, and sections in conflict 
herewith; but as to all clauses, provisions, ns under existi laws! 
he specific y changed, modified, or am rates of duty shall be | 
a remain in full for nd effect 

his act shall be in force from 1 after October 1 83, except herein 
otherwise provided. 

Mr. ByNuM’s amendment was agreed to 

Mr. MILLS moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken th 


chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
e state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collec- 
ifthe revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
VETO E—THOMAS SHANNON. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messave from the 
President of the United which was read, referred to the Com 
i and ordered to be printed: 


lon iu 


MESSAG 


States; 


Tot House of Representa 

I irn without my approval [louse bill No, 5915, entitled “‘An act granting 
a pension to Thomas Shannon.” 

lhe beneficiary enlisted on the 3lst day of May, 1870, in the Tenth Regiment 
of United States Infantry. On the 4th day of July, 1872, he was upon leave at 
the city of Rio Grande, in the State of Texas. Some of the citizens were cele- 
brating the day, and one of them had a can of powder in his hand, which, ac- 
cording to the report of the accident, *‘ was about to explode.’’ The soldier en- 
deavored to knock the can from the hand of the person who held it, when the 


powder exploded, severely injuring the soldier and necessitating the 


tion of his right forearm 
Though this was a most unfortunate accident 
ection with the military service 


aniputa- 
it is quite plain that it had no 
econ 


11d be 


to establish 


nt a pension in such a case wo a precedent in the ap- 
ropriation of money from the public Treasury which I can hardly think we 
should be justilied in following. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, July 17, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—-WOODFORD M. HOUCHIN, 


The EAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on mo- 


SP 


tion of Mr. MATSON, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives 

I return without appr val House bill No. 917! entitled ‘An sect granting a pe.- 
sion to Woodford M, Houchi :.” 

Phe beneficiary named int is 'il was enrolled September 18, 186!, and dis- 
ch rged Dee mber 7, 1864. He filed a claim for p usion in th: Pen ion Bu- 
reau Dece » ber 22, 1876, alleging that he had a sore or uleer on his left leg, 


‘“*which existed in a small way prior to enlistment,” ut was aggravate: id 
enlarged by the exposures of the service. This claim was rejected in 1877 on 
the ground that the disability existed prior to enlistment. In Sept mber, 1879, 
he filed another application for pension, alleging a disability arising from an 
affection of his :ight eye, caused by an attack of measles in September, 1861, 
and also again alleging ulce ated varicose eins of his left leg. 

In October, 1886, the rejection of this claim for ulcerated varicose veins was 
adhered to, and the added claim for di se of the eyes was rejected on the 
ground that it was not incurred in the service and line of duty. On appeal from 
the action of the Pension Bureau to the Secretary of the Interior the rejection 
of the claim was sustained. The claimant stated in support of his application 
that about three months before he enlisted a little yellow blister appeared on 
his left leg which made a small sore, which existed when he enlisted; that 
while he was in Central America with General Walker he received a wound in 
the temple from a musket ball, and that he had algo before cnlistment been sick 
with the dropsy. 

‘The case was very thoroughly examined by oflicers of the Pension Bureau, 
anda great mass of testimony was taken from numerous witnesses. Three 
brothers of this claimant testified to the existence of all the disabilities before his 
enlistment, and two of them stated facts which go far towards accounting for 
such disabilities in a way very discreditable to the claimant. Many other 
Witnesses, with good opportunities of knowledge on the subject, testified to the 
same effect While testimony ofa different character was also given tending 
to establish the theory that the disabilities alleged were, at least to some ex- 
tent, attributable to military service,the overwhelming weight of proof seems to 
establish, that whatever disabilities exist, are the result of disease contracted 
by vicious habits, and that such disabilities had their origin prior to enlistment 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 




















MAnston, July 17, 1888 
VETO MESSAGE—THERESA HERBST. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


EXEcuriv!i 





| 


| forfeit of his desertion was not exacted, 






“atest possible sympathy and consideration are due to those who bravely 
id b ~aptured as bravely languished in rebel prisons, but I will take 
tin putting a name upon our pension-ro!], which representsa Union soldier 
ighting against the cause ne swore be would uphold nor should it befor 
mentadinitted that such desertion and treachery are excusedwhen it avoids 
igors of honorable capture and confinement. 

It would have been a sad condition of affuirs if every captured Union soldier 
med himself justified in fighting agaiust hi rnment rather than to 
undergo the privations of capture, 


rheg 








had d s Gove 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAnsrion, Ju 


ly 17, 1888. 


The reading of the foregoing message was greeted with applause on 
the Democratic side. ) 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
this bill a Mexican pension bill? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, it is a Confederate pension bill. 


Is 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 886) granting a pension to Sarah Jones; 

A bill (8S. 1009) grant ‘pension to Sallie R. Alex- 
ander, wi of Lieut. Col. Alexander, United States 
Army; 

A bill (S. 1111 


A bill (S. 1124) to increase t 








increase O! 


dow Thomas L. 


granting a pension of Mary J. Davis; 
he pension of John W. January; 
A bill (S. 1142) granting a-pension to Keziah E. Strong; 
A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to John Child; 
A bill (S. 1447) granting a pension to Bridget Foley; 
A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee; 
A bill (S. 2012) granting an increase of pension to Marcus D. Ray- 
mona; 


A bill (S. 2073) granting a pension to Margaret Blades; 

A bill (S. 2089) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth White; 

A bill for the relief of Rosaloo Sage; 

A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 3376) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of ‘‘ the 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ to fill vacancies caused by the 
expiration of the terms of office of members of the present board of 
managers on the 21st day of April, 1888. 

REVISED STATUTES RELATING THE DISTRICT COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by reauest), by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 10870) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 858, 861, and &t 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States ior the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES, DEEDS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (HH. 
R. 10871) to regulate the fees and limit the compensation of the 
recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, and the register of will 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District ot 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PERTH J. 

Mr. KEAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10872 
for the erection of a public building at Perth Amboy, N. J.; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, the hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the Speaker, in ac- 
cordance with its previous order, declared the House in recess until 8 
o’cleck p. m. 
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The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc 
igan. ata cost not to exceed $5,500, 


That a fog-signal be established at Beaver Island, Lake Mich- 


Phat a fog-signal be established at Mackinac Point, Straits of Mackinac, ata 
coat not to exceed $5,500, 

Phat a light-house be established at White Shoals, or at Simmons Reef, Lake 
Michigan, as the Light-House Board may determine, at a cost not to exceed 
$60 O00 

That a fog-signal be established at Twin River Point, Lake Michigan, at a cost 
not exceeding $5,500, 

That a fog-whistle be established on the breakwater at Chicago, Il, at a 
cost not exceeding $5,200, 

That range-lights be established in the channel of Detroit River, Michigan, 
between Fighting Island and Lime Kiln Crossing, ata cost not exceeding $7,000, 

That a fog-whistle be established on the break water at Cleveland, Ohio, at a 
cost not exceeding $5,200, 

That a fog-signal be established La Pointe (Point Chequamegon), entrance to 
Ashland Harbor, Lake Superior, at a cost not exceeding $5,510. 

Thata fog-signal be established at Point lroquois, Lake Superior, at acost not 
exceeding $5,500, 

That a fog-signal be established at Cheboygan Point Light Station, Lake Hu- 
ron, ata cost not exceeding $5,500. 

That a fog-signal be established at Presque Isle, Lake Huron, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $5,500, 

That range lights and stakes be established in Lake St. Clair from Grosse 
Point to the entrance of Detroit River, at a cost not to exceed $3 000. 
! That range-lights be established at Russel Island to St. Clair Flats Canal, Lake 
St. Clair, at a cost not exceeding $1,500. 

That a fog-whistle be established at Two Harbors, Lake Superior, at a cost 
not exceeding $5,500. 

That a light be established at Devil’s Island, Apostle Group, Lake Superior, 
at a cost not exceeding $15,000. 

That range-lights be established at Duluth Harbor, at a cost not to exceed 
$3,254.12. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 14, insert “that a steam fog-signal be established at Manistee light- 
station, Lake Michigan, at a cost not exceeding $5,000.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This wasrecommended by the Light-House Board, 
but the recommendation came in too late to be incorporated in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 


LIGHT-HDUSE AT MOUTH OF GREAT WICOMICO RIVER, VIRGINIA. 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (H. R. 1912) making an appropriation for the 
establishment of a light-house at the mouth of the Great Wicomico 
River, Virginia. 

The bill was read. 


‘The committee recommended an amendment striking out all after | 


the enacting clause and inserting the following: 

That a light-house be established at or near the mouth of Great Wicomico 
River, Virginia, at a cost not exceeding $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the establishment 
of a light-house at the mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia.”’ 


LIGHT AT THE MOUTH OF OTTER CREEK, LAKE CHAMPLAIN,. 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was a bill (H. R. 5716) making appropriation for establish- 
ing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

The bill was read. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserting the following: 

That a light be established at or near the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Cham- 
plain, in the State of Vermont, at a cost not to exceed $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for establishing alight 
at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain.’’ 


LIGHT OFF PAMLICO POINT, NORTH CAROLINA, 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was a bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico 
Point, North Carolina. 

The bill was read. 


the enacting clause and inserting the following: 


That a screw-pile light-house be established on the shoal at or near Pamlico 
Point, entrance to Pamlico River, Pamlico Sound, in North Carolina, at a cost 
exceeding $25,000, to replace the present light on the shore at Pamlico 

,oint. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LIGAT-SHIP AND FOG-SIGNAL, SANDY HOOK, NEW YORK. 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light- 
ship with a steam fog-sigual at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be established off Sandy Hook, entranceto New 


| York Harbor, a new light-ship with a steam fog-signal, the entire cost of which 


shall not exceed the sum of $60,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the construction of said light-ship shall be let, after advertise 
ment, to the lowest responsible bidder, and that it shall be built in American 
ship-yards, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CROOKED RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (S. 735) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a light-house on the highland (mainland) to the westward of 
Crooked River, Florida. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., T at the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
erection of a light-house on the highland (mainland) to the westward of 
Crooked River, in Franklin County, Florida, said amount to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL AT BALLAST POINT, CALIFORNIA. 

The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (H. R. 1228) making an appropriation for estab- 
lishing a light or lights and a fog-signal on or near Ballast Point, en- 
trance to San Diego Bay, California. 

The bill was read. 

The Committee on Commerce recommended an amendment, striking 


| out all aiter the enacting clause and inserting the following: 


That light or lights and a fog-signal be established on or near Ballast Point, 
entrance to San Diego Bay, California, at a cost not to exceed $25,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for establishing light 
or lights and a fog-signal at or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego 
Bay, California.’’ 


| SHIP-LIGHT OFF GREAT ROUND SHOAL, NEAR NANTUCKET, MASS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10183) to es- 
tablish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, near Nantucket, Mass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enated by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be constructed and established a first- 


class light-ship. with a steam fog-signal, off Great Round Shoal, seacoast of 
Massachusetts, near Nantucket, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of 


| $60,000: Provided, That the construction of said light-ship shall be let to the low- 


est responsible bidder after advertisement, and that said light-ship shall be built 


| in American ship-yards. 





There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIFE-SAVING AND LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLIES. 

The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the t ransportation of 
life-saving and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be erected at the landing near the Hog Island 
light-house, in Virginia, a wharf, and that a road from the same to the said 
light-house and life-saving station be built, to facilitate the transportation of 
supplies: Provided, That the same shall not cost more than $5,000. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 
The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, was the bill (H. R. 8181) to establish additional life-saving 
stations. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
establish additional life-saving stations upon the sea and !ake coasts of the U nited 


: oe : | States, as follows: One at or near Walles Sands, New Hampshire; oneator near 
The committee recommended an amendment striking out all after | 


Plum Island, Massachusetts; one at or near Lynn Haven Inlet, Virginia; two 
between Ocracoke Inletand Cape Lookout, North Carolina, at such points asthe 
General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one ator 
near Ashtabula. Ohio; one at or near Marquette, Mich. ; one between the Ocean 
Hiouse, south of the entrance to the harbor of San Francisco, and Point San 
Pedro, California, at such point as the General Superintendent ofthe Life-Saving 
Service may recommend; one at or near the mouth of Umpqua River, Oregon ; 
one at or near Yaquina Bay, Oregon ; one on I) waco Beach, Washington Terri- 
tory; one at or near Gray’s Harbor, Washington Territory. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
measure of the session that has come before this House relating to the 
Life-Saving Service, and in advocating its passage I take advantage of 
the opportunity to say that there is not a branch of the Government 
service more deserving of encouragement than that embraced in the 
life-saving system. While as such its establishment is of but brief or- 
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involved 

This is the return which thé Government has received from the 
small outlay to put this service in operation. I say put it in opera 
tion, because it is not yet perfect, nor will it be so until every ex] 
nt on both sides of this inent and the Great Lakes is 
with stations, and more ample provision is made for compensating th: 








pe con 





skilled seamen employed and proper pensions granted tothe widows and 


infant children of those who lose their lives in the service lo cove! 





these and other needful legislations in the premises I have had tl 
honor to introduce bills, most of which have received favorable co 





sideration in appropriate committees and are now waiting the action 
of this House—notably that for t ncrease of the pay of keepers and 
r | raised from $600 to $900 per annum, and 
i ind there has been and can b 
no more meritorious measure for the consider 
tor nsioning the class of suffer 

No sound argument has ever 





surfmen—the former bein 


the latter from $50 to $75 





ition of this body than that 


against it. Such objec 
tions as have been advanced are purely technical and 
foundation to reston. They 
any of the civil departments of the Government as a fit subject for pen 





are such as that to recognize a person in 


of a civil list, which is undemo 





sion would lead to the est 


cratic. With the monarchical governments of Europ 


in this respect before us, there may be something in the objection so 
far as its general application is concerned; but when you have 

ind spect wile of a man’s losing his life for the saving of that ot 
other, and doing it in the face of the risk and danger, and doing it 


1e¢ bidding of his Government, there should be no halting and no« 


in taking care of those near and dear to him left behind dependent 
| and indifferent world 


upon the charities of a col 
Chey are already in the land; on the coastof New Jersey they are to 


g aloud, and from the land of Hatteras’s fatal shoals 
of the widow and the orphan is yet intheair; and now let us do justice 
to these and those who come alter them, no matter whether undem 
cratic or not, and these brave men will be braver and the beautit 

stem more beautiful by the just act of a great and appreciative gov- 
ernment. 


Chere be 


aay ¢ in 


ing no objection, the bill was laid aside to be re ported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the ch 
man of the Committee on Commerce what provision is made it 
bill (H. R. 8181) as to th 

Mr. TARSNEY. They will cost not over $5,000 each. 

Mr. BURNES. What provision is made in the bill? 

Mr. TARSNEY. ‘There is none made in the bill, because the mat 
ter will go to the Committee on Appropriations for them to recommend 
an appropriation for the purpose. 

Mr. BURNES. I insist, sir, that there ought to be some limitation, 





e cost of these several light- houses. 





and that limitation ought to be based upon some estimate by the | 
Ifouse Board in each case. 

Mr. CLARDY. I coneur, Mr. Chairman, in the judgment o 
colleague [Mr. BurRNEs]. The amount recommended is $5,000 in 
each case. I move to amend by inserting the words ‘‘at a cost not to 
exceed $5,000 in each case.’’ P 
Mr. MORROW. 
in each case.’’ 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I see no objection to fixing a max 
imum: but I supposed this matter would go to the Committee on Ap 
propriations, who would report an appropriation after hearing 

Mr. TARSNEY. The Light-House Board makes the recommendation 
and adopts this limitation of $5,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But the Committee on Appropriations 
will act on that recommendation of the Light-House Board. 





I suggest the phrase ‘‘at each station,’’ instead of 
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The CHAIRMAN. Li 


the amendment which the 


Mr. WEBER. If this 
other amendment, 

















































he ¢ \ 

J 1 4 med ‘ l 
tal t fe-suving station | fore autho i 
aw La n Ne Yo al « near t 
th est : ! ‘ 

M () Will the gentleman give us some reason for that ? 

I Wi | The jaw authorizing the construction of this 
BA tation was passed two years ago, but nothing has been do 
toward construction | understand there are some twelve or four 
teen other ! ibly more, that are authorized, and that it is left 
within the d retion of ft le Super ntendent of the Life-Saving Ser ( 
to establish and construct these stations as he pleases rhe station to 
which this amendment refers was authorized upon the recommend 
tion of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, based upon sta 
tistics that were ynsidered at the time reasonable and such as } 
tie stabhi tof station. 

l’‘or some reason unknown to me there has been no effort to constru 
or establish itio At the time the bill was passed it was stated 
on the floor of the House that the required authority in the depart 
mie to construct these stations we asked might not be due toimmediate 
nect ' ttention was called at the time to the fact there were then 
twe ons authorized upon which no work had bee 
con d,} tw ilso said if was necessary to have stations an- 
thorized in adv: in order to have the work move on regularly and 
Smoot ly 

I objection establishing more life-saving stations in addition to 
h vhich } n authorized to be constructed is that we pass 
laws he h perintendent of the Life-Saving Service has it in 
his power to prac uly nullify then I do not know why it is this 
stat has not been constructed; and Ido not see why the Superintend 
entof the Life-Saving Service should haveany suc. discretionary power. 

Mr. CLARDY Has the money been appropriated ? 

Mr. WEBER. Yes; the work has been arthorized and appropriated 
for 

Mr. CLARD Has any appropriation been made for it? 

Mr. WEBER. Yes; two years ago $50,000 was put in the appro 

' 






priation bill, and the same amount, I think, was put in the last bill 
Mr, RANDALL stated that all the money asked for had been granted. 
There was no attempt on the part of the Committee on Appropriations 
to reduce the amount or to cut the Life-Saving Service off. 
the discretion of the Superintendent to construct this station or not to 


Itis within 


construct it. Wehave passed alaw requiring the establishment of life- 
saving stations and he puts them off on the plea there are others that 
are more necessary 

Mr. CLARDY Is he not a more competent judge than any one else 
in the Department? 

Mr. WEBER. ‘That is a plausible way to put it, but I say that 


when the law authorizes and requires the establishment of a station it 
ought to be constructed at once 


\ MEMBER Regular order. 


Mr. WEBER. I think we are on the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARDY I do not make the point of order on the gentleman. 

Mr. WEBER. This is the recorg, taken from Mr. Kimball’s letter, 
in the report of the committee on the additional life station on Nan- 
tucket Island 

lice hasa r wrd of the stranding of fourteen vessels upon these ol 

st \ hin the te years last past, 


Here we have the stranding of fourteen vessels. 

i do not make the point of order, but am willing to 
ihe committee on the gentleman’s amendment. I do 
life-saving stations should be contingent on this pa 
constructed within a prescribed time. It must be ap 


Mir, CLARDY 


4 tth 
ut » t 


© sense 


not think other 
ticular one being 
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Mr. WEBER. Does the gentleman want the statistics to prove 


what I have said? 


Mr. COX. I shouid jike to see them in official form. I! have no 


doubt the gentleman by making his amendment in a different shape 


might carry out his idea. This service belongs more to the other side 
of the House thanto this. I have known this Superintendent for many 
years, and I think the gentleman is wro1 n making any imputation 


nt in such a way as to 
uubt that he will get his 
I think that 


yainst hin But if he can draw his amendm 
call attention to the fact he states, 1 do 
wish as to this construction within a reasonable time. is 
the proper way. 

Mr. WEB ter that rests in the discretion of the Life- 
Saving Servic ml i | done my duty by repeatedly calling the at- 


tenti of the head of the bureau to it, but without avail. 


Mr. COX. Well, jet the gentleman draw up a joint resolution to 
rive ¢ to the law already passed. I think that will accomplish his 
object, and I will be one of the very first to come to his support in the 
matter 

Mr. WEBER. I think this is the best time to get it done. 

NI 


r. CLARDY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that I helped, my- 

hat provision through; perhaps I drew it myself. I felt 

me interest in that case as in any of the pending bills, and I trust 

he will not now insist upon the amendment, or at Jeast that he will 
permit the committee to take a vote upon it. 

Mr. WEBER. I reeret that I can not accommodate the gentle- 





| man so far as permitting the committee to take a vote upon it 1s con- 


| that an appropriation has already been made. 


cerned. 

Mr. CLARDY. 
amendment. 

Mr. WEBER. I will not do that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. You will not do that? 

Mr. WEBER. No, sir. 

Mr. TARSNEY. ‘Then the gentleman is prepared to take the re- 
sponsibility ? 

Mr. WEBER. Iam. 

Mr. ADAMS. Willthe gentleman permit a suggestion from me? 

Mr. WEBER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘There is another way by which he can get justice, 
and that is in the formin which the appropriation is made. He says 
Now, suppose it was 
made for the Life-Saving Service heretofore authorized by law, or ina 
certain order. It seems to me that the fair and proper remedy for the 
gentleman is before the Committee on Appropriations. It is the duty 
of the Committee on Commerce to provide for their establishment, but 
so far as the money to commence the work of construction and to com- 
plete it is concerned, it goes to an entirely different committee. The 
establishment has been authorized; now it is a matter for the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

Now, if the gentleman were to go to that committee and secure a 
change in the form of the appropriation, he should, if he persuaded 
them of the validity ofthe case, get an appropriation in such shape that 
the particular jight-house in question would have to be built before 
the others hereatter recommended. Iam inclined to think that the 


Then I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 


gentleman from New York would regret it himself, upon reflection, if 


| he takes this course, thereby defeating the passage of other legitimat 
| measures, when le could accomplish his object in another and more 


parent that the Department will complete the station as soon as it can | 


do so in justice to other points. 

Mr.WEBER. Thatisthe reply I get from the Syperintendent. Th 
statistics show greater risks and greater necessity for the Niagara station 
than at other} i 
of stations. 

Mr. CLARDY. Irecognize the fact we might embrace other stations 
which the people engaged in this dangerous service are asking. 

Mr. WEBE The record embraces other stations, but I see no other 
way to secure the rights of my people who have a better case. I do 
not see any reason why I should be set aside or that the construction 
of this station should be delayed. 

Mr. COX. I wish to say to the gentleman from Buffalo that I think 
his amendment is unfortunately and unskillfully drawn. It cuts up 
other people without helping himself. He will tind out when these 
life-saving stations are ordered to be built they are built at perilous 
points along the coast where vessels are being stranded, and when the 
money is given in bulk the Superintendent goes to work and places 
them where the necessity is greatest. In the absence of any report 
from the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, I would be inclined 
to fear my friend from Buffalo is mistaken in what he says. These 
shipwrecks develop the points where the stations are to be established. 


£ 
wints where he has since recommended the construction 








Ls 


practical way. 

Mr. WEBER. There is no practical way except by the grace of the 
gentleman who has charge of this work, and who pays no attention to 
any remonstrances or requests. The recommendations made to him 
have had no avail. He recognizes no authority but his own. This 
has become a law and he refuses to execute it. 

Mr. ADAMS. In what form is the appropriation made this year ‘ 

Mr. WEBER. Theappropriations are made in bulk; so many thou- 
sand dollars for the whole service. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the bill passed ? 

Air. WEBER. I do not know. 

Mr. ADAMS. Why not ascertain and have the appropriation fixed 
in the bill in proper form? 

Mr. WEBER. I should hate to rely upon that bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that this bill was laid 
aside ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. ADAMS. That being the case, I make the point of order upon 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sent. 

Mr. CLARDY. I withdraw the point of order I made. 

Mr. DAVIS. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WEBER. Of course I understand that the point of order can 
be made; but it is also apparent that there is no quorum present, and 
I do not propose, gentlemen, to be choked off in that manner 

Mr. CLARDY. Ifthe gentleman is willing to defeat the consti uc 
tion of all the life-saving stations by insisting upon theamendment—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then let him take the responsibility. 


2 


All this has been proceeding by unanimous con- 
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case, he 








not ¢ led } yurtesy he | lemanded, for he shows us no ec 

te He thinks he has us in a position where he can control us, and 
stop the passage of bills unless he ean secure one particular thing 

L know, when he reflects upon his position as a member of the 

who had fair play upon t ill, he will notinsist. I know the action « 

the Committee on Co ree durin ist session and during this 
f n of Congress has been most liberal and fair in the consideration 
of thes ] lhe gentleman’s bill had fair play; his bill passed with 
the other bills, and it does seem to me that his present attitude ought 
not to be sanctioned by the House, and that he himself will withdraw 


his objection when he sees the position in which he is placed. 


Mr. HERBERT Let me make asuggestion to the gentleman: that 


nt, and simply put init a provision 








f the immediate uctio 1 e-saving station. It seemsto 
me it would be a fair compromise to put his amendment in that shape 
and allow the House to vote upon it, and then go on and attend to 
busines 

Mir. ' ih . ] ifference between the sugges- 
tion ntlem endment as it stands? 

D R 1an will not put himself 
in n of sa ll be done if this amendment 
IS ] i pa sed. 

Mr. WEBER. I have no objection to modifying my amendment in 


thesuggestion of the gentleman from Alabama 
Mr. TARSNEY. I make the point of order that the bill has been 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so announced. 
RSNEY. And therefore the gentleman from New York is 





Che CHAIRMAN. That point of order has been sustained. Th 
Chair has been indulging this proceeding by unanimous consent, in th 
J 





= 


ope that some agreement might be reached by which the public bus 
nes i be transacted 
Mr. FARQUHAR, ITask the Clerk to read the amendment agai 
» that we may el nate its objectionable feature and come to som 
ba of agreement. 


: i.J ? ‘ 
le Clerk again reported the amendment. 


DAYVI man, this is a very humiliating position in 
y » pl -to take some one billa gentleman may d 
»LAVE } » it from other bill and say no other bill 





| pass until this particular bill is passed. 
he CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made against the pro- 


rk will report the next bill. The Chair will call the 





attention of the committee to the fact that the gentleman from Massa- 

c) ts made the point of order, which was sustained by the Chair.” 
Mr TEELE. T ntleman from New York accepts the modifi 
m proposed |] tler ym Alabama. If that be agree 





able to the committee we can go on with the business. Calling up t 
next bill will not facilitate matters at all. 
HERBERT. I did not understand the exact situation; 


ll. My suggestion to the gentle- 





nother bi 


1 vas an amendment toa 
man from New York was that he insert a proviso t 









station should be immediately constructed, witl referer 
what to the construction of others, and allow : be ke 
upon that. 


Mr. CLARDY. I, for one, would not assent to the amendment sug 
gested by the gentleman from Alab: 


ia in : 
ma I do n 1 Helleve we ous 





nthe testimony before this committee, to say to the Department 


‘ 

has failed to perform its duty in the manner suggested by the gen 
é - , J 

i} 

{ 











Y y X . 
mun iron Avew 


cnow it is true in many instances these bu 


ings have not been constructed for three, four, and five years: but 
do not believe the gentleman’s constituents are in any worse cond 
than people of other localities. Under the law, butten of these houses 
can be built in any one year. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the gentleman say upon his knowledge that 
since the law wa 
tablishing other 
constructed ? 





this life-station, other laws es- 
been passed and the br 





Mr. CLARDY. Iwillnot say. There may have been points that 
required immediate attention. 
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in, the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LIF] AVING SUPPLIES, ETC., HOG ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 


The bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving 


and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia, was taken up, or- | 


dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 

The bill (H. R. 8181) to establish additional life-saving stations was 
taken up, and the amendment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union adopted. The question being on or- 
dering the bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. WEBER called for a division, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there are other light-ship bills on which 
there is no controversy. I hope this bill may be laid aside until we 
have disposed of the others. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be laid aside informally. 

There was no objection. 

LIGHT-SHIP OFF GREAT ROUND SHOAL, NANTUCKET, MASS. 


The bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round 
Shoal, near Nantucket, Mass., was taken up, ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


if there be no objection, this bill will 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, COAST OF DELAWARE AND MARYLAND. 

The bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic 
coast between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md., 
was taken up, the amendments reported from the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union concurred in, the bill as amended or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
House bill No. 8505, of similar title, was laid on the table. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION, NANTUCKET ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The bill (If. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an addi- 
tional life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, was 
taken up, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8181) to 
establish additional life-saving stations, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union with amendment. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask that the amendment be reported. 

Mr. CLARDY. Task unanimous consent that we lay aside this bill 
for the present. 

_ Mr. TARSNEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Suppose we 
pass this bill over, will it come up to-morrow in the House ? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It would not. This isaspecial session 
of the House, and the business left undisposed of to-night will not 
come up at the session of to-morrow. 

Mr. TARSNEY. 


reading of the Journal. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Wecan not do that. 
that this bill be passed over informally. 
Mr. WEBER. I object. I want to know the purpose of the request. 
Mr. CLARDY. I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Weer] that we have some other bills to which I know he will not 
object. ; 
Mr. WEBER. 


I ask unanimous consent 


I withdraw my objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole have been passed. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. : 

There was no objection. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, LINCOLN, NEBR. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheClerk informs the Chair that there 
are three or four bills from the Committee on Commerce on the House 
Calendar which ean now be considered. 

The Clerk read the tollowing title: 

A bill (LH. R. 10606) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery and to ex- 
tend the provisions of the act of Juue 10, 1880, entitled “‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,” to the said port of Lincoln, 

Mr. CLARDY. Ido not know whether that bill is comprehended 
by the order under which we meet to-night. It is a bill establishing 
a port of entry, and I hardly think it is embraced in the order. I will, 


however, agree that a little later in the evening it may be considered 
and passed, and the motion to reconsider made, so that if the House 
should hereafter think we had not jurisdiction under the order for this 
evening session it may undo our action. 


Then I move that if this bill be not reached to- | 
night it be made a special order for to-morrow immediately after the 


I move to reconsider the various votes by which | 


JULY 17, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| man withdraws the bill for the present. 


As the Chair understands, the gentle- 


Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 
the House Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the port of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is not embraced in the order. I understood 
there were some bridge bills on the House Calendar. I move that we 
now go into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. DocKeRyY in the chair. 

BRIDGE, HAKBOR OF DULUTH. 

The first business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 5191) 
for the vonstruction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the harbor 
of Duluth, Minn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Tosave timeI give notice I will object to that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE BAY OF SUPERIOR. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 5192) 
for the construction of a bridge across the Bay of Superior from Rice’s 
Point to Minnesota Point, Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no request for the consideration 
of this bill, and it will be passed over. 

CONDUIT PIPES ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 878: 
to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company to lay conduit pipes 
across the Ohio River. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to insert after the word ‘‘ Ohio,’’ in line 5, the 
words ‘‘and Salt,’’ and to add ‘*‘s’’ to the word ‘* River,’’ in the same 
line;’’ so it will read: ‘* across the Ohio and Salt Rivers.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The title was amended to conform with the amendment in the body 
of the bill. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

BRIDGE AT PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10347) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

On motion of Mr. MCSHANE, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE FLINT AND CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVERS. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10538 
authorizing the construction of bridges across the Flint and Chatta- 
, hoochee Rivers. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, the reading of the bill and 
amendments was dispensed with. 

The amendments of the committee were adopted; and as amended 
the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
| mendation that it do pass. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10527 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Alabama River. 

The reading of the bill and amendments was dispensed witii. 
| ‘The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MILITARY RESERVATION AT FORT MORGAN. 
The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10679 
| to grant the right of way through the military reservation at Fort 
| Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railw ay 
| Company, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was dispensed with, and it was laid aside to 
| be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10524) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, 
in the State of Georgia, reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. 

On motion of Mr. CLARDY, the reading of the bill and amendments 
was dispensed with. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The Clerk will read the next bill on 


3) 





BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER. 

The next business under the special order was the bill (H. R. 10721) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at 
or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do lie upon the table. 
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AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CLARDY. I now cailup forconsideration the bill (H. R. 10604 
to authorize the Winona and Southwestern Railway Company to buil 
a bridge across the Mississip Ri at Winona, Minn., and yield t 
the gent! 1 from Minne Mr I . 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move to dis} 
with the 1 ne of this bil It is in the usual form of such ! 
and has t i 5 safes $s usual in such bills 

Phe re ing of bill w s ised with. 

The CHAIRMA Ch ur ndments to this bill re ted b 
the Committ on Cor 

[r. WILSON, of Mi ta The amendments make the bill 
lorm | { ( pense W th th reading ¢ th imenun 

i ne no obje ol 

The amendments were lopted. 

The bill amende v | i aside to | report to the Ho 
the recommendation t t do} 

On BR OF J IN 

Mr. CLARDY. There is a bill to constitute Lineoln, Nebr., a p« 

of delivery, which I would like to call up As I said awhile ago, t 





order under which the House meets to-night 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the House. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then I move that the co 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that th 
the Whole House, having had under consideration the speci 
directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations 


The Clerk informs the Chair that this bill is i 


imittee now rise. 
ila ate : 
wRken the Chall, 
Commi 
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BILLS PASSED. A) 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amendm« 
adopted, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock 
pany to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio River (the title of 
being amended to conform 

A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the 
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers; 

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the 
across the Alabama River; 

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of 
across the Chattahoochee River in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern 
Railway Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi Rive 
Winona, Minn. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
Whole, were severally considered, ordered to be engrossed and read 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge acros 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and fo: 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy 
Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole, that the bill 
(H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ar- 
kansas River at or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, Arkan- 
sas, be laid on the table, was adopted. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





construction of bridges across 
construction of a bridy 


a brid: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the order setting apart this evening fo: 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Commerc: 
does not, in its literal terms, embrace any other bills than those autho 
izing the construction of bridges, bills establishing light-houses and 
life-saving stations, and right-of-way bills. The request I submitted 
to the House to-day was that we might have authority to consider these 
bills and such other bills as there might be no objection to, but when 
it came to be ordered—on the question submitted really by the Speaker— 
it included only the bills in the order I have named. 

I would like, inasmuch as it was the intention of the Committee on 
Commerce to have bills creating ports of entry considered, to have the 
bill to which I have referred by unanimous consent put on its passage 
to-night, and then have the motion to reconsider entered so that it may 
he called up hereafter, and the House can, if it sees proper, reconsider 
the action if in its judgment this bill was not included in the order. 
If there is any question then as to the authority to consider it to-night, 
that action can be set aside. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to the opinion 


that the bill to which the gentleman refers does not come within the 
jurisdiction of the House this evening. 
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Mr. CLARDY. ButI propose that the motion to reconsider be 
d if the action is not warranted in t id ent of the H 
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Mr. CLARDY for t vious q on t nen 
Ir. WI . I 1 entary i I 
blite ed 1 th nandt ( S 1 was 
s if Lb the « tie tr 
The SPEAKER L¢ lw orted favora 
1 amen ent il i the « ttee to t i ( Th im 
will now be voted on 
Mr. WEBER. I eall for the: ing of t 1 t 
Che amendment was read 
Che previous question was ordered on the amend me it 
ent W 3 agreed to. 
e SPEAKER pro i juestio ithe ¢ 
th i read of the bill as amen | 
Mr. WI Rk. On thatI ca i divis 
The House div 1: and there were—ayes 35, noes 4 
Mr. WEBER o quorum 
eSPEAKER rt mm ( ) ( i be 
{ r will t rs t ren 1 I » I w ic 
+" ind th v n ym M ri Vi CLAI 
While the Hou as ng ollowing took pla 
Mr. MORROW While the House is dividing I will ask t] 
whether or not the bill I ho in mv hand doe ot « ne 
f the House It is a bill relating tothe transportation | 
ted States revenue vessels of shipwrecked eamen 1 the 
rions to the Territory of Alaska. As the law now stand 
in American vessel is shipwrecked an ere ) 1 
3 @ provision of law for the return me of the i 
the ex] e of the United States I tit » happens w 1 re 
ywrecked sailors in the Arct eas th er ») prov } 
return home. 
whaling in the Arctic seas is h tl 
in danger of being wrecked, and sometimes is wt 
is that twenty-five or fifty sailor re left there 
only be brought out by the revenue-cutters. This bill provi 
hen the revenue-cutters bring out shipwrecked sailors, the « 
attending their transportation shall be paid out of the fund 
revenue-cutter service. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the l 
evening session to be read by the ¢ 
The Clerk read the order 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the bill 
come within the order 
Mr. BUCHANAN withholds his remarks for revision. See 
DIX 
Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimou consent that the pending 
considered in the House to-morrow at 1 o’cloc) 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. That order can not be 1 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a suggesti 
may possibly be satisfactory. I ask the gentleman f 
| [Mr. Weezer] to withdraw his demand for ad 
} enugross and read the bill a third time, s t his amend 
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allow the previous q tion to be ordered on the passage of the 
which will bring up the bill before a fall House inthe morning. Ther 
the House } on | amendmen If they agree to it he will 
content; and if they reject it, he ought to be content. In other word 
m position is that the previous question be ordered on the passage 
of the bill, with the amendment pending. 
Mr. WEBER. hat proposition is not accepted. 
\ J AM withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEND 
\ CLARDY. Ia unanimous consent that all gentlemen d: 
» do so may print remarks upon the pending bill. 
re ¥ +no omection. 
‘J PEAKER pro lempore he t | ) aye 18, s 
i 
Mr. CLARDY. I ove the House adjourn. 
‘The motion was a ed to; and accordingly (at 9.50 p. m.) the House 


adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of thefollowing titles were intreduced 


and referred as indicated below 


By Mr. ATKINSON (by request 
appropriation for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbi 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 10874) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10875) for the relief of John H. 
Stearns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. * 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10876) for the relief of Georg: 
Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

vy Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10877) for the relief of William 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill(H. R. 10878) for the relief of Dr. D. Willard 
Bli to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H, R. 10879) granting increase of pension 
to Vermelia Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10880) to place on the 
pension-roll thename of Elizabeth A. Stelle Tarble—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to 
y y J. Conter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to 
Nancy Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10883) to pension John Wise 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10884) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Barton » the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 10873) making an 








Changes in reference of bills improperly referred were made in the 
following cases, namely: 

he bill (H. R. 7091) for the relief of the minor heirs of Orison S. 
Baldwin—tfrom the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 7132) for the relief of John A. King—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 7130) for the relief of Philip Holdenried—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 7692) for the relief of John Barlow—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the bill (H. R. 8332) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Mr. FELIX CAMPBELI Petition of Knights of Labor of 
by ] N.Y r [¢ bill 87! CC i itte Lab 
j “ { f J ( al and « gs |} ’ 
of Ez bilp Count Li l ip} I ence ol 
t] f ¢ in to the Committ on W Claim 
Petition of Knightsof Labor, of Trenton, M 
in fa 4 to the Committee on Labor 
l y Petition of estate of Otho Henson, of the estate 
of ¢ rge Forbes, st wart, of Joseph Porrest, of Francis 
‘ 1, and of Be i eference of tl r ¢ I tot! 
Court of Claims ) » War Claims. 
| Ir. HOLMES t cit yf Carroll, Iowa, in fa rf 
H ll 8716—to the Commitice on ] 
by Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Pe i to accompany b 1 t rel 
of 3 E. A. Tarbl to the Committee on War Claims. 
petition of citizens of De Kalb, D1, in favor ef House bill 
716 to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of 51 farmers of West Findley, Wash- 


ington County, Pennsyivania, in favor of protection—to the Commit- 


tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Springfield, 
Ohio, in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of wool-dealers and manufacturers, against the Mills 
bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

B Petition of Knights of Labor of Washington, D. C., 
il 1ittee on Labor. 

* PETERS: Petition of T. J. Worthington and others, citizens 

of Sedgewick County, Kansas, for an amendment to the interstate- 

commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Martha A. Payne, administratrix of 
Samuel H. Pay@®, of Sebastian County, Arkansas, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commiitee on War Claims. 

| Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Knights of Labor of Taylersville, 
Ili., in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 

by Mr. WEST: Petition of wool-growers and woolen manufactureis 
of Montgomery County, New York, for protection for wool-growers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manuiacturers and dealers in wool, against the Mills 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Benjamin Grayson, William 
k, Samuel Hedrick, Hannah B 


. = et = 1 ¢ 4 ’ . é 
n flavor of House Wili &/16—to the ¢ 





josworth, Laban Bb. Conrad, 
yhn S. Chenowith, John B. Morrison, heir of Samuel Morrison; John 
Hi. Shewbridge, administrator of Samuel Dobbins; John W. Vandive: 
administrator of W. Vandiver; Asberry Stalnecker, W. B. Stump, John 
T. Hanoke, Daniel Judy, A. H. Tanquay, administrator of David Fry; 
lames M. Westpall, John M. Harman, and of John H. Frout, admin- 
istrator of George Frout, for reference of their claims to the Court of 


Hedrie 


T 


| Claims—to the Committee on War Claim 


Also, the bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Robert Lahan— |! 


from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 8120) granting a pension to Lavina Eastlick— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 7284) granting a pension to Isaac C. Butis— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, July 18, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JOHN F. BALLIER—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


| message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


Also, the bill (H. R. 5831) granting a pension to M. T. Lindsey— | 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Ven- | 


sions 
Also, the bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of James 8. Fanse 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Military Affairs 


from 











PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Knights of Laborof Kane City, Pa., 
in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of William Queensberry and of J. 
T. Conduff, administrators of S. G. Conduff, of Floyd County, Virginia, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


To the Senaie: 
I return without approval Senate bill No, 1613, entitled “An act granting an 
increase of pension to John | “* 
‘his pensioner is now rece! 
disability to ex-soldiers of |! 
Inasmuch asthe bill herew rned limits any increase to the rate fixed 
by law for cases of total disability, it appears to accomplish nothing of ben 
to the beneficiary therein named. 


full amount of pension allowed for total 


GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 1° 

The PRESIDENT pro iew,; The objections will be entered at 
large on the Journal. The question is, Shall the bill pass notwith 
standing the objections of the |’resident of the United States? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


J. T. VINCENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent, returned from the Hou: 
of Representatives in compliance with the request of the Senate. 
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REPORT OF (¢ rl 
Mr. SAWYER, from th bittee on Post-Offices and Po 
to whom was referr the I. R. 736) for the relief of Carolin 





Cockle, reported it without amendment,and 


Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roax 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3529) to reduce the postage on fot 
class mail matter, reported if withou nendment, and s tted 
report thereon. : 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
was referred the bill (S. 1633) to regulate commerce carried on 
graph, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SABS®, from the Committee on Agriculture and Fores 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2560) to improve and encourage the « 
tivation and manufacture of flax and hemp, reported it with am« 


ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed I 
whom was referred the bill (S. 144%) for the e 
to be known as the bureau of harbor and w 
purposes, to report that, ‘Shaving found it i: 
proposed legislation during the 
consideration which its importance d 
bil! back without recommendation, and submit herewith 





submitted areport ther 


mation of the Senate the accompanying documents relating to the 
} 


jec ts covered by the bill.”’ 


I desire that the report may be printed the use of the Sen 


+hea ¢ 


that the bill be placed on the 
The PRESIDENT p 


endar, and the report will be 





Mr. REAGAN, from the tee on Post-Offices 1 Po 
to whom was referred t! 7232) for the relief of ¢ 
son, reported it without t 

Mr. SPOONER I by the Cor ittee on ¢ 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4201) for the relief of J. I 
to ask that the committee be discharged from the further con 
tion of the bill, and tl tit be referred tot] Committee on Po 


and Post-Roads. A similar bill was reported by that committee 


last Congress 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
erred the bill (H. R. 2611) for the relief of J ph W. Met g 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ferred the bill 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereo: 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Commit 1 Post-Offices a 
Roads, to whom was referred th ill (4 s 1) for the 
Clement A. Lounsberry, reported it wit t rendment, and 
ted a report thereon. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to wh 
1 (S. 3015) for the reliet 
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Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committ n Post-O und Post 











to whom was referred the bill (S. 77 the re the > 
Lal} > and Western Railroad \ , re L it th an 
I t, and submitted a report 
INTERS!] E-C( IER { I} i 
Mr. CULLOM, fro Con t on Interstate Commerce 
the followi resolution; which was referred to the Committe 
and Control the Contingent Expe of th nD 


authorized and 
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Mr. BLAIR. 
to the Committee on Rules. 
stand. 

It is claimed by this inventor that his automatic system is, in sub- 


I suppose perhaps the resolution had better be referred 
It is a mere formal matter, as I under- 
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stance, a transition from the old hand system of telegraphy to one by 


machinery, and that it is really, for all practical purposes, a new sys- 
tem of telegraphy, or telegraphy de novo, you might say, because the 
old system must be completely superseded by it for most purposes. 

It would seem to me that as he has the control of his invention fully, 
and seems to be a citizen who desires mainly to give the advantages of 
the system to the country and to the world rather than to make money 
out of it, while it is entirely uncomplicated by personal ownership else- 
where, it had better be investigated by Congress; for I am one of those 
who believe that when telegraphy is so improved that practically it 
supersedes the use of the pen in the ordinary business of life, it should 
be available to the world at large and not locked up in the hands of pri- 
vate individuals for the purposes of private gain. 

Nothing is desired but the opportunity, without expense to the Uni- 
ted States, to let members of the House and Senate see it in operation. 
There is in the room occupied by the press, near the reporters’ gallery, 
a place once occupied by the Baltimore and Ohio system of telegraphy, 
that is vacated, and it is applicable for all the purposes desired. ‘The 
control of a line from New York to Washington is already in possession 
of Mr. Craig, and nothing would be required except to make the at- 


tachment, and then there would be opportunity for everybody who | 


might be concerned in behalf of the country to witness its operations. 
| may state in a word all that this improvement is. There is a wheel 
which is connected with the development of theelectrical current. The 
wire coming from a distant point is brought in contact with that wheel 
by a termination in the form of a metallic brush, I think. 
pletesthe circuit. The message is prepared upon paper in the ordinary 
way, except that the paper is perforated. The character of the inden- 
tation which communicates intelligence is complete and actual perfora- 
tion, and that is accomplished by a machine something like the ordi- 
nary type-writer, which cuts through the ribbon of paper. The mes- 
sage is thus prepared, occupying from five to ten minutes ordinarily. 
Then this ribbon of paper with the message thus prepared upon it 


is passed by the wheel between it and the metallic brush which termi- | 


nates the wire, and thus the circuit is broken, excepting as the threads 
or bristles of the brush come in contact with the wheel. Whenever 


that is done, as of course it is done as the perforated sections pass over | 


the circumference of the wheel, the current is again complete and the | \ a ‘ f 
| the main channel of Snake River; thence southerly along said channel of 


message is transmitted. The rapidity of transmission depends wholly 
upon the rapidity with which the ribbon is drawn through. 

That isall there is to it. It is very simple, and itis asystem of teleg- 
raphy which must be almost as cheap as ordinary correspondence. If 
we are ever to take possession of the telegraph for the people of the 
country and of the world it ought to be done, it seems to me, at a time 
when there is some great transition in the facility of the process itself. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] knows in regard to this 
matter, and as he has done more than anybody else that I know of in 
the direction of helping the people of this country to this all-important 
method of communicating intelligence, I should be glad if he would 
give us his idea in regard to the propriety of giving the opportunity 
to try the experiment. 

I learn that there is not the slightest difficulty in affording accom- 
modation. The Committee on Rules, I suppose, might desire the sense 
of the Senate before allowing a thing of this kind to be done, and for 
that reason I introduced the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the resolution will be adopted. The gen- 
tleman who has perfected this invention, as he thinks—and if it is 


That com- | 
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rado [Mr. TELLER] just now stated that he did not desire to address 
the Senate this morning in regard to the fisheries treaty by reason of 
the state of hishealth. I will give a notice which I have been requested 
to give by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who has that measure 
in charge in the absence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
that he will ask the Senate to proceed with the consideration of that 
matter on Friday at the close of the routine morning business, and will 
then urge the Senate to continue the discussion until itis ended and 
until a vote shall be taken, without further interruption. 
ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration of 
the Calendar under Rule VIII, beginning at the point last reached. 
The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CH1EF CLERK. Order of Business 1414, a bill (H. R. 5870) to 
amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for 
the protection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill for the admission of Washington Territory. Let us get 
through with that to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 12) to pro- 
vide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the 


| Committee on Territories with an amendment, to strike out all after 





what it appears to be, it is the most valuable and important addition | 


to the art of telegraphy—is a person of respectability, credit, etc., and 
I think, in the public interest, looking to the future of postal telegra- 
phy, the Senate of the United States might give this gentleman the 
accommodation of having a place to put this end of his wire in to try 
the experiment. I hope the Senate will adopt the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. TELLER. I gave notice yesterday that I would address the 
Senate on the fisheries treaty to-day. I find myself quite unwell and 
unable to do so. Iwill take occasion, however, to address the Senate 
on some subsequent day when I can do so without interfering with the 
business of the Senate. I understand that to-morrow is set apart for 
some special business in executive session, and therefore I can not do 
it then. I will not attempt to name now the time. 

1 will say that so far as the treaty is concerned, if it is the desire of 
its friends to press it to an early vote, I shall not interpose any objec- 
tion for the purpose of making a speech. I am quite prepared myself, 
after the discussion which has been had upon the treaty, to vote; but 
if there should be an opportunity I shall desire at a subsequent time 
to say something on the treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, with the leave of the Chair, to give a 
notice which I have been requested to give. The Senator from Colo- 





the enacting clause and insert: 


That the inhabitants of the Territory of Washington and of that part of the 
Territory of Idaho embraced within the hereinafter-described boundaries are 


| hereby authorized to form for themselves, out of the Territory so bounded and 


described, a State government, with the name of the State of Washington: 
Provided, however, That no part of the Territory of Idaho shall be included in 
said State without the consent, as hereinafter provided, of a majority of the 
electors residing in that part of the Territory of Idaho embragge within the 


| boundaries hereinafter first described. 


Sec, 2. Thatif the electors of that part of the Territory of Idaho embraced 
within the boundaries hereinafter first described shall, by a majority vote, as 
hereinafter provided, decide in favor of including such part of Idaho Territory 
in the State of Washington, then and in that event said State shall consist of 
the territory embraced within the following boundaries, to wit: Beginning 1 
marine league west from the mouth of the middle of the north ship-channel of 
the Columbia River; thence along the northern boundary of the State of Ore- 
gon up said river to where the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude intersects 
the same; thence east along said parallel to where it intersects the middle of 


Snake River to the northwest corner of Washington County, Idaho Territory ; 
thence southeasterly along the boundary line between Washington and Idaho 
Counties to the forty-fifth parallel of latitude; thence east along said parallel 
line to the west line of Lemhi County; thence north along the western bound- 
ary line of Lemhi County to the crest of the Bitter Root range of mountains; 
thence northwesterly along the crest of said mountains to where it intersects 
the thirty-ninth meridian west; thence north along said meridian tothe bound- 
ary line between the United States and British Columbia; thence westerly 
along said line to a point 1 marine league west from the mouth of the mid- 
dle channel of the Straits of Juan de Fuca; thence southerly a distance otf 
1 marine league west from the east shore of the Pacific Ocean to the place of 
beginning, including all islands and parts of islands within said boundaries 
wituin the jurisdiction of the United States, with concurrent jurisdiction on all 
rivers bordering on said State so far as such rivers form a common boundary 
to said State and any other State or Territory now or hereafter to be formed 
and bounded by the same. Butif the clectors residing in that part of Idaho 
Territory embraced within the boundaries above described shall by a majority 
vote, in the manner hereinafter described, decide against annexing such part 
of Idaho Territory to the State of Washington, then and in that event said 
State shall be limited to the Territory of Washington, and bounded as follows, 
to wit: Beginning 1 marine league west from the mouth of the middle of the 
north ship-channel of the Columbia River; thence along the northern bound- 
ary of the State of Oregon up said river to where the forty-sixth parallel of north 
latitude intersects the same; thence east along said parallel to where it inter- 
sects the middle of the main channel of Snake River; thence down said chan- 
nel of Snake River, following the boundary line between the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Idaho, to a point sone the mouth of the Kooskooskia or Clear 
WV ater River; thence due north, following said, boundary line to the boundary 
line, between the United States and British Columbia; thence westerly along 
said line toa point 1 marine league west from the mouth of the middle channe/ 
of the Straits of Juan de Fuca; thence southerly a distance of 1 marine league 
west from the east shore of the Pacific Ocean to the place of beginning, includ- 
ing all islands and partsof islands within said boundaries within the jur sidlic.ion 
of the United States, with concurrent jurisdiction on all rivers bordering on 
said State, so far as such rivers form a common boundary to said State and any 
other State or Territory now or hereafter to be formed and bounded by the 
same. 

Src, 3. Thatin order to the formation of such State government the qual- 
ified electors resident within Washington Territory are hereby authorized after 
due proclamation by the governor of said Territory, and in conformity with 
the laws of said Territory relative to the election of members of the Legis- 
lative Assembly thereof, as nearly as practicable, and in so far as they may 
be applicable, and under such rules and regulations and at such time and 
places as said governor may prescribe, to elect seventy-two delegates, possess- 
ing the qualifications of electors of said Territory; and the qualified electors 
within that part of Idaho Territory embraced within the boundaries first de- 
scribed in section 2 of this act are hereby authorized to elect eleven such dele- 
gates, possessing the qualifications of electors under the laws of the Territory 
of Idaho, in like manner as is herein prescribed for the election of delegates in 
Washington Territory. The governor, United States district attorney, and 
United States maseinal af Washington Territory shall constitute a board, whose 
duty it shall be to apportion, according to pepulation, as nearly as practicable, 
the eighty-three delegates herein provided. for among the several! counties or 
election districts in the territory embraced within the boundaries first deseribed 
in section 2 of this act,and such apportionment shall be stated in the procla- 
mation of the governor above provided; said proclamation shall embrace and 
be applicable to Washington Territory and that part of Idaho Territory lying 
within the boundaries first described in section 2 of this act. And such proc- 
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lamation shall further authorize the electors in that part of Idaho 
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tepresentative in Congress. ‘ : ‘ u f 
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, to be fixed by said constitutional convention. and which may be the same a he ewise grat a - f e ere« 4 

; the one fixed for the submission of the proposed constitution to the pe Pp r | ent ¢ 

» ratification or rejection as aforesaid; and that until said State officers are t evialative. « al pury 
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: Sro. 1). Thatin case a part of Idaho Territory shall become a part of said Stat« the 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment reported from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not aware whether the amendment I propose 
to offer is in order now, but I think it is. I desire now, orat the proper 
time, to offer an amendment tothe proposed substitute which has just 
been read, the amendment being in the nature of a substitute for the 
amcndment of the committee. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on_ J erfitories is amotion to strike out and insert, which is not divisi- 
ble, but the part proposed to be stricken out and the part proposed to 
be inserted are both subject toamendment. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Illinois to propose to amend the part intended to be in- 
serted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I propose to offer 
which has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Before that is done, if I may have unanimous consent, 
the word in line 5 of section 14, at the top of the twenty- 
seventh page of the amendment which has just been read, should be 
**possessed.’’ It is a little mistake in printin; 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a verbal amendment and 
may be made without a formal motion. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the clerks may correct it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] to the 
amendment of the committee will be read. 

Che CutrF CLERK. It is proposed to insert in lieu of the amend- 


a substitute for the amendment 


“eg yx yssess,’’ 


ment 

That the inhabitants of the Te rritory of Washington are h reby authorized to 
form for themselves, out of the territory herein bounded and described,a State 
government, with the name of Washington. 

Seo, 2. That said State shall consist of all the territory embraced within the 


followir Fs boundaries, to wit: Beginning one marine league west from the 
mouth of the middle of the north ship-channe! of the Columbia River; thence 
along the northern boundary of the State of Oregon up said river to where the 
forty-sixth parallel of north latitude inte rsects the same ; thence east along said 
parallel to where it intersects the middle of the main channel of Snake River 
vid channel! ot Snake River, following the boundary line betwe en 


thence dow1 
the Territories of Washington and Id tho, to a point opposite the mouth of the 


Kooskooskia or Clear Water River; thence due north, followingsaid boundary 
line to the boundary line between the United States and British Columbia; 
thence westerly along said line to a point one marine league west from the 
mouth of the middle channel of the Straits of Juan de Fuca; thence southerly 
a distance of one marine league west from the east shore of the Pacific Ocean 
to » place of beginning, including all islands and parts of islands within said 
boundaries within the jurisdiction of the United States, with concurrent juris- 
diction on all rivers bordering on said State, so far as such rivers form a com- 


mon boundary to said State and any other State or Territory now or hereafter 











to be fori i i bounded by the same. 

; That in order to the formation of such State government the qualified 
e) ors resident within Washington Territory are hereby authorized, after due 
; umation by the governor of said Territory, and in conformity with the laws 
of i Territ relative to the election of members of the Legislative Assembly 


as practicable, and in so far as they may be applicable, and 
such rules and regulations, and at such time and places, assaid governor 
to elect as many delegates, possessing the qualifications of such 


within said Territory, as there are members of said Legislative Assem- 





sre. 4. That said delegates shall meet in convention at the city of Walla 
Walla, at such time as said governor may designate in his said proclamation, 
and, when organized, shall declare, on behalf of the people of the territory em- 
braced within said boundaries of Washington Territory that they adopt the 
Constitution of the United States; and thereupon said convention is hereby au- 
thorized to form a constitution and State government for said Territory: Pro- 
vided, nevertheless, that such constitution shall be republican in form, and make 
no distinction in civil and political rights on account of race or color, except as 
to Indians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence: Provided further, 
that said convention shall provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the 
consent of the United States and the people of said State, that perfect toleration 
of religious sentiment shall be secured, and no inhabitant of said State ever be 
molested in person or property on account of his or her mode of religious wor- 
ship; that the inhabitants of the territory embraced within the boundaries of 
said State do agree and declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to 
the unappropriated public lands, and the lands the [Indian title to which has 
not been ext ruis shed by the United States, lying therein, and that the same 
shall be and remainat the sole and entire disposition of the United States; that 
all grants and patents heretofore made by the United States to settlers and pur- 
chasers of school lands therein are confirmed by said State and the people 
thereof, and that other lands, to be selected as hereinafter provided, are accepted 
by said State in lieu thereof; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United 
States residing without said State shall never be taxed higher than the lands 
belonging to residents thereof; that no tax shall be imposed by said State on 
lands or property therein belonging to the United States, any Indian tribe, or 
Indian sustaining tribal relations, or which may hereafter be ‘purchased by the 

















United States; and that all navigable waters within s ate shail be and re- 
mA public highways, free to all citizens of the Unit ates 
5. That said convention, having formed suc hconet tution as provide lin 
this act, shall provide by ordinance for submittting the same to the pe _ of 
aid State for their ratification or rejection, at an election to be held at such 
time and places and undersuch regulations as said convention may prescribe, 
t time of holding said election to be not ear than the Tuesday next after 
the tirst Monday o November, 1888. 
Sic. 6 That at the election last aforesaid the legal voters of said new State 


shall vote directly for or against such proposed constitution, and the returns 
thereof shall be made to the governor of Washington Territory, who, with the 
sccretary and chief tice thereof and tle president of said convention, or any 
t 
t 
< 





hree of them, shall canvass the same; and if a majority of the legal votes so 
ast in said proposed State shall be for said constitution, said governor shall 


certify the same to the President ef the United States, together with a copy of 


said constitution and ordinances. 

Sec.7. Thatonre tification of the votes so cast at said election 
showing the adoption of said co itution by the people of said State as afore- 
said and of a copy of such constitution and ordinances, the President of the 
United States, if said constitution and ordinances shall conform to the require- 
ments of this act, shall issue his proclamation declaring the State admitted into 
the Union, and thereupon the said State shall be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States without any further action on the part of 
Congress. 

Sec. 8. That until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one 
Representative in Cor 

Sec. 9. That such Representative, and the governor and other officers that 
may be provided for in the constitution of said State, shall be elected on a day 
to be fixed by said constitutional convention, and which may be the sameas the 
one fixed for the submission of the proposed constitution to the people for rati- 
fication or rejection as aforesaid; and that until said State officers are elected and 
qualified, and until the proclamation of the President of the United States pro- 
vided for in the seventh section of this act, the Territorial officers shall continue 
to discharge the duties of their respective offices, 

Sec. 10. That from and after the admission of said State into the Union in 
pursuance of this act the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable shall 
have the same force and effect within the said State as elsewhere within the 
United States; and said State shall constitute one judicial district, and be called 
the district of Washington; that for said district a district judge, a marshal, and 
a district attorney of the United States shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, with the same rights, powers, 








eiptof suche 











ress. 





| and duties as provided by law for similar oflicers in the other districts, except 
| as herein otherwise provided ; that said district of Washington shall be attached 





to and constitute a part of the ninth judicial circuit; and a term of a circuit 
court and district court for said district shall be held at the seat of government 
in said State on the first Tuesdays of January and June in each year; and one 
grand jury and one petit jury only shall be summoned and serve in both of said 
courts, 

Sec, 11. That the circuit and district courts for the district of Washington, and 
the judges thereof, respectively, shal! possess the same powers and jurisdiction 
and perform the same duties possessed and required to be performed by the 
other circuit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall be 
governed by the same laws and regulations 

Sec. 12, That the district judge « sppointed for the district of Washington shall 
receive as his compensation the sum of $3,500 per annum, payable in four equal 
installnrents, on the Ist days of January, April, July, and October of each year. 

Sec. 13. That the marshal, district attorney, and clerk of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of said district of Washington, and a!l other officers and persons per- 
forming duties in the administration of justice therein, shall severally possess 
the powers and perform the duties lawfully possessed and required to be per- 
formed by similar officers in other districts of the United States, and shall for 
the services they may perform receive the fees and compensation allowed by 
law in the State of Oregon to other similar oflicers and persons performing simi- 
lar duties. 

Sec, 14. That all cases of writ of error or appeal heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from 
the supreme court of the Territory of Washington, or that hereafter may be 
lawfully prosecuted from said court, may be heard and determined by said 
Supreme Court of the United States; and the mandate of execution or of further 
proceedings shall be directed by the S supreme Court of the United States to the 
circuit or district court herein provided for, or to the supreme court of said 
State, as the nature of the case may require; and said last-mentioned court shall 
be the successor of the supreme court of said Territory as to all such cases, 
with full power to proceed with the same and to award mesne for final process 
therein; and that from all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of said 
Territory, rendered prior to the admission of said State, the parties to such 
judgments and decrees shall have the same right to prosecute writs of error 
and appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States as they shall have had 
prior to such admission, 

Sec. 15. That in respect of all cases, proceedings, and matters pending in the 
snpreme or district courts of the Territory of Washington, at the time of the ad- 
mission of said State into the Union, arising within the limits of said State, 
whereof the circuit or district court by this act established might have had 
jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had such courts existed at the 
time of the commencement of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, re- 
spectively, shall be the successors of said supreme and district courts of said 
Territory; and all the files, records, indictments, and proceedings relating 
thereto shall be transferred to said circuit and district courta, respectively, and 
the same shall be proceeded with therein in due course of law: Provided, "how- 
ever, That in all civil actions, causes, and proceedings in which the United 
States is not a party such transfer shall not be made except upon the written 
request of one of the parties to such action or proceeding filed in the proper 
court. 

Sec. 16. That the Legislature provided for in said constitution shall have the 
pow er to provide, by an act to that effect, for the transfer of all actions, cases, 
proceedings, and matters pending in the supreme or district courts of the Ter 
ritory of Washington, at the time of the admission of said State into the Union, 
arising within the limits of said State, and not included within the provisions 
of the foregoing section, to such courts as shall be established under the con- 
stitution to be thus formed; and no indictment, action, or proceeding shall 
abate by reason of any change in the courts, but the same shall be transferred to 
and proceeded with in the State court according to the laws thereof. 

Sec. 17. That sections 16 and 36 in every township within said State, and also 
all lands therein situate, by legal subdivisions of 40 acres, the larger portion of 
which is swampy or overflowed so as to render the same unfit for cultivation, 
or in case any of said lands have been disposed of under the provisions of any 
act of Congress to settlers or purchasers from the United States, or in case any 
of said sections l6and 36 are fractional in quantity, or wanting by reason of the 
township being fractional, or shall be found, when surveyed, to be mineral lands, 
other lands equivalent in quantity thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than 
40 acres, to be selected within said State as the constitution and Legislature 
thereof may provide, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, are 
hereby granted to said State, when admitted, for school purposes. 

See. 18. That the grant of 500,000 acres of unappropriated lands of the Uniled 
Siates made to said State, on its admission, by the provisions of section 2378 of 
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Idaho Territory is west, following the valleys, following the railroads | 


that run east and west, as the principal railroads do. Its market is 
naturally there; its business is all there, and the convenience of the 
people will be greatly promoted by allowing them to have political re- 
lations to correspond with their necessary commercial and business rela- 
tions. 

Southern Idaho is separated from this Panhandle by a range of mount- 
ains. I will not discuss whether those mountains are impassable; I 
will not discuss whether roads can be built over them or not, because 
almost anything can be done nowadays; but it is perfectly manifest 
that it is inconvenient to go south and cross these ranges of mountains 
to Loisé City. Itis a great inconvenience and always will be to the 
people of what is called North Idaho or the Panhandle. 

This is a matter that has been discussed for about twenty years. The 
people of North Idaho have been anxious to be annexed to Washington 
Territory, so that their political and business associations might be the 
same, so as to avoid crossing these mountains for merely political pur- 
poses. They have been very anxious for annexation, and the right of 
annexation has been conceded to them by Southern Idaho for many 
years and until the present session of Congress. 

A bill for that purpose passed both Houses of Congress at the last 
Bession. 


Committee on Territories, and the reasons which I have assigned and | 
The bill | 


many others were given why a separation should be had. 
annexed North Idaho to Washington It passed the House on Mr. 
SPRINGER’S report, and with the approval of the Delegate from Idaho 
Territory. 

I will not follow out in detail the efforts which have been made by 
North Idaho for separation. The question has been before Congress 
frequently on petitions from North Idaho, with the full consent and 
approval of South Idaho. The Legislature of Idaho has passed several 


memorials asking that North Idaho might be separated from South | 


Idaho and annexed to Washington, and fiually in the campaign of i884 
both parties declared in favor of the annexation of North Idaho to 
Washington in their platforms. In pursuance of that understanding, 
Mr. Hailey, the Democratic candidate for Delegate, who was elected, 
introduced the bill in the House which I have already mentioned, and 
which passed the House, annexing North Idaho to Washington Terri- 
tory. It also passed the Senate with the unanimous approval of the 
Committee on Territories. It failed to receive the signature of the 


President for want of time for consideration; it went to him ata late | 


hour and it did not become a law. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Senate also had under considera- 
tion a bill for the admi-sion of Washington Territory as a State, which 
annexed the Panhandle to Washington. It was reported unanimously 
and it passed the Senate, but failed in the House. There appeared to 
be a universal concurrence for many years that this was a proper and 
necessary thing to be done. The Delegate who was elected in 1886, 
Mr. DuBoIs, stated to the people of North Idaho that he would be 
governed by their wishes, or perhaps he used stronger language. His 
language is in the report of the testimony taken by the committee, and 
isin print. ‘They voted for him, as they say, with the understanding 
that he would allow their wishes to be presented fairly to Congress. 
At that time the question of annexation was submitted to the people. 

The result was an overwhelming majority in favor of annexation to 
Washington Territory, and it was supposed that that settled the ques- 


tion. Mr. Hailey, the Democratic Delegate who was in the last Con- | 


gress, so regarded it and urged the passage of the bill. 

It has been suggested, however, that there is a change of sentiment 
on this question and that Northern Idaho now prefers to remain a part 
of Idaho and not be annexed to Washington Territory. This sugges- 
tion Ido not think has much foundation. In fact I do not think there 
is anythinginit. It is true in the northeast part of the Territory a few 
miners who have not a very stable or permanent interest in the Ter- 
ritory have expressed an inclination to go to Montana, and have ob- 
jected to Washington on the ground that that was not a mining State, 
not denying that nature had designed it to be a part of Washington. 

The citizens of Idaho County, which is the southernmost county of 
the Panhandle, recently held a mass meeting and passed a series of res- 
olutions asking that this bill be passed allowing them to be annexed 
to Washington Territory. Nez Pereé County sent a memorial in favor 
of it. Nez Pereé County is the richest county probably in either Wash- 
ington or Idaho Territory. It is a greatfarming county. We divided 


it by a special act and made another county by the name of Latah, it | 


being too large. The Legislature having adjourned, there being no 
Territorial Legislature to legislate on this subject speedily, we made 
an exception and passed the bill about a month ago. 

Since the organization of Latah County its citizens held amass meet- 
ing and passed a series of resolutions urging the passage of the bill as 
reported by the committee. 

So I think the feeling is as it always has been. It is a mistake to 
suppose that there has been a change of sentiment in regard to this 
matter. In deference, however, to the suggestion that there is a change 


of sentiment and that there might be no mistake, the majority of the 
committee have prepared a bill whereby the question whether this 
Panhandle shall be annexed to Washington shall be submitted to the 
people of North Idaho at the same time that they vote for delegates to 


It was reported in the House by Mr. SPRINGER, from the } 


| 








| States of the West. 
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the constitutional convention to form a State constitution. They vote 
upon this question, and their vote will decide it. If the people of 
North Idaho desire to be a part of Washington under the committee’s 
bill they have an opportunity to become such. Under the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] they are excluded, 
and in that narrow piece of Jand are to remain a part of Idaho Terri- 
tory and to suffer during all time all the inconveniences of their situa- 
tion, and they are great. It isa question not only for the present gen- 
eration, but it is for all time. 

‘These mountain ranges will not change, the rivers will continue to 
flow in the same direction, following the order of nature, and the bus- 
iness of North Idaho will always be with Washington. If that people 
have a political association forced upon them with South Idaho great 
inconvenience will always be experienced. 

As to the formation of new States, I have a word to say. While I 
am very anxious that there should be as many States in the West as 
possible, and while I want all the political power in that section of the 
country we can have, still I am unwilling that any State should be 


| created hereafter that has not sufficient of agricultural resources to sus- 
| tain such a population as will compare favorably with other Western 


States. 

There is an allusion in the minority report that might indicate that I 
had some selfish or improper motive for desiring the |’..chandle to be an- 
nexed to Washington, and I read from that report for the purpose of 
making a remark in regard to it. 

There is another proposition— 

The minority of the committee say— 

There is another proposition, also, which is the sequence of theone under 
consideration. The last Legislature of Nevada, 1886-'37, passed the following 
act, to wit: 

“ The consent of the State of Nevada is hereby given to annexation to this 
State of any part of the territory of the United States which Congress may deem 
proper, upon such terms and conditions as Congress shall prescribe.”’ 

The act is indexed, “to add thesouth part of Idaho Territory to the State of 
Nevada.”’ It is well and fully understood both in Nevada and Idaho that the 
annexation of North Idahoto Washington means the annexation of South Idaho 
to Nevada, and the obliteration of Idaho. The people of South Idaho are as 
much interested in the fate of North Idaho as North Idaho itself. 

So far as that is concerned I have this to say: I believe that it would 
be tor the interest of South Idaho and of Nevada that they should be 
united and form a State which would compare favorably with the other 
Western States. I do not believe that Idaho, whether the Panhandle 
remains with it or not, contains sufficient agricultural land to make it 
a papuleus State that will bear a reasonable comparison with the great 
It will be a very small State in population, if it 
should ever become a State. It has some exceedingly good land; it has 


| a fine climate, and when irrigated is as fertile, and perhaps more so, 


than any land east of the Rocky Mountains. It has many resources; 
it has a vast area of good grazing land, and its mineral wealth is per- 
haps equal to that of any of the Territories. Agriculture must be the 
basis for sustaining a permanent population in our interior States, and 
the extent of agricultural lands in Idaho, whether the Panhandle is 
cut off or not, is not sufficient to sustain a population that will com- 
pare with Kansas, Nebraska, or the proposed new States to be carved 


| out of Dakota. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the honor now to be a member of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, but there is one question presented in this bill 
which is a very serious one to every lawyer, and I simply want to ask 
if the attention of the Committee on Territories was called toit? I pre- 
sume it has been, but the Senator has not discussed it in the course of 
his speech. The substitute provides—— 

Mr. STEWART. I should prefer to go on with my remarks, if the 
Senator wants to make a speech. 

Mr. VEST. I only wish to ask a question, and what I have to say 


| about the bill I will reserve to another occasion. 


The substitute for this bill provides that the portion of the act which 
cuts off a part of Idaho Territory and annexes it to Washington Terri- 
tory shall not become a law without the consent of the people living 
in that part of Idaho. Did the Committee on Territories consider the 
legal aspect of that question? In other words, it isa very serious ques- 
tion, and I myseli think that the weight or authority is decidedly 
against the power of Congress or any State legislation to remit to the 
people the question whether a law shall become operative or not. We 
have not the power to do that, in my judgment; and neither Congress 
nor a State Legislature has that power. 

Mr. STEWART, I wish the Senator would put that in at some other 
time. 

Mr. VEST. I want to know if the committee have considered that 
question; that is all. Did the committee consider it ? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir; and I have no doubt that Congress can 
make a law to take effect upon the happening of a given event, and it 
is very common to do it, and if you want precedents we can furnish 
plenty of them no doubt. I do not think there is anything in the 
point; but I will address myself to it if it becomes important hereafter. 


I was going on to say that I believe it would be fer the interest of 


Nevada and of South Idaho to be joined and form aState, so that there 
could beno criticism as to its resources or population, because, although 
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Government that it shoul 

1 fora State gov 
maintained their State government honorably, honestly, anc 
of debt. They owe no debt now except the debt they incurred at the 
earnest solicitation of the Government, at the request of the War D ! 
partment and of the President to furnish troops in the war of the re- | | 
bellion, and they paid their money for them to keep the overland mail 


of the que 


stion the peop e vote 


+ 


route open. I 
That is the only debt they owe, a debt which they contracted in aid 

of the suppression of the rebellion at the reauest of the Government 

when Nevada was a Territory, and they have paid the interest on it | 

They have paid cash for everything else since the State government | y 


was organized, and they are able to maintain a State government; 
yet we frequently hear Nevada criticised. It does look like an anom- | v 
aly for Nevada to be here with two Senators and New York with o1 
two; but I say it is not the fault of Nevada, and it should not be made 
a matter of reproach if Nevada willing to rec » further teri 
and to become a larger State, so that there shall be no criticism of t 
unequal representation. 

It certainly should not be a reproach to Nevada to be willing to 
form to the manifest wishes of the rest of the country and avoid ai 
criticism of any inequaiity of representation in the Senate. But as to 
the annexation of South Idaho to Nevada, I have this to say: As 


myself, I never will advocate annexing any portion of Idahoto Ney \ 
unless the people of that Territory desire it. I would not live w 
an unwilling people. } bad neighbors if we cam 


I think we should be 
together on such terms. I think it for the 


But as to Northern Idaho 
interest of Southern Idaho and Northern Idaho and the whole count: 
that it should be a part of Washington Territory. 
It will be remembered that South Idaho is surrounded by Territo 
It has a Territory on the north, a Territory on the east, a Terri 
tory on the south, except the part joining Nevada. If it ought not b 
joined to Nevada other territory van be united with it to forma State. | « 
It is a very serious proposition whe 


ries. 


ther Wyoming Territory will n 
be a smali State in population, although it has rich coal mines 
many resources and fine agricultural lands, but the large mass oi 
on high mountains where cultivation can not be had 

Phere is good pasture at certain seasons of the year; but there 
large portion of it in those mountains that must remain waste land 
It is a serious consideration whether a portion of Idaho might not 
well added to Wyoming. But that is not thequestion now under con 
We are forming the State of Washington, and let us form 
the State of Washington so that it will accommodate the people and 
have natural boundaries. Let it have the Bitter Root Mountains oi 
the east, let it have British Columbia on the north, let it have the ocean 
on the west, and Oregon, the Columbia River, and the Salmon Rive: 
Mountains onthe south. Let it have natural boundaries: let the peopl 
who naturally belong to the State of Washington be included in its 
boundaries. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not like to interrupt the Senator; but 
will he, before he departs from this branch of his speech, state to the 
Senate the present population of the State of Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. I donot know that Ican. Isuppose the popu 
Jation of the State of Nevada is probably about 70,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I see by the census of 1880 it was 62,000. 
Does the Senator think there has been no loss of population 
last census ? 

Mr. STEWART. Ithink not. That was rather a cool question. | 
admire that in a man who has the hardihood to make the insinuation 
in his report that Nevada desires more territory and more people, and 
reproaches her for it. I admire that, I say. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to season the admiration of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, I should like to say that the quotation he made a 
short time ago is not complete without reading the legislation of the 
Legislature of the State of Nevada of 1886~’87. It then passed the 
following act: 


The consent of the State of Nevada is hereby given to annexation to this 
State of any part of theterritory of the United States which Congress may deem 
proper, upon such terms and conditions as Congress shall prescribe 


sideration. 


since the 





The act is indexed to ‘‘add the south part of Idaho Territory to the 
State of Nevada.’’ So the charge that Nevada wants a part of Idaho 
does not come from the report of the committee, but from the State 
Legislature of Nevada. \ 
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Mr. STEWART lowed the Snake River down to below 
the line and th rh 1 illeys I have been in the Panhandle 
down to Lew mn na ‘ »a large po on of the valley. 

Mr. HEARST }) the Senator not know that around Lewiston 
is one of the finest agricultural countries in the United Stats 

Mr. STEWAKI Certain 

Mr. HEARST, Leaving there and going Snake River there is 
fin ind, and when you get through the cafion the is a valley there 
al ul 6UVU miles lor vy at ] iV mile 5 \ ae t! at W uid hold two or three 
million people It has the finest land inallthe world. Besides, there 
are many valleys running up into the mountains, which are fine ag 
cultural lands, and that ea tern portion does not need irrigation, as the 
penator well knoyv 

Mr. STEWAR' I should like t i the Senator if there 1s any 
waste land in Idaho? 

Mr. HEARST. There is very little waste land in Idaho. I should 
like the Senator to tell me where there is much waste land in Idaho. 
It abounds in rivers with large rich valleys, and the tops of the mount 
ains are covered with the finest kind of timber. ‘Take, for instance, the 


Owyhee River, with a valley 25 miles long and 6 or 8 miles wide, and 


Bruneau River putting into Snake River, with a valley 20 miles long 
and 5 or 6 miles wide Ihe Territory abounds in rivers such as Snake 
River, Clear Water, Pelouse, Pen d’Oreille, and Kootenai. 


\t the lower end of these rivers the hills and valleys are rich, and 


at the heads the valleys there is the finest timber possible. Th 
mountains, where there mountains, are terrible mountains, but 
there is no better country for mining that I know of in the United 
States. But that is the very roughest portionof Idaho. 1 think it 
would make one of the grandest States in the Union. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad to hear such an estimate of it. It did 
not occur to me so. 

Mr. HEARST. 


ot 


are 


Certainly there is very little waste land there. 

Mr. STEWART. IL do not think you can irrigate at the very outside 
more than 10 per cent. of the land. I think if you could irrigate 10 
per cent. of the land you would be doing exceedingly well. The other 
land is pasture land, ranges for stock. That does not make a State; it 
willsustain butafew people. Wehave had experience in Nevada of! 
stock ranges. Youcan not build up a State in that way. Itisa very 
nice and a very lucrative business, but for steck ranges alone it is un- 
necessary to have a large population, and itis only the part which can 
be irrigated that can be brought under cultivation. 

Mr. HEARST. But that is not the eastern portion. The eastern 
portion does not have to be irrigated, it is only the interior valleys, and 
the Senator will admit that it is one of the best watered regions in the 
whole United States. 

Mr. STEWART. The Snake River is a magnificent river, and along 
that river for 100 miles or more on both sides the lava beds come near 
the surface, and there is a great deal of waste land there. 

Mr. HEARST. That may be so, but Jack Gilmore staged over that 
country for ten years, and he tells me that the Snake River valley 
above the falls will carry 2,000,000 of people. Where that land is not 
rich it abounds in the best kinds gf timber. It is the best timbered 
portion of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad to hear the good opinion of that Terri- 
tory from the Senator from California, because he is a very good judge 
of those things. However, I think he overrates vastly the area of the 
country which can be brought under cultivation by means of water. 
It is a very mountainous country, and although the hills furnish good 
grazing, and it is a fine mining country and a rich country, 1 do not 
think it will ever sustain a population to compare favorably with the 
other Western States known as agricultural States. I think it will 
necessarily have a small population. 

Mr. HEARST. If the Senator will allow me, Iwill state that I 
have been over all the Territories west of the Rocky Mountainsas much 
perhaps as any other man, and I think Idaho has more agricultural 
land in it than all the other Territories there. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that is the case. 

Mr. HEARST. I have traveled along all those rivers. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that is the case, and I hope it has enough 
to form a good State without inconveniencing the people in the north 
by retaining them in an unnatural political association. If Soui 
Idaho is not large enough, which it would be if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is correct, and I wish he was, it is very easy to change the 
boundaries and give it more or annex it to some Territory adjoining. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What proportion of the vote of Idaho is in the 

-anhandle ? ’ 

Mr. STEWART. About one-fourth of the vote of the Territory is 
in the Panhandle, I understand. Whatever disposition is made of ii 
or whatever reasons can be assigned, there can be no good reason why 
the people in Northern Idaho should be inconvenienced and placed in 
an unnatural position for the purpose of forming the State of Idaho ox 
for any other purpose. 

There is no reason why, when we are forming the State of Washing- 
ton, we should not give it natural boundaries, as I said before, so as to 
have a good State. 


arge 
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It will not be too large, but it will be a magnifi- | of the Territory for statehood. 
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cent State with good boundaries, and Id « f p to mis- 

on we will « amine th irces of I , i io tt 

he Senator trom California thinks the i Lie uid 

very well to join Nevada to it and m in 

not be done, and if you want to make a Stateo 

eise to make a State, and do not do wron I v ‘ r 

may be done hereafter that is 1 It é { 

outrage advocated in the mi rep } 

Idaho either tor Loe pul ol bg NeVaUuasl i i ort 

purpose of enabling Id »tob i@aStat 

ries, 1n view O! the Various acjustments that ca bel cial to 

all parties concerned. 

Mr. Vest and Mr. C M ad ss 

Mr. CULLOM. Does t! ‘ itor irom Misso lesire to ad 
the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; briefly in 1 ird to t ] ide w the 
Senator from Nevada w peaking. 

Mr. CULLOM Iam it “med that the Sena ym Oregon | Mr. 
DoLpu |. who is on conterence committee, 1s ¢ rous Of mMakipg som 
remarks early, so that he may have an opportu y to go to the confel 
ence committee, and I had agreed to yield to} or th ul r | 
am willing that the Senator from Missouri shall a ss t 
the Senator from Uregon does not wish to go 

Mr. VEST. Il have no spcec h to make to t lo 
the substitute this morning 

Mr. CULLOM, I desire to address the Senate myself eventual 

Mr. VEST. I want to criticise some of it proy 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Missouri wi sito goon now I 


shall not insist on the floor. 

Mr. VEST. It would be just as convenient to1 
now. Probably it would be better for the Sen: 
proposes to defend the substitute, as he isa 
what I have to say about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not propose to speak special 
and my remarks are prepared. 

Mr. VEST. I shall consult the Senator’ 

Mr. DOLPH. If just as convenient to the Se 
will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, at the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, when the bill for the admission of Washington Territory into 


iLany otnel timeas 


itor from Oregon, if he 


iwyer, that heshould hea 
ly upon that point, 


convenience, 


bol 





the Union was under consideration, | addressed the Senate at some 
length and endeavored to show that whether the action of Congress in 
admitting a new State should be governed by the precedents, or there 
is no rule that requires as a matter of right the admission of a Terri- 
tory when possessed of a given population, there was in the case ot 
Washington Territory no one thing wanting which could reasonably 


be required as a prerequisite to admission. 

i then showed that the area of the proposed State 
numbers 30,000 square miles, an area exceeded only by five States of 
the Union; that by a careful estimate based upon the vote of the ‘I'e1 
ritory for a number of years and upon the last ceusus, the populatior 
of Washington Territory and that portion of Idaho included within 
the boundaries of the proposed State on the 4th day of November, 1554 
was not less than 182,000, and that not one of the new States had had 


would be in round 








at the time of their admission a population as great as that of the 7 7 
posed State of Washington. 
i also endeavored to show that in intelligence, education, thrift, mora] 
worth, and all the qualities which go to make good citizens, the peo 
ple of Washington Territory compared favorably with the people « 
older communities; that the resources of the Territory were varied and 
rreat, and with its mild climate in winter, its considerable area of rich 
agricultural lands, its vast forests of valuable timber, its rich mines of 
coal, iron, and copper, as well as of the precious metals, and its splen 
did system of water transportation, it was bound to become one of tl 
most wealthy and prosperous States of the Union. e 
I called attention to the great commercial importance of the Terri 
tory to the fact that Puget Sound was the western terminus of two 
great continental lines of railroad, and that it was situated on the di- 
rect line of commerce from China and Japan across the continent to 
New York, Boston, Liverpool, and the continent of Europe, and I en- 
deavored to maintain the proposition that under the provisions of th« 
organie act of the original Orevon Territory, which contained a clause 
guarantying to the peopleof the Territory the rights, privileges, and ad- 
vantages granted and secured to the people of the Territory northwest 
of the Ohio by the ordinance of 1787, the people of Washington Terri ; 
tory had a right to admission as a State of the Union when the Terri- 
tory possessed a population of 60,000. Since that time official and other : 
eports me rm all that I then said about the growth and Ff 
prosperity of tl y. its ition has rapidly increased, and E 
is at this time in round numbers 250,000; the development of its re- . 
sources has continued; its agricultural, mining, and lumbering inter- 7, 


ests are flourishing, and new lines of railroad are being constructed. a 
I shall not at this time enter at length upon the subject of the fitness 
To do so would be, to a considerable e 4 
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iain for the incorporation of Northern ] 
sider the large area which the new ate Vv t 
tant objection to it, an ¢ tion of the tha 
mission of Dakotaasa whole. Equality is equity ility ol 
sentation in the House of Representatives is seci 1 vider the 
stitution by representation based ypon po} tic In 
States are equal in representat ho matter what thei re ir} 
ulation When a State is once admitted into the Union 
State nor the General Government alone can change its bound . 
increase or decrease its territory. The relation of the State ) 
l permanent. The original th en $ y 
OV nts before the Union was for nd en s Lo 
¢ wa ed, 1d nece iTlliy ca tot y I x 
St . territol but as to new tates « t ‘ y i 
to t Ub 1 States by t ates l y 
it is evident the question of the s St rtant1 
al Lo the pe ple of the ne Sta b » € é t 
Unior : . 
rhe great Northwest, whit me b ¥ po ecl - . 
is any portion of the Union, an 1 has unk 
General Government, is entit ha 
the United States into States as will secure to it f epresentat 
the Senat 
I discussed this question to some extent in a speech whil 2 a 
for the admission of Washington Territory into the nion was und . ¢ fro a 
consideration during the Forty-ninth Congress, and showed that va e 
Washington is admitted into the Union there will be ree Pas *s 
States with a shore line upon the Pacific of 1,620 miles w x Ser . 
tors, while upon the Atlantic, from the northern boundary of Maine to ; bee 
the southern boundary of Georgia, a'distance of 1,450 miles, a 
thirteen States bounded in whole or in part by the Atlantic O a 7 
represented in the United States Senate by twenty-six S: YY t ¢ f ute ; s 
California has an area of 157,801 square miles; Oregon, 95,274; a Ss 
Washington Territory, 69,994 square miles, an aggregate of 32 } .S 
squaye miles, while the thirteen States upon the Atlantic coast, 1 
Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Cor 
New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North ¢ 
lina, South Carolina, and Georgia have an area of nearly 309,652 sq 
miles; that when Washington, Idaho, Utah, and Arizona Territ 
are admitted, there will be seven States west of the Rocky Mountains 
with an area of 776,334 square miles, while east of the Rocky Mount a 
ains there are at present thirty-five States, and that seven more will ° 
probably be created out of the Territories, and possibly three additiona ) 
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arms that he could spare for so long a distance, and t!:at aid could reach us from 
other sources soone in from Boise, our capital General Howard attempted 
to aid us by a ex ind s tfrom South Idaho through the nearest and most 
accessible re ‘ ‘ ind, under a brave and energetic officer, pushed 
forward t lispateh until it reached the southern base of the Sal 
mon k r Mo hinS0milesofour people. Itsought tomakea wagon 
road an t irrier it was obliged toturn back before the difficulties 
of this range. eAli\hough within 80 miles of the point where men, wo 
men,a were being massacred with savage cruelty this command 
Was 0 ged to ve our people to their fate and tu come to our rescue, if at al! 
by passing through Oregon and Washington, a distance of not less than 600 
miics 

Gover rFerry.of Washington Territory, came at once to ouraid, andthough 
beyond t urisdiction of his Territory loaned us arms and munitions of war 
Thus th ‘ irfare was staid by aid from the Territery to which we ask 
to be annexed i naturally come from no other source W hat occurred 
in 1877 mmay occur atany time in the future The government in South Idaho 
CAn On:yY Graw a reve ve trom our taxable property, while it can afford us no 
protect on trom i re , danger line capital of the Territory was removed 
from Lewiston, in North Idaho,to Boisé, in South Idaho, in IS75. Since that 
time, a period of venteen years, no Territorial officer has ever been within 
the limits of the territory sought to be annexed, and none have had any actual 
practical knowledge of our condition, This has not been the result of a want 


of energy or a lack of interest on the part of these gentlemen in the welfare of 
our people, It is simply the result of the difficulties of intercourse between the 
two sections which nature has made nearly insurmountable, 

Fifth. The political union of these two sections of Ida 
sary to travel over the above-described routes from this northern section to the 
capital at a great expense and ata great distance by stage, and in the winter 
season al considerable danger to lifeand health, while the union of North Idaho 
with the State of Washington would make access to the seat of government ex- 


peditious, easy, and convenient by rail or river navigation 

Sixth. Between North and South Idaho there is and can be no commercial 
intercourse Neither hasthe products which find a market in the other. and no 
routes of transportation from either section to the markets of the world passes 





through the other, The products of North Idaho have hitherto passed westward 
to the Pacitic, and will in future take the same course unlessa portion pass over 
the North Pacific road to Eastern markets. 

Seventh, No material or political interest of South Idaho will be affected by 
the annexation of North Idaho to Washington. Al|l her resources could be har- 
moniously developed. It is claimed by those opposed to annexation that t 
severance of North Idaho would leave the Territory subject to Mormon rule 
This plea is fallacious and designed simply to prejudice the minds of those not 
acquainted with the facts. Bear Lake County, in the extreme southeastern cor- 
ner of the Territory, is the only one where the Mormon influence is dominant. 
In Oneida County, joining Bear Lake on the west, the political power of the 
Morinon and anti-Mormon, known there as the Gentile influence, has always 
been and now is nearly equally divided—so nearly equal that the county officers 
in the Territorial Legislature have been about equally 
ounty, joining Oncida on the west, has a considerabic but 
nota controlling Mormon vote, These three counties, located in the extreme 
southeastern portion of the Territory, contain the entire Mormon strength. In 
the counties of Owyhee, Ada, Washington, Boisé, Lemhi, Alturas, and Custer 
the Mormons have no power whatever 
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At the last census, in 1880, Idaho Territory had a population of 32,713; of 
these North Idaho had 6,983 and South Idaho 25,730, At that tiwe the Mormon 
population in Idaho did not exceed 7.000. Since then there has been no great 
increase of Mormons within the Territory, but the discovery of gold in the 


Wood River country in Alturas and Custer Counties has brought into the Ter- 
ritory, according to the most reliable estimates, not less than 20,000 people. Of 
this inerease nearly all are anti-Mormon. In South Idaho, then, at this time, 
the relative population of what is known as Mormon and Gentile is 7,000 of the 
former and 38,682 Gentile, or in the ratio less than 1 to5in favor of the anti- 
Mormon influence. 

Eighth. It has been claimed, as we are informed, that the annexation of 
North Idaho to the State of Washington would make the latter unshapely. An 
eminent statesman of our country, speaking of the boundaries of the States 
forming our Union, has said that the boundaries of the States should be such 
as God and nature have established. We presume that boundaries not conform- 
ing to this principle are not desirable. The boundaries of Idaho, as to all north 
of the Salmon River Mountains, are contrary to this principle and naturally 
sever us from Washington and unite usto Idaho. The truth is thatthe present 
awkward shape of Idaho and the consequent unfortunate condition of our sec- 
tion is the result of political intrigue of aspirants for office. Its present bounda- 
ries, as far as North Idaho is concerned, were established without the know!l- 
edge and against the wishes of the people directly interested, and since their 
establishment our efforts to restore our section of the Lrerritory to its former 
place have been constantly adhered to. We believe that all such political as- 


pirations have been gratified, and that no citizen, either public or private, will | 


be injured by the desired change. 

Were the present eastern boundary of Washington Territory at the crest of 
the Bitter Root Mountains, including North Idaho,and southward to the crest 
of the Salmon River Range as a southern boundary, the natural boundaries 
would be restored and the entire Columbia River basin would be included 
within the State of Washington. This would leave the Territory of Idaho ofa 
nearly rectangular shape, with all sections easily accessible from its center and 
with an area of 55,000 square miles, larger in extent than the State of Alabama, 
Iliinois, Indiana, lowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Mississippi, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, or Wisconsin, 
while the State of Washington would have an area of 90,000square miles, smaller 
than the Territory of Arizona, Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, Wyoming, or 
the State of California, Colorado, Nevada, Texas, or Oregon. 

\dversely to annexation, no reference is made by the committee to the peo- 
ple of North Idaho. Their condition is entirely ignored. It is this unfortunate 
disregard of all our rights and claims that has reduced us to a condition of po- 
litical vassalage. We earnestly appeal to the honorable members of Congress 
to do us the justice to carefully examine our grievances. We feel it to be our 
duty to say that we are now, and for years have been, most unjustly misrepre- 
sented in Congress. Wecan only look for relief to members of other States and 
Territories. There is now a Territorial debt, a part of which we are under obli- 
gations to pay, of about $60,000, This isnot payable until 1885 or most of it would 
have been paid at this time. We are ready to assume our proportion of this 
debt, and if indeed our “‘ransom can only be bought witha price,’ we will, if 
required, pay any proportion thereof that Congress may impose upon us. We 
most respectfully ask that our wishes may not be ignored, We were originally 
a part of Washingion Territory ; we were unjustly severed from it,and we can 
only be restored to political and commercial prosperity by being annexed to 
and becoming a; art of the State of Washington. 

H. W. HOWARD, 


A, LELAND, 

J. RAND, 

M. A. KELLY, 

J. M. HOWE, 

I. N. MAXWELL, 

©. E. MONTEITH, 
Corresponding Committee, 
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In February, 1886, having received what purported to be the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting held by the people of the Coeur d’ Alene mining 
region protesting against annexation, | communicated with the Dele- 
gate from Idaho Territory to learn to what extent, in his judgment, 
the proceedings of that meeting represented the people of the Terri- 
tory, and in reply to my inquiry I received the following: 


House 


rity 
mn 


REPRESENTATIVES UNITED 
Washington, D. C., Feb 
DEAR Sir: Referring to our recent conversation touching the nent of 
the people of North Idaho on the proposition to annex that portion of Idaho to 


OF 





wry 24, 1886, 





sent) 






Washington Territory, we have to say tl n our judgment the great majority 
earnestly desire the « ctment ofsuch a law : 
The suggestion, which comes from the ¢ ur d’ Alene mining region, toannex 
that portion of North Idaho whici lies north of the forty-seventh parallel to 
Montana voices the des.re of a very inconsiderable portion of the community 
This suggestion comes from a small portion of a1 ig population which, as is 
well known, is migratory and unsettled. It may embrace possibly trom two 


hundred to five huudred people. 
such a desire reached us. 

There can be no doubt as to the propriety of the annexation of that part of 
Idaho Territory lying north of the Salmon River range of mountains to the Ter- 
ritory of Washington. Every interest of the inhabitants thercof will be prop 
erly subserved by such annexation. 

We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 


From no other quarter has any intimation of 


Cc. 8. VOORHEES, 
JOHN HAILEY. 
Hon. J. N. Dourn, 


United States Senate. 

If it be true that there has been any considerable change in public 
sentiment in North Idaho recently on the question of annexation, the 
submission of the question to the people as provided for in this bill 
will give them an opportunity to express their desires in the mattef. 

The Senator from South Carolina, in his speech of the 10th of April 
upon the bill for the admission of Dakota, said: 

I do not differ with the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr, PLATT] in 
much that he said yesterday in regard to that Territory. I do not take issue 
with him when he states that it has a population suflicient for statehood, that it 
has soil of sufficient productive capacity and resources to maintain a dense pop- 
ulation. I do not take issue with him when he says that the condition of stat 
hood is preferable to a Territorial condition, But, sir, when he goes a step fur 
ther and claims, in effect at least, that the people of that Territory have an i: 


| herent right to be admitted into this Union as a State because of this condition 
| of things, I ¢an not agree with him. 





As I understand the rule on that subject, it is entirely and solely within the 
discretion of Congress whether any Territorial community, any geographical 
area of this country, shall be admitted into the sisterhood of States. 

Whether the right of the people of a Territory to admission into the 
Union can be called an inherent right or not, under our Constitution and 
theory of government the people of a Territory possessing a suitable 
area, with sufficient population to entitle them to representation, with 
sufficient resources to maintain a State government and institutions 
not repugnant to our form of government, have a moral right to admis- 
sion, and it is the duty of Congress to admit them. Congress has no 
right to refuse their application except in the sense in which right is 
synonymous with legal power. Congress has the power, the majority of 
either House has the power to refuse to admit a State. It may exer 
cise this power in its discretion, and however grossly it may abuse it 
there is no way in which it can be compelled to perform its duty. Th« 
same thing is true, however, in regard to the exercise of any other powe: 
conferred upon Congress which involves a corresponding duty. Th 


| exercise of its power to pass appropriation bills is as much in its dis 


cretion as the exercise of its power to admit a new State intothe Union 
In the case of Washington Territory I believe there is a legal right to 
admission, but it is a right without a remedy. 

I have already alluded to the compact made between the States act 
ing through Congress and the people of the original Oregon Territory 
in the organic act of that Territory. 

The provision made in the fifth article of the compact contained in 


| the ordinance of 1787 forthe government of the Territory Northwest o 


the Ohio River, for the division of the Territory into States, and thei: 
admission into the Union, which was as follows, ‘‘ Whenever any of 
said States have 60,000 free inhabitants therein, such States shall be 
admitted into the Congress of the United States on an equal footing 
with the origina] States in all respects whatever, and shall be at lib 
erty to form a permanent constitution and State government,’’ was 
adopted and made a part of the organic act of Oregon Territory, and 
thus became a compact between the States and the people of the Te: 
ritory. In aspeech in the Senate March 31 and April 1, 1886, upo: 
the bill to admit the State of Washington into the Union, I said: 


In the act of Congress of May 26, 1790, providing a Territorial government 
for the territory south of the Ohio River, it was declared that the inhabitant: 
of that territory should “‘enjoy all the privileges set forth in the ordinance of 
the late Congress for the government of the territory northwest of the Ohio 

The debates in Congress upon the admission of Tennessee into the Union 
show that this clause was understood to be a compact with the people of that 
Territory; that a Territory of suitable dimensions, when it possessed 60,000 fre: 
inhabitants, should be admitted into the Union asa State. The organic act « 
Oregon Territory contained a similar clause guarantying to the people of that 
Territory the rights, privileges, and advantages granted and secured to the peo- 
ple of the territory northwest of the Ohio by the ordinance of 1787. This was 
claimed by some of the ablest statesmen in Congress, in the debate upon th« 
bill for the admission of Oregon, to be a compact with the people of the Terri 
tory that when the Territory possessed 60,000 free inhabitants it should be enti- 
tled to admission asa State. If this was true in the case of Oregon, it needs no 
argument to show that it is equally so in the case of Washington. I shall on!s 
state this question aud leave it. Itis not so important at this time as it would 
have been at an earlier day. Washington now has not only 60,000 free inhabit 


ants but three times that number, a population large enough to entitle her to 
admission under any rule that has ever been invoked as to population, 
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( ourse, if the Territory was entitled under tha pact toa 

id a population of 60,000, it presents all the stronger case w I 
t iumber. Here is asolemn agreement at Government mac 

vn citizens It included all who original Oregon at 
of the organization of the Territory, and erward | res 
dent citizens of the Territory. It stipul: on of States of suit 
ible dimensions to be carved out of the Terr tory Vv population rea i 
the number provided in the ordinance of 1787. Will we keep the stipulat 
During the discussion of that bill in the House of Representatives Hon. A 
ander H. Stephens made a speech, from which I quote. He said 

i have this to say to the House, and especially to those who have any d 

it the population of Oregon, that for myself I hold that there can be no 
question but that there is sufficient population there to require us, under exist 
ing laws and compacts, to admit that Territory as a State intothe Ur [ ‘ 
must be at least 60,000 people there, and my own opinion is that there are at 
least 100,000 thousand. 

In the bill organiz Territory of Oregon, which was passed in 1848, I 

il the following claus« 

‘Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, Thatthe inhab ts of said Te tory shall 
be entitled to enjoy all and singular the rights, | ileges e 
granted and secured to the people of the Territory of the Uni 3 
west of the river Ohio by the articles of compact contained in t linance f 
the government of said Territory, on the 13th day of July, 1787; i shall be 
subject to all the conditions and restrictions and prohibit rt 3 
of compact imposed upon the people of said Territory Statut arg 
volume 9, page 329.) 

‘This, sir, was a guaranty given in 1848, after the set 
ver with England as tothat Territory. NowlI call the I 








» ninth article of the ordinance of 1787: 

‘And whenever any ofthe said States shall have 60,000 free in 
such State shall be admitted, by its Delegates, into the Congress of the United 
States, on an equal footing with the original States in all respects whatever; l 


to 








shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitution and State gover P 
vided, The constitution and government so to be formed shall be r ca 
and in conformity to the principles contained in these articl s 18 





can be consistent with the general interest of the confedera 





shall be allowed at an earlier period and when there may be a less number of 
free inhabitants in the State than 60,000.’ 

“If there were any question as to whether there were 90,000 people there 
there were any question as to whether Oregon comes up to th ,of r 
sentation, yet, sir, | hold that there is asolemn guaranty and a compact 
with those people which we ought not to disregard 





if this view of the organic law of the Territory is correct, as I think it is, thes« 





eople who, in the face of great obstacles, hardships, and privations, have laid 
I I ~ I 
the foundations of a rich and powerful commonwealth do notcome } > as Su} 


pliants for favors at the hands of Congress. On the contrary, they demand that 
which of right is theirs, and to further deprive them of 
violation of asolemn compact—a compact under the pri 
been held, and by some of the ablest and greatest men this country has pro 


duced, and whose counsel even now is worthy the consideration of those who 


seek to control and direct the destinies of the nation—it was held, I say, that a | 
Territory to the people of which the guaranties of this compact had been ex- 
tended became entitled to admission as a State ipso faclo the moment its poy 
lation amounted to 60,000, 

The trouble is not that the people of Washington Territory have not 
a right to admission as a State of the Union, but that they have no 
remedy for the wrong which Congress commits by refusing their appli- 
cation for statehood. 

The Senator from South Carolina in his speech said: 

It is the imperialism of a concentrated, consolidated national power, if it 
should ever come—and God forbid—which will threaten and destroy the liber- | 
ties of the people. 

Sir, in the refusal to admit the Territories when they have sufficient 
population and sufficient resources to support State governments and 
institutions republican in form and not repugnant to our theory of 
yvernment, there is, if not a usurpation of Federal power, a gross | 
abuse of it and a palpable subversion of the liberties of the people. 

Che right of the United States to acquire, hold, and organize terri- | 
tory can not be referred to any clause or provision of the Federal Con- 
stitution, but depends upon its inherent power of sovereignty. This | 
power can not, consistently with our system of State and National 
Government, be extended into aright to continue the newly-acquired 
territory under Territorial government after they are prepared for sel f- 
governing commonwealths and for their incorporation into the Federal 
system. 

Che plenary power which the General Government has and exercises 
to legislate for the Territories is necessary while their population is 
sparse and their resources insufficient to maintain a State government; | 
and the Territorial governments are instituted for the double purpose 
of providing an organized society and good government for the people | 
during the period which must elapse before they are prepared for state- 
hood and of developing them into commonwealths capabie of self-gov- 
ernment and prepared for membership in the Federal Union. But 
when this period arrives, when a Territory has become fitted to assume 
the relations of a State to the Federal Union and share in the govern- 
ment, to longer keep it in the condition of a Territory is undemocratic, 
contrary to the spirit of our institutions, and is a bold and most dan- 
gerous assertion and exercise of national power. 

In the manner provided by the Constitution nineteen Territories have 
been admitted as States. All these nineteen Territories were admitted 
with less population and resources than South Dakota and Washington 
have to-day. The power to keep these Territories which, so far as the 
right of self-government and their relation to the Federal Government 
are concerned, are States in embryo, but so far as territory, population, 
and resources are concerned, full-grown States, out of the Union rests 
with a majority of either branch of Congress. But it will be longer 
exercised as to Dakota and Washington in violation of the faith which 
has been pledged to the people of those Territories by a solemn com- 
pact and by the uniform course of Congress in dealing with the Terri- 
tories, and will be a crime against republican institutions. 


XIX——405 


1ich will be a gross 





isions of which it has 




















d county or not 








n vote a certain way 
Mr. STEWART. 
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Mr. BLAIR 


It makes no differen 
Certainly it makes a difference, 
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ator may be right, | j ms to me that it is not such legislation as tatute which must in any event take effect as law at the time it ] es the 
2 ; } hs ids of the legislative department A statute may be conditional id itst 
ae a ‘ t tO ; 5 4 aad y ing effect may be made to depend upon some s ent e A ffirma 
Mr. VI | Th power is vested in the Congress of the United | legislation may in some cases be adopted, of which P rested 
States to t by iries of the Territories and to admit new Stat erty to avail themselves or not at their opt 
into Unio th certain boundaries. That is a question for us to That is the kind of a case this is. Judge Cooley proceed 
tad ‘ itis not 1 tion far the mle 0) fi lig hat Ter . k Pe. 
aetei I sD ju lon fol the people speci ically of th tT In these cases the 1 re act is regarded as « whem has passed 
rit , bi for the ] eo! all the States and of all the other Terri rough the const ralities cessary to per i le ition 
tor I ( t , that power in Congresss. Have we the | : is actus going into operation as law may dep 1 itss 
right to de et t er ft ny locality. to any Territ 1? Th sequent acceptance We have eisewhere spoken of municipal corporations I 
; . any 50 ASLUY, O any serritory : : | of the powers of legislation which may be and commonly are bestowed uy 
is the o 1] pro without further argument to read | them,and the bestowal of which is not to be considered as tren hing upon 
what Mr. ¢ f ma You may find authorities upon both | ™4x!m that! € power is not to be delegated, s . @ that mexins 10 to | 
} . ; } lerstood in the light of the immemorial prac e of this country and of 
gids if t) ‘ {f vou turn t . ver? a . +5 aon 5 on - ‘ ig : 3 “ng 
Bia ott ( ) ly irn to Cooley ;Constitutional Limita d. which has always ret » proprie of vesting in the municipal or- 
tions, page | you | find the question exhaustively consid | ns c¢ pows of regulatic respect to which the par 
and the authori ed, First he refé to the local question of I itely interes -d may fairly be supposed more competent to judge oftheir 
ati. , sy] . Sa is | 4 ‘ salle needs than any ct rorit As municipal organizations are mere auxil 
_ In to . , . s- OPun - i then he say iaries of the State g ntin the ortant s 3 of municipal rule, the 
givi the ¢ ) in the difierent State legislature may cr pat wi ym its own =wsof propriety or ne 
If : is to depend upon ¢ weight of judi 1 sity, and without consulting the par intereste und it » posse-ses the like 
tho to the pres t t must be held that there is no powe > re power toa polish th m, W ut stopping to ing e what may be the desire of 
thea < r law tothe people of the State a mor | om corporators on that sudject. ‘ . . . ‘ 
thai ere ‘ ‘ tuthority. The prevailing doctrine in t | Nevertheless, as the ir renk yrators have a spt A a pe n ere st In 
P i the te S id cone fthe« arter t Deo 3 ¢ ferre < bilit 3 
courts appears to be that, « it in those cases where, by the Constitution, the | °° ter ; — 1 : a eee eee eee q a -_ i ~ 
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hibited by the Constitut but it is forbidden by necessary and unavoid e | penne, Ps aX as nently proper tha ee ee ould be Heard oO 
im} ation Che ser 4 e only bodies of men clothe . |} question of their incor ration, and that the a sion should be concius 
t} , eae aaa the entire BP ew = th t : unless for strong reas f State policy or local-n ssity it should eem ime 
cention above stated Piet } portant for tl tate to overrule the opinion of the local majority. Theright to 
The pe ple 1 ved 1 » part of welves (with that « nq | refer any legisiation of this character to the people per uliarly interested does 
can t soos Satitiones in ain the ; cae t " gihases | not seem to be -stioned, and the refere is » me inusual, 
lat are alicia tae nth md Sodateesill Suiten tan 4 aa ee aaa ye For the like reasons the question whether a « uty or townshi hall be di- 
ple ertot 1 ach oth ti acilivie cna ‘. ear kbar : as ed and a new one formed, or two townships or school districts formerly one 
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. . “ ; ticular debts, or en naparticularim verment, isa y tion which 
’ ’ be sustained egisiation of a c y with pro} iy be referred to the voters of t decision. 
c \ ‘ ‘ on the happening of some f 
) ech of cil st s, ete Che part read by the Senator from Missouri from Judge Cooley 1 
t thi 1 y 1 lated to general laws—whether a general law, such as a criminal } 
ingu it in this case is that this act is to take effect upon th« ahaa ea eo mint atm : ae me eee 
no « » f re ¢ nd t} event is a} »ypular election: but shonld have such an « ct. iNav was trenching upon anot er matte 
i r i! y vel Se ( babi ,; Vu . ° 7 ' } 
' t } that the lav a rives its vitality | ¥ it here is a question whether these part Will become a part of the 
} ( iri 3 tia he ie S LS li Ly > omen .. . 
t on Congress. instead of saving that | »*2te Washington. They are the parties terested. It is one of 
‘ Luat ¢ ) 1 Obs words, Uonugress, 1ustead Of Saying tha ai ; slit 1 , was TOE 
:3 portion < m" ll be cut off and annexed to Washinet | the natural things to submit to ther it legitimately submitted to 
on i l ) t I al annex asi Ylon, - 1” 3 
} it 3 rot aif nt { yy) ho + ,OT ‘ } 1) 
SAV ‘We v i exercise our i vislat ve di cretion, but we le it | the me | and i re on a ae . a : “i ee = the bul. 
to { neo that specific part of Idaho Territory to say whether This bill, as the bill wh h wa I 1 for di ion of er 
will | 1 to Washington or not.”? That ise exactly what the | 2nd many other plate provides that the ps e shall vote to ac a 
( , t I d Stat : ire er scould | constitution and to fix certain boundaries, and if they consent to that 
i ; i ; \ ‘ ACSS } 1 , 4 ) 
< that rislat diss that p st of Idaho. | !* shall become a law on the proclamation of the President findir 
ri A a l i iano, 7‘ . . . . , 4 
{ a eal our a a ae anninia ts facts. That is the condition of this bi We are reporting - 
i it ‘ l vil , ; ic i e . : . 
| ag es oo visions constantly in every bill which can properly be termed an en- 
i m ‘ l i e aone } . . " . ry 
O . from M yuri permit a abling act, and which provides for the admission of a State. The en- 
I iy l i I 1 J1ssoUurl rmit b toa . . " . rant 
} uest > abling act itself never goes into effect until e people say so. Che 
i gue . . 
Mr. VEST. Certain] whole question whether it will become a State is a question depending 
y j “ 
oi eerer vn ‘ 4 “4 : , upon the vote of the people, and to say that we can not submit the 
SPOON customary in the States tosubmit toa | “FU. Face lek ond tl , alana ‘he Territor Sen aie ve hit 
{ e th f : . amantion + he location of t question of boundaries to the peop.e of the Lerritory or of any locality 
vo t) eof a cou V e question as to the icocation of t ae ae Loe ee ain } T+ — 1 
‘ at hange of the county seat ? } In the Territory is not the ordinary thing to do. It ms to me an 
é Ci 1g i Lie JULY Seat : : . ¢. . ‘ 
VEST dmit that that has been done | entirely new doctrine, never entertained befor 
oi i am nat a ias | 1 done, | ses . 1 , 
Mr. SPOONER It is done in nearly every State in the Union There never was any question but that Congress could make a pri 
S INIGI. 3 ( y *T HtTaAve . . : a * 
‘ ; . osition to be submitted in this way. Every day we are passing bills 
Mr. VI lL admitit has been done. Mr. Cooley summarizes all | "0. Oat a = a ee I 
t} providing that the law shall go into effect settiing an paying 
he ises oe : : : ss 
fe £ R. Is not that a delegation of legislative power in | ® man, upon condition that he will surrender his whole claim, it de- 
) i bs nov t iwa adelievaiio! I ef isiat 3 wer 1n ° . = * . a 4 
sn oan’ pending upon him to accept it or not. One-third of the legislation ot 
SOI ens ‘ : 1 } , Aditi 
\ VI To a certain extent it is. and the courts have decided | “O"#TESS depends upon the acceptance by people of the conditions pre- 
Mr. kisi lo a certain extent is, an he s have decids ; Wee ; ee 
; an ae Sd rm scribed in the act. Thatis all this is. We say to the people of the 
proand con uponthat very question. Unquestionably that isso. The | 5, se : : : es. cy 2° oe 
. ht of authority, however. as Mr. Cooley says. is avainst it en Panhandle, ‘‘If you desire to be a part of this State, if you desire to 
Vel t I ¢ Lhori , However, as ALT. UO -Y Says, 15 aga S v. = : 3 


fer Senators who feel an interest inthe matter to a very learned decis 
ion made by the supreme court of Delaware, found in 4th Delaware- 
(Harrington’s in which the court considers this question and 
all the authorities, s the whole thing by stating that— 


Re pe rts, 


and summariz 








I legislative, executive and judicial powers compose the sovereign power 
of a State rhe people of the State of Delaware have vested the legislative 
power ina general assembly, consisting of a senate and house of representa- 
tive the supreme executive powers of the State in a governor; and the judi- 
cial power in the several courts mentioned in the sixth article. The sovereign 
pow therefo of this State, resides with the legislative, executive,and judicial 
department llaving thus transferred the sovereign power, the people can not 
resi or excr e yp Lic 


a mm of it 
I know that there has been a vast amount of very learned argument | 
upon both sides of this question. My own opinion as a lawyer, and I 
give it for what it is worth, is against any legislation. We had it in 
the Dakota bill, and I opposed it then. When I wasa member of the | 
Committee on Territories I opposed it in every conceivable instance. | 
If it is right that this part of Idaho Territory shall be cut off and an- 
nexed to Washington, we ought to do it; but we ought not to leave it 
to the people there to decide, and let all the caprices of a popular elec- 
ion and all the prejudices come in instead of the calm, deliberate judg- | 
nent of the Congress of the United States. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, I think a fair reading of Judge | 
Cooley will make a very clear case against the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, with all due respect. Going back a little further, | 
Judge Cooley says, before coming to the part which the Senator from | 
Missouri read: 


But it is not always essential that a legislative act should be a completed 


| desir 


| question. 


be annexed, if you desire to come in, and make it manifest by your 
vote, it shall be done.’’ 

It is something for their benefit which they may accept or reject. 
It is a proposition to them. Here is a proposition to the people of 
Washington Territory whether they shall be admitted as a State or 
not. We say to them, ‘‘If you accept, you become a State without 
further legislation.’’ That is provided by this bill, and that is the or- 
dinary legislation. I can not possibly see any distinction. I think 
that the doctrine of Judge Cooley is clear and distinct, and covers the 
case exactly, andl that there can be nothing in the point made by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a few 
moments. Unfortunately I do not feel like talking at all, and Iam 
ous to go on with the bill. 

There is, I suppose, a pretty general desire on the part of the Senate 
at least, on both sides of the Chamber, that the Territory of Washing- 

n should finally and very soon come into the Union asa State. I: 
prehend that perhaps there is not any division of opinion upon t 
There is no reason that I know of why it should not come 





pat 


in at as early a date as the Congress of the United States can provide 


for it. It has the necessary population. It is admitted, I think, by all 


| to have about 165,000 people, irrespective of the annexation of any por- 


tion of any other Territory to it. It has all the resources and charac- 
teristics that belong toa Territory which would justify the Congress of 


| the United States in making it a State at as early a date as we can pass 


the bill. I think myself that it ought to have been done before now. 
So there is no question involved in this controversy as to the admis- 
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Chere is another f t wl I é re tos rest I want to ¢ 

attention of the Senate to the fact that ther ; not any 

oO icials are conce rned, in the ier tory whois demanadal a Ssegreg 

of those counties and their annexation tothe Terrrtory of Washing : 

I say that there is nobody here appealing to the Congress of th t : 

States,who in any way represents the Territory of Idaho, aski 

the division of Idaho Territor r the annexation of those fou: 

ti to the Territory of Was } : ; 
Mr. STEWART. Did not t f ir counties vote to annex them 7 

Sé to Washington at f t « 
Mr. CULLOM. T enator f1 Nevada is talking about 
Mr. STEWART. Did they not do so at the last election ; ; ; 
Mr. Cl lo it t Knell 

have evi t I € 

t S yeu y « 

the State excey] 

iston is | 

to the Ter i 
M - ry 
x, o ‘ ; 

I t le a 

Id t ! 4 Ww »¢ i not allow : 

oi th j t hat they thi ag r 

it irrespe ‘ i ry may wish to ee aa . 

the pi 
All I b ihes< tiact 1 re rd to it. Ji 

11 oi tT } I Lhe \ r, chief-justice, | r 


States marshal, attorney-general, and all Federal Territorial officers of 
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First, That the citize of our county are unanimously opposed to the segre- 
gation of any portion of the Territory of Idaho 
second, That we deem it unfair to the remaining portion of the Territory to 
submit to a vote of iin counties whether or not they will go to some other 
State or Territors 
rhird. We would respectfully represent that there are thousands of people in 
the Territory of Idaho who have been here since its organization, more than 
twenty-five yea f that they have endured the hardships and privations 
incident to the sett t of a new State; that they have had pride in develop- 
ing the resources of the Territory and in building up a code of laws such asthe 
experi« of years his demonstrated to be specially adapted to the needs of 
the country; that these laws have been recently ameuded and codified at great 
expense that during a quarter of a ce ntury these old settlers have looked with 
pride upon our gradual and sure growth and increase in population, relying 
during allthis time upon the good faith of the United States im plied if not form- 
ally pledged) that when her population should warrant, the “‘Gem of the 
Mountains’? would be admitted to the sisterhood of sovere gn States as the 
State of Idaho 
We think if se gation in any form and to any extent is to be submitted to 
a vote, it should be to ote of the whole Territory. 
We are contented to be let alone. 
We have unshaken confidence in the ultimate outcome of Idaho if she can be 
left as she is 
The Territory is not unduly large, and yet is of sufficient size to make a re- 
Bpectable State 
We ask onlyto be permited to rise or fall, to survive or perish with an intact 
Idaho 
MARTIN CATHCART, 
S. A. CLARKSON, 
JOHN KENNEDY, 
Commissioners of Boisé County, Territory of Idaho, in session April 9, 1888, 
TrrriTory Or IpAno, County or Borsé, ss 


I, the undersigned auditor and reeorder of said county of Boisé, and clerk of 
the board of county commissioners thereof, do hereby certify that the abov« 
and foregoing instrument was signed by the chairman and members of said 
board in open session, at the regular meeting of said board held at Idaho City, 
the eounty seat of said county, on Monday, April 9, A. D. 1888. 

n testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and seal of office on this the 
date aforesaid. 

MEAT 


TIM. CARROLL, 
Clerk Board County Commissioners of Boisé County, Idaho. 


We, the undersigned, have read the foregoing 


, and concur therein. 
GEO, AINSLIE, 
legate to the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses. 
T. S. HART, 
Probate Judge. 
BEN T. DAVIS, 
Assessor and Tax Collector. 
Cc. C, HAVIRD, 
Sheriff. 
TIM. CARROLL, 
Auditor and Recorder, 
JOHN GARRECHT, 
Treasurer (by Isidor Smith, deputy). 
C. 8. KINGSLEY, 


District Attorney. 


De 


The Senator from Nevada refers to the fact that a bill annexing these 
four counties hasalready passed theSenate. That is true, and I believe 
it is also true that I voted for it, but the situation of affairs in that 
Territory has materially changed within a very brief period of time. 
It is true that for a good while there did not seem to be in the minds 
of the people of the northern portion of the Territory of Idaho a very 
great certainty that they were going to be able to get communication 
such as they desired between their portion of the Territory and the 
central portion, especially the capital; but it has been ascertained 
within a year that there will be no difficulty whatever in building 
railroads so as to connect the two portions of the Territory as I have 
indicated. The Territory is already appealing to the Congress of the 
United States for the passage of a law allowing it to spend money for 
the purpose of building wagon-roads over the mountains between the 
two sections. It is true, as Ishall show directly, that there are let- 
ters and maps here from railroad men indicating that a railroad can 
be built without any difficulty betwen the two sections of the Terri- 
tory. 

But I was going to refer to the fact that we passed a bill a year or 
rgotten just when, admitting the Territory of Wash- 


two ago, I have for 
The bill. it will be remembered, 


ington with these counties annexed. 
was vetoed by the President. 

Mir. MANDERSON. Let me correct the Senator. That was not the 
bill vetoed, It was simply a bill annexing these four counties of the 
Territory of Idaho to the Territory of Washington, which was a very 
different proposition. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was thinking that it was the billadmitting Wash- 
ington that was vetoed. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make an explanation ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In the bill which provided for the admission of the 
State of Washington we did include substantially that part of Northern 
Idaho which the Senator from Nevada now proposes to include in the 
pending bill. That bill was not acted on in the other House. Then 
we passed a bill attaching this portion of Idahe to Washington Terri- 
tory, and that bill was notsigned by the President. It was not vetoed 
by him, but he received it within less than ten days before the final 
adjournment of Congress and did not act upon it. 

Mr, CULLOM. He exercised what we call the “‘ pocket veto.’’ The 
President failed to sign the bill. At first I thought it was a bill for 


oO 
s 


admitting Washington Territory with these counties annexed that was 
vetoed, but I stand corrected upon that point. 


I remember now that 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| it was simply a bill proposing the annexation of these four counties, 


xton Territory, which 
was passed and went to the President, as the Senator says, too late for 
him to examine it. At any rate he failed to sign the bill, and I have 
in my hand a vote of thanks tendered to President Cleveland by the 
board of commissioners of Idaho County, which is one of the counties 
now proposed to be annexed, for his action in vetoing the segregation 
bill passed by the last Congress, and I will read it. It is as follows: 


or this portion of the Territory of Idaho, to Washing 


VOTE OF THANKS TENDERED TO PRESIDENT CLEVELAND BY THE BOARD OF COM- 
MISSIONERS OF IDAHO COUNTY, IDAHO TERRITORY, FOR HIS ACTION IN VETO- 
ING THE SEGREGATION BILL PASSED BY THE LAST SESSION OF CONGRESS, 


On the 13th day of April, 1887, the honorable board of county commissioners 
met in regular session at Mount Idaho and passed the following vete ofthanks to 
President Cleveland for hisaction in vetoing the bill which passed the last Con- 
gress annexing the four northern counties of Idaho Territory to Washington 
ferritory. Present: James Witt, chairman; Phil Cleary, Henry 8. Jones, com- 
missioners; T. J. Rhoads, clerk. 

Whereas if the bill which recently passed Congress annexing the northern 
counties of Idaho to Washington Territory had bee« a law Idaho County 
would have been dismembered and rendered almost hopelessly bankrupt : 

It is ordered, That the thanks of this board be respectfully tendered to His 
Excellency, President Cleveland, for vetoing the said bill, and also to Governor 


oO 


mine 


E. A. Stevenson for his prompt action in the matter. 
By order of the board of county commissioners of Idaho County, Idaho Ter- 
ritory. 
JAS. WITT, Chairma 
PHIL. CLEARY 
HENRY 8. JONES 
Attest: 
[SEAL. } T. J. RHOADS, 


Auditor and R o Clerk of the Board. 


Mount IpAnO, IDAHO, April 13, 1887. 


ler and ex offic 


‘Oo 


I also have in my hand a protest from the commissioners of Kootenai 
County, which is also one of the counties proposed to be annexed to 
Washington Territory. It is as follows: . 
Protest against annexation from the county commissioners of Kootenai County, 

idaho, recently adopted, protesting against any division of Idaho or annexa- 

tion ofany portion of the Territory to any other State or Territory. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, the board of commissioners of Kootenai County, Idaho Territory, in ses- 
sion assembled, January 3, 1888, most respectfully and earnestly protest against 
any legislation by your honorable bodies that would divide the Territory of 
!daho, or set off any portion thereof to any State or Territory. We would re- 
spectfully cal! your attention to the report of his excellency E. A. Stevenson, 
governor of this Territory, showing the rapid growth of the Territory in wealth 
aud population. Any legislation looking to the segregation of the Territory at 
this time will, in our opinion, greatly retard our future development. 

JOHN RUSSELL, Chairman, 
JOHN FERNAN, 
LOUIS LEE. 

[SEAL OF KOOTENAI COUNTY. ] 

I have in my hand a protest from the board of commissioners of Idaho 
County, which I believe I have not read. It is as follows: 

ANTI-ANNEXATION, 
Protest from the board of county commissioners of Idaho County, Idaho Terri- 
tory, against annexation. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

We, the board of county commissioners of Idaho County, Idaho Territory, in 
regular session assembled, do hereby most earnestly and respectfully protest 
against the proposed annexation of the northern counties of Idaho Territory to 
Washington Territory or against any division of Idaho Territory whatsoever. 

We would most respectfully represent that the sentiment formerly existing in 
this county in favor of annexation to Washington Territory has been largely 
changed since 1882 by the construction of railroads through the unsettled por- 
tions of Idaho Territory, and by the increase of material prosperity and wealth 
consequent thereon, and that with the construction of other contemplated lines 
of railroad over the alleged “impassable mountain barriers,” for which the sur- 
veys have already been made, permanent and easy facility of intercourse be- 
tween the most extreme and isolated sections of [Idaho Territory will be afforded. 

We would further represent that our commercial, social, and other relations 
are not identical with, and that we have no such interests in common with 
Washington Territory as have been erroneously alleged, nor haveany satisfac- 
tory reasons been advanced to justify, or benefits proposed, to offset the incon- 
venience, disquietude, and confusion which would naturally result to our people 
from their transfer from one political jurisdiction, to whose laws all their busi- 
ness and other relations have become adjusted, to that of another, to whose 
code they are aliens, and where the experimental feature in legislature pre- 
dominates. 

We therefore respectfully and earnestly petition the Congress of the United 
States to enact no legislation which would divide Idaho Territory. 

JAMES WITT, 
Chairman Board County Commissioners Idaho County, 

[SEAL IDAHO COUNTY. ] T. J. RHOADS, Clerk, 

Attest: 

Mownt Ipano, I. T., January 11, 1888, 

The burden of the honorable Senator’s argument or appeal to the 
Senate of the United States for the passage of his bill annexing these 
four counties to Washington is based on the proposition that they nat- 
urally belong there, and that their trade, their commerce, their com- 
munication, social, business, and otherwise, all run to Washington 
Territory, while one of the counties through its board of officers asserts 
directly the opposite of that proposition. 

The Senator also refers to the action that was taken by the Terri- 
tory and by the Territorial Delegate, Mr. Hailey, some time ago. We 
all remember Mr. Hailey as being an honorable gentleman, who was 
the Delegate from that Territory for a number of years, for more than 
one term I believe, and who always seemed to desire to represent the 
real interests of the Territory. It is true, as he admits, that at one 
time he was in favor of the annexation of these four counties to Wash- 
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| 
ington Territory, but I find in the testimony that was taken before the | portion of an article from what is called the Coeur d’ Ale 
Committee on Territories the following letter from Mr. Hailey dated | lished in Kootenai County, one of the counties proposed to 
January 10, 1888, written at Spring Creek Ranch, Alturas County, | The editor says in the articl 





lige 


Idaho, to the governor of the Territory. 4 se of a vote on t stion w ieve there w l bea 


i 
SPRING CREEK Rancu, ALTURAS County, IDAHO, I ty against annexat 1in every 
January 10, 1888 | Wh h 

DEAR Str: Herewith I send you some statistics of the area of Jand in the ae +} ni fthe 7 
thirty-two States east of the Missouri River, including Texas; also the number | ““ WHICH IOrmery Was whe Capital of the 4 
of electoral votes those thirty-two States have. 

Also the area of land contained in the six States and eight Territories west of | 
the Missouri River (leavy ing out Alaska), with the number of electoral votes the | 
West have. The figures I send are substantially correct. You will see by the 
statement that the six States and eight Territories in the West have a much 
larger area of land than the thirty-two States East, South, and North have 

You will see that these thirty-two States have 370 electoral votes, while the 
West have 31. Of course these thirty-two States now have complete control of 
the election for President and Vice-President, and of both branches of Congress i \ 
certainly they have the right to all this now, on account of havingso much more | pointasto give theannexat sts, ow to the 
population than what the West has. I am fully satisfied that the six Western | a small majority in the P ‘ t 
States and Territories will, in the course of time, have as large a population as | Shoshone, Kootenai, and Idaho ¢ ties rt 
the thirty-two States named. Certainly the resources of the West, when de- | sparsely settled, and even 1e D es : 
veloped, are fully as good and as great as of the East | ulation they would be sm as ired w 1e annexation ma Ne 

It is true that when we get as much population in the West as they have in | Perces 
the East, under our present system of apportionment, we will have, or at least | I 
be entitled to,as many members in the House of Representatives of Congress | 7 ad : 
as the thirty-two States; but as it now stands they will then have their 64 Sena- | quoted here is some more pernaps that 1 ought to read it con- 
tors,and we will only have 28. So when that time comes we, or our posterity tinue 
will be short 36 Senators, and also short abvut the same number of electoral 
votes. To take a reasonable view of the near future, it looks rather bad for the 
West at best. But when we hear of attempts being made by Western Senators 
to divide up and obliterate our Territory (Idaho), thereby destroying our 
chances for two Senators and one or more members in the near future, I must 
conclude that they are acting hastily, without having given the matter that : ; : — , : 
consideration that is due before such rash steps should be taken. tween Washington and Nevada as Poland was part ied between Russia and 

There was a time a few vears ago when a portion of the people of Idaho | * TUSS'& one hundred years ag e , :' 
wished to be annexed to Washington Territory. Their claims were pressed ah See Senne Gees tO he aeons | USICOFASION Es ; 
in political conventions, and both political parties in Idaho indorsed the right S, the Stewars scheme wilt die | epee ath oe Se ata eel a 
of three northern counties in Idaho to be annexed to Washington Territory «few years demand of Congress as aright the power and dignity of stat 
These conventions doubtless indorsed this move of the three northern counties as 
for political purposes to get votes, as the northern counties held a balance of his is an editorial from a newspaper published in one of these « 





is the county in which Le 














ed of ail polit power and prest e, be as u varranta partit 
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political power. ‘same of Il think ave me ot} tems here. j } » not 

I was elected to the Forty-ninth Congress on a platform that indorsed the ar cay and 1 think I have some other items here, 1 I ha n \ d 
nexation of three northern counties of Idaho to Washington, While I did not | them, I desire now to read a portion of a letter from the governor of 
approve of this division, I felt that it was my duty to try and carry out the pro- | [daho Territory, dated May 3, addressed to myself 


visions of the platform; which I did. On my return home I found that in so 


























doing I had incurred the displeasure of a great many friends; in fact I am fully rive Orri E, IDAHO, I Cil M 
satisfied now that full nine-tenths or more of the resident citizens of Idaho are g with great interest e proceed of 
opposed to any division of Idaho whatever. They desire to be left as they . Se h atta sa pa f J o to Was 
We are in a prosperous condition and will soon have all the requisites for st t the Senat { States v > 
hood. ry fA the of the ' rial 
Yours, truly, La hy} t I - ked } 
JOHN HAILEY, t nad ine : ‘ ( ress 
Governor E. A. STEVENSON, le orial office 
Washington, D. C. I ple of Idaho ask is that ¢ 1eTeSSs W et u en ,as are ' 
vr ° ° . : 5 1 nd entire, u ir OW c 4 
That is the testimony of Mr. Hailey, who had, as most of us had, ianend me > aie ' SE 
voted for the annexation of these counties. He states there were three | into the sisterhood of Stat 
that he was in favor of annexing, but there are four included in the —_ 5. M CULL e a 
amendment which is proposed and which I believe passed the Senat: : <i 
some time ago at a former session. | ‘Fhe remainder of the letter I believe refers to myself, and I not 
I have been giving the opinions of people who are opposed to annex- | read it. 
ation, who are residents of the portion of Idaho which is proposed to bh: What is the ground, then, for the annexation of this port of Idaho 
segregated, and I have given the account of the commissioners, State | to the Territory of Washington? It is not because W , 
ofticers, Government officers, etc., as well as the representatives of the | it, for Washington Territory as it at present stands, as has been stated 
two great parties of the country. Now, I desire to continue a little | covers an area that equals many the New | ind Sta 
further. not because Washington Territory needs it on the score of poy i 
On February 6 the anti-Mormon central committee of Bingham County | tion, for it already has a population of 165,000 and mor It is not 
e = “ ae 
filed a protest against the annexation of these counties to Washington | because of its want of capacity to make a great State, for alrea 
Territory; also the county commissioners of Ada County; also 100 citi- | men on both sides of the Senate have made « uent 
zens of Oneida County; also 200 citizens of Idaho County, which I have h have shown to the country that Wa i 1 Te $ pel 
before referred to; also the Board of Trade of Boisé City, as well as the | haps a Territory with greater capacity for di pment t ( 
board of commissioners of Boisé County; and I think my memoranda | Territory in the Union. 
somewhere state that, in addition to all those, there have not been less I was glad to hear the i Senator from ¢ \ 
than ten or twelve thousand persons, individual citizens, protesting | HEARST] talk as he did al e Territory of Id the 
against the annexation of these four counties to Washington Territory. | same thing before. I had i the honorable gentlema 


So, then, it comes down to this, that all the Territorial, county, and | so ably represents that Territory in the House of Representatives [ M1 
United States officers, with the exception, perhaps, of the county offi )UBOIS] talk about the capacities of Idaho, and I had | 





i 
cers of one county, or at tge most two counties, have protested against | but I was glad to be strengthened in what I be ed to bet 
the segregation of this Territory by the annexation of these four coun- | heard it from these gentlemen, by the declaration of t h ( 
ties to the Territory of Washington. Senator from California when he said that it was the best Territ in 
The Senator says he does not propose to do that unless the people of | the Union in many respects 
those four counties desire it. Well, sir, even if they did desire it, So there is no reason for the annexation of tl nties on anya 





which I deny, after these people have lived and grown up now for | count so far as Washington Territory is concert 
these twenty or twenty-five years, each and all of them working to | that the people of Washington Territory, represen 
build up a territory and make it worthy of statehood, so that at some | in Congress, are anxious to make it a greater State than 





not far distant day they might be permitted to come into the union on | made with the Territorial limits as they now stand 
an equality with the States already in, I submit that it is unfair to [ am not going to complain of anybody in any State or Territ for 
those people to say by an act of Congress.that, even upon a vote of a | desiring these counties. 1 think it isa laudable ambition, if you e, 











majority of the four counties, we will take a portion of your Territory | for a representative either in this branch or in the other branch of Con- 
away, when it can not be denied that everybody in all the other coun- | gress to make his State as great as possible by the acquisition of more 
ties in the Territory, men, women, and children, is against the annex- | territory or by a system of legislation that will develop the Territory 
ation of that portion of the Territory, unless it may be a portion of the | resources as they exist; but I submit whether it is right for us as a 
Mormons of the Territory, who have been under the control of the | Congress of the United States to accommodate anybody else outside 
Gentiles and very many of them have been sent to the penitentiary by | whether in the Territory of Washington or in the State of Nevada, to 
the vigilance and proper action of the authorities of the United States | segregate a portion of one of the Territories to help out and mak eat 
Government in enforcing the laws there. So, then, I do not deem it | some other State or Territory in the Union 

necessary for me to take up very much more time in talking upon this While I say that, I do not deny the proposit tl 

question. | power of Congress. We have power to ( t 1 


T might read some other evidence that I have here, and I will reada | we choose; we have the power to take away 
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ties if wechoose; and we have the power to keep all these Territories from 
becoming States in the Union as long as we choose. We have that tech- 
nical constitutional power. Butthereisan element of right and wrong 
in these matters, which the Congress of the United States ought to con- 
sider when it has before it such bills as this or the question of the ad- 
mission of a Territory as a State. 

After twenty-five years of continuous effort on the part of the people 
of Idaho Territory, after they have been enduring the privations that 
belong to frontier life before railroads were built, and enduring them 
freely, in the hope that at some time not far off they would arrive at 
that point in power and population and wealth and development that 
would entitle them to beadmitted into the Union. I say itis not right, 
just as they are beginning to see the daylight dawn, and they have 
the right to ask admission into the Union as a State, for Congress to | 
step in and say, ‘‘ We will take off 20,000 people and 25,000 square | 
mites of land, or about that, and attach you to some other Territory 
and put you back twenty years longer,’’ after the long, tedious waiting | 
and working and enduring that the people of Idahe Territory have 
gone through. 

I submit, sir, that we have no business to do any such thing. If it 
was apparent that this Territory of Idaho was a poor, miserable patch 
of territory that had nothing in it that would enable enterprise and 
energy to develop it so that t at any future time, or withi n reasonable 
limits, if you please, it could not arrive at that point of development 
and population which would entitle it to admission as a State, then we 
might properly consider, perhaps, whether or not we would dismember 
it and attach a portion of it te Washington Territory or somewhere else, 
and give some of it to the little State of Nevada, which my honorable. 
friend so ably represents on this floor, if he wants it, so that he may 
represent a greater State in the Union. 

But so long as it has before it this prospect of const: mat growth, and 
at no distant time will be in condition when it will have a right to pe- 
tition Congress for admission into the Union as a State, 1 do think we 
ought to let it alone, and rather give encouragement to those people | 
who have been developing the Territory, opening roads there from one 
county to another and from one portion of the Territory to another, and 
making sacrifices that we in the States know nothing about. I say we 
do wrong by them if we discourage them and put them back just as 
they are getting almost to the door, and at a time when they are in a 
condition to knock for admission into the Union with the right to ex- 
pect admission as a State 

Another word or two and I shall close. There has been a good dea! 
said about the difficulty in getting from the northern portion to the 
southern portion of the Territory, and vice versa. I hold in my hand 
a letter written by Thomas L. Kimball, acting general manager of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, and addressed to C. F. Adams, esq., 
president of the Union Pacific Railway, Boston, Mass., and other cor- 
respondence which I will read. Mr. Kimball’s letter is as follows: 

OmAnA, March 23, 1888. 


Dear Sire: In response to your dispatch of yesterday Iam able to send you 
herewith a brief statement from Chief Eng ineer Bogue, indorsed by Mr. Blick- 
ensderfer, with a map of Idaho, showing tracings in red of practicable lines we 
have surveyed to connect Northern an d Southe: rn Idaho. We have full notes 
of these surveys, from which a detailed report could be made up, but this would 
take considerable time 

Hoping inclosures will fully cover your present wants, Iam. very truly, 

THOS, L. KIMBALL, 
Acting Generul Manager. 
Cc. F. ApAms, Esq 
President Union Pacific Railway, Boston, Mass. 
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OMAHA, NEBR., March 23, 1888. 
Drar Sir: The foregoing having been submitted to me by Mr. Bogue, I fully 
concer in all he 1vs 
Yours, respectfully, 
(Signed J.B 
Chief Engineer Union 


ICKENSDERFER, 
cific Ratiway Company. 


I 
Pa 
T. L. Krnay, Esq., 

Assistant to General Manager 


OMAHA, NEBR., March 23, 1888. 


Dear Srr: Replying to your question whether there is anything in the topo- 
graphical features of id iho that precludes railroad communication between the 
northern and southern portions of the Territory, I beg to say 

i. The southern po rtion of Idaho is already connec ted with the Panhandle of 
Idaho by the Utah and Northern and Northern Pacific Railways, which form a 
connected line which leaves the Oregon Short Line at Pocatello and runs north 
through portions of Idaho and Montana, cutting across the Panhandle of Idaho 
at Pend d’Oreille Lake j 

2. Our surveys show that an excellent railroad route exists from Huntington, 
the terminus of the Oregon Short Line, down Snake River to Lewiston, atthe | 
mouth of Clear Water River; and that thence the country tributary to Clear 
Water River may be reached by railroad up the Clear Waterand one of its forks | 
in the direction of Missoula, Mont. These are lines that our people will be 
obliged to build in the near future if they wish to hold the business of the North- 
west 

We have also found a practicable route from Weiser, on the Oregon Short 
Line, up Weiser River; thence down the Little Salmon and Salmon Rivers to 
the mouth of the Salmon River. It is not likely that all of this will be built for 
many years to come, but portions of it may be built as branches to the main 
stem extending down Snake River. 

4. The Upper Salmon country can be reached by a line running northwesterly | 
from Camas, on the Utah and Northern Railroad, crossing the range, and thence | 

yassing down Lemhi River to Salmon City. 

5. The Upper Salmon River region may also be reached by extending our line 
from Ketchum northwardly, crossing the Sawtooth Range, and thence proba- 
bly extending down Rock Creek and beyond. 
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By inspecting the mapinclosed herewith, upon which the lines above men- 
tioned have been indicate d, you will see that the different sections of Idaho 
Territory are well situated asregards projected lines of transportation, and that 
communieation between the northern and southern portions of the Territory 
will be good. ae detailed surveys of the Upper Salmon River country have 
ever been made by this company, there having arisen no demand for such sur- 
veys. 

There is every probability that railroad communication between Northern 
and Southern Idaho will be perfected long before it will be between Idaho and 
Nevada. 

Southern Idaho is traversed by the Oregon Short Line, which, with the pro- 
ected extension down the Snake River, will in the near future be the great 


| trunk line to the Northwest; and it will form with its tributary lines good com- 


munication between the northern and southern portions of the Territory. 
5 ours, respectfully, 
V. G. BOGUE, C. E. 
T. L. Kimpatt, Esq., Acting General Manager 
I have a map here which shows the line marked out by the railroad. 
When you come to the examination of the facts connected with this 


| subject, there seems to my mind to be no reason in any direction why 


any part of this Territory should be segregated and attached to Wash- 
ington Territory. The only thing that can be said, in my judgment, 
is that this panhandle, if it may be so called, would seem to make the 
Territory awkward in its boundary and shape; but that may be said 
of many States which have already been admitted into the Union. 
‘Therefore I do not regard the suggestion as to the shape of the State 
as affording any reason why any portion of Idaho Territory should be 
annexed to any other Territory or State. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate in discuss- 
ing the propositions further, except that I would like to say, if it be 
in order, that in another body its committee have submitted a report 
on this subject, and, without reading the report at length, it concludes 
with the following language: 

Without going further into the Territorial, mining, and agricultural interests 
to be affected by this proposed legislation, your committee are of the opinion 
that there is such a preponderance of public sentiment within the limits of the 
four counties to be affected and such an overwhelming objection to it in the 
remainder of the Territory as to constitute all-suflicient reasons why the pro- 
posed legislation should not be favored. 

That was a bill to annex the counties to which I have referred to the 
Territory of Washington. 


ae committee do therefore unanimously recomme 
> laid upon the table and do not pass. 


I have no feeling about this. There is nothing in it except a ques- 
tion of right or wrong, and possible the questionof law which the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has suggested, and I confess 
that he has presented authorities that would seem to be very strongly 
in favor of the position which he has taken upon the question. but 
certainly, so far as the merits of the case are concerned, if we are dis- 
posed to pay any attention whatever to the people of Idaho Territory 
and to do as they desire in any regard, we ought not to pass the bill 
reported by the honorable Senator from Nevada from the Committee 
on Territories, and I hope that it will not be passed, but that the sub- 
stitute which I have introduced on the part of a minority of the com- 
mittee, and which simply proposes to admit Washington Territory as its 
boundaries now exist, without any ineumbrances or questions involved 
outside of it, may pass instead of the bill reported by the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me for a mo- 
ment that I may suggest a formal amendment in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]? It will only take 
& moment? 

On page 8I would suggest striking out, in section 15, line 4, the 
words ‘‘arising within the limits of said State.”’ 

That evidently was drawn following a bill which proposed to join 
the two sections, and in a measure which simply proposes to admit 
Washington Territory as it is, it is unnecessary and improper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 8, in section 15, line 4, after the word 

‘Union,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘arising within the 
limits of said State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT. Andin section 16, line 6, strike out a similar clause, 

‘arising within the limits of said State and.’ 

The P *RESIDENT pro tempore. These words will he stricken out 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I did notsuppose, Mr. President, that there could 
be so much said on the side of noise—so much noise made without 
truth, and so much misrepresentation crowded into so short a speech. 
I congratulate the Senator from Hlinois for his capacity to befog and 
misrepresent the question, and get up a brood of other questions that 
are not now before the Senate, as if we were going to commit some 


nd that the aforesaid bills 


By unanimous consent these words 


| great outrage. It was never intended that this Panhandle should be 


a part of Idaho Territory when it should become aState. In creating 
the Territory of Idaho, conscious, undoubtedly, as the framers of the 
law must have been, that they were making very irregular boundaries, 
they put this provision into the act: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to inhibit 
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the Government of the United States from dividing said Ter } 
its boundaries in such man and a ich tim ‘ vress sna et 
d proper, orf p 2 Perritory to 


State or Territory in the United States, 


rhe history of the attempt to hold these people in this u 

































political position re lects on the parties who att t to do it 
I hold in my hand le r ix ldge bu _ one of the judg ) 
supreme court of Idaho Territory, which gives something of the hist 
of this proceeding. I will ask the Clerk to read the portion of it 
ginning with the words ‘‘ The annexation.’ I think it would b 
to have it before the Senate. 
I'he Chief Clerk read as follows: 
The annexation of North Idaho to Washington 
Idaho Territory but $6,776.24 of taxes annua 
property If itistruethatt Ss « I - WW 
of North Idaho for such annexation shoutd not be 
citizens of one State should not be allowed tom t 
because they might diminish the taxable props 
ofanother. Yet South Idaho clair thatfor the sz 
thousand people in North | i ust be held y 
moved from them by ranges of : intains over w 
successfully made and with w i they have terest ir 
I also refer briefly to the finan condition of e Territe 
the comptroller’s report, page 4¢ The indebtedness is $ i ¢ 
5.06 is due December 1.1 i . ) : sted since 187 
reference to the comptroll repo or LSS reto attached t 
in November of 1854 there was in the Territorial 
applied that time tothe payment of our indet 
29 of swid report would have left only a debt of $12,758, 
r, was not done, but expensive buildings, consisting ofa 
Z yisc City and an insane asylum at Blackfoot, both in South ida 
were built by rislative appro} on. South Idaho having four-fifths 
population, can, of course, con expenditure of the public money for 
own benetit. Not one dollar r 1! uy 





18s ever been expended for an 











ment in North Idaho, and th 1 assi “4d has always I 
will be annexed to Washington, and we « to « end th ) f 
for improvemer i s I Y rer lLerrit e 
the soundness of the a y and ow ask mply that, having cont 
for improvements in South Idaho, we be per tted to go to Washing 
good faith we are entitled to do 1s | have said,our preseut indeb 
oi 104.77 
fhe comptroller’s report, 15 t l ret page 46, shows this 
debtedness to is follows 
onds, due I 7 
: edi o 
is om 
a 5 
R iD parties in our Ter I by 
rp »ved of the annexation of N 
tory e,astih e b yre shown. t ‘ 
sbove i In the treasur was but $1 
Since that pledge was made >I tory h ied its to 
of $10,000,000 for capital | s and insan n in South Ida 
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against the Territor ive ex led said su isin furnishing and « 
the capital buildin nsa 1m rh 1 be I 
ndebtedness of the Territory has en nearly all « tracte I 
parties pledged thems« 5 t ipport and ace e to the ex 
tdahoto Washington Territory,a that hasall been exper din t} 
I refer to the expressions of h parties on t 5 t in tl 
1884 and to the council mer il of t Legislature adopted in 1884-8 
serted 
rhis was the Republican plank 
“ Resolved, That the wishes of N 
ington Territory should faith 
question of local importance t 
support in proportion to the una 
I was the Democratic plank 
k ed, That we recognize the 
sult of the claim of our « ns of 
here in open convention, backed by an honest Democracy, we pledg« 






northern neighbors a willi! 





ess and co-o} ation on Our part to a 
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now and sow t seed of eterna 






















































grethe : he ndship when the s« 
tion e, and we ask our northern friends to accept this pledge i 
hone intentions and with the full assurance it is based upon the prom 
of a permanent, resident, political o zation and not the imported vi i 
of homeless, faithless, wandering } 21 mendicants.” 

in the political eonventions of ls8é6of both parties, after consultation, both 
vent decided that no new express s on the question of annexation sh 
be made by either party, and the present Delegate in Congress, Mr. Dusors, w< 
before » people and soughttheir votes. In North Idaho he stated to the px 
ple in Nez Perces that while he sa South Idaho man, was personally opp« 
to annexation, as Delega if « ed, would not oppose their wishes in 1 
ence thereto officially 

His manuscript speech containing this pledge is nowin the hands of the H 
CHARLES VOORHEES, Delegate fri Wash ‘ rerrito rhe wishes of 
people was expressed at ction at w hh he is elected in Nez Pe 
County by a vote of 1,450 for am tion to 2 tit. In Kootena = 
of 165 for annexa » Washington, 26 for Mon ‘3 14 to ren 1 in Idal 
In Shoshone ¢ nd in Idaho County no record he vote us kept 
by petitions now be re you, and by personal k believe t Ss 
shone County is in favor ¥y, and Idaho ¢ 
neariy unanimous for i »t Mr. I y voted 

nexation of North Ida eton : In vie 
present efforts on this qu arent t OS I 
fairly all the phases of thi 

At the last session of our Iam it l and | ‘ that a 
I 18 passed \ s ‘ ‘ en abiet l 
have ver seen it Iam informed, however, that ts. our Delee 
presented it to your honorable bodies I notice did not prese 
platforms rth « pa ‘ rial of the legislat 
eouncil in f rofit. I presur that ¢ ner l of the last Legislatu 
pos ¥ annex n T l opposit t > annex n withont r 
th itement ‘ din the couneil memor 
with ymaitte stot . e tw sand the inaccessil 

his : me t l.and t strance of the last L« 

ture, express simply e> of change of sentiment without ref 
the facts w] t f t ) ,ind tes ily that selfish regard t 
persona es s overt sense of s Upon the facts voucl i 
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tive in Congress to secure the passage of Mr. STEwWART’s bill submitting the 
question of such annexation to the voters of North Idaho. 

Third. That whereas Governor Stevenson,our present executive,stated to the 
Committee on Territories of the United States Senate on the 23rd of January, 
1888, ‘I think a majority of the people in North Idaho are opposed to such an- 
nexation’’ and whereas it has been claimed by our present Delegate in Con- 
gress that the sentiments of our people have changed on this subject, and that 
“the advent of the railroads, the development of the country,and prospect of 
statehood have practically united our people against such annexation: There- 
fere 

Resolved, That we ask that Mr. Srrwant’s bill for the admission of Washing- 
ton Territory as a State and providing for a submission of such annexation to 
our people may be enacted by Congress, that we may determine this question 
by a vote of the people of North Idaho. 

Fourth, That the statement that the desire of our people for such annexation 
has grown out of a feeling of hostility of the citizens of Lewistown resulting from 
the removal of the capital of our Territory from Lewistown to South Idaho 
twenty years ago is without any foundation in fact. That our city of Moscow 
has ever since its existence been a rival of the city of Lewistown, and certainly 
we can not be charged with sympathy with any special grievance of said city, 
and yet our people are more unanimous if possible in favor of annexation than 
are the people of Lewistown, The truth is that the desire for such annexation 
has its inception and development in the daily life of our people, and any charge 
that its origin is in any feeling of jealousy or hostility to South Idaho is wholly 
without foundation. 

Fifth. Resolved, That the statement before the Senate Committee and else- 
where by these opposed to annexation that the memorials of our Legislature 
and expressions in favor of annexation in the platforms of our political parties 
were made with the purpose of catching votes and without consideration by the 
parties making them,and may be disregarded at pleasure, is unworthy of an in- 
telligent people and reflect only the dishonor of those who make them. . We 
denounce such statements as dishonorable and unjust. It is such action by the 
people of South Idaho that has created dissension between the people of North 
and South Idahoand rendered it impossible for us to act in harmony with them, 
In this spirit of want of faith in the declarations of the people of South Idaho 
we approve the action of L. P. Brown and C. B, Reynolds in withdrawing from 
the late Republican convention and thus preventing our people from being 
compromised by the action of a convention who regard their most solemn 
promise and pledges as mere party tricks made to entrap our voters. 

W. J. McCONNELL, Chairman, 
JOHN MOORE, Secretary. 


The other resolutions read by the Senator from Illinois of the Repub- 
lican convention held last May in Boisé City were passed without the 
consent of North Idaho and do not represent their views. 

I have a similar set of resolutions to those I have just read which 
were passed in Latah County, adopted last month at a mass-meeting 
held in Idaho County,the southernmost county of the Panhandle. They 
are equally emphatic on the subject. I havea memorial here which 
is lengthy and which I have not attempted to read, but which gives a 
history of the persecutions of the people of North Idaho by the people 
of South Idaho—the manner in which they have been used, the pledges 
which have been broken, etc. 

Talk about ‘‘ Poland,”’ talk about ‘‘ dismemberment,’’ when here are 
a people that have been promised for twenty years that they would be 
relieved from this unnatural association, that they should have the as- 
sociation of their business friends, and that they would have the ben- 
efit of political and commercial relations with the same people; when 
both parties in their platforms agreed that this should be done; when 
the representative that is now here went before them and said that 
their wishes should be respected officially and in every other way; when 
those people, on that declaration by Mr. DuBois, voted for him and 
voted for annexation, we did not expect any opposition from that source. 
How can we be charged with bad faith when the bad faith is all on the 
other side? It is said that they have not agreed that this division 
should be made. Has not that been the understanding by both polit- 
ical parties? It is admitted that that was the public sentiment for 
years and that in justice it ought to be done. 

In order that the Senate may understand this question, I will read a 
little more of this history to see how it corresponds with the story of 
the Senator from Illinois. I read from the memorial of the convention 
of citizens representing the various counties of Northern Idaho: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


Washington Territory originally included what is now North Idaho, In 1863 
the one hundred and seventeenth meridian was made the dividing line between 
Washington and Idaho, through the action of the then Delegate from Wash- 
ington. In 1863-64 the Territery of Montana was organized out of a part of 
Idaho, with other territory, making its western boundary the crest of the Bitter 
Root Mountains. This left the northern portion of Idaho only about 40 miles 
in width, and the greater portion of this width was the spurs of the Bitter 
Roots—rugged and unsuitable for settlement. Immediately after these unnat- 
ural limits for "North Idaho were fixed efforts were made to change them to 
better suit our condition. 

It was first proposed to form a new Territory east of the Columbia River so 
as to include North Idaho. This failing, we then made efforts to be detached 
from South Idaho and become attached to Washington, and these efforts have 
been persistently continued up to the present time by petitions from the peo- 
ple, memorials from our Legislature and that of Washington. 

The Legislature of Washington in the winter of 1877-’78 passed an act author- 
izing the calling of a convention to frame a constitution for the State of Wash- 
ington. To that convention they invited a delegate from the northern counties 
of Idaho, with the view to include them within the boundaries of the proposed 
State. 

These counties responded and unanimously chose a delegate to represent them 
in that convention, and Washington paid the expenses of that delegate. The 
convention assembled at Walla Walla and framed a constitution, including 
within the limits of the proposed State the northern counties of Idaho (the same 
boundaries as proposed in the Brents bill and now proposed in our memorials), 
and made provisions for the submission of said constitution to the people of 
both Washington and North Idaho. The people of both sections, at a special 
election for that purpose, adopted the constitution by more than a two-thirds 
vote of all the votes polled, while among all the people of North Idaho only 34 
votes out of nearly 800 were polled against the constitution. 

Mr. Brents,then Delegate from Washington, in the succeeding Congress in- 
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troduced a bill to admit the State of Washington under that constitution, but 
consideration of that bill did not induce any report from the committee, be- 
cause of the deemed insuflicient population. 

The Legislature of Washington in 1881-82 passed a memorial for an enabling 
act to include the northern counties of Idaho, and the lower house of the Idaho 
Legislature passed a memorial to the effect that when Washington should be 
admitted that the northern counties of Idaho should become a part of the new 
State. 

Again, to convince Congress and the world that the people of North Idaho had 
not changed in opinion since voting upon the constitution in the fall of 1878, the 
question was again submitted to them at the general election of 1880, and the 
result showed 1,216 votes for annexation and only 7 against. Buta time still 
more auspicious came in the election of 1882, when the question became the 
vital issue, Mr. Ainslie opposing and Mr. Singiser advocating. The people of 
the north had called a convention for the purpose of nominating an independ- 
ent candidate who would represent their wishes. When the convention assem- 
bled Mr. Singiser was present, and by a written pledge secured the indorsement 
of the convention. 

He then took the field and made an open and square fight both north and 
south on that issue. He carried the election by a majority in the south of 1,500, 
while in the north he received a majority of 1,443 votes out of 1,853 that were 
polled, giving him an aggregate majority in the Territory of about 3,000, show- 
ing conclusively that not only were the people of the north for it, but that the 
south, as well, were convinced of the justice of our cause and were willing to do 
right and let us go. 

Again,in Issi, Mr, Singiser was nominated by the Republicans and Mr. Hailey 
by the Democrats. Both conventions,in which South Idaho had alarge major- 
ity, inserted in their platforms an annexation plank—by the Republican, asa 
matter of course, for Singiser had previously won upon that issue; by the Dem- 
ocratic, as a matter of force, in order to regain its party vote in the North. This 
was the Republican plank : 

** Resolved, That the wishes of North Idaho, in regard to annexation to Wash- 
ington Territory, should be faithfully and justly represented in Congress. It is 
a question of local importance with that section, and demands recognition and 
support in proportion to the unanimity of their expression on that subject.” 

This was the Democratic plank : 

Resolved, That we recognize the full weight, justice, importance, and final re- 
sult of the claim of our citizens of Northern idaho in their annexation views, 
and here in open convention, backed by an honest Democracy, we pledge toour 
northern neighbors a willingness and co-operation on our part to accede to 
their wishes on this proposition in a mutuality of feeling that shall bind us to- 
gether fraternally now and sow the seed of eternal friendship when the separa- 
tion may come, and we ask our northern friends to accept this pledge in the hon- 
esty of its intentions, and with the full assurance it is based upon the promise 
of a permanent resident political organization, and not the imported vibra- 
tions of homeless, faithless, wandering political mendicants. 


That is putting it pretty strong. They talk about this being 
‘trumped up” and ‘‘trying to dismember.’’ Again: 

Resolved, That the nominee of this convention pledge himself to support the 
principles herein promulgated. 

So Mr. Hailey went before the people upon such plank and pledge, and be- 
cause of such received the support of his party in the north and was elected. 
Here, then, the edict went forth from the whole people of the Territory that 
the north should be allowed to go. We say. therefore, that whatever opposi- 
tion there may be is but the nursings of rings—the traitorous machinations of 
a sordid crew. These unscrupulous tricksters have repeatedly falsified our 
sentiments and vilified our character, and with unbounded effrontery have ig- 
nored the wishes and solemn expressions of our section and the Territory at 
large. The people generally, true to their pledges, have stood nobly by us. 
During the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill for annexation 
passed both Houses, and failed to become a law only by the inaction of the 
President. 

During the pendency of that bill a diversion was attempted in favor of an- 
nexation to Montana.but it most signally failed, it being seen that the efforts 
of our friends in Congress were sustained by very extensive memorials from 
our people, and we have never failed at any opportunity to manifest our un- 
wavering demand for this great boon. Now, at this time, do we make this 
added appeal in all the strength of our manhood, in the sovereignty of our 
American citizenship, and plead that the voice of a wronged and oppressed 
people may once more be heard and finally and favorably answered, Our ene- 
mies have resorted to every method to defeat our wishes—sending false mes- 
sages, stealing our petitions, and traducing our character. 

Again in 1886 this question having been settled so far as the sentiment of the 
people is concerned, the parties settled back to the support of their respective 
candidates to a great extent; still there was enough connected with this ques- 
tion to make the north alive to its interests in this regard. For instance, Mr. 
Hailey had not appeared before us in the campaign to reaffirm his position, 
which caused many Democrats and Republicans both to doubt him, while Mr. 
Dvusors had pledged himself not to oppose our wishes on annexation to Wash- 
ington, thus gaining the support of those of both parties who doubted Mr. Hailey; 
still the distrust of Mr. Dusois, who had said that he could not advocate it, 
gave Mr. Hailey, who had advocated it in Congress, a majority in the north of 
530, Other forces had operated in the south, among them the Mormon ques- 
tion, sufficiently to give the election to Mr. Dupors. At that election the peo- 
ple of Nez Perces County had been invited to vote on the question, and the 
return showed 1,679 votes in favor and only 26 opposed. 

The reasons for desiring that North Idaho be annexed to Washington are: 

1. The union of North and South Idaho is and always has been disastrous 
to al) the material interests of the people of the northern section. Ifthe imag- 
inary line now constituting the western boundary of North Idaho were abro- 
gated, and this section restored to its original and natural position as a part of 
Washington, the value of the property of her citizens would be increased by 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. Immigration now stops within Washington 
Territory and crosses into Idaho with reluctance, because of the remoteness of 
her prospects for statehood. With agricultural resources unsurpassed, except 
in extent, the development of them is retarded beyond a present power of com- 
putation by reason of our isolated condition consequent upon a political con- 
nection with a section from which we are practically separated as from any 
State in the Union. To remain thus permanently separated from the basin of 
the Columbia, of which we are naturally a part, is and always will be absolutely 
ruinous to our prosperity. 

2. North and South Idaho are separated by natural boundaries. Between the 
two is a mountain range impassable except on horseback or on foot over rugged 
mountain trails in summer, and in winter except on snow-shoes. There has 
never been a wagon-road and never can be a practicable one. The Salmon 
River Mountains, which constitute this range, are at least 60 miles wide, extend- 
ing east and west across the entire Territory. 

3. The only route of travel between the two, by private or public convey- 
ance, except as before stated, is by a wide detour westward through Washing- 
ton Territory and the State of Oregon over the Blue Mountains, or northward 
through Washington and Montana. 

4. Our remoteness from and inaccessibility to the seat of the Territorial gov- 
ernment deprives us of all the protection a government should afford to every 
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section of its domai North Idaho, w omparative “ urea. ist} 
ent home of a large number of Indians 1 it th , a’A s 
Pend d’Oreilles, a part of Koote1 Ss, perm tly Spokangs 
through the northern portion thereof. There is no prospect of these t 
being removed therefrom. We are subject, therefore, in t future, as w ' 
been in the past, to sudde ind cruel savage outbreaks 

When the Indian war hb pon our pe W 
appealed to the g ‘ e have no s ~ 
for so long a distance, a m other s $s 


than from Boisé, our ¢« 

















ipted to aid us bya « x 

mand sent from So and most route ws . 
This command, un ushed f with 
utmost dispatch until it reached the ithern bs f the Saln rM t they 
ains, within 80 miles of our people ‘ 

It sought to makea wagon-road and cross this barrier, but w t — 
back before the difficulties of this mountain range. Althoug! es | t ( 
of the point where men, women, and children were being mas I S th Id 
less cruelty, this command was obliged to leave our people to their fate, and t ‘ - 


come to the rescue,if at all, by passing through Oregon and Washi: 
tance of not less than 600 miles. Governor Ferry, of Washington Territory 











at once to ouraid, and, though beyond the jurisdiction of his Territory ined us | of t c 
arms and munitions of war. 

Thus this savage warfare was stayed by aid from the Territory to whic 
ask to be annexed, and could naturally come nno other source We tak \ 
the b®oad ground that the south has no right to speak in this the "> ; 
selves wards of the Government, they have no right toask tl ort! i 
shall suffer a lifetime of obnoxious servitude that they may b Here l 





we are, practically a united people, telling you that our social, commercia i 
political welfare demands our attachment to Washu 
We claim this in accordance with the principles of popular sovere 
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stand in like position as did the district of Maine, which struggled f thirty ] 
years for her independence, which was accorced her upon a vote of five-ninths 
of her people; as did West Virginia, which came in a creature of circumstances 
Have we less rights than they? We came from those States, relinquishing for 
the time our status as sovereigns to develop the resources of this Western land 
for the benefit of ourselves and our Government. Has the Government no 1 
turn to make for this sacrifice ? 

W hat occurred in 1877 may occur at any time in the future. The Government 
in South Idaho can only draw revenue from ourtaxable property. It can afford 
no protection from impending danger. Between the two sections there can be 
no commercial intercourse. Neither has products which find a market in the 
other,and no transportation routes from either to the markets of the world | , 
passes through the other. The products have heretofore passed westward t , 
the Pacific, and will in the future take the same course, except such as may find 
eastern markets passing overthe Northern Pacific. No political or material in { 


terests of South Idaho will be affected by the annexation of North Idaho to 
Washington. 

Allher resources could be harmoniously developed by herself. Itis claimed 
those who oppose annexation that the severance of North Idaho would leave 
South Idaho subservient to Mormon rule, This plea is fallacious and designed 
simply to prejudice the minds of those not acquainted with the facts. That this 
is true we have only to point to the fact that this question has been settled bot 
by Congressional and legislative enactment in the disfranchisement of the po 
lygamists. It has been said that the annexation of North Idaho to Washington 
would make the proposed State of Washington unstately. 

An eminent statesman has said that the boundaries of States should be as 


God and nature designed them, and you may look all over this great nation | With the accompanying pape 
aud you will ever find that wherever practicable this principle has been ad to Examine into the 
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hered to. We presume that boundaries not conformable to this principle are print d 


not desirable. The boundaries of North Idaho as to all north of the Salmo 
River range are contrary to this principle and unnaturally sever usfrom Wa 








ington and unite us to Idaho. The |] 
The truth is that the present awkward shape of Idaho and the consequent Br 

fortunate condition of our boundaries are the result of political intrigue of MeESSare 

pirants for office. Its present boundaries, as far as North Idaho is concerned, with the 


were established without the knowledge and against the wishes of the peo; 
directly interested, and since their establishment our efforts to restore our s¢ 
tion of the Territory to its former state have been constantly adhered to. 

Were the present eastern boundary of Washington Territory at the crest of 
the Bitter Root Mountains, including North Idaho, and southward to the crest 
of the Salmon River range,as a southern boundary,the natural boundari« 


would be restored, and the entire Columbia River basin would be included 




















within the State of Washington. This would leave Idahoof a nearly rectang - 
Jar shape, with all sections easily accessible from its center,and with an area <« 
60,000 square miles; larger in extent than either Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia 
Lilinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska, New York, Pennsy 
vania,or Wisconsin. While the State of Washington would have an area abo 
90,000 square miles,smaller than Arizona, Wyomi Colorado, Montana, Da ! 
kota, New Mexico, Oregon, Nevada, and California. ! e 
It will be claimed that a divided sentiment exists among our people; that no wi 
inconsiderable part desire to go to Montana. We assert that while a few ind ae 
eated last winter such a disposition, even many of those now are convinced | ©)¢0 iv 
of the impracticability of that scheme, and now join in our petition for annex “ 
ation to Washington, and were the question now submitted to a vote would be ' 
carried overwhelmingly. There are petitions duly authenticated by affidav [ tras 
now on file before you,and which will speak for our cause; affidavits of the theft . series 
of memorials, and other data to which we urgently invite your most cand S 
concern. 
We would add more, but is it nec > The action of your honorable bod 
at the very last session in passing this measure would seem to render a furt ‘ 
discussion superfluous, and we submit our cause and pray for favorable act vs 
J. W. POE, ee 
J. M. HOWE, a 
I. N. MAXWELL, message 
A. LELAND, with the 
D. D. BUNNELL, or 
Nez Perces County, Id i Rela 
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I. B. COWEN, ynual re 
Shoshone County. 
L. P. BROWN, 
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W.S. M. WILLIAMS F 
T. W. GIRTON, 
Idaho County, Mr. ] 
Executive Com tlee as 
ered | 
Now, there is a history of the transaction. All that has been got Be it 
up since is in bad faith and in violation of the promises of twenty | and dire 
years. However vehemently it may be uttered, and however thor- | tee on I 
oughly it may be lobbied by the ambitious governor of Idaho Territory, | ?° cae 
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other w pending before Co 
j Or i prior to Dee 
) NDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. GRAY ymiitt an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the ndry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVI ESSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [M1 
I. DMUNDS] moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration 
of executive busines 

The motion was agreed t and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business. \fter fiiteen minutes spent In exec 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minut 
p- m.) the Senate adjourned unt 7, July 19, 188 
at 12 o’clock m 

NOMINATIONS. 
I cull yninations received by the Senate July 18, 1888. 


‘ITED STATES MINISTERS. 


Lambert Tree, of Llinois, now minister resident, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 


Robert B. Roosevelt, of New York, now minister resident, to be en 


traordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United State 
to the Netherland 


Rufus Magee, of Indiana, now minister resident, to be envoy extrao: 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Sweden and 
Norwa 

f rles L. Scott, of Alabama, now minister resident and consul-ge1 


eral, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of th 
United States to Venezuela 

John E. Bacon, of South Carolina, now chargé d’ affaires, to be min 
ister resident of the United States to Paraguay and Uruguay. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


iumuel irs, of ] » County, Nevada, to be agent for the hh 
dians of the Nevada Agency in Nevada, vice William D. C. Gib 
term expire d 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Frank Galbraith, of Albion, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 


at Neligh, Nebr., vice William B. Lambert, term expired. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Walter B. Tedford, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
geles and State of California, in the place of Granville Spur 
reon, resigned, 

Charles H. Riley, to be postmaster at Dedham, in the county of Not 
folk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Augustus F. Cum 
mings, resigned 

William A. Woodson, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county ot 
Lincoln and State of Missouri, in the place of George W. Mohr, whose 
commission expired July 5, 1888. 

John 8. Stuff, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county of Park 
and Territory of Montana, in the place of Joseph J. McBride, re- 
moved. 

Washington C. Denny, to be postmaster at High Point, in the county 
of Guilford and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a post 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi 
dent on and after April 1, 1888. 

Horatio L. Church, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William O. Black, whose 
commission expired March 26, 1888. 

Christian Hess, to be postmaster at Steelton, in the county of Dau- 
phin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of W. H. H. Sieg, re- 
moved. 

! withdraw the nomination which was sent to the Senate on the 9th 
of July, 1888, of Henry Mertz, to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the Stat 


of Texas, the office having been relegated to the fourth class, to take 
eflect July 1, 1888. 
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CON FIRMATIONS. 
Exvecut nominations confirmed by the Senate July 9, 1888. 
POSTMASTER. 


Fred W. Morse, to be postmaster at Montpelier, Washington County, 
Vermont. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Varnum M. Babcock, of Wagon Landing, Wisconsin, to be receiver 


of public moneys at St. Croix Falls, Wis. 
Executive nominations confirm d by the Senate July 18, 1888, 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Peter T. Knight, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for | 


the southern district of Florida. 


JULY 18, 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry M. Barlow, of Delaware, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Delaware, in the State of Delaware. 

James E. Otis, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles H. Loud, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Alonzo C. Allen, to be postmaster at Suffield, in the county of Hart- 
ford and State of Connecticut. 

Nehemiah Jennings, to be postinaster at Southport, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Fredrick Swain, to be postmaster at Washburn, in the county of Bay- 
field and State of Wisconsin. 

John R. Mathews, to be postmaster at Menomonee, in the county of 
Dunn and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles F. Kalk, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

Benjamin 8. Thompson, to be postmaster at Hinton, in the county 
of Summers and State of West Virginia. 

William C. Weaver, to be postmaster at Front Royal, in the county 
of Warren and State of Virginia. 

James Stratton, to be postmaster at Auburndale, in the county of 
Lueas and State of Ohio. 

Wesley A. Savage, to be postmaster at Paulding, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio. 

William W. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Port Clinton, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Ohio. 

Martin Walrath, jr., to be postmaster at St. Johnsville,.in the 
county of Montgomery and State of New York. 

Walter E. Northrup, to be postmaster at Oneida, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York. 

James 8. Logan, to be postmaster at Port Chester, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

William B. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York. 

Eugene R. Savage, to be postmaster at Mancelona, in the county of 
Antrim and State of Michigan. 

Cornelius Cronin, to be postmaster at Kalkaska, in the coun 
Kalkaska and State of Michigan. 

Patrick H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Worthington, in the county 
of Greene and State of Indiana. 


Hendricks and State of Indiana. 

William Swint, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of War- 
wick and State of Indiana. 

Drake H. Vancil, to be postmaster at Cobden, in the county of Union 
and State of Illinois. 

William Marshall, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
Fulton and State of linois. 

John W.Spaight, to be postmaster at Fishkill-on-the-Hudson, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Franklin Swift, to be postmaster at Silver Creek, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Caspar Horwickholst, to be postmaster at Hays City, in the county 


| of Ellis and State of Kansas. 


Levin Perry, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of Marion 
and State of Texas. 

Henry Mertz, to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of Uvalde 
and State of Texas. 

Charles R. Haynie, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of 
Bastrop and State of Texas. 

Alexander Elson, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Missouri. 

William A. Hall, to be postmaster at Phenix, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Washington C. Coulson, of Indiana, to be captain in 
the revenue service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. John C. Cantwell, of North Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. James B. Butt, of Pennsylvania, to be a first lieuten- 
ant in the revenue service of the United States 

Eugene Vallat, jr., of Michigan, to be a second assistant engineer in 
the revenue service of the United States. 

Preston H. Uberroth, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieutenant in 
the revenue service of the United States. 

Frank L. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States. 

Staley M. Landrey, of Indiana, to bea third lieutenant in the reve- 
nue service of the United States. 

William V. E. Jacobs, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States. 

Godfrey L. Carden, of Illinois, to be a third lieutenant in the reve- 
nue service of the United States. 
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the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
Rt. 7595) for the erection of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, 
Mich., and that the bill be now considered in the House. 

fhe bill ud = 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. COBB I would Jike to hear the report read 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is there objection made to this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. The gentleman from Alabama demands the 


reading of the report, and that would take too long at this time. 

Mr. BURROWS, Ido not think my friend from Alabama will insist 
upon the reading of the report. The rec 
114aZ00 are over $40,000 annually. 

Mr. COBB, I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, why the Committee 
of the Whole is to be discharged from the consideration of bills of this 
kind and they are to be put through here in this expeditious manner. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
objected, and the matter is not before the House 


ipts from the office at Kala- 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON CONTRACT LABOR, ETC. 

Mr. FORD. Iask unanimous consent to offer the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to have it considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

I'he Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That the select committee to inquire into the importation of con 
tract laborers, convicts, and paupers be, and they are hereby, authorized to em- 
ploy such additional messengers and other assistants as may, in the judgment 
of said committee, be deemed necessary; and that the sum of - thousand 
dollars, or s0 much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses of said 
comniittee shall be immediately available and payable out of the contingent 
fund of the House on the order of the chairman and one member of said com- 
mittee, in sums not exceeding $),000 at one time; and all vouchers for any such 
expenditure shall be likewise certified to by the chairman and one member of 
the cominittee; and said committee may report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
thi¢ resolution ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

FORD. Iask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
withdraw that demand, so that I may introduce this resoultion for ref- 
erence. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I object, for the reason 
that an investigation that goes no further than the investigation of con- 
tract labor will amount to nothing. This has been done over and over. 
‘There are other classes of immigration that should be embraced in any 
investigation that is undertaken by this House, and unless this is pro- 





TAYLOR. I object. 


AY 
Mir. 


posed in some eflicient way I am opposed to incurring the expense of 


a committee. 

Mr. FORD. 
ferred ? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
on Military Affairs. 
Mr. FORD. Iask unanimous consent that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Does the gentleman object to the resolution being re- 
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JULY 18, 


the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 


| the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


GOFF A. HALL, 
Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2092) for the relief of Goff A. Hall; 
which was reterred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the ordered to be 


printed. 


accompanying report, 


MRS. SARAH H. 

Mr. WILKINSON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 

back favorably the bill (S. 1257) for the relief of Sarah H. Wood; which 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WoopD. 


A. M. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

ported a bill (H. R. 10885) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 

House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH DABBS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUNNELL, from the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5557) for the relief of 

Elijah W. Dabbs, Mariano G. Samaniego, and H. C. Hooker; which 


WOODRUFF. 


Ww. 


| was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
| endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN 8S. LUFF. 

Mr. BUNNELL also, from the Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7544) for the relief of 
John S. Luff; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


CAPITAL, NORTH O STREET, ETC., RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10758) to amend the char- 
ter of the Capital, North O Street and South Washington Railway Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM W. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10886) for the relief of William W. Anderson; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


ANDERSON. 


| ordered to be printed. 


‘ ° . “ ‘ | 
I object to its reference to the Commit- 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced | 


that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjust- 


ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under | 


the eight-hour law; in which the concurrence of the House 


quested. 


was re- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
der is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour for 
the call of committees be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILis]? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall object unless some arrangement is made 
by which reports can be filed with the Clerk. 

Mr. MILLS. I have always included that in the request, and I do 
Ss0 DOW. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILts] asks 
unanimous consent that the morning hour be dispensed with, and that 
gentlemen having reports to make may have leave to file them with 
the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk: 
GEORGE MAXWELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of George 
Maxwell, F. C. Bulkley, and H. L. Newman; which was referred to 


GRAVE COL. JOHN SEVIER. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8098) to prescive the grave of 
Col. John Sevier, and erect a monument over the same; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Or 


WILLIAM C. ARMSTRONG, 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9681) to amend the muster-rolls of Company 
B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place thereon 
the name of William C. Armstrong, late a private in said company; 


| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


The regular or- | 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also announced that bills of the following titles, having been 
presented to the President July 5, 1888, and not having been returned 
by him to the House in which they originated within the ten days 
prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws without his approval: 


An act (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 


An act (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 
An act (H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 


An act (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 

An act (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; and 

An act (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consic- 
eration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follow r cent. dut ' 
A} H. R. 9051) to red taxat und sir t t t t ) t ( 


collection of the revenue \ ERT) 


The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the Committee of t M -ACEY. 1 


W bole will now return to such portions of this bill as have been passe 

















‘informally during its consideration. Che first paragraph is t t NI \ tha t f 1 t i 
beginning of the | In rd to the date at which the b 
e:lect aT > \ ‘ 
MILL I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ J 
ing ** October ; ‘I inl > W ’ t 
Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the amendment b t ry out | try W here is 
October’’ and inserting ‘‘ January, 1889.’’ M LAGI [ 
Che ar 1 ntof Mr. ADAMS to the amendment of Mr. Mi y ! 
rejected. M t-EED 
adhe question recurring on the amend it of Mr. Mr If was f tion 
agreed to. M LACEY Ld ineto stat it 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amendment to y to take 
the amendment already adopted on motion of the gentleman from M Mr. ] ) } 
sachusetts [Mr. RussELL]. The amendment, as adopted, reads: ‘‘Ali ! try? I leav to t 
zarine, natural or artificial, and other dyes or colors produced from \ ( vho sits in f | 
anthracine.’’ I move to amend by striking out in that amendment The CHAIRMA? l 
ill after the word ‘‘artificial;’’ so as to read: ‘‘Alizarine, natural or | of the gentleman from New Yor 
artificial. endme! as adoptec 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York [| Mr. TRACE’ Mr. TRACES I want to « 
asks unanimous consent to submit the amendment which has been nt ime line of dutie 
stated. Is there objection ? [he Chair hears none. | CHAIRMA) I c 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to state to my colleague [Mr. TRACE’ of obje 
that under the present law alizarine, natural or artificial, is on the e ¢ read 
free-list, so that if he allows those words to stand in the bill they are Af 
simply a repetition of the existing law. Why not make the motion t Mr. BAYNI We have not t « to that } 
strike out the whole amendment as already adopted? That would | The CHAIRMA I ) 
2 proper motion Mr. TRACEY It = é ! 3 t a 
Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman is correct in hissuggestion. I mov nted 
to strike out the entire amendment. N BAYNI Oh i } 
Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘That is correct. We are then in line with the D. Ido not t t ime! 
law. ] e th 
Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to hear from the gentleman from ! 
York [Mr. TRACEY] the reasons for this amendment. e CHAIRMAN Is t ‘ i to 
Mr. TRACEY. ‘The reason is that if we permit the other colors pro 
duced from anthracine to come in free, five colors now on the dutiabl Mr. WARNER. I have no obje 
list will be placed on the free-list; and this interferes with the entir st that this amendment like t t he { ‘ ol 
arrangement of the law. tes in his district. 
Mr. REED lHiow does it interfere with the arrangement of the law Mr. TRACEY. Primu , M Ch: ] dye that « n 
I hope the gentleman will explain the effect of the amendment the same as the aniline dys | t p t 1 ‘ ya of 
Mr. TRACEY. There are five colors produced from anthracine | 35 percent. Putting it on fre st would ¢ t 
which would be placed on the free-list if the amendment, as already | to bring in this dye and n ¢ i I ) 
adopted, should become the law. nterfere with the production of dye in t count 
Mr. REED. And that would be for the benefit of the consumers. there is no reason that f 
Mr. TRACEY. Perhaps it would be; but it would be inconsistent liline dy¢ 
with the present law. lteferring to the remarks of th entle ro \f VI 
Mr. REED. The whole bill is inconsistent with the present law I desire to state that the 
Mr. TRACEY. I am not going to enter into a discussion about t to change the bill for ot 1 x 
that. I presume that my present amendment, which puts on the du- | tr But, Mr. Chairman, I do not deem it i er for t 
tiable-list five colors which otherwise under this bill would be on the | mittee to bearin mind the interests and wishes of vote GI 
free-list, is in accord with what the gentleman from Maine would di re being made on the part of opponents of tl to alarm t 
sire. » labor, and many untruthful statements at eing 
Mr. REED. What is the reason for making a distinction in favor o b ve, however, that when this bill has been c¢ eted l 
these and not of others? efore the country the workingmen will appreciate the thou 
Mr. TRACEY. There is no distinction being made. Alizarine is at framers of it have taken in guarding proper interests of Ca 


present on the free-list. Now, if you bring in anthracine and its colo: and labor, and if votes be gained to the Der 
you increase the free-list. because they have 1 ist t I 

Mr. REED. Is that what you want to do, or not? e country people will study this bill and read t irgumi 

Mr. TRACEY. Ido not want to do it in this ease. v and againstit. What we want is an examinat of it 

Mr. REED. Why notin this case? It is one of the ‘‘raw mat: mn with the existing law. 
rials’’ of manufacture, is it not ? [t will be found that the case I have cited of injury having bee 

Mr. TRACEY. Anthracine? industry by the tariff made by a Republican Cong in 1883 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. n olated one. 

Mr. TRACEY. No; it is not a raw material. Che workingmen will discover that with increased work and mat 

Mr. REED. In what does it differ from raw material ? s cheapened their employers should be ready to pay more liberal 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a raw material in the marufacture of textile | wages when the entire cost of the article produced is lessened. 11 
fabrics. will learn that while trusts now exist, some of them having not! to 

Mr. REED. I want to get at the difference between these and other | do with the tariff, the yet unborn trusts that must follow prol 
colors—the difference which constitutes a reason why these should be | duties will make the monopolist absolutely independent of th: 
dutiable and the others not. ind that with a conservative tariff this can not take place 

Mr. TRACEY. The difference, Mr. Chairman, is this: All dye colo: The cry of our forming a bill to catch votes will do us no injur It 
are dutiable, but coal-tar products are the raw material from whic! rave me great pleasure, although not affecting my district, to urge the 
the dyes are made; and this bill has put thosecoal-tar products on the | Committee on Ways and Means to continue duties on lime, cement 
free-list, so that the manufacturer of these dyes in this country wil! nd other articles. It is tothe credit of the gentleman from Texas 
be able to produce them without paying a duty on the raw material. Mr. MILis] and his associates, that they seek to avoid such mist: 
In the tariff bill of 1883 the duties on coal-tar dyes were decreased, but | as occurred when the 1583 tariff was forced through the House in a 
the coal-tar product, the raw material, was left with a duty of 20 per | shameful manner. 
cent. Now, in the State in which I live and the district I represent I am anxious for the passage of this bill, because it will be a benefit to 
there was a large aniline company carrying on business which was en- | the country with its free wool, free unmanufactured lumber, ete.; but 
tirely destroyed by reason of the injudicious change in the bill which | if the Senate in its examination should discover mistakes, « 
took the duties off of the manufactured article and left it on the raw | can be made in conference. It would be a benefit to this country to 





material. The Mills bill wisely takes it from the coal-tar product, the | increase the export trade, and this bill has that in 











































































































Mr. Gladst ls, England, in 1881 I quote froma 
ait il 
\ vi 

i i! , 

We 1 that Ame A is] . 1 rse of pro 
f i ot syst } i we i that 1 ler 
the eller « i system of that kind the ri oftr sis che 

! Lé ‘ lained V ‘ wi é lo i I rai ina 
ke i ssess t en that ti 4 rica has be 1 too 
I n ur t ‘ ive cr try 

Have the manufacturers of America gone fort | possessed 

liow do the , uint e quarters of t vo vhicl i 
eneral { of prot > Gent en, t 
< a, te ‘ A i i tothe whole « Austr ’ which r the 
I ire « de this I fairly be descr nther ghasy] 
Lo et vi e wer t America without fear or favor 
on by ort ot the exports of the United States of 1 u 
{ ed go a of t i s amount to £4,751,000, while the ex; ts to 
t wn arte i é Kingdom were £78,140,000, : 
( emen, the fa s: America is a young country, with enormous \ 
t or t ! She has committed—I say it, I hope, not 
‘ ¢ i ‘ rong and cordial sympathy, but with much 
re she < imittin errors of which we set her an example. But from 
t ‘ rmous resou { ! 1¢ market, the development of which inter- 
y is not 1 pro ion, sl s able to commit those errors with less 
i c ne € r people t 1 we experienced when we committed 

the and t é ) i r ne American resources within cast 
re entire ! t 1e | char ter of the export « I I - 
at r murke of t world > 8 * § wee y this, tha - 

Al ad ) I e4 system your commercial prima 

ri Nothing the w i< wre it from ou wi An ca ¢ i 
to f ‘ é vn st 1 ar rd h the fette re ul is con- 
ik »cO Ww i I ire i in neutral markets, 

his quotation appears to me to give food for earnest reflecti \ 
Visi to t Ho n ht suppose that the gentlemen who are con 
stantly abi 1 the Mills bill and any idea of tariff reform were sent 
here to speak tor labor alone. I believe that I can truthfully say th: 
lal ng people my district are most friendly to me, and I would 
vote for no bill that would injure them. I am glad to be able to 
Pr in the RECORD two 1 t interesting interviews with gentlemen 
to whom alone will I yield a right greater than my privilege of speak- 
line r labo interest 
LA s J ES EPRESENTATIVE WORKINGMEN FAVOR TARIFF REFO 

d ! Y—VIEWS OF THE TWO KNIGH ‘ I R 
i rRAL FORWARD WORDS TO LABO 
Correspondence of the Argus 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 15, 188 

Oo ize vo representatives on the floor of the House of Repre- 
f t ves i the ste support which these men give the bill to reduce tariff 
t i Mills bill, has already convinced many Republican Con- 
Pig en th atte t to up a Ww c<ingmen’s scare,’’ as they cal! it 
a themse] ‘ b These two labor representatives are Con- 
re men Il RY Sui _ th Wisconsin district, and Congressman 
§ Ld. Hi I t inia district. 

MI t t ‘ ,and is a carpenter and millwright by 
trad He mimon-s | education and plenty of common sens« i 
du y, and i \ 1 men id facts, worth more than a college edu- 
cat He ister workman of the Knights of Labor of Wisconsin, 
ane ure at he has several times been chosen to1 
3 e | ‘ I a member of the Milwaukee com: mn 
a ar t) WV ns . Iie was elected to Congre 
< lidate of t Lat j ¥, po z 15,355 votes, against 9,645 for the Repub- 
l min und 8 }for the Democratic nominee. 

\ ‘ tion the district had elected a Republican bv a vote of 
l l t Dem« ut Congressman SMITH sits on the Republican 

‘ ‘ of I entatives. Congressman HOPKINS was a carpenter 

! me ‘ tsaddiery. He is forty-five years old, and for several 
vear t one the most influential members of the Knights of Labor in 
\ lle is and always has been a Democrat, but was elected to Congress 
as ' of the hts of Labor by a vote of 9,470 to 9,020 over the reg- 

n inee At the previous election the district gave 3,600 

Democratic majority. Congressman Hopxrns is influential, not only 

amo the or organizations of his own State, but is known to labor organ- 
iZ 1 t) ‘ suntrs 

re lent ol ed an introduction toand then secured inter- 

views with the twe 1ized labor in the Fiflieth Congress 

on the tar duet Both have spoken in the House in support of sepa- 

rate if of t bill, but the general views on the measure, as it relates to 

labor dem yn are of interest throughout the country. Theinterviews 

fe 
REDUCE THE TAXES ON LABORING MEN, 

Congressman SmirH, when asked his views on tariff legislation and the Mills 
bill, said opinions on this matter are the result of careful, conscientious, 
and, I hope, intelligent study of what are the needs of the country and espe- 
cially of laboring men,who make up the country’s strength. Thetariffis a tax 
and no an of t i in Congress or in the newspapers or anywhere else 
can make it m to be anything else. The people of this country can not be 





made happy or pre us by taxing them, and until the last few years any one 








SIM 
who maintained that this could be done would be laughed at. As the tarilffis a 
tax it should be levied on luxuries and thus the tax put on those who can best 
afford to pay ti taxes, 

rhatisthe true way to reform the present tariff. The Mills bill, as it is called 
is a moderate effort to reduce taxes on the necessaries of life and I shall vote, 
if | have a chance, to go even further, and shall support all measures to lighten 
the load of taxeson the shoulders of labor, which is both the producing and the 
ce ning element of our population. I shall vote for free coal and free sugar 
as I have already voted for free lumber. Tariff taxation, to my way of thin 


nd men who work for wages and have thought about it, 











ing, is not a blessin 
asl} Ws! $ same conclusion, 
“Titik TWIN MONOPOLIES. 
fT t the only obstacle the producing element—by which, of 
I mea thor isto contend against in thiscountry. Imay say, in pass- 
ut the oft ortation and the absorption of our public lands by 
ag ate en or domestic, is of as great importance to labor as 
the tariff, and pe sof greater importance Excessive railroad freights and 
discrimina n rges weigh down upon American labor as heavily as 
tariff tax: 
“a g rast iy th the railroads of the country were put in the 
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: mndition ou v d nat il v ‘ t vy we not « 
tr ‘ by corpora b lto. ce trail pas ’ nt it stagger 
1 I American labor would need no ts t i 
Ww < it home. but « pete \ ht \ ‘ I rhis is an ext 
Pp amoment's flection will show 3 ssive railroad char 
are obstacle in the way of American production ¥ ch do much to hamper 
its development The profit to be made in ra ds one? son f the de - 
de of our merchant ma When men m nm I vy out of transpore 
tat npan on 8 Amer is than th r 1 ships on the 
n, of « se they ttl é I This pre em 
3 t< t vor, t i mn 
PUBLIC LANDS 3} I SEI 
of} lan nt ’ vi by for- 
rpora 18 is a matter of gre ce who have urt the 
of labor, not al it rt futu i s ul ' 
I e reser i I ial settler [ u t t f ‘ 
are importa But t t tot t 
. 3 I ' 
Ib ve allt ne . of | ild be i s possible tog} 
‘ er by reduced taxation. It I thata tariff w 
reduce the v es of either skilled or nsk ea 
The cry that wages wil! be reduced is start is of capital for 
their own Ifish purposes, and thisis s am surprised me i should 
not clearly see the fact Ihave no Bla pskin asa certificate to 
my seat in Congress, Iam here becaus pt my district thought 
I would fairly represent them and would care for their interests , 
I have worked in the shop,and when eloquent lawyers tell me tl in sup- 
porting a re tion of tarill taxes uj i the people i am vot to reduce v é 
i say I know better. I rw thatt em of men this cou 1 
der the pres tsystem w »dor ths’ steady « | t out 
a ye 
a yw that trusts and « tions, f ito restrict production and « 
a shut do it r shops and throw 1 out of employn t i 
s it exists is the cause. I have neve ud any doubt on this 
nvestigation of trusts by the Cor mm Manufactures. of vy 
r, has fortified my convicti ry f th mon 
we have obtained shows that the tariff is an incentive tot { of 
trusts and combinations of capital, and has been so used for 4 s. com 
bination of tariff * protection,’ as they call it, and 1 1d mon vy leads to 
trusts Phe tai 1ilroad monopoly may | ne’ for trus but 
rt or oe <d’ every tin My 1 C« 3 ¢ ; 
I 1 nal belie is matter every day 
“*“THE TARIFF BREAKS DOWN SMALL SHOPS 
I re is another matter not often spoken of in d t it 
well worth the study of our people. The tariff no st 
lso tends to create big shops and factories and to crow‘ ) t 
shops, This tendency is rapidly doing away with gor especia 
int industries which they call ‘ protected.’ In the emp! 
becomes familiar with different branches of the w« 3 a 1 
thatknowledge which will enable him in time by industry and econor tos 
up in business for himself if he wishes 
** He becomes notonly educated in histrade, ! ‘ 
and more independent citizen. Wherever he 
ment be he knows his whole busine t 
prudent » right kind of « zen for this cor } 
into a bi ry, the foreman puts him at one machine, doing only one k 


id he 
































of work can bend over that machine u | he is gray, never mal 
any progress, and should he lose that place or move awa he is trained f. no 
wo! can do none until he findsa vacant pla ut the same machine in son 
ot € iblishment. He is the slave of his 1 chine. You will realize h 
th we have now is creat r big est ishm at the expense of smaller 
< \\ 1 you it the tres and find that against about 270.000 manu 
facturing establishments in 1870 we now have 1 i ,000, although tl 
number of employés has increased by a million, 
“AMERICAN AND FOREIGN I 
I take up the gaunlet thrown down by Congressman W. D ELLEY. and ] 

ela that a Chinese wall about this country 1s unnatural. That nation ¢ 
richest, happiest, and most prosperous which has intercourse with its ne yrs 
In the Bible you will find it said that Israel was most prospero under K 
Solomon, and then ‘ittraded with all the nations.’ My experience with wo 
ing n is that we have no such hatred against our fellow laborers in o 
countries as is now sought to be created and stirred u 

“We commiserate the condition of workingmen in other lands and attribut: 
to class legislation for the benefit of the rich and against the po We see t 





same tendency in this country, not only in the high tariff, but in oad n 
nopoly and other matters I have spoken of, and we should be the fi und n 
active in preventing such legislation hereafter, and removing it where it exi 


The success of the trusts in defeating a reduction of taxes now would proba! 
lead them to make still further demands for legislation for their benefit against 
the country’s good. 
“THE POOR PAY THE TAXES 

“After all, the weight of taxation falls on the man at the plow-handle and 
the shop. The first duty of legislation is to make their burdens as light 
possihJe. Ifthe farmer fares well all the country prospers, and more especially , 
does labor in the cities. If the farmer is robbed labor lags and is stagnant in 
all the walks of life.” 

CONGRESSMAN SAMUEL J, HOPKINS’S VIEWS. 

Congressman Hopkins said on the subject of the tariff-reform bill: 

‘*My support of tariff reduction and of the bill before Congress is based on 
the firm conviction that the tariff is a tax upon laboring men, who are the real 
wealth-producers ofthe country. Underthe present tariff the wealth-producers, 
the men whose hard labor takes material and works it up into manufactured 
products, get little or no advantage, and so far as labor is concerned the word 
‘protection’ is falsely used, Here and there the tariff as it stands may, per 
haps, develop some industries, but it does not increase wages by one dollar, and 
any one who honestly investigates the subject, as my duty as a member of Co 
gress has led me to do, must reach that conclusion. 

‘““WAGES AND TRU: 

“The charge that the Mills bill will reduce wages is pure] 
on the Republican side, and is inspired by the great organizations of cay 
which we call trusts. Iam more moderate in my belief than many, and I do 
not charge that the present tariff, which we wish to reform in the interests of 
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labor, was framed for the express purpose of creating and protecting trusts S 
Those who framed it may have had other and good motives, but I bave no hes ! 
itation in saying that the present tariff now and for several years past has en- ; 
couraged and protected these trusts, 

‘The trusts and combinations of capital have been quiek to seize the many 
opportunities the tariff has offered them, and they raise the false cr} 1 
lower wages to draw attention, and especially the attention of laboring men, } 
away from themselves and their reaching out after greater gains and greater . 
power. We all recognize that it is not the employment, wages, or welfare of é 





ver cent., or ¢ 
re is no class of peo] le ir 


: levied upon cott 
, the T 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chair 2 
volved in the pending item of the bill and the amendment p 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ] 
require any extended elaboration at my hands. 

Within recent memory cotton was baled and } 
the progress of other industries, as well as under ‘ ! 
hemp and flax industries, it was found that cotton ties could be ma 
of iron and used at a less cost than rope, and this discovery led to thei 
s the imports of tl 

he ] 1 ; 


specifically mentior 
and was allowed to « 
which was a rate, of course, much less than the hi 


which the cotton-tie was made. 


nter 


On 
} 


The Forty-seventh Congress, which was Repub! 
after an examination and discussion of tl 
by name for the first t ] T 
(35 per cent.) which 
the Treasury. 
The Republican party, when ch: 
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. ° | 
should come in free while hoop-iron should be protected 1 cent a pound | 


and 1.1 cents a pound. To me a good reason does not exist in the state- 
ment made by gentlemen here that in the Forty-seventh Congress the 
Republican party failed to correct this inequality. I admit, Mr. Chair- 


man, that in some cases the Republican party has failed to do to the | 


full extent what might have been done, but I do not recognize that as 
a good reason why a greater inequality should be made to exist. I find 
that our friends on the other side of the Chamber, while they continue, 
apparently with great earnestness, to condemn the action of the Repub- 
lican party, seem perfectly content if they can find in any matter under 
consideration that the Republican party at one time did what they pro- 
pose to do, or that some leading Republican has at some time said some- 
thing in its favor. 


statement that the Republican party has at some time failed to do al! 
that Republicans said they would like to do. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish somebody to tell me what reason there 


is that cotton-ties should be on the free-list while hoop-iron is taxed | 


It is said that the cotton-ties are all 
They were not imported until this ruling of the Depart- 
ment. They were made in this country; they were made in my vi- 
cinity. Hoop-iron is made there now. The importation of cotton- 
ties free will injure still further that large industry, which is already 
crippled by the present law. I wish some reason could be given why 
cotton-ties should be on the free-list and hoop-iron not. ‘The reason 
has not yet been given. I would like to amend this provision by put- 
ting cotton-ties upon an equality with hoop-iron and including both 
in the tariff schedule at 1 cent per pound. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Ohio will be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Inorder that cotton-ties and hoop-iron may be 
put on an equality, how would it do to let hoop-iron come in free ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If I were in the position of the gentleman 
I would certainly say that would be the best way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If you will offer that proposition, we will vote 
for it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I can not support that proposition unless 
you can convince me that on this subject, as you claim to be the case 
on wool, the more tariff you take off the better the price of the domes- 
tie article. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., 
vineed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido not think the gentleman can convince 
himself or any of his constituents. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the pro forma amendment. The inquiry 
of the gentleman from Ohio ought to be suggestive, it seems to me, to 
every Democrat representing a district outside of the cotton region of 
this country. How the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and 
other gentlemen from Northern districts, Democratic districts, can afford 
to vote in favor of making hoop-iron, when thinner than 20 wire gauge, 
pay a duty of 1.1 cents a pound if imported by their constituents, and 
can at the same time vote in favor of that identical hoop-iron going to 
the cotton planter of the South entirely free of duty, is a mystery to 
me, unless cotton is again ‘‘king,’’ and unless the Northern Democracy 
is being dominated by ‘‘ King Cotton,’’ as it was before the war. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
suggestion ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want to suggest that upon articles 
which, having previously been imported, are exported, the law in a 
great many cases allofys a drawback equal to the amount of the original 
duty. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Now, two-thirds of these cotton-ties are 
exported, and no drawback is allowed. Is not that a reason why they 
should come in free at the outset? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. 

The gentleman speuks of two-thirds of the cotton-ties being exported. 
The other third of these ties goes to the consumers at Providence, R. I., 
and other places, who pay at the rate of 10 cents a pound, or whatever 
rate may be paid for the cotton; and they get no drawback. This il- 
lustrates the effect of the Mills billallthe way through. You discrim- 
inate against the American in favor of the foreigner. You discriminate 
against the American manufacturer in this country when you compel 
him to pay that duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem; and he gets no draw- 
back. Throughout this whole bill there is a discrimination against 
American interests and in favor of foreign interests. 

The following proposition from the address of the Amalgamated As- 


1 cent and a fraction per pound. 
imported. 


Iam afraid the gentleman would not be con- 


sociation of Iron and Steel Workers succintly explains the question of 


cotton ties: 


Third. The importation of cotton-ties, hoops, bands, and scrolls of iron and 
steel was in the neighborhood of 19,800 tons. This amount would have given 
employment to 250 men per day, at 300 days per year, 

Tho cotton-ties especially have given cause to considerable trouble among 
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the men employed in mills making a specialty of cotton-ties. Because of the 
ad valorem rate of 35 per cent. we have almost every year to contend with a 
reduction in the price per ton of the imported article that caused prices to be es- 
tablished here from which the American manufacturer and workingman suf 
fered alike, The Mills bill provides that cotton-ties be placed on the free-list. 
We positively object, as such action will deprive our workmen of the oppor- 
tunity of making the limited amount of cotton-ties they now make. and in addi- 
tion, it will very materially injure our hoop-iron trade. When cotton-ties were 
admitted under a specific duty, the unit of value was a fraction over 2 cents per 
pound, Since the introduction of the ad valorem rate, the unit of value has de- 
clined every year, until now it is ].2 cents per pound. 


As to the production of cotton-ties in this country there is a mill in 
my district that produces large quantities of them—not so large as were 
produced some yearsago. With the 35 percent. duty placed on cotton- 


mn ; ; | ties by the present law there is a considerable manulacture in this coun- 
rhey seem to feel that that is a shield which can | : 


not be penetrated, and that they are not required to go beyond the | 


try. The manufacturers do not want this slight protection stricken 
down, and it seems to me that gentlemen who represent the cotton in- 
dustries and the cotton planters of the South, when they come to look 
at the interests represented by their colleagues and political associates 
from the Northern States and from the West, representing farmers who 
need hoop-iron to bind their hay, and for other purposes, should not 
make a discrimination of this sort. If there were a provision in the 
Constitution which forbade taxes being levied in sucha way as to effect 


| adiscrimination, this would be unconstitutional; but theSupreme Court 


having decided that the adjustment of tariff laws with a view to pro- 
tection is as much an element of those laws as the raising of revenue, 
this matter of discrimination must be left to the discretion of Congress. 
But itseems to me that gentlemen who represent these Northern States, 
and who vote against the farmers 

Mr. BLAND. If the farmers could take advantage of the constitu- 
tional question they would remedy a great many discriminations 





| against them in the tariff. 


Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman of silver fame [Mr. BLAND] will vote 
for a duty of 1.1 cents per pound upon cotton-ties which his people 
in the West consume in the baling of hay, and he will vote for free 
cotton-ties to the gentlemen who live down South. That is the way 
the gentleman serves his constituents. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman would not vote for this bill if it had 
free ties and free hoop-iron in it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would not take an unfair advantage of any class of 
the people. I would not give to one class and withhold from another 
an advantage at the behest of the majority of a party, in the control 
of which king cotton is again asserting himself-and again making 
Northern ‘‘doughfaces.’? You will find the coming fall when the vote 
is taken the people of the West will remember these things. They are 
going to say that the South shall not again sit in the saddle and domi- 
nate the Northern States and control legislation in the interest of the 
South as against the North. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the gentleman from Pennsylvania be can- 
did and frank for one moment. Let him answer the question plainly 
which I put to him. 

Mr. BAYNE. What is your question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is the gentleman willing to vote to put upon 
the free-list hoop-iron used as binders in baling the hay raised by the 
farmers of the country ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No; Iam not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not suppose you were. It is therefore a 
mere pretext on the part of the gentleman in what he says to prejudice 
this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why did you not offer an amendment to accomplish 
that purpose and not take my time with any such question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This illustrates the position of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. In his district there is a manulactory of hoop- 
iron and cotton-ties, and he wants to impose a tax on every farmer in 
the South and West. In behalf of that manufactory he wants to keep 
up a high tariff on cotton-ties and hoop-iron for baling hay to benefit 
the men in his district who are engaged in that business. That is the 
kind of legislation Republicans are trying to force on the country in 
behalf of the protected classes. That legislation is against the interest 
of the many and in the interest of the few. It is in the interest or 
monopolies. The gentlemen on the other side of the House desire to 
keep up these monopolies and to tax the farmers of the South and 
throughout the country upon cotton-ties and hoop-iron which they use 
in baling their cotton, hay, and other products. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When I put the question to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether he was willing, in the interest of his own 
farmers, to give them hoop-iron free of duty in order to bind their 
hay, he tells me flatly and plainly he will not. He protects the men 
engaged in the manufacture of hoop-iron in his district as it does those 
who manufacture cotton-ties, and he does it against the men who earn 
their bread by the sweat of their brow. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Why did not the gentleman offer a proposition pro- 
posing an amendment to the bill preventing a discrimination against 
those farmers of his district who use hoop-iron? Why did he allow 
his constituents to be discriminated against in that regard? That is, 


that those who consume this hoop-iron in baling their products to pay 
1.1 cents higher duty than on cotton-ties? 











TOWNSHENI 
it could be amen led 


Mr. BAYNE Why did not you offer an amendment to d 


with that unjust discrimination in the bill in favor of the cott 

of the South and avainst hoop m used by vour « tit 
Mr. TOWNSHEND In the Forty venth Congress a 

pared by a Republican Congress of this House and b 

forced u them Chat bill was fashioned 1 framed \ 

lican caucus by tl of the Repub! 1 par this H 

I 

Judge KELLEY Chis bill was not prepared in Demo 

It was prepared in the committee in the serv House 

ized to prepare this bill. It was prepared in the Committee on Wa 

Means, and I had no such opportunity to amend that the gentl 

the other side had in the bill prepared by the Republican cau 


had no such opportunity as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


the Republicans on the other side of the House in the Forty-seve 





Congress. That bill then reported to the Republican House pres¢ 
mere Republican caucus action, and it was put through at that 
under the whip and spur, under the lash of caucus demand and d 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinoi Now answer the question of tl 
tleman from Pennsylvania 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 


Mr. BAYNE In addition to the proposition of the Amalgamated 








Association of Iron and Steel Workers, I wish to incorporate \ 
of my remarks the following, published in the Philadelphia Press 
the London Times 
FOR FREE TRADE IN FACT AND THEORY—THE LEADING NEWSPAPER OF 
BRITAIN EXPRESSES THE UNANIMOUS ENGLISH OPINION OF CLEVELAN 
Editori i London Ti of Julw 6. 1888 

Though the President's celebrated message to Congress sl ed his 
tions beyond the possibility of mistake, the St. Louis convention, it will 
membered, did not bring tariff reform very prominently forward 
thought to be delicate ground, and the managers had ypes thatthe Demo 
platform might sti ittract some protectionists But when t 
met at Chicago it soon became plain that the battle was mainly to | 
the protectionist issue " In this way President Cleveland w fe 
take up in a still more decided way his l position, and his Tam 
letter isthe most definite statement that he has vet made of his ref. ng 
Ilis language is extremely st nd to many it can hardly fa 
ng * * * Itwould hardly be possible to put the fre trade cas 
or more strongly; and y such is the force « ‘ I ‘ 
shrinks from the use of the te i ‘free trad n s 
who taunt him with he yr a free-trader are dece 
trader’’ appears to be equivalent, in the language of l 
versy, to “‘enemy of workingmen aud industrial « 
certain that the arguments wh 1 President Clevelan t 


Cobden used to employ forty-five years ago, and which any English fre 
would employ now. 


The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendments will be conside 
withdrawn, and the question recurs on the amendment of the 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN]j. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. TURNER] 





first five minutes made a statement, the substance of which was 


the cotton planters of the South had added Jargely to our exports at 


thereby enhanced the prosperity of our country 


I fully consent. Coupled with that statement was the complaint 


the cotton planters were not permitted to import into this count 


bagging for the covering of their cotton or the ties for bind 


cotton without paying a duty 


Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in saying a word now is to em 
size what I said the other day on the question of bagging for cove 
cotton, and to couple it with the remark of the gentleman from G 
gia | Mr. TURNER] ‘‘ that the duty should not be placed on cotton-t 
th 


hecause we do not need the revenue which would be collected 
from.’’ I think I have stated the gentleman’s position correct] 


I find no fault with the gentleman for advocating and getting th« 
most favorable legislation he possibly can for every industry in his d 
trict or sectionof the country. But when I reflect that a tew days sinc 


bagging for covering cottan, an industry greatly affecting the 


St. Louis, which manufactures one-half of the bagging for cove 
the cotton used in the United States, and when it is further admitted 
on this floor that the Southern planter gets that baguing cheaper than he 
ever got it before, and when it is still further admitted not one pound 
of that bagging is imported into the United States and that wea 
not collecting one cent of duty on it, I am filled with wonder that 1 
1(M 


Representatives of my State, unlike the gentleman from Georg 
‘TURNER ], remain silent and see that industry stricken down, a 
our markets to the product of the foreign mill—of the foreign | 
Dundee and Calcutta—not for the purpose of reducing the surp 
to put $375,000 customs duties into the Treasury each year : t t 
of the destruction of an industry of my State. This action « 
be justified on the ground of free trade. 

I say I honor the gentleman for advocating the industries of h 
State, and I would that gentlemen representing industries in o 





) 


To that proposit 


I 


V 


c 


tricts that are stricken down by the provisions of this bill, inste 
being in a combine for taking the duty off of everything, would 


by their interest. 
Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 
Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir. 
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i tere carefully so large an element ot 
waste as t ( ted 1 ttract the attention of gentle 
} I this is ap article that has no industrial in 
t ‘ ept at the cost ol all classes. 
| tional. But what of thatifit be just? If 
‘ lt e the time to look at the two sections of the coun- 
i é a compat mm which would be profitable. There 


ch we 





t i-plate import sixteen to seventeen 

j 1 nm wi pay over >v,000,000 revenue, ust 

large exte for canning purposes in the enormous industry wh 
has grown up in t count id which might well be placed upon 
the free on th ume basis as cotton-tie These great industris 

en | th rth 

Do wei e this great tax and waste from these Northern in 
austries? One ma i v be said to ofiset the other. li we repe: l 
$121,000 evenue from cotton-ties, and never, of course, counting the 
subsidy, and especially up to the time it reaches the consumer, for the 
South, if you please, to almost the entire extent it may be said that we 
repeal aln n equal degree over $5,000,000 of the revenue from tin- 
plate for the North, This does not estimate what it is by the time the 
consumer gets it and for it. ‘This looks to me to be very fair and 
liberal, vet itlemen ignore facts of this kind and charge that a mat- 
te thi ti nal in its character. They still pursue the pol 
( hich uniformly pursued down to this time; they do no 
go to the t fa ind seek to demonstrate their proposition. Itis 
ll decla t ‘ i rtion in the very teeth of the facts as set forth 
in tl bi i e oll | repo! 

I now ¥ to attention to the class of people upon whom tl 
need! ] 11 ly fal 

| Here t é } mie fell. | 

Mr. MILI Mr. Chairman, I desire that we shall get through with 
this bill to y 1 I therefore move that the committee now rise for 
the pu po j lng ae ile 

The motion was agreed to 

Che committee a lingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRI rr, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 


! 
that they had had under consideration the bill R. 9051) to re 


H. 





taxation an p { laws in relation to the collection of the rev 
enue, and | ome to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. MILI l now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 





mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid 
eration of House bill 9051; and, pending that, I move that all debate 
on the pendi paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to | 
ten minutes, five minutes on each side; and upon that I demand the 
pre ) ( i ; 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN if youdo that you will require to havea quorur 

Mr. MCKINLEY I sugvest to the gentleman from Texas that de- 
bate be not limited to ten minutes 


MI withdraw the demand for the previous question. 


Mr. MCKINLEY Ido not know how many gentlemen desire to | 
spe upon this question, but it seems to me that to insist upon clo 
ing the debate in ten minutes is not, at this stage of proceeding, ex 


actly a fair thing. I want to speak three or four minutes at some tim¢ 


during the debate, and there are doubtless other gentlemen on this | 
side of the House who wish to speak. I suggest, therefore, that the 

time be fixed at thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each side, if that is 

agreeable to my friends on this side of the House, 


Mr. MILLS I willa 
friend from Ohio [ Mr. M« 


ccept that suggestion; but I want to say to my 
KINLEY ], whom Iam glad tosee back in his 








seat again, that I have been urged by gentlemen on both sides to hurry 
this bill up and try to get through with it, and that it is in response 
to those app from gentlemen on both sides that I am trying to have 
it finished ay. 

} M ¥ Vell, if my colleagues on this side are satisfied 
to | t ‘ ‘in ten minutes, lam. 

\ MI . ( will give you thirty minutes. 

rt ie gentieman from Texas modifies his motion, 
ynd mo ebate on the pending paragraph and all amendments 
theret ‘ lirty minutes, fifteen minutes to be allowed to 
ca 

dh D. TAYLOR. Say twenty minutes on either sid 
I} | gentlemen here who want to speak. 
ik Che question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from ‘ Mi | to limit the debate to thirty minutes, upon 
which he « and 1¢ previous question. 

Che pr uestion was ordered. 

Ch | The question now is on agreeing to the motion of 
the from Texas [ Mr. MILs], to limit debate upon the para- 
gr ilion and on all amendments thereto to thirty 
mil nding being that the time shall be divided equally 
] s of the House. 

reed to. 
MII iove that the House now resolve itself into Com 
mittee of t for the further consideration of bills raising revenue. 

i mot iwreed to. 
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RECORD— 


HOUSE. 
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[The House accordinglv resolved itself into Committee of t W hole 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Alldebate on the pending paragraph and amend 


ments thereto has been limited to thirty minutes The gentleman from 








Georgia | Mr. TURNER] will be recognized to control the on ¢ 
e, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. Tayis on th 
(ER, of Georgia. Mr. Cha n, t gentleman from 
WARNER], who addressed t I while ago, pro- 





ns 
tions which I desire to ans\ 


ne certain qt 





me. While the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
ithe floor I endeavored to show that on ticles which 
vay a duty on being imported the law allo a drawback to the amou 
e ° t 


of the duty when they are exported. - 

This drawback is not allowed in the case of cotton-ties or bagging, 
although two-thirds of these articles are exported. This disposes, of 
course, of the argument as to two-thirds of the cotton-ties Now, upon 


ot three-elgi 





hs of 1 cent, which is 


: ; 
d, which will represent 


, by this bill a duty 
equivalent to 15 per cent. ad valorem, is retains 
e] , 


ton oo 
cotton baggi 








asum much larger than the revenue derived for the ties which arenot 
exported. When it is considered that there is allowed to the planterno 
drawback when the bagging is exported on the cotton it will be found, 








looking over the whole field, that the farmers of this country who pro- 
duce cotton should at least have these ties free. This arrangement is 
simply a substitute for the drawback which other industries receive 
besides, the ties are a dead loss to the planter, whether his cotton is 
sold at home or abroad. 

The gentleman from Missouri {|Mr. WA ked how I could 


other day to reduce cotton bagging to 


justify the vote which I gave the 





a specific duty equivalent to 15 per cent In reply, allow me to say 
that during the Forty-eighth Congress, when this subject was unde1 
consideration by the able Committee on Ways and Means as then organ- 
ized, a gentleman from New York, Mr. William Marshall, who was the 


and 
aula 


to 


n 
I 


pioneer in this industry, and wl 


manufactured the first jute but impo 
1 from Ohio | Mr. 


into this country 

I declared, in answe 
McKINLEY ], who was t 
on bagging was suf- 


and that this bill 


10 introduced 


‘ . 1 
is evel ea, 


| a question of the gentlemar he 
cross-examining that a duty of 1 


ad cent. 
licient protection il he could be 


iree; 


} r > rmeTr 
Aim py 


allowed } Ute 
allows. 

I now yield two minutes 

Mr. STEWAKT, ot 
time allotted me I will not be a 
consideration. 

By the provi f the 
has been placed upon the free-list. <A 

om the Republican side of the House 
list and place upon them a heavy duty 
which I wish to call the attention of the House 
of the war down to this very hour the Republican 
kinds of professions of sympathy and friendship for the col 
rhrough the publie press, in the legislative halls, anc 
trum the Republican party has declared that they were 
| of the and, Mr. Chairman, I rejoice 
confronted with a proposition which will test the sinceri 
publican party; for, sir, it will be remembered that of tl 
bales of cotton produced in the South, one-half if not two-thirds of 
the labor engaged in this industry is contributed by the colored people. 
il rule, the white peo- 
people furnish the la- 


to my colleague [Mr. STEWART]. 
Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes of 


to do justice to the subject unde1 


Georgia. 


pie 


Mills bill hoop-iron, used as cotton-ties, 
motion has been made (coming 
to take cotton-ties from the 
The distinct point to 
From the close 


arty has all 


Sions O 


free 
is this: 


made 


colored people, 


12 6,000,000 


| Under our system Of growing cotton, as a gener: 

furnish the land and stock and the colored 

The cotton when prepared for market is subject to a deduction 
of the amount necessary to pay for the bagging and ties. 

The duty on cotton-ties amounts to several hundred thousands of 
| dollars and is a burden, borne in a large measure by the labor and toil 
| of the colored people. I desire here upon this floor to serve notice 
upon the Republican party, as represented in this House, that if they 
vote to impose this tax upon the colored people we will see to it that 
they shall be made acquainted with your conduct touching this matter. 


} 
pie 


por. 


ga ; 

| Now, gentlemen, if you are the friends of the laboring man, as you 
| : : : . a to os 

| profess to be, here is an opportunity to get in your work. If your 


twenty-five years of professions of kindness toward the colored people 
is sincere, the present occasion is a fit time to demonstrate your fidel- 
ity. The colored people are not so ignorant as you might suppose, and 
if you deceive them they will find it out. 

When an opportunity to lift a burden from their 
clearly presented how can you be consistent and vote to place a heavy 
| duty on cotton-ties and thereby take from the hard earnings of every 
poor colored man who makes a baile of cotton a sum of money which 
should go to the support of the colored man and his family? The issue 
is clearly made, and you may feel assured that the colored man has suifli- 
| cient information to determine who his true friends are; and if the Re- 

publican party shall to-day demonstrate that they prefer a high pro- 
| tective tariff rather than the good of the colored people, how can you 
| expect them longer to affiliate with your party. 

While the duty on cotton-ties will be a source of profit to a few fa- 
vored industries which have grown rich under the systew of high pro- 
| tective tariff, is it not true on the other hand if we place cotton-ties on 
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an whether he was serving his constituency or his countt 





























Representative on this floor when he was spending two months « 
time out in his district securing his renomination Laughter ar 
plause.| Do you propose to draw your salary when you w 
tron is House during all thatt Laugh d 
paau 1can ¢ 
M 1 ought not to LID his being 
Mi D | tubs and who 
ho n for other purp lerstand th at perfect 
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M OSE! D AY L{ I ‘ iow the 
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Vv at 1 tion next Nove! e! 
Now. Mr. Chair [ had i i the other « to 
ment in regard to th ror ve 1 4 : ind Ll propo 
c nother 
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i ist Statemen the on ( i i ites sin 
9 tariff bill v imed ep can ca is of the F ‘ 
UX his is not t i I } the I “Seve 
3 was never considered by a | iblican caucus or any other « 
Ll undertake to that no word of th i ict of 18 
é ert I ¢ or | , wv ed I l l or el red 
t lb rye ] in ¢ l I T tn t 
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ft kind y lone in ort th Congre \ 
( 0 1 informal 1 } \ ] l fo : purp ‘ ( 
, had } ipleted by the committe: t whi it e ( Al 
int to the « side! 1 OF the D Dub nothing ( i 
no cha 1 the bill was made, nor w 1y proposed; no \ 
taken ona i r; and this was the only meeting of the R ) 
embers a or i the b S being prepared ‘ 
he preparation of a tariff bill by a political caucus is the i ( 
of the Demos atic party. Chis bill, known as l, ) 
pared by a Democratic cau before it ever cam H CH \ 
the Ways and Means Committee, and while the bill has been ¢ 
to accomplish certain political ends, doubtless to secure the neces Mr. OUTHW 


number of votes to carry it through this House, no motion to amen yt the bill in: 
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aaale , mine iiidalee cheteaaaDamenina iat ie 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia Has the gentleman from Ohio exhausted | fair bill, even if it puts things that are made in my district upon tl 
his time ? free-list. And for what reason? Becat as we sit here we are rm 
Mr. MCKINLEY I have no desire to occupy any further time. minded, as we have been for years in the past, that the tax-payers of 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. this country, the farmers of this country, the cotton-growers, the wheat- 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman | growers, the meat-growers of this country, who produce the whole of 
from Ohio to say that the duty on ho yp and band iron, as it has ex- | the commodities that we export, are taxed and fined at the rate of $200, - 
isted, has made that material cheaper than it ever was before to the | 000,000 a year simply because they are unable to obtain a home mar 
consumers of the country ? ket tor what they produce, and these taxes and fines are being laid up 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes, sis in the Federal Treasury, and as a result the property of the people is 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I understand him to | reduced in value, the money is taken from circulation, and in many 
argue that free trade in cotton-ties will increase the cost of the cotton- | instances it is wasted here upon improvident appropriations. It is for 
ties ? their relief that I stand here, and not forthe relief that is pleaded for, 
Mr. MCKINLEY No, sir; not at all. especially by my colleague and others on that side of the House, who 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does not that follow as a nec- | co ne here representing simply the industrial interests in their own dis 
essary and logical sequence from the gentleman’s argument ? | tricts and ready to vote for them at the expense of the great mass of 
Mr. MCKINLEY by no means. That is not the logic of my argu- | the people of this country. ; 
ment. | Mr. WARNER. I will ask my colleague whether either of the in 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Aikansas. Then what is? | dustrial interests of which I have spoken, cither the bagging industry 
Mr. McKINLEY If it were not fer the duty on plain hoop-iron | or the jead industry, is in my district ? 
to-day you would pay much more for cotton-ties in the South than Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman undertook to arraign 


you do. It is because every other class of hoop-iron for every othe 
purpose is made dutiable that you get the advantage of the low prices; 
and the greater advantage you will get when ties are made free. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of A Then let me put the question 


to the gentleman in this form: Suppose you put the duty you propose 


\rkansas. 


on cotton-ties, will that also make them cheaper than they are now? | 
Mr. MCKINLEY. The duty on cotton-ties? * 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Inmy judgment, if a duty on cotton-ties is made 


the same as on hoop-iron, we will have them cheaper to the Southern 
people in less than two years than you have them to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well. If free trade will 
make it higher, how can that hurt the manufacturer here? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Oh, that is the old question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
old proposition, but you have never attempted to demonstrate how it 
can consist, 

Mr. MCKINLEY. But Iam glad that the gentleman admits that 
he is a free-trader and that his party is a free-trade party, for I have 
discovered that in the last few weeks they have been endeavoring to 
evade that issue, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman’s definition of 
free trade and mine are perhaps two different definitions, but lam un 
ible how he can argue that the increase in price will hurt the 
manufacturer in this country. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
never takes any opportunity todeny that he isa free-trader, and he has 
had plenty of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] 
is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desl 


1o see 


‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 120, the words “ cotton-ties or,’’ and the words “ for baling 
’ so that the paragraph will read: “iron and steel hoops not thinner 


) wire 


purposes 


than No, 2 


Mr 


gauge 


McSHANE. Iam in favor of admitting hoop-iron of the class 


Of course: and yours is the | 


the Democratic party because it was in favor of, to some extent, reliey 
ing the farmers of the Sonth—— 

Mr. WARNER. No, because it was in favor of free trade. 

Mr. BLAND. And when I asked him what would become 
farmers of Missouri whose market for their cattle and their mules and 
their breadstuffs is found to a considerable extent in the cotton-fields of 
the South, he was unable to answer that question, but he undertook to 
arraizn me here for a speech that I had made in the interest of the 
misses of the American people and against the special interests which 
are the object of so much tender care on the other side of the lfouse. 

Mr.WARNER. Did not the gentleman state, and does he not hold 
to-day, that he is here for the purpose of voting to take the duty off 


ot ih 


every article that he can? Did he not state that he was in a ‘‘com 
bine ’’ for that purpose ? 
Mr. BLAND. I have made no such statement. Isaid I was here 


for the purpose of organizing a ‘‘combine,’’ if necessary, to reduce 
the surplus to the needs of the Government, and for that reason I 
willing to sacrifice any personal interest, and stand, not as a representa- 
tive of classes and monopolies, but as a representative of an overtaxed 
and overburdened peopl | Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

the CHAIRMAN. ‘The first question is upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE], which t! 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
line 120, the w 
so that the 








“ecotton-t Is fc 


graph will re 


nd also the wor 


‘jron and steel h 


ords 


Strike out, in es or 


baling purposes; uc ops hot 


\ thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. 


mentioned in this paragraph free of duty, provided that when admitted | 


it may be used for any purpose whatever. The amendment that I 
offer will accomplish that object and admit iron and steel hoops not 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge free of duty and will allow the same 
to be used for whatever purpose parties may choose to use them. 

Mr. BAYNE, 
complish his purpose by his amendment, because they use more wire 
than hoop-iron for baling. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I want them to have the privilege of using hoop 
iron if they see fit, and I merely want to say now, because I do not 
wish to take up the time of the House, that upon a failure to allow 


this hoop-iron to be used for any purpose for which people desire to | 


use it, I shall vote to strike out from this bill the paragraph under con- 
sideration, thus leaving the duty as it exists under the present law. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

{[Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. TURNER. I yield that time to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Georgia, but I 
desire the floor only for a few minutes for the purpose of replying 
briefly to my colleague, Mr. WARNER, who saw proper to comment 
somewhat upon a few remarks which I made a short time ago upon 
this bill, when I claimed, as I do_now, that I am not an agent or at 
torney upon this floor for any particular industry or interest. 

As I said before, I am willing to vote for this bill, or for any other 


See APPEN- | 


The’ 


I suggest to the gentleman that he will not fully ac- | 





The amendiment was agreed to; there heing-—aves 80, noes 71. 
The question recurred on the following amendment, offered by Mr. 


SOWDEN: 
Strike out lines 120 and 121, 
Mr. McKINLEY. This 
amended. 
The CHAIRMAN. That must be the form of the question. The 
Clerk will read the paragraph as it now stands since the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


question is on striking out the lines 


Iron and steel hoops not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out these words. 
Mr. BYNUM. What is the effect of the am 
man from Ohio? 
Phe CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 
Mr. BYNUM. What became of the amendment of the gentle nan 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] ? 
‘The CHAIRMAN. It was not offered. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I intended to have it considered as pending. 
ThkeCHAIRMAN. The gentleman proposed to offer an amendment 
but at the time he stated his proposition it was not in orde1 
Che question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SOWDES, the: ; 


nt +1 


ndment of the gentk 


The gentleman from Ohio did not offeran amend 


|} were—ayes 92, noes 96. 


Mr. SOWDEN ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following paragraphs: 

Cement, Roman, Portland, and ail other, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Whiting and Paris white, 20 per cent. ad valorem 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out those lines. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the point of order that there is now an 
amendment pending to those lines. 

Mr. MILLS. These lines were passed over. I had them passed over 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman has forgotten there is now an 
amendment pending. 

Mr. MILLS. No; I have offered the first amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair was endeavoring to ascertain whether 
any amendment was already pending. 
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Mr. McCOMAS. On July 1, as will be found by reference to the 
RECORD, an amendment was offered by the 
vania [ Mr. SOWDEN ]. 

Mr. MILLS. It was not recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will ascertain the status of this m 
ter. 

Mr. MILLS. The member who has charge of a bill in the Houss 
entitled first to be recognized; the ¢ 


itleman from Pennsy!- 


ren 


{ 
— 


iair always observes that rule; a1 
though a gentleman may rise in his place and say he offers his amet 
ment and get his name in the REcoRD, yet he may not be recognize 
by the Chair for that purpose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My point is that the gentleman from Texas [Mr 
MILLS] got his name in the RECORD in the wrong way; that on J 
1 the gentleman from Pennsylvania was recognized to move an amend 
ment which has now been pending for eighteen days. Although 
gentleman from Texas may have charge of this matter, he must 
member the rules of procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the status of this matte 
when passed over. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
It is proposed by Mr. SowpeEN to amend lines 16 and 17 by striking out i 
those lines, ‘*10 per cent. ad valorem” and inserting “10 cents per 100 pounds 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment just read is the amendment 
pending. The proposition of the gentleman from Texas is in order 


Mr. SOWDEN. At the time this question was passed over inform- 


ally theamend ment justread had ‘seen offered by myself and was pend- 


ing. In support of it I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter which I desire 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEIGFRIED’S BRIDGE, July 16, 1888 

DEAR Sir: Allow us to give you some facts relating to the cement busin 
and the way the people who work inthe industry abroad live. Professor Henry 
Reid, in his work entitled ‘‘ Natural and Artificial Concrete,’ on page 305, says 
that the works of the Star Portland Cement Factory at Stettin, in Pomerania, isa 
model one. In 1878 heir annual product was 240,000 casks, equivalent in quan 
tity to 300,000 barrels of American Rosendale cement. 

If we turn to volume 1 of the Consular Reports, entitled ‘‘ Labor in Europ¢ 
on page 512 we will find that the average wages paid in a Portland cem¢ 
manufactory in Stettin,and itis presumably this one, was $3.57 per week 
sixty hours, equal to 59} cents per day of ten hours 

Consul Keifer, of Stettin, inhis reportto the Department of Statein J 
in speaking of the condition of the working people in and around Stetti: 
these works are, says: 

‘The working people either live in cellars or in upper rooms, often in yards 
mostly in old buildings without water, sewerage, or ventilation. New build 
ings, tenement houses, are better provided for in this regard, but there are o 
a limited number. The men often have to walk five to eight English milesevery 
morning in order to get to work.”’ 

The same report says that the men live on coffee, mostly a decoction of 
chicory or roasted barley, rye bread with lard or goose grease, they seldom 
have a piece of cheap sausage, and a drink of cheap whisky distilled from 
potatoes, comprise a meal. At certain times fishes are cheap and form part of 
the meal. 

The consul further says 

Butter, sirup, meat,tea, etc., the daily fare of our American laborer, are : 
garded as luxuries. Once, or in better situated families, twice a week, a pound 
of cheap meat must do for four or five persons; the husband mostly enjoying 
the taste of it, the rest of the family only the smell. Whenthe consul asked one 
of these laboring men how he got alony, he smiled gloomily and said : “I must 
get along with it or steal.”’ 

The total amount of cement that has been imported into this country for the 
past ten years would be equal in quantity to 5,366,775 barrels of American ce- 
ment of 300 pounds each, If American cement had been used and the foreign 
article excluded by a suitable tariff, it would have employed 670 additional men 
working 200 days a year for ten years to have produced that amount. There 
would have been paid out to them at the lowest calculation, $2,144,000 for labor 
alone, and it would have required $912, 351.75 worth of cooperage, which would 


have come from Maine and Michigan, to have barreled it, to say nothing of the 
20) 





$323,006, that would have been paid to coopers to make the barrels, or the 53,622 


reams of paper, worth $32,197, that would have been necessary toline them with. 
At least 7,328 kegs of nails, worth $23,912, would have been used to cooper the 
barrels, while it would have required 825 barrels of paste, worth $1,650, simply 
to have affixed the labels to the barrels. 

The importations of foreign cement have increased at the rate of 34 per cent. 


for the last ten years, and for the last fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the im- 
portations increased 64 per cent. over the previous year, while the invoiced price 


of the foreign article has declined on an average of 12 per cent. a year. 


Enough mill capacity now exists to supply all demands, but to-day some mills 


are closed and others are running on reduced time. The reports of the eng 


neering committee of the District of Columbia for 1885 contain evidence to prove 
that just as good cement can be made in this country as abroad, but when labor 
is on an average over twice here what it is abroad, and intsome cases six and 
eight times as much, and as labor constitutes 87 per cent. of the cost of a barrel 


of cement, the industry should certainly be protected by an adequate duty. 
Very respectdully, 
tock Lock RosENDALE CEMENT COMPANY 
Hon. W. H. SowpeEn, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SOWDEN. The amendment just submitted by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs] will, if adopted, leave the present duty on 
cement undisturbed, andaccomplished subsantially thepurposes of my 
amendment. There is very little difference between a duty on cement 


of 20 per cent. ad valorem and one of 10 cents per hundred pounds 


excepting that a specific duty is more preferable than an ad valorem 


duty on account of undervaluations. 
[ Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the subsidy amendment 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill has been eliminated by the agree- 
ment of the Senate to the position of the House on that subject, inas- 
much as that question is not likely to come up again, and inasmuch as 































e that time I have bee the posses 
testimony, I ask to ead in! t 
1Sé 
i ( uid I 
B 
" Sit Wel i res 
to I Sal s a s 
t is y i 
\ seis, tradi 2 ariy 
a se 9 
i . t 1 y 
' K: N 
} 
} 
E j ints I 
z wou spectfully and stly s 
it Diil « re the Senate vs t $ 
nes 1 thiscountry and Bra e “ug Ss 
build up est at t x se of « 3 
view of the well-known fact thatalmost all th eas | 
tr 3 transacted by « ie messages, MAK y the n 
value, excepti Lnsmiss 1 matory 
were it otherwi nail f es at pres x 
‘ y three regular lines l i | ed St 
southern ports of that coun one to t northern } 
southern only, each cleari heavy ge one stea 
to these various lines br s Bra tk 
| trips, there are frequentiy as many as two « 
Brazil bringing the mails to United States Phatth 
utside of the question « fa s pretty we 
facts, first, that the prese ess the { ted Sta 
ship Company ”’ is so flat hat r i have 
e to build two additional steamers; and, se 
tatively a year or more ago, called the Hammonia I 
ers, has been sufficiently successful as to cause the parti 
t » line will be a permanent one 
Y petitioners, re} S€ t t - 
1 € urse with Bra t ite < 
tl ass: < said ibsi« \ t Asc cistir 
I € sa ve stated s ed 
illy inad ution by the ¢ € ent the ma pa 
t authorized to acompany a \ I 
1 r, that the proposed subsid t is 
w tries, whi< can oO! t 
at i¢ we KnOW and re Z 
\ vy of said measur 3 
me than tl genera ni oft 
ALEXANDI I OWw> 


HOFFMAN, LEE & ¢ 
rHOMAS PIERCE & CO 


I r. GEORGE & CO 
THEODOR G. LURMAN 
rAYLOR & LI ERIN 
FINK BROS. & CO 
THe C. A. GAMBRIL MA? 


P. H. McGILL, Vice-} 

W M. E. WOODYEAR & 
JACKSON & SMITH 
E. LEVERING & CO 

C., MORTON STEWART 
F. W. WILSON & SON 


H. L. WHITRIDGE & SON 


JAS. CORNER & SON 
LAWRENCE & CRAN} 
THORNTON ROLLINS 
WHEDBEE & DICKINS 
STEPHEN BONSAI 
BENEDICT & CO 
J.OLNEY NORRIS 
BALTIMORE, July 13, 1888 


Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Mr. Chairm 


when the committee informally rose my amendment 
the understanding that when the subject was recurred to fi 


\ 





ne t 


amendment should be consi 


tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SOWDEN]. My amen 


strike out lines 16 and 17. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee ri 


closing debate. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Iwishtomake an an 
The question recurred on Mr. MILLS’s motior 








The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCCREAR 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Co 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051 


{and simplify the laws for the collection of the 1 


no resolution thereon 


Mr. MILLS. I ask that the House resolve it 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the I 


t 
suming the consideration of the tariff bill, and, 


that all debate on the pending paragraph and a 
be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is the amendment of 
sylvania [Mr. SOWDEN } now pending; and, if 
ment is pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatinfor 
the proper time. 


Mr. McCOMAS I ask that the time be extend 
Mr. MILLS. I move the previous question o1 


The previous question was ordered. 
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] man om i¢ is to make 
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. MII We ll not we through to-day‘ 
12 v) ill thro ht )-day 
i PEAK] j i es em to have i 
A McCOMAS d inded 1 0 
The House divided 1 the 9? noes 1 
Mr. McCOMA ( I tes ll 1 t 
Toinutes on ¢ é 
M MILLS I there be a Lo use 
Mr. REED. This is not a large amount of time that is asked. 
vil MII Ls Weare prope Si ig to leave the law asibt i . and th 
is nothing to dis I have vosed to strike out the th | 
and leave the law as it i 
Mr. ROGERS. Regular order. 
Mr. McCOMAS (he gentleman says he proposes to resto 
duty as it now 
Mr. MILLS. That is what is proposed I move to strike out 


three lines and leave the l: 3, 
Mr. McCOMAS. On that statement I witl 


quorum. 


Mr. MILs’ 


idraw the point of 


1 
motion to cio cle 


bate in ten minutes was then a 
to. 

The urred on the motion that the Hous 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved it 


question rec resolve it 


self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of th 


pending bill. By order of the House all debate on this paragraph « 
the bill and all amendments thereto is limited to ten minutes. 
Mr. MILLS. I 
bate. 
Mr. 


ask that the amendment be adopted without d: 


McCOMAS. That is right. 








The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment 
which takes precedence. 

The Clerk read as follow 

In] 1 it **10 per cent. ad valoren ‘ t 
dre Lj 

Tl \ i 1 « division there ! f 
noes So 

So the amendment rejected 

The motion of Mr. MILLS to strike out the lines was then ag 1 

Mr. MILLS. In section 2, page 8, I move to st out the d 
** July,’’ in line 1 of that section, and insert ‘‘ Oct 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR [ desire to ask a qt i t 
What is the status of line 167, on page 8? 

The CHAIRMA? stricken from the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR if the RECORD is carefully examined it 





will show that no | is taken to strike it out. 


e CHAIRMA! [he Clerk’s minutes show that this 
stricken ont. 
1 

















Mr. FARQUHAI [kn it was agreed to; but upon the Recorp 
there is nothing to show that it was stricken out. 
CHAIRMA Chair will repeat that the minutes of the 
Clerk will show that it v stricken ou Chat of course guides the 
Chair in tl t ] i f the report It is o 
of ti ended bil 
Tr) ( rk will rea i I Cb ¢ 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply say that there was no vote taken, a 
shown by the Reco dge WILSON, I recollect, was on the floo1 
the time, but you will find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that tl 
was no action whatever t upon it 
e CHAIRMAN lt is possible that there may be a mistake i 
the | yin thati nu Chair has a positive recol ) 
tha was stricken ou 
ir. MILLS So have | 
Mr. WILSON, « innesot Wha t ] I 
remember d t that it was \ lup 
i CHAIRMAN i ( Vi 0 tne I t para Ly 
wi } ed 
ihe Cier! i 
‘ | ind bisqu t st cl sery wa 
i f < | I ce, i 1 r plaques, ornaments, « 
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orated ina cent, ad V 
China, } » ware note \tedinany mann 
cent. ad y 
White 4 , : or « ale 
printed ur ; >} 
cent. ad valo 
Brown eat . y of ' 
specially enut i not decorated 
cent.ad valorem 





t hi‘ ¢ bie ft bi ghi “ 
See Ub 11 Ui 


ru. JULY 18, 





lor provided 


sa I Li t d valorem, 
| | On } » lin ») | e to str out “ forty- 
lift ut 1 ‘'50 per cent. ad valo- 








\ ler to move to strike 
y le paragrap 
CHAIRMAN. Th é to e |} iph will take 
I of the motion t ( ; 
I BUCHANA t l ! € d I would like 
et 5 ateme 
rhere are five paragraphs which together « titute the schedule, 
I would 1] to < t ‘ lered together, and 
t I be allowed twenty minutes or twenty-five minutes, five minutes 
each, for discussion But I would like to move to strike out all of 
the five and have a v upon t] proposition as an entirety. 
CHAIRMAN e gentleman from New Jersey asks that the 
I f this bill from 76 to 94, inclusive, be considered as one para- 
be al 1 to address the committee for twenty minutes 
( ra l th € onjyec l 
Mr. BYNUM rentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
wisl to offer an : iment preceding the amendment which I have 
ymitted, and It » withhold that for the present. 
fhe CHAIRMAN, Isthereob ion to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey ? 


"es * +3 
re was no omection, 


MILLS. There is another amendment ¢ 


Phe 


M) offered by the 


gen 
man from Arkans 


Phe CHAIRMAN The first question is on the amendment of the 








itleman from Indiana, to strike « in li 0, ‘* forty-five’’ and in- 
sert ‘* fifty.”’ 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan But before that I wish to offe: 
an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will d it to the desl 


(he Clerk read as follow 
On page 10, after line 47, insert 
Paris green, 12} per cent. ad valorem 


have a vote. 
I rise to enter a formal objection. 

Does the gentleman oppose the amendment ? 

r. WARNER. I shall occupy but a moment’s time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, then, will the gentleman permit the vote 
to be taken and occupy the time on the next paragraph ? 

Mr. WARNER. I shall take but a few moments. 

While my colleague from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was upon the floo 
Tasked him a question; the gentleman’s answer intimated that my 
question misrepresented what he had said in this House as reported in 
June 10; certain it is that I do not wish to misrepresent 


sECORD OF J 


. MILLS. Let us 
Mr. WARNER. 


HAIRMAN. 


4~ 





| in the slightest the position of the gentleman, as I think he well un- 


: -I recoguize the leading position he holds in the councils of 
his party and in the Missouri delegation. 
The question I a 


of June 9, say tl 


} 





ked was, in substance, if he did not, in his remark 
) at he was here for the purpose of taking the duty « 
i and off everything that he could. 
Ir. BLAND. Will my colleague yield to me a moment? 
Mr. WARNER. Certainly, with pleasure. 
[ 
I 





r. BLAND. TIiow much time do you propose to take? 
r. WARNER. Not more than two minutes. 


244A 





Mr. BLAND. Let my speech be read. [Laughter.] The gentle 
n took to make me say on this floor that I was in favor of put- 
ting thing on the free-list and going for free trade. I said in the 


I 


which my colleague has reference that I was here to reduce 
the taxes, to take them off the people, and that for that 
] y 


i vote for free lead free anyth) else; but the gentleman un- 





purpose 


or 





k to make 1 that I want iff taken off everythin 

j VAR I have yielded t eman nearly one-h 
vy ti? ieee 

Mr. MILLS. I hope these gentlemen will settle this diff el 





where Our friends on both sides are npatient to have a vote 
Mr. WARNER. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 





MILLS. I uuderstand that. I am just appealing to the gen 

{ } 

M VARNER. Iwi upy much tim On page 5490 of t 
a » oO! une ] y ( T 1of m ue isi d, J 
that he said—— 

ir. BLAND. Read the whole s h Laughter 

Mr. WARNER W % moment; be patient Che ov eman i 

hat I now reac 

[am not here for the purpose of votin itariffo orat 
i on anyt g, but l am here to get the tariff off everything I can 

Tl sentence is complete within itself. Does the gentleman st 
by that declaration to-day ? 

Mr. BLAND. I have asked the gentleman to have my specch rea 
in which I said that I stood here to reduce taxation. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman stand by what I have just read? E 


| I challenge him for an answer. 
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one-half of this is produced in this country, and about one-half im- 
ported. 

If we so legislate as that three-fourths will be imported, it follows 
that we will have but one-fourth of the market left for us to supply 
instead of one-half, and our production, for want of a market, must be 
reduced 50 per cent. That such a result is eagerly hoped for across 
the ocean, from the passage of this bill, is apparent. I read from a re- 
cent issue of the Pottery Gazette (England). Speaking of the prospects 
of the English manufacturers, that paper says: 

American merchants, by the way, are said to be holding back orders just now 
on account of the proposed alteration in the tariff. If this is so, stocks will soon 
decrease, and should the duty be reduced 15 per cent., as it is proposed, then 
those directly in that trade will have good times to report. 

It will be noted that this paper speaks of the proposed reduction as 
being 15 per cent. Even with that it hopes for good times for those in 
the American trade. With an actual reduction, as I have shown this 
bill proposes, of nearly one-half its hopes must rise correspondingly. 

Why, even the bare introduction of this bill has had a most harmful 
effect upon the home production. Our potters do not sell to any great 
extent to the jobbers. They prefer to sell direct to the retailers, and 
thus bring producer and consumer one degree nearer together and dis- 
pense with all intermediate commissions, storage, and other charges. 
This necessitates the keeping on hand at all times of a large stock from 
which to fill the varied orders as they come in. 

The agitation about this bill has caused a great falling off in orders, 
and stocks have accumulated until the warerooms are overcrowded 
and production is being limited more and more, and consequently em- 
ployment ceases. I select the following as a sample of its effects in 
my own city: 

rhe editor of the State Gazette a few days ago addressed the following note 
to a number of the leading manufacturers of the city: 


‘DeAR Str: Please inform me, at your earliest convenience, what effect the 
tariff agitation and the threatened passage of the Mills bill are having upen 
your business.”’ 

The following answers have been received among others: 

POTTERY TRADE PARALYZED. 
“Union PoTTERY Company, Trenton, May 21, 1888. 

“Dear Sir: The tariff agitation this spring has, in our judgment, unsettled 
the crockery trade to the extent of decreasing sales from 30 to 40 per cent. as 
compared with last year. The orders given are in the main only for necessities, 

‘Il have not known as dull aspring businessinten years. Wehaveauthentic 
information from Staffordshire, England, that a jubilant feeling prevails in the 
potteries over the expected passage of the Mills bill, and brilliant promises are 
mude to employés by manufacturers after its passage. 

“ Yours, ete., 


** THE 


“Unton Potrery CoMPANy, 
“JAMES G. LEE, President. 
“WiLiiAM CLoKe, Editor State Gazette.”’ 
The following is from the mayor of my city: 
[Empire Pottery, Alpaugh & Magowan, proprietors. | 

Replying to your inquiry, what effect the tariff agitation and threatened pas- 
eage of Mills bill has upon our business, I will say it has decreased sales about 
25 per cent. We have not produced as many goods this year as formerly, but 
our stock has accumulated to such an extent that we have no more room for 
storage, and we will be obliged soon to shut down our works and throw out of 
employment hundreds of men, women, and children. 

‘This will be the first time during my connection with the pottery business 
that we are obliged to close our works at this time of the year. No use trying 
to sellthe goods. Buyers all over the country tell the same story—that they 
will wait until Congress takes a vote on the Mills bill, “for if it passes,’ they 
say, “ we will buy crockery of American manufacture at 25 per cent. less prices, 
or imported goods for still less money.” 

FRANK A. MAGOWAN. 

While these buyers are in fact mistaken, as the history of the pot- 
tery trade shows, in supposing they will be able to buy foreign goods 
cheaper after legislation has closed our home factories and so home 
competition will have been crushed out, the fact remains that they are 
waiting the progress of events. 

fhe following is from a former member of this House, personally 
known to many of you as a gentleman thoroughly informed as to the 
pottery trade in all its aspects: 
Orr & Brewer Company, Trenton, May 25, 1888. 

Mr. Eprror: In reply to your inquiry about the effect of the agitation over 
the Mills bili upon the pottery trade, I will say that business is very dull and 
our customers all agree that it is in consequence of this agitation. Capital is 
sensitive, and the uncertainty of the present situation has a very depressing 
effect. 

Orr & Brewer ComMPANy, 
J. H. BREWER, President. 


Next to Trenton, East Liverpool, Ohio, is the largest producing 
point in pottery in the United States. From thence comes one con- 
sensus of opinion as to the effect of this agitation. 


An East Liverpool, Ohio, dispatch to the Cleveland Plaindealer of recent date 
says 

“ When calling upon Goodwin Bros., Mr. James Goodwin, the senior mem- 
ber, who had just returned from the post-office, showed me his mail, consisting 
of one letter, and said the orders this week consisted of two assorted packages. 
For the last month orders have been gradually dropping off until he had been 
compelled to close down, The reason is because the trade consists largely of 
jobbing trade, and in view of the pending Mills bill they.are holding off to await 
developments, for its passage will mean cheaper foreign goods, which can be 
met only by reducing labor, asthey now pay 125 per cent. more wages than the 
English. He said, ‘Give us the English rate of wages and they may take off 
all the duty on crockery.’ 

‘In conclusion Mr. Goodwin stated: ‘Our order-books are open for inspec- 
tion by any one, and to-day show three orders, or about three casks, One hun- 
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dred and fifty hands areunemployed. During the past year we have torn down 
some old frame buildings that have stood for twenty years and have put up brick 
instead, but it was simply a question of tearing down or falling down.’ 

* William Brunt, Son & Co. were next seen and report a large falling off of 
orders the past month. They said, ‘ Allow us to pay English prices toour men 
and we want no tariff. 

** George S. Harker & Co. being called upon, said: ‘We have no orders at all, 
and are only running in order to assort up our stock.’ Will Harker, of this 
firm, showed a letter from a large Western jobber, who stated that the reason 
he was not handling more goods was that he wanted to see the fate of the Mills 
bill, and would allow his stock to run down until then, as he would be able to 
buy English goods much cheaper if it passed. 

‘** Walluce & Chetwynd reported orders were very slack and gradually falling 
off. 

“Cartwright Brothers declared that their orders were getting scarcer every 
day. Knowles, Taylor & Knowles report that they are running at half capacity 
now, although trade was good in the early part of the year. The contracts for 
the new building were let last year, otherwise they would not build. Homer 
Laughlin says that if it were not for the orders contracted for last year, they 
would have shut down. Vodrey Brothers report very few orders, and said the 
jobbers were waiting the result of the Mills bill.” 

The manufacture of pottery has peculiarities all its own, and I doubt 
if there are five men in this House who have the remotest idea in rela- 
tien to the processes employed. I have not time to speak of them in 
detail, but can only advert to a few of the leading features: 

First. It is one of the most ancient of arts. In a recent speech in 
my city by Mr. John D. McCormack (himself a potter, working at the 
wheel, welcoming the annual convention of the Operative Potters, he 
said: 

The ancient and venerable potters’ art, in which we are engaged, is the oldest 
and most honorable art known to history. It was old when the Crusaders went 
forth to battle in defense of their firesides and of European civilization against 
the code of Mohammed in 1098 A. D. It was old when Jesus of Nazareth came 
and died to redeem mankind. It was old when Julius Cesar was born, in the 
year 96 B.C. It was old when Rome was built, 753 years B.C. It was old when 
Solomon’s Temple was built, 1,000 years B.C. Itwas old when Moses delivered 
the Israelites from Egyptian bondage, 1487 B. C. It was old when the Tower 
of Babel was commenced, 2230 B. C. It was old when the pyramids of Egypt 
were built. It was old when the ark of Noah floated upon the turbulent waters 
of the flood and preserved the human race from complete destruction, 2,464 
years B.C. It is older than the Old Testament itself. 

Second. The art is one which must always from its nature be carried 
on by hand labor. In some of the coarser lines of goods machinery 
may be employed to press or fashion into shape; some improvements in 
reducing the flints and spars to powder have been made, and some ma- 
chinery has been introduced to mix and dry the materials (I am talk- 
ing with as few technical terms as possible); but, after all, the potter’s 
wheel as spoken of by the Prophet Jeremiah and as painted in the 
tombs of the Pharoahs is in use to-day. There seems to be a delicacy 
and fineness of touch of the human hand which responds to the nat- 
ure of the material which no inanimate machine can equal. 

Third. The processes are many and difficult, and great wastage oc- 
curs at every step. After all the time and labor expended in mining 
and washing the clays, in mining, calcining, and grinding to powder 
the flint and the spar (and it is labor and expense every step of the 
way), these materials must be tested, mixed, dried, and prepared for 
the wheel or the mold. Take a common, white, undecorated dinner 
plate. From the time it leaves the hand of the workman who shapes 
it until it is packed ready for shipment it is handled more than a score 
of separate times by hand labor. 

At every stage of its progress a percentage of breakage occurs, and this 
isa total loss. Into the drying-room and out of the drying-room; into 
the kiln shed; thence into the saggers in which it is burned; thence 
through the fervent heat of the kiln; out of the kiln to the dipping- 
room; through the dipping-tub ayain to the kiln shed, the sagger, and 
the heat of the kiln; from the kiln to those who inspect and assort; to 
the wareroom; thence to the packing shed; into the package—at every 
handling, labor must be expended and loss occurs, not the loss of the 
material simply but of the labor previously expended upon the piece. 
Six hundred years before the time of our Saviour the Prophet Jere- 
miah wrote: : 

The word which came to Jeremiah from the Lord, saying, Arise and go down 
to the potter’s house— 

[Derisive applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Iam glad gentlemen over there applaud Jeremiah; he is good au- 
thority. I presume they hear of him now for the first time. [ Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. ] 


and there I will cause thee to hear my words. Then I went down to the pot- 
ter’s house, and behold, he wrought a work on the wheels; and the vessel that 
he made of clay was marred in the hand of the potter, so he made it again an- 
other vessel as seemed good to the potter to make it. (Jeremiah XVIII, 1-6 

Or, as the Douay version tersely puts it: 

And the vessel was broken which he was making of clay with his hands; and 
turning, he made another vessel as it seemed good in his eyes to make it. 

Take a more artistic and highly finished piece of ware. Here isa 
cup. It is not made for use, but for ornament, though it can be used. 
See these raised decorations of metal. They are laid on a smooth sur- 
face by repeated applications of the brush—built up as it were. This 
cup has been in the kiln eight separate times. It has been handled 
between fifty and one hundred separate times. 

At the last moment, when placed on the shelf to await packing for 
shipment, this flaw was noticed. Had it been perfect with its saucer 
it would have been worth in the packing-room $4.50. As it is, it is 
worthless for purposes of sale. Take this vase, made in the same way. 
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It is worth $12. The handles are of open work. At the last firing its | he didn + ually w te the President's last message 
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mate was ruined. ThusI havegiven examples from the plainest ware | ). ters of the Wave and Means ‘ they s " 


and the most costly—that which is used every day and that which is | ta: 


























only and solely for ornament. A broken plate or cup or vase is total s quite we stood tha 2 : e e 
loss of material and all the labor from the clay pit or quarry to th salakaera ied art st iets es ae ales ie: 
place of breakage. es, Mr. MILis hes to make a low i Mr. M 

Fourth. This labor is not common drudgery, which r lifts or | ' 1 what to say. His guests this g were Sp CARLISLE and 

: . pi : I i vers of the Ways and Meaus ¢ 
strikes or guides. The potter is in the true sense an artist. Look Wis Genel aecches tall Ties eiiiad niall thes 4 : ‘ ; circadian , 
at the thousand forms of beauty and grace he designsand shapes. Look | great it, Many of the viands were American | 4 Mr. Mo sas 
at the rich decorations with which he covers plate and cup and vase s that the cox pig hme age 1 rem . u 
Observe the fineness of the drawing, the harmony of color, and the 1 aga  aeliaaed ees tage pra : ’ 
and tasteful effects of the whole. ‘This labor is more valuable than t so the proceedings t 
labor merely of muscle and sinew. It demands more and should g to save t ya g it . 
ceive more. It is the labor of intelligent men. Take the speech « I pre 1e the a mew ( 

Mr. McCormack, from which I have quoted, and no gentleman on take place tl S d Ss se g f 
floor would be unwilling to be accounted its author. When, the past | day the re voting; but the lan is I gy and t 
winter, a member of the British Parliament visited my city, the ad he will have his turn by and by Well do I remember a 
dress of welcome was made by an operative potter. yea »in ther 1 of the ¢ eon Wa 1 Me é 

John O’ Neil, another operative potter, and president of their nati s pleading i ber that ex ttee te 
union, speaking of the aims of that order, says 1 his bill. He received scant « tesy ! draw 

For the edification of those not familiar with the order, it is proper for us m to his full | , his eye ed th the di ne ( 
state that we have three objects at heart—the first is the maintenance « uf 1 « { es We el Cx 3 i nD 
rate of wages; the second, the encouragement of 1 work: 1; andt 1 : ; ae 1s eS 
the elevation of the op« rative potter in the social seale of life and the not get oa rights here we Wi 5" them sew : ind the Ww I 
ment of the art. was, in that instance, not an idie one. 

Could any gentleman here put it better? hat this reduction proposed in this bill will seriously affect tl 
A daily paper, speaking of the meeting of the union, says of th try can not be successfully denied. | ert vare, a é 
workingmen: glaze print in a single color suffer, as already shown, a reduction of 
The potters that assembled in convention here were a fine-look irly one half. All the finer wars f at least one-fourth, and plain 
men, active, intelligent, and bearing the marks of prosperity white almost two-fifths. Anv one at all familiar with the industry 

A working potter represents the district in which I reside in our | will know that these extensive reductions will w ipe out all possible 
State Legislature. Two, at least, are in our city council, and a irgin over cost of production and le cut into cost, it ding 
large proportion own the houses they live in. wages and very seriously so. Capital will not be y tocontinue to 

Mr. Chairman, these are the people this bill strikes : are | produce at a loss, and, so if production continues under the terms im- 
the men and women whose wages you would reduce. i > th pe i by this bill, this lost margin as well as any profit upon produc- 
honest, intelligent citizens whose interests you would imperil tion must be made up by a reductionin the present cost of production. 

Even under the law as it now stands the importations of crockery ar« For whose benefit and at whose request is this reduction to be made? 
increasing. The importations of crockery into the United States for the | The consumers do notask it. I have failed to hear of one petition from 
eleven months ending May 31, 1887, were $5,148,219. In the eleven | them for it I have the protest of thousands against it The importer 
months ending May 31, 1888, they were $5,847,088, an increase of | no doubt wants it; for the sake of the profit he makes in handling the 
$698,879. Every plate, every Saucer, every cup so imported could | goods he is willing that the nation should send its gold abroad to buy 
have been made here, and by its coming supplanted a plate, a saucer, | what we ought to make at home Che foreign manufacturer wants 
a cup which an American workman could and would have made. If | it He wants to empty his overloaded shelves on our market He 
the importations continue at this rate the remaining month to be re- | has his resident agent here, to whom he invoices the goods at an) 
ported, the imports for the yearending June 30, 1888, will be $6,334 ficure he chooses, and who is now intently watching the progress of 
345. For 1887 it was $5,716,927. this bill. : 

While pottery is an ancient art, it is in its exercise here new. Iam |} In behalf of the men of enterprise, energy, and courage whol e |} 
speaking, of course, exclusively of the white-ware production. In 1860 yearsof hardest thought and toil intothe task of making this industry 
there was, practically, no white or decorated ware produced here t | a suecess here, and whose business energy and judgment have been the 
was the common-yellow ware. To-day one-half of all the pottery sold | occasion of employment to so many of our people, I plead for my 


in the United States is made here. In the older countries where 
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material beds have been resorted to for centuries their working qual In behalf of this labor, working as some of it must in damp clay 

ties are well known. Here we are compelled to resort constantly to | mixing rooms; working as som it does in the flying dust of the press- 
new deposits, the working of which can only be ascertained by exp ers’ room. and contracting as it often does the “ potter’s asthma 
ment. Want of knowledge of the working qualities of our materials | working as some of it does in the dipping room, and exposed to the 
at first resulted in deficient wares, and a prejudice against them grew rors of lead poisoning—deserving as it all is, I plead for my amend- 
up which it has taken years of effort and careful experiment and has | ment 


cost much expenditure of money to surmount. But in spite of a In behalf of my city, whose prosperity has been so enhanced by the 








drawbacks our people have persevered, until now we make as fine | existence in its midst of this interest, whose trade is enlivened by th 

goods as the world can produce. tant stream of wages percolating through all the channels of bus- 
We have inour city four banks. I have here a letter from the cash iness, as itis expended for the necessaries and comforts of life, and 

of one of these banks, in which he gives the amount of money paid out | whose population has received such an addition of industrious, int 

the past year by that bank on pay-roll checks for the potteries having | gent, useful citizens, | plead for my amendment 

accounts at that bank at the sum of $1,096,316, or the sum of $21,083 In behalf of my country, whose welfare depends upon the continued 

per week. existence in her borders of a contented, well-paid wage-earning people, 
I have not the exact data from the other banks, but have sufficient | whose interests are best conserved as she reaches the position of pro 

to show that the annual payment of wages in this one branch in my | ducing within her own bounds all she needs to use, and whose people 


city alone is nearly or quite $3,000,000. are second to none in their ability to produce anything the wit of 
These are the workmen, this is the interest you would crush. At | can devise or the wants of the world may require, I plead for 

whose behest? It is well known that an importer from Boston took | amendment. 

a leading part in suggesting this portion of the Mills bill. [During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when twenty 1 
By samples he furnished and information he gave this reclassification | utes had expired, unanimous consent was 

was framed, without any opportunity given to the producers to cross- | Burrows, that Mr. BUCHANAN be allowed five minutes additio to 

examine him as to his allegations, and how are you passing this bill? | conclude his remarks. ] 


granted, on motion 





You listen to no arguments. While the facts are being brought out Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the gent n from 
which demonstrate the injurious effect the bill will have on the working- | New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] has made such an excursion into ancient 
men of the country you retire to the cloak-rooms to smoke your cigars | history going back to the days of Jeremiah the Prophet, that he has 
and tell yarns, only to rush out and vote when the signal is given, and | had no time to examine the bill 1 pon which he has spoken rhe as 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs] throws his arms up inthe air | sertions he has made as to the effect of the bill and as to its details can 
and cries ‘‘all up.”? Oh, it will soon be ‘‘ all up’’ with him if he per- | not be sustained by any reference to the bill itself. 
severes. I clip the following from the Philadelphia Press of March 20 And, Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentleman that 
last: | occur to some people that an industry as old as he represent 
FREE-TRADERS FEASTING.—THE FATHER OF THE MILLS TARIFF BILL BANQUETS | to be should appoint some time when it would cease to a 

SS and subsidies for its support at the hands of the tax-payers of t 


WASHINGTON, March 21 (special). | 
A distinguished company sat down to dinner at Chamberlain’s this evening 
The host was Mr. “ Parsee’’ Moore, who came to this country some years ago 
as the agent of a firm of English manufacturers and succeeded so well that. if j 


try. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. When wages and other condition » the 
world over; that is the time. 
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Ir. W] ) Vest \ nia. Let me say tothe gentleman that 
th ‘ ed in these schedules will pay all the wages 
iri" tot } 1 Ne Je ey or elsewhere enga ed in the pro- 
au n ¢ 

( I ma the sertion here, after some tudy oi 
this ] edule and some time spent-in its preparation, that in 
p ol with the exception of a reduction in a single class, it 
O} no real reduction in the present rates on pottery. In the tarifi 
p! fl > en ¢ 33 1 pealed the d ity on coverings and 
crates, i ta I RRILL that it was equivalent to 10 per 
cen und the repeal was n the excuse for a like advance in the 
rat ol tl tte auie, 

‘The gentleman from New Jersey, if he had been accurately informed 
a he provisions of this bill and had been as desirous of making a 
speech which would give the House correct information as he was of 
bri ig upp ry and the lamentations of Jeremiah, would have 


told the committee that this bill restores the duty on crates and cov 
erings; he would also have told the committee, as in fairness he should 
have done, that this bill takes from the importer the drawback hereto- 
fore allowed for damage to pottery imported into this country. 
bstantial advantages, each one of which operates an 
n on pottery, which are kept entirely out of view 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, if indeed he was at all aware of 
them. Moreover, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New Jersey 
had looked a little deeper into this matter, and read the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the ‘‘ Collection of Duties,’’ made to Con- 
gress in 1885, he would have found that the pottery schedule is one in 
which undervaluations are most marked, and that Treasury special 
agents at both New York and Boston, whose reports are contained in 
this volume, go so far as to estimate that undervaluation as high as 10 
per cent., or even 20 per cent. 
ffer here in this bill the best that could be accomplished by th: 
efforts of three successive Secretaries of the Treasury engaged in th 
administration of this law, by the work of our late eminent colleague, 
Mr. Hewitt, and by the work of our own committee to prevent these 
undervaluations in the future. 
», Mr. Chairman, the fact is as I stated in the beginning, there is 
a seeming but scarcely any real reduction proposed in this potter 
schedule, except in the common class of pottery, which, through some 
rin the revision of 1883, was jumped up into the 60 per cent. class. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. 
the House what the packages are? Are they not old hogsheads or 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, 


» to the Clerk be read. 


I answer by asking that the letter 


erk read ;¢ follow 


New YorkK, June, 1888 


Deak Sim: Permit me to ask your attention to the following actual tra 
tio as exemplifying the increased duty which would be levied upon plain 


white and decorated earthenware, if such were assessed in the cost of crates i: 
on to that now paid upon the goods only 

















I ported 454 crates of earthenware April 3, 1858, ex steamer Duke of Bi 
ir am, at Newport News, Va., paying duty thereon as follows 

61 tes plain white 1e 51, at 55 per cent..... . 04,132 

2 tes d rated, \ e § 71, at 60 per cent. sbeté 6, 582. 4 

Potal « Lili> vv ewewssvapeiinntonesnsbigsmetannes umiteete diane L4. S¢ 

With the « crates added I would be assessed on 261 crates p! 
va 12.55, at 55} cent., $4,698.28, or 68.7 per cent., additional 13.7 per cent 
223 ites decorated, value $11,867.46, at 60 per cent., $7,120.47, or 68} per cent., ad 
ditional 8, per cent. All these figures can be verified by reference to my entry 
< ! at Newport News 

\ your bill passed as originally introduced, the reduction from pre t 
rates would only be on plain white, 6.3 per cent.: on decorated, 63 per cent 

I iportation specified is a fair and impartial example, and the result is 
< tand predju d, 

spect iy, 


THOMAS H,. TAYLOR 

Hon. R. Q. Mitts, 

Chairman Ways and Means Committe W 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
formation, and I challenge it here and now. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, my colleague submits in his remarks 
that this bill throughout makes no reduction of import duty so far as 
this whole schedule is concerned. My colleague is not correct in that 
particular. We have an extraordinary statement submitted to the 
House by the Commictee on Ways and Means relative to the reductions 
proposed by this bill. My colleague, I judge from his remarks, took 
part in the preparation of this statement and I infer from what he has 
said he had the preparation of this schedule. He tells us so faras thi 
schedule is concerned there is to be no reduction, and I find by the 
ubmitted to the country there is reduction so far as china 
ware is concerned from $2,565,000 to $1,223,000 import duties. 

Chat is the estimate of the Committee on Ways and Means on this 
isolated item, and yet we are told by that committee that the bill w: 
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statement 


are now debating on this schedule makes no reduction. 
I have cited one instance We also find in reference to earthenware 
and stone and crockery, the Committee on Ways and Means find under 


the present import duty the revenue amounts to $576,328.96, and they 
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estimate the reduction in this particular item alone will be $187,755.99. 
And so on all through this schedule. But I have not time to take up 
all the items one by one. 


al reduction. I 
ake into con- 
le ion the very questions which the gentleman alluded toa moment 
ihe said the matter of packing had not been considered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey. Surely the members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means did not omit that very important item. 


So we sec that there is reduction and a very 





say the Committee on Ways and Means did 


»>whel 





Chis isa most important reduction made here and all through this 


| bill. Whatever my frieads on the other side may claim, I say that the 


| statistics of the country, I 


| not afford the reduction which is proposed, 





1y that the reports of our consuls in foreign 
lands, Is l 
tion that the labor of this country is paid 100 per cent. more than the 
labor in any other courtry this particular industry. 

Seventy-five per cent. hes been conceded in former discussions on this 
schedule; and yet we are told now that the reduction is not material. 

nd my friend fac ot this 
industry. It may be thatit has reached a mature age in foreign lands, 
where these articles are manufactured that are now to flood this land 
in competition with those made by our own people. I concede that. 
But it is against those established and ancient industries that we ask 
tection. 
Nobody knows better than my colleague that this industry has not 
been protected in this country twenty years. He knowsit well. He 
knows that in his own State the industry is now prosperous, but can 
and that it is only within 
fifteen years that it has been successfully established there. And my 
colleague knows also that the men who toil in this industry there and 
are making that young State what itis, receive 80 per cent. more than 
the wages of those who labor in the Old World, and with whom he is 
[ Applause on the Republican 


uv the pay-rolls of our factories demonstrate beyond all ques- 


< 


> 


tiously and eloquently alludes to the ‘‘age”’ 





x1lous to invite this competition. 


» the hammer fell. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will re 





vard the pro forma amendment 
| as withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I renew it. 

My colleague has misunderstood the point in controversy between 


Will the gentleman be kind enough to state to | 


I am not surprised they have that kind of in- | 





myself and the gentleman from New Jersey. I made no reference to 
the reduction of the revenue; that was not a point to which my atten- 
tion was at all directed, but it was in reference to the reduction of the 
protection that I was speaking | made the assertion then, and I re« 
peat it, that with the exception of the common grade of pottery, which 
ought never to have been put into the highest schedule—that grade of 
“ottery which is used hy the poor people of the country, and in the 
manufacture of which no special skill is required—with that exception 
the reductions made in this schedule, when taken in connection with 
the items I mentioned, will diminish very slightly, if at all, the exist- 
ing rates upon pottery in this country 

And so far as the difference of Jabor in the United States and in Europe 
is concerned, I would be perfectly willing, for the sake of argument, to 
accept the figures given by my colleague. I would agree for the sak: 
of the argument what I would not agree to as a fact, th: 
are 100 per cent. greater in this industry than in Staffordshire, Eng 
land; still the rates of duty given in this bill will compensate, as a 
rule, for the entire labor cost in the preduction of pottery in thi 











gentleman from New Jersey, in seeking to restore ghe rat 
th chedule, is perfectly willing to accept all the advantages 
ecured by this bill—the advantage of bringing again under duty the 
crates and coverings, equal, in the common grades of pottery, as I have 
shown by actual transactions, to 10 per cent at least, the abolition of 
drawbacks for damages, and the improved method of appraisement by 
which undervaluations are prevented—all of which add substantially 
to his protection, and in addition to demand the present schedule of 
rates. 

One more sentence from a letter of Secretary Fairchild bearing upon 
this subject and I am done. 

While the effect— 

Says the Secretary in his letter contained in the report on this bill— 





¢ veoh 


of section 6 would be to increase the dutiable value of m«: indise subject to 


| ad valorem duties 


{ 


It is the assessment of the coverings to which he is alluding, the 
number of the section being different from what it was when he wrote 
his letter-— 
its tendency at the same time would be to restrict speculative imvortations 
which have been stimulated by the opportunities for evasion afforded by th 
present law as interpreted by the Supreme Court an‘ construed by the Atto 
ney-Genera. 

And it is exactly at that point, from the speculative importations of 

ittery possible under the undervaluations, that the pottery interest 
has suffered its greatest competition. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 


7 


I move to strike out the last word. 


























































Mr. BUCHANAN. I ; 
Mr. MILLS. If that be all. then I shall 





i » CHAIRMAN Is t tlon to I the « 
minutes ? 
Mr. GOFF. W in 2 \ t that 


Mr. BUCHANAN. With reference to t stion 

Ir. MILI I want to that suggestion | 
Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair heard no objecti 

Mir. GOFF. I did object 


Mr. MILLS We are anxious to close the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from West Virginia, I un 
wants five minutes. I think that will be all the d 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Weare practically through 

Mr. MILLS. Very well; I will say ten minutes in all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. With reference to the question of packas 
-want to say that I do know what I was talking about. I live inacit 
that makes the goods, and I see these packages every day whenla 


at home, and the packages whicl 


h are used for the packing of potte1 








are either old sugar hogsheat r open-work crates made of rough 
boughs and withes twisted together. Gentlemen can see what t 
value of these is. that the English m 


Mr. WILSON, of West Vi: That is what you are sending off has disposed 
your pottery in, 1s 16 not? {01 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Vhat was the gentleman saying: 40U 
Mr. MILLS. They are such packages as are used in t] intr re al ta ed 
are they not? lina trade, on the other le of the wate 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly, sir; and we buy some of the men who nst ] 
bring them over. t 
Mr. WILSON, of West Vir 
country is sent off in the cars without any covering at all, l : ed ( I t ( 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Loaded in bulk Wa d Means 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes. tl t Ly 
Mr. BUCHANAN. That may be so in some thriftless | l 
it is not done in my city. { i é 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It is done in Trenton 
‘ 








I 
Ir. BUCHANAN. What? Loa 
I 





in bulk? Good crockery 





ir. WILSON, of West Virginia. I did not say good crockery. 
r,. BUCHANAN. After hearing you make that statement I do 


wonder that you believed anything that Boston man told you. au M ILSON, of W 
ter. | i] e ) \ 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. This comes from a Trenton mar ir. B 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I know these packages, and | lone is ¢ 

know what they are. BUCHANAN lL not say 
Now, as to undervaluation, i true that in the past we have suf 

from hadervaluation. That has been a gross and persistent abuse at Mr. WILSON, 






the custom-house, and I do not hesitate to sa: ut under the provi M »UCHA} 


of this bill, carefully guarded as they are, those undervaluations v [f you had 





continue. It seems to be impossible to make legislation so st 
that some sh irp-witted imp rter and some fellow in the custom-! y SU 
who is ready to be bribed will not be able to evade its provision 

} 


[t will be remembered that all crockery comes in un 





lorem rate It must be, or at least it ought to be, known to this Hou 
that to-day almost every manufacturer on the other side has his brotl 
or his son or his confidential agent on this side, to whom he bill 


goods withont any actual sale wl 





science of the consul on the other 2 i hi : 
will allow. V ILS W 
And as to the drawback for damages, I know : ing a 
At the request of producers in my city I have inspected these « 
as they were opened at the custom-house, and the drawbacks for 
ages are practically nominal. The troub! 
in packing the goods in these packages. . 
my own eyes have seen—they will place good pieces of 1 
those of an inferior grade, so that all will be admitted att 
rate. That practice will continue, I say, as long as there is a « 
est importerand a dishonest cust an very impo 
is honest and every customs official is honest we shall need no legisla : 
tion, for the millennium will have come. [ Laughter. ] vhat 
Mr. GOFF. My colleague [Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia Ir, BUCHA 
that I misunderstood him in his use of the word ‘‘ reduction,’’ and Ir. MILI If 


t he referred not to the question of revenue, but 





> 18 In the evasio it i 








claims tha 
tion of protection. Now, as I showed before, my colleague’ 
on behalf of the Committee on W 
tion of protection as well as of the question of revenue, and 


; and Means disposed of t 





logic of the argument submitted by my colleague is that, o I 
cessive protection, these manufacturers or ts’’ ha 





enabled to place this difference in their own pockets, so that 
sumer or the American purchaser has been compelled to pay 





. : : a 7 ; es a 
hanced price for the article. My colleague’s concession that this st fr. I 
ment from the Ways and Means Committee is trne—for he virtua ir. GOI 
concedes that in his argument—also disposes effectually of his claim 





that there is no reduction in the protection, provided always tl 
give full force and effect to the argument which he id his colleagues 


of the Ways and Means Committee have mitted to the House, 
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Mr. GOFF. As gentlemen on the other side have had extensions of 
time, I think I am entitled to a five-minutes extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this proposition is exhausted. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote! it 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Pages Il and 12, strike out lines 76 to 94, inch 
Brown earthenware, common stoneware 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 

China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, in- 
cluding pla es, ornaments, charms, vases, and statuettes, painted, printed, or 
gilded, or otherwise decorated or ornamented in any manner, 60 per cent. ad 
valorein, 

* China, porcelain 
or decorated in any 


isive, and in lieu thereof insert 
gas retorts, and stoneware not or- 
namented 


parian, and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented 


manner, 55 per cent. ad valorem. 


All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware, white, glazed,or edged, com- 
posed of earthy or mineral substanwes, not especially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 55 per cent. ad valorem,’’ 


The question being taken, the amendment was rejected—there being 
aves 85, noes 90. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
was passed over. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns and carboys (covered or un- 
covered), pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed green and 
colored bottle-glass, not cut, engraved or painted, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; if filled, and not otherwis« 
prov@ied for, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, or toa rate of 
duty based on their value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other vessels shal] 
be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the dutiable valu 
of the latter; but if filled and not otherwise provided for. and the contents are 
not subject to an ad valorem duty or to a rate of duty based on their value, they 
shall pay a duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addition to the duty, if 
any, on their contents. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending to strike out, 
in line 107, ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent ’’ and insert ‘‘1 cent.’’ 

Mr. GUENTHER, Mr. Chairman, when this paragraph was reached 
in the discussion which was had during my absence, the committee 
kindly consented to pass over the paragraph informally in order to 
give me a chance to be heard, assuming that I knew something about 
this question which it might be worth while for the committee to hear. 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard it stated over and over again that one 
of the objects in presenting this bill to the House was to correct ex- 
isting incongruities in the present tariff. On reading over the RECORD, 
I find that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, moved to strike out the whole 
paragraph, the result of which would be to leave the duty as it is at 
present on both empty and filled bottles. 

And the amendment of the gentleman from Texas is of the same 
purport. I do not know whether he intends to offer another amend- 
ment covering filled bottles. 

There is a glaring inconsistency in the present tariff in regard to these 
bottles; and it is not chargeable either to the Republican or Demo- 
cratic party. Gentlemen who were here in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress will remember that when the tariff bill wus under discussion in 
the Senate that the Committee on Finance recommended the duty on 
green bottles covered by this paragraph, that theretofore in the Morrill 
tariff bill up to 1883 had been 35 per cent. ad valorem on empty and 
filled bottles should be reduced to 30 per cent. ad valorem in both 
cases. 

The Committee of the Whole of the Senate changed the rate and 
placed in its stead a specific duty of 14 cents per pound, but when it 
came up in the Senate the Senate again restored the duty of 30 per 
cent, ad valorem as recommended by the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate. When the tariff bill came up in the House in the Forty-sev- 
enth Congress it contained a specific duty of 14 cents per pound as rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Ways and Means. And gentlemen of 
the Forty-seventh Congress will remember that on my motion the rate 
of the Morrill tariff of 35 per cent. ad valorem was inserted instead, and 
on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] the rate 
in regard to filled bottles was made to conform with it, and also put at 
35 per cent. ad valorem. 

But you also remember this bill in the last days of the session went 
to a conference, and the conference committee, by oversight or other- 
wise (I could never find out), placed the duty on empty bottles at 1 
cent per pound specific duty, and left the duty on filled bottles at 30 
per cent. ad valorem. The specific duty on empty bottles of 1 per 
cent. amounted to about 70 per cent. ad valorem against 30 per cent. 
on bottles when imported filled. 

Now this Mills bill places, for instance, the mineral waters, whether 
natural or artificial, on the free-list. It places articles of luxury on 
the free-list. It places, for instance, Apollinaris water on the free-list, 
which is simply an article of luxury, and only used by the wealthy as 
a superior table water. The manufacturers of Apollinaris water have 


The Clerk will read the next paragraph which 


this advantage over the American manufacturers of mineral water: the 
American manufacturer has to pay, in the first instance, a higher rate 
for wages. 

That is conceded by everybody. 
eral water has to pay 25 per cent. ad valorem on corks. 
plain about the duty on corks; I simply state the facts. 


The American manufacturer of min- 
I do not com- 
He also pays 
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| a duty on wire and labels. In addition to this advantage you give to 
the foreign manufacturer, you make the American manufacturer pay 
. duty ef about 70 per cent. ad valorem on the bottles he uses, while 
you allow the foreign manufacturer to import his bottles under this 
bill at 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask that the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. GUENTHER] be allowed more time. 

Mr. MILLS. I must object; he has had his five minutes. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I only ask five minutes longer. This is a glar- 
ing inconsistency and it should be carrected. The inconsistency is 
that you place a duty of 1 per cent. ad valorem on the empty bottles 
and allow the same bottles filled with mineral water or some other 
substance to come in at 30 percent. ad valorem. The difference is be- 
tween 30 per cent. ad valorem and 70 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is entirely in 
error as to the facts. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ihave read the Recorp of two or three weeks 
ago, when Mr. MCMILLIN moved to strike out the paragraph, and it 
was kindly consented to pass it over to give me a chance to be heard, 
for which I am very thankful. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman will find that 
it is not an ad valorem rate at all. It is a proposed specific duty. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ah! I read the REcorp and know what I am 


| about. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No; the gentleman is mis- 
| taken. 
Mr. GUENTHER. Iso understand it, and the Recorp verifies my 
statement. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That may be, but there may 
be an error in the REcoRD in that respect. It is proposed in line 115 
to change it to 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ah! Onthat very point I wish just here to say 
a word. I want to know why when the Mills bill came before the 
House in one form the committee found occasion to change it to another? 
The Mills bill as it came from the House placed the duty at three- 
quarters of a cent per pound, and I can not understand what change 
came over the spirit of their dreams to induce them to make such a 
remarkable change without assigning a reason for it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weil, that is not a pending 
proposition for a vote of the House. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No, but it is a question as to what caused this 
change in the minds of Democrats. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman wants a polit- 
ical debate. I must decline most respectfully to indulge him in that 
wish at present. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, in line 115, in order to 
conform to that, I move to strike out ‘‘three-quarters’’ and insert 
“fone.’’ 

Mr. GUENTHER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sition. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, about two or three months ago 
a petition came to this House signed by many hundreds of bottlers ot 
liquor and beer—I do not care so much for that, for I do not use these 
articles very much [{laughter]—and also by the bottlers of mineral 
waters (this is my favorite drink), asking that the proposed duty of the 
Mills bill of three-quarters of a cent per pound on empty bottles should 
be reduced to one-quarter of a cent per pound. Now, I was opposed 
to that reduction as being too large, but I believe that a duty of one- 
half cent a pound is sufficient, because that as a specific duty is about 
equivalent toa duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

And this is the same duty that was in force under the Morrill tariff, 
remember, up to 1883, but by some proceeding in conference committee 
it was changed. The deliberate action, however, of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and of the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress in 1853 
was to sustain and continue in force the old duty under the Morrill 
tariff. 

Now the Mills bill came into this House and it put the duty at three- 
quarters of a centa pound specific, which is 50 per cent. higher on bot- 
tles than under the Morrill tariff bill. I, as a protectionist, do not ob- 
ject so much to that, though I consider this duty too high as compared 
with that on other manufactures. I am willing that the glass-blowers 
should be protected; still, one-half a cent would do that. 

Now, for the sake of information, I would like to know the reason 
why gentlemen, after deliberately going to work—for I infer, at least 
that is the presumption, that they have carefully considered these dil- 
ferent items in the Committee on Ways and Means—why they should 
now go to work and change the rate of duty and place it at 1 cent per 
pound? Instead of lowering the duty as asked by the hundreds of 
bottlers, you raise it. 


I want to be heard on the amendment. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman in oppo- 
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Mr. MILLS. We left it exactly where the Republican party did Clerk read as follows 
the tariff of March 3, 1883. ‘ Ww ‘ 

Mr. GUENTHER Vho left t 

Mr. MILLS. You and your part You explain why your part {r. DING] ‘ 
put it there, and you W | have an answe to 1 lr own question t f 

Mr. GUENTHER he gentleman was a member of the Fort j x 
enth Congress t 


Mr. MILLS. I vote 
; THER 


Mr. GUI rH he g eman knows, ha r be 1 I x 
of that Congress, that the « erate action of the House of Repré t ) ECKI? L) 
ative was to piace a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, leay Dg it it pres t 
an nnsdlse tha tlanctit i fF are a ” f : A tn } 
as u ier the Morrill tari tf: and the enate put it down to 5V ed iT sa 
Mi RECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How did it get to be changed j REED 





Mr. GUENTHER. By some hocus-pot n conference comm j BRECKID 

[Laughter.] I do not know hov {ror i t the 

Mr. McMILLIN. And your side did that Mr. REED Che { 1 1 Ark is [} 

Mr. GUENTHER. We could not help ourselves; because, as t | wses to raise the a tof t ta ta 1 this 


gentleman knows, it came here 01 


, } ‘ 
», ‘ 1 Gay prior to adjou vi It W ; i i ) \ i yvoen 








ment, and we could not help ot had to take it in the agg \ 1 ind m t 3 to se 
gate, and this provision had gotten into it by some means or otl me things | 
but why should the incongruity remain? Ido not charge that t ! 3 that I dor t 
Democratic party is responsible, and I claim that the Republican par I | that in I t l | 
is not responsible It was perhaps one member of the confer l rside of tl [ 
committee, and one member does not constitute either the Republican 1 I think he made the stat nt in perfect 
or Democratic party. But I would like to know, and that is the po t is part d par t f ‘ 
what change came over you to so suddenly raise the duty from three ; part and parcel of the fa y that tempted to 
fourths of a cent to 1 cent without giving any explanation. t country, that one side of this ¢ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkans The gentleman will find, if | s [ As I have already pointed out l é 
he looks, that this is not a higher ad valorem equivalent than | vs, this nation is made up, all parts « of 
vails generally along in articles of glassware. If he will run his ey rs, and everybody knows that the ouly co 
down the schedule he will find that to be the case. producers are the sole class that t 

Mr. GUENTHER. I know all aboutit. It is equivalent to70 per | fit, nam men who are if Upon 
cent. ad valorem. wit yes that are fixed from t 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir; 56 per cent. | the rest of the consumers of this ¢ 
Mr. GUENTHER. No, 
articles embraced in that s 
to 70 per cent. b 1c] I es tor t 3a 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman wil 


sir; 56 per cent. is the average on all the | est d st ol 1, becau re } 
‘hedule; but on glass bottles it is equivalent r means of n nption dey 1 upon 


the sche lule—— Now, th $ L ule t cont \ 
Mr. GUENTHER. Ido notcare; Iknowit. Iknowallabout these the Democratic side, on w h Mr. RE! ‘ and t 
class bottles. I looked the matter up with accuracy. tl 3 are tar taxes; that they are not or t 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well. tleman from Arkansas [ M1 NRID sed t 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. more than any other man on th le of the Chambe 





Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I now ask that we may have a vote. 1 peculiar pride and pleasure in forming his ver the 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by | taxes vet he comes here and, with noexplanation « 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. poses to change the deliberate judgment 
The amendment was agreed to. was due to the consumer by adopting the 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which | and again denounced Now, Ido not im 
I send to the desk. any explanation of this; but there not 
The amendment was read, as follows: ot know that the only exp ition he can re y « 
Strike out from line 118, on page 13, to line 130, on page 14, inclusive ny one of his former declat ns must ii re i ! 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has that paragraph been read? to see him hav u mar : ave nu IS 
The CHAIRMAN, That was not passed over. It was considered. that he is using t ers iC ' ces 
The amendment was agreed to. nd not for industrial Le ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph that ae ieee Dp eiaic : s 
was passed over. ir. BRE KINRID rE, Mr. ¢ ) 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Whatis the next paragraph would Nardly be proutable or sal ctory t 
The CLterk. The next paragraph is lines 135 to 141, inclusive, on in from Maine and myseif to get into a ¢ pe i 
page 14. itthistime. He will find that f the \ iments | i \ ring, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Before we get to that I have | CY¢TY one provities for a substantial re a 
} °° rie \ 3} =f yiierec in e | ver ‘ ( ticla 
ab amendment which comes in on line 133. vhich was just ollered. ihato Lea iy Uj Un 





The amendment was read, as follows: nh question at 1 less rate than t ) rit othe 
Amend on page I, line 133, by striking out the word “ fifteen ’’ and inserti: ing it 1d bei ne ng to the same sched tt y ‘ i 
“twenty ive found out while looking for 
The amendment was agreed to. tthe gentleman seem » ha rotten or t 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer another amendment pose of falling into a 1 f errors I did n that n 
which I send to the desk. other side was a representative of cor ‘ J Do 
The amendment was read, as follows: side of the H yuse represents cc ‘ o 
Amend on page IJ, line 134, by striking out the words ‘twenty-five,’ and in House considers to 1 r best tere \ ‘ 
serting “* thirty.”’ P the gentleman from Maine. that he vas t represent 


The amendment was agreed to. sumers; and he makes a mistake when he es { 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the pending side of the He se with whic h he alig and : 
amendment now at the desk relates to what lines? our side he got decidediv on the wrong f the House t 

The CHAIRMAN, To lines 135 to 141. to appropriate to himself the p : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let that paragraph be read. Hous 

The Clerk read as follows: Now, let us have a vote 


y : . ‘ | Ie} ) ‘ | ‘ + 
Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 1 l hl D. I eallt | 
15 inches square, 1 cent per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 | t t that even 1 t r 
inches square, 1} cents per pound ; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 in the la ive } l 3 r 


square, 1} cents per pound; all above that, 1? cents per pound. 


The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment pending to strike out a part and parcel of th whol ‘ ) 
in line 140 the words t 


‘one and one-half,’’ and insert ‘‘two;’”’ and also | out on this pill—: ywraphi ‘ 
to strike out ‘‘one and three-fourths,’’ in line 141, and insert ‘‘ two | I take this last opportunity to ratit t 
and a half.’ House to the meth i ch has peen adopted, a 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I send to the | information fro itlemen on the other I ! t they 
desk an amendment to come in ahead of the first of those. | are acting for political reasons. | e made the distinct cu slust 


naturally a strai 
casion 


to de ny 


and he no more denied it than 
( y d Means Committee his fre wie 
sp I do not | 1 regard to the gent 
m eve tl tance of New York would 1 
] l yn ject He has had tw 
port I Lot this v afternoon, and on 
7 ( cn i ] n I years ago was br 
I » le t i fre rade d meant free trade, and he 
not \ t< ‘ rt Gentlemen on the other side 
] e be ( i y h makin ] 
i nd if] rt j tries of this 
{ t i lj { ly nd there was not ¢ rd 
of « ] 
eCH question upon eing to th 
ment of from Arkansas! Mr. | KINRIDGE | if 
b consid 1 as agreed to. Che Chair he 
no 
J ] ! Ay On page 14, line 138, I 
to sti ‘ ourt I ‘ ind five-eig! 
lly ] ( { per pour } 
end t reed 1 
M BRECK] [DG of Arl I b e the is } 
‘ pending in 141 to strike ou 
The CHAIRMA I imendment has already been agreed 
Mr. BRECKI (IDGE, of Arkansas. When was it agreed to 
ie CHAIRM I Chai I the question to the committ 
ind there 1 é } 
I OWD Id e to call the attention of the committ ) 
{ ct that w the metal schedule w under consideration t 
Y ve few mem} T ent when the vote was taken on the amend- 
me offered 1 entleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], to in 





l ‘‘six,’’ in line 156, on page 15. I 
to amend by striking out 





lis 6 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection, provided there is no debate and 
1] ite is taken at once 

Mr. SOWDEN. = I move to strike out line 156, ou page 15, and as 


the Clerk to rea 





~ TIL 


ECORD—HOUSE. 


rht- | $1,000,000 has been added to the surplus, and the waves of the work- 


iT} 





ingmen have been materially reduced. The most earnest appeals have 
been made, not only by the manufacturers of window-glass, but by 
he workingmen engaged in this great indust to this He to re- 
former duty, which experience ha n to be absolute 
to the prosperity of this industry and to the well-being of a 
) engaged in There is no reason 1 1 the window-glas 
‘ in this country should not be made | 


ter to which I h referred I shall hand to the Cle: 


th my ] 
ti my remarks 


ay 

























AN The gentleman ] that right ler § ] 
le 
ir. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The petitions I shall not print, | 
th e comniittee. 
Che following is the letter 1 1 to in ther of Mi ! 
DD i ¥ LOR 
> t uM } 72 
1] v isu t to, I i w-gl 
and reasons why it should not be reduced proposed | Ml us rej i 
by the Ways and Means Committee 
rérst. The present tariff s edule on common WwW low iss Was ado} l 
1Si2 At that ti I n iF was as large 
made anywhere in he present time there is common w 
‘ w-gilass made as |: i and the schedule that would app y to 
on window-{ ago will not answer a criterion i: 
g as to whi air measure a pr nt time, the sur- 
lings of the case are so much chan i tl period of forty-six years, 
S id. Th wasa luction of I w glass in 1883, and sir 
} t eduction the imporiat ‘ reased very materially, 
t I ising t! « l is source 
rhird. The workingmen engage iustry have had to work 
| for less es in consequence of the tariff in 1883, and from the 
| ncrease in the importe! article and the cheapness « same. LEvena 
the present time, will present duty, one-fourth of the glass consumed in this 
| cou y is imported from Europe. It i8s but natural to suppose that with a de- 
$ he duty that these imports would increase, and also, as a nat ul re 
is 1 imported cle would displace that made at home, and 1 of ne 
| cessity cause the workmen to lay idle, or suffer a further luction in order 
| eet the competition from the imported article 
Fourth. The wages in Europe in thisindustry are exceedingly low. Twoy 
ago, while passing through Belgium on a tour of observation in the interest « 
| the v indow-glass workers’ organization, I saw women wheeling in coal, carry- 
| in ass in the sheet. Their wages ranged from $2 to $3 per week, w! 





in America this class of work is performed by men whose wages rangé 
from $9 to $12 per week; and about the same ratio of difference prevails in all 
1 





the skilled branches of the industry between the prices paid in Europe and 
America. I feel, in view of this fact, that with a reduction of 35 per cent 


proposed by the Mills bill, the difference will have to be met by a large redu 











Che Clerk read as follow n the matter of wages by the workmen in the window-glass industry of 
fron in pigs, iron kentledge, | this country. . : . ; y 

a alana : ante 2 : ha In the annual report of the chic f of the bureau of imported merchandise for 
. JIEMBER. ! ib how: ears 1886 and i887 you will find the following statement of the importation 





r,. SOWDE 

is under the ] 

The question was 
Mi 


+t will 
lu W 





I 
2 per t 


t 

r, SOWDEN demanded a division. 
ivide there were—ay 

mendment was disagreed to. 
DEN. I now unanimous consent to move to amend 
161, on page 15, by striking out ‘‘$11”’ and inserting ‘‘$15;”’ so 
he paragraph will read: ‘‘Steel railway bars and railway bars 
1, weighing more than 25 pounds to the yard, $15 
and slabs and billets of steel’’ having already 


ihe tt d; and es 79, noes 84 
Po the a 
Mr. SOW 

line 

that t 

made 

per ton, 
her 


com 


em 
Ss 


in part of ste 
” the 
trial , s+ 
i Stricken Out 
Mr. MILLS. I object to going back. 
The CHAIRMAN rhe Clerk will read t 
bill whic h has been passt I over, 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAY 


words "" 


the 


paragraph to 


I desire to movs 
which is as follows: 


to strike out the p: 








agraph beginning at line b 
Unpolished eylin crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 10 by 
hes square, 1 e« id; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24inches 
square,ij cents per p above that,and notexceeding 24 by 30 inches squat 
1; cents per pound; all above that, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. MILLS. We have passed by that, ¢ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
I have received. 

Mr. MILLS. I cal 

Mr. JOSEPH D. T 
we had passed over tl 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. T 
unanimous consent. 

I only wish to say to the committee that I hold in my hand a bun- 
dle of petitions embracing the names of several hundred workingmen 
iss factories in my district who are not only protest- 
sage of the Mills bill, but who are asking for a res- 
ies as they existed prior to the year 1883. I desire 
revenues have been largely increased by that reduc- 


nd I object. 
I wish to have read some petitions which 





1 for the regular order. 
A YLO!] I asked recognition in time and before 
1at paragraph. 

We have passed to another matter. 
AYLOR. I know we have, but that was don: 


e 
> 
Le 
he 
DY 


now employed in s 
ing against the pa 
toration of the du 
to say that the 
tion. 

I shall ask leave to print a letter which will fully explain the situa- 
tion of this industry. I call the attention of the committee to the im- 
mense increase of importations and consequent increase of duties since 
the reduction of the duty in 1883. Since this reduction of duty the 





imports have been swelled many millions of dollars, and more than 





tiie 
of window-glass for the year i ) nsions of 10 by 15 ine! 
»unted to 14,117,875 pounds, valued at $319,798.94; value per unit quantity, 
ad valorem rate, 60.71 The price of the glass of the 10 by 15 inches r 
1 $9.50 up to $14.50 per box. Theamount imported in the class that runs fro1 
iby 30 inches up to 50 by 76 was 17,608,435 pounds, valued at $466,603.55; va 
per unit of quantity, .026; ad valorem rate, 108}. 
Ihe price of the glass in the 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76 ranges from $15 up 
to $76 and upwards per box. The value of unitof quantity in the 10 by inches 
is 2.3cents, and the price does not go above $14.50. The 24 by 30 inches up to 
0 by vaiued at 2.6 cents, which only makes a difference of three- i 
cents per value, while the price runs from $15 to upwards of $76 above. There i 
imported of the class of 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76, 3,490,560 pounds more thia 
there was of the 10 by 15 inch grade, and is only valued at $146,804.61 more than 
the cheaper glass. For what reason it is done no one can dispute; it is unde: 
valuation in order to make the ad valorem duty higher. 
If the Mills bill should become a law, with the low wagesin Europe, the chea 
ness of ocean freights between Europe and America, with a 35 per cent. redu 
tion in the tariff duties, there will be no other alternative for the An 
workmen but to accept a reduction in wages or surrender the market to th 
goods imported from abroad. 
As bef tated, more than one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in th 
try is imported, and from the ts there 
at the tariff should be increased in order to better foster and prote« 


sary. 


Glass of > dime 1 } 





am< 


(Vy? 





76 is tenths 


ore 
isno do 


tho 


above statement of fac 





I e facts that I have stated I feel can not be successfully controverted, and 
I t them to you for your careful consideration. 


I remain yours, respectfully, 
JAM 


ES CAMPBELL, 
Workers’ A i 


President of the Window-¢ mof A 
D. TAYLOR, 
Washington, D. C. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next pa 
over. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All t« 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is that of the gent! 
man from Texas [Mr. MILs] to strike out that paragraph. 

{Mr. BUTTERWORTH withholds his remarks for revision. See A! 
PENDIX. ] 
[ Mr. CAREY withholds his remarks for revision. 
Mr. LA FoLLetre addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentlen 
m Texas to strike out the paragraph. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to perfect the paragraph before the 
motion to strike out is acted upon. I move to substitute what I send 
to the desk for the lines under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 362 and 363 inclusive, and insert instead : 

‘All leaf-tobacco contained in any package, bale. box,or in bulk, or shipped 


Hon, J PH 


ragraph passed 


»bacco in leaf, manufactured, and not stemmed, 35 cei 


$ per pour d. 


See APPENDI 
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CHAIRM 
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Vi lo to ( 
LA } rT rr 

| I 
e CHAIRMA p 
an amendment to an 1 now } 

Mr. MILLS J ) wes ‘ ’ 

The CHAIRMAN Che 3 t 
pa i uy i il Ww { ( 

) lrner ATy | 7 
‘ ak , ; £44 

| CHAIRMAN ) 1 ! 
t] ntle i from Te [Mr. MIL! to 1 

\ LA FOLLETT M Ly t 1 
es 

Mr. MILLS. Im 
t] paragrap! 

ihe question Vv i 1s 2a t oy 2 64 

So the motion wa eed 

Ch committe ict d 1} I ha 
the cl as Speaker pro t e, Mr. SPRI R, from the ¢ 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consid¢ 
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation tot 
lection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution ther 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the Ho resolve itself 1 » ( 

+4 le { the r conside of 1 $3 rais 

t mo move that debate ipon the p 
i } mI on that Il d j 
I id yma 
cn , ; 1 } ‘ l I 
qi . n. 

Mr. McKTI} 1 I h to tl 1 of t ( t 
on W and leans ¢ t} x ' ' ; 
tleman from Wisconsin | Mr. LA Fou the t 

Mr. MILLS I will 


Mr. MCKINLEY. The { } m ¥ nsin ¥ ‘ ‘ 
minutes. 
Mr. MILLS I have y led to eve 
the House. 
Mr. McKINLEY. This is a very 
the gentleman from Wisconsin should hay: ve l 
Mr. McCULLOGH. LIrise toap 
Try 











The SPEAKER. tleman ' 
Mr. McCULLOGH t is the p 
TheSPEAKER. 1 esent ¢ 





side in the Committee of the Whole « the state of the Union 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Well, the report is made to the House, a 
make the point that th is n Ler i f | i 

The SPEAKER. The paragraph under leration in Comm 
of the Whole is what the 1 i 1 reiers t 
ing the previous questi 

rhe question was takei ithe Spea 
to have it. 

A division was called for 

The House divided; and t] ere— 83, 1 5 2. 

Mr. McKINLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for the y« nd na 

Mr. McKINLEY. It does seem to m tif the gentleman 
Texas [Mr. MILis] will give the gentl v nsin fir 
utes more he will save time. Thatisall w 

Mr. MILLS. I have extended courtesi to that side of the H 
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Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- | 
ing of the 1 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 
The names were recapitulated 
Mr. PENINGTON I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [ Mr. HIESTAND |] Having voted to make a quorum, I desire to | 
withdraw my vote, inasmuch as I understand there is not a quorum | 
| 


voting, 


‘The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. bELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. BiGGs with Mr. FELTON, 


Mr. GLOVER with Mr 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. 


BROWNE, of Indiana. 
HouK. 


Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Pipcock with Mr. De LANO. 

Mr. Trmoriuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. Scorr. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. HIESTAND. 

Mr. Prey with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Crise with Mr. ROWELL. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day 


Mr. RAYNER with Mr. McComas. 


| 
| 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. GEstT. 

Mr. DineLe with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. FUNSTON, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SYMES, 

Mr. IfATCH with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. WILsoN, of West Virginia, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, | 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. BLount with Mr. LIND. 

Mr. Hoga with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. MAIsH with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. EnMENTROUT with Mr. GAIN BS. 

Mr. Wuirina, of Michigan, with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. BROWER. | 
| 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. PETERS. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. 
on this side 

Mr. MILLS. Is the point made that no quorum voted? 

The SPEAKER. The record shows no quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. Then, Mr. Speaker, as by prior order of the House 
to-night was set apart for business of the Committee on Labor, I move 
that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not take a recess in the absence of, 
aquorum. The Journal of the House, which contains its official pro- 
ceedings, shows that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. MILLS. I move, then, that the House adjourn. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman wants to waste the afternoon, there 
is nothing to prevent him; he has the majority with him. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion to adjourn), 
The Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that if a count should be | 
taken on the pending motion, and a quorum should appear, it would 
obviate the difficulty. Ifthe House, by the vote of a quorum, should 
decide not to adjourn, it could then take a recess. But the yeas and 
nays are demanded. 

Mr. REED. Then I withdraw the call. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the demand for the yeas 
and nays til] after the count, 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

The question being again taken on the motion to adjourn, there 
Were—ayes 85, noes 76. 

Mr. WARNER. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Not one-fifth has voted in the affirmative. 

Several MEMBERS. Count the other side. 

The House divided; and there were—-ayes 25, noes 71. 

So (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw my motion to adjourn and move to 
take a recess. 

fhe SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Several MEMBERS. 


») 


On this question the yeas are 121, the noes 2. No | 


I renew my request that five minutes be allowed | 





Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 2. 
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| Ga., for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law 
| Committee on Commerce. 
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So the motion to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered was agreed to. ; , 

TheSPEAKER. The question recurs on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WARNER. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays on 
the condition that the evening session shall be saved for the Labor Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. REED. We should allow Mr. LA FOLLETTE to have his five 
minutes, and thereupon we can take a recess so as to allow the Labor 


| Committee to have their evening session. 


Mr. MILLS. I move the House take a recess. 

TheSPEAKER. Want ofaquorum has been disclosed by the count. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn at any rate. The 
Labor Committee have to-night. 

The SPEAKER. The House stands adjourned unless by nnanimous 
consent the gentleman withdraws his motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. Ido withdraw my motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Cries of ‘‘ Object!’ 
** Too late!’ } 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that it is too late, as the result 
has been announced, and therefore the House stands adjourned. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


and 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. R. 10887) granting a pension to 
Katharina Killian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 10888) for the relief of N. B. 
Lanier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 10889) granting a pension to Sophia 
Weis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Robert Nickle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOVER: A bill (H. R. 10891) for the relief of Elijah Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10892) granting a pension to John Merritt 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10893) granting a pension to 
George Weggeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10894) for the relief of 
Isaac H. Bush—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 10895) for the relief of J. W. 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Claims. 


to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of H. D. Wells and twenty-four others, cit- 
izens of the Fourth district of Illinois, for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafti: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petitionof Katharina Kilian, fora pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of the Knights of Labor, of Augusta, Ga., 


in favor of House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. BARRY: Memorial of Sam Johnson and 86 others, of Warren, Ry 
to th , 


By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Taventurn Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Taventurn, Pa., for the passage ot 
Senate bill 553—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Francis E. Willard and other officers 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, fora prohibitory amend- 
ment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. GIF FORD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian ‘Temperance 
Union of Dakota, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitution 
to the Select Committee on the Alchoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Mrs. J. L. Bennett, president of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Centreville, Dakota, for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of M. G. Bennett, of Dallas County, Mis- 
souri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 532 citizens of the Seventeenth dis- 
trict of New York, against the Mills bill as regards cement—to tlie 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOVEY (by request): Petition of F. L. Davis, M. D., and 
27 others, citizens of the First district of Indiana, for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of Knights of Labor ot New Albany, 
Ind., in favor of House bill No. 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of Jackson County 
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and of Clarke County, Indiana, for the establishment of a home in lh SENATE. 
diana—to the Committee on Military Affairs THURSDAY, -/ yj 19, 1885 
Alse, petitions of citizens of Indiana for ad nal pension legis _D 
tion—to the Committee on In 3 : 
By Mr. HUNTER: Resolu \ ( ion of | Disa 
Veterans of the Union Army yf Pittsburgh, Pa 
Senate bill to ing rease pens! ! nca und Senat t : , : 
ar rs ¢ ¢ In cel cast to e Co Lite t L! ; ; 
sions W - 
By M JOSEPH: P on of the Wor Christ i f ‘ 
Union of New M co, f L pro itorv amendment to the ¢ t 
tion—to the Select Committ on the Alcoholie Liquor Traffi M AW om t ‘ \ 3 
By Mr. KEAN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tempe I t - 
Union of New Jersey, for a prohibitory amendment to the Const iS nded - . 
tion to the Select Committee on the A! holie ] 1uOo! rn ( t ) 
\lso, petitions of citizens of Perth Ar N. , fi t ‘ M i ; \ 
a public building at that plac » the Committee on | I ( ‘ 


ings and Grounds. I 1 \ I 
y Mr. LYMAN: Petition of C. A. Ca 1 and others, « Ir. ILAMPTON, from the ¢ 


the Ninth district of Iowa, for prohibition in the District of ( t 
b to the Select Committee on the Aleoho | ior ‘Tr: the S t ot M i) :. a 
l Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of James Grant and 97 other w iS ¢ I ve 


in the cement industry—to the Committee on Ways and Mea 
By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of McKean Cow M SON, of M a 1 t ( 


Pennsylvania, for amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to 1 l red 1 S. 1859 t 

Committee on Commerce Mi ( ‘ 
by Mr. MCCREARY: Petition of Mrs. Eliza A. Carson, fi | ; d to, the ‘ 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. \ THAI om t ( A ffa 
by Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Gowan Lane Corbin, of Oxford, M ‘ ad t ) : 9) t : 

for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 7M 6 ¢ 


War Claims. nnon, submitted i 
By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper: to, and 
Union of North Caroli 


tution—to the Select Committee on the Alcol 





1, for a prohibitory amendment to the Const I YAVIS, fr t ( 

















i i = A 
By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian ‘I 3 
nee Union of Michigan, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitt ' ~R. 47% 
tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic ' L(S. 310 mr the et 
Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem, \I ) | ( t 3 
al Union of Delaware, for a prohibitory amendment to the Const t R 
tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic é rt ter and é 
so, petition of sundry citizens of the First district of Delaware, { te f es nd 
p bition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on 1 ment, and submitt 
Alcoholie Liquor Traffic. [ DAVI from the ¢ 
Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of wool-dealers and woolen man d t f ving bills, repo 
ulacturers, against the passage of the Mills bill—to the Committee on ds 1itted reports therec 
Ways and Means. \ S. 2887) granting 
Mr. RYAN: Petition of Mrs. Fanny H. Rastall and other offic H. KR. 6764) to 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kansas, for a prohibi John an Indian 


tory amendment to the Constitution—to the Select Committee on th te peo it 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ir. EVARTS, f ) C te thie t 
by Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Woman’s Chri d tl H. J t i 






Temperance Union of Texas, for a prohibitory amendment to the Con out ame ent m 
st tion—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic SPOO rom ft ( 
Mr. J. W. STI I ‘etition of | J. K. W i to 
el itizens of the | et of Ver or } bition in th ) ( ) i 
trict of Columbia—t Select Committee on the Alcoholie Lique in a ‘ 
7 ( Un nN tl I i } 


By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of Henry W. Barrett & Co 
others, of Louisville, Ky., and Albany, Ind., azainst the M 3 l ) ( Vital « , 
the Committee on Ways and Means. [i >» from the same I 
, Mr. TOOLE: Petition of the Montana Woman’s Chris! i Ter LO to remove the charge of de 
perance Union, fora prohibitory amendment to the Constitution—to t ported vil endme i 
Select Committee on the Aq i 3 M : ‘ i l 
'y Mr. VANCE: Petition relating to certain claims against the Gov- , reterred the biil (5. 1005) for tl elief of ¢ ries | 
ernment—to the Committee on Claims. tructed me to report it back adversely, re n ling 1 
By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Clara Hoffman and other « rs indefinitely } | ed, at t t nt ‘ 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Missouri, for a pro- | partme! which can afford him pr f 
hibitory amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on th rhe report was agreed to, and the bill was post ed it nit 
Judiciary. [r. COCKRELL, from the Committe 1 3 t Affairs. to 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of A. C. Womack, of Davidson | ¥®5 Te! rred the bill (S. 2558) for 1 ‘ f V. Met 
County. and of John B. Nicholls. of Houston County. Tennessee. for | Mittea an adverse report thereon; ¥ nwa I na 3 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims to the Com1 ittee on | POStpon d indefinite ; 
War Claims. HAR , VANS 
By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Petition of woolen manufacturers of New Mr. PASCO, from the Committ on ¢ t om ¥ ed 
York, against the passage of House bill 9051—to the Committee on | the bill H. It. 2351) for the f 
Ways and Means. following resolution; which was « ered, b cOoDsé id 
By Mr. YOST: Petition of Belmer & Co. and others, agai 
duction of the duty on wire rods, etc.—to the Committee on W 
Means. Swango,” now jp : . r - 





leobolic I uor 









pup t ‘ 

—- of tl nre s . ts 

‘ ray +34 f } ¥, } : 7" nan 
The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult mands t 5 ‘ 


are, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to | vide for th f 
the Committee on Ways and Mean hereon core } ~ eas vate th i 
, : . 4 . + i a ance W ii the p yisions ol su iacts id re ortt he ™e« m rd. 
By Mr. WILBER: Of citizens of Gilboa N. Y. rs ith. . 
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concurrent resolution, as follows 





oa ze the printing of additional copies of t 
of the Director of the United States Geologi 


House of Rep utives concurring), That there be 
Printing Office, in addition to the number alres 


eighth and ninth annual reports of th 
lL Survey, uniform with the prece i 
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rrent resolution? 
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REPORTS ON ETHNOLOGY. 
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ithe joint resolution S. R. 93 pro\ 


nth annual reports of the Director of 
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( mit - 
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ht-h it ’ Det er, M 
hich I t ( tt ( 
Commerce. 
Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3355) det 
iin acts of Congress for the relief of own 0 il estate in the D 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; w h s read tw i 
tle, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum l 
Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3356) to amend the naturalization 
which was read twice j title, and ordered to lie on the 
AMENDMENT rO APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. REAGAN. I was requested by W. Hawkins, delegaie f 
Chickasaw Indians, to present a paper which I submit as an am 
ment to the deficient appropriation bill an i l reiere t 
Committee ¢ ppropriation i desire to § t 1 etter ¢ t 
eecreta ol tl i Decem be ), 1de I WS thatthea 
ch he believed to | e to the Chickasaw $240,164.65 
etter of the Secretary of t rreasury of Janua », of this year, sub- 
3 the estim of an a] ition ior tl im ntd to the Chi 
Ind I prop >to I Wits } n 1ent Hou Execu 
Document Ne. 42, first session Filtieth Congress, I ask that both 
referred to the Committee on Appropriation 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che amend: will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. Does the Senator de 
sire to have the accompanying document pri l 
Mr. REAGAN. No,sir. Ido not know that it will be ne ary to 
print the amendment. Let it be referred simp 
on . : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will not be mad 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


i 
} , 





MESSAGE FROM THE HO 





A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARI 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and j 
resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A hill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-H« 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a px 


about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State 


1 


A bill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the 
h of Great Wicomico River, Virginia; 











H500 


Mr. HAWLEY I heard the Senator make that explanation. 
Mr. VES rhis is the same punishment prescribed in the general 
statute Chere is no change in the penalty at all. 
3 reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


BECI Mr. President, I rose to move that the Senate proceed 
to the Calendar under Rule VIII, at the point where we le({t off in the 
regular call the last time 1t was under consideration, and that we con 
tinue with the Calendar until 2 o’clock. ‘There are half a dozen bills 


that I am urged by members of the House of Representatives to hav 


passed if I p ibly can I can not very properly ask to have prece- 
dence given to them over everything else, but if we keep up the regu- 
lar call of the Calendar we shall all get our cases through with some 


thing like fair play, whereas if we try to get bills in wherever we can 
it will not be fair to those who can not be present. I can not be here 
very much of the time; I have been ten days in committee now: and 
those who happen to be here will get bills in unless we proceed regu- 
larly with the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senate will adopt the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kentucky 


kx It is the only proper way to dispose of the business on 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
under Rule VIII and continue its consideration until 2 o’ clock. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky 
to propose to continue the order from day to day until the Calendar is 
yone through with 

ir. BECK. I should be glad to do that, but perhaps that would 
ot be acceded to, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think it would be agreed to unani 


mousy. 


Caicndal 


hould be very glad if it could be done. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. After the morning business each day, 
until 2 o'clock, let us proceed with the Calendar 

Ir. BECK I will accept the Senator’s suggestion. I ask that the 
order be made to continue from day to day until the Calendar is gone 
through with 


Mr. PLATT. I should not like to agree to that. We may have 


business which would make it necessary to supersede such an order. 
Mr. BECK 1 was alraid of that. Therefore I will simply ask that 
the Calendar be pro led with to-day until 2 o’clock. 
Mr. VEST. That ought to be done. There are a number of bridge 
bills on the Calendar It is necessary to pass them, and I was about 


to ask when the Senator from Kentucky took the floor that the Sen- 
ate devote whatever may be left of the morning hour to-morrow and 
the next day to the consideration of bridge bills exclusively; but if 
this is made a continuing order of course I do not care about any such 
We always have the power at any time, if exigencies 
If the Senator from Kentucky 
would modify his request so that we can go through the Calendar rey 
ularly, it would be perfectly fair to everybody; and at any time we 
could set that order aside, 
Ir. PLATT. Ido not suppose I would object to it to-morrow or 
her day; yet I do not want to restrain the Senate from consid- 
ering some important matter to-morrow if it should be deemed neces- 


arrangement 


to change our order of business. 


VEST. I hope the order will be made to continue the Calendar 


and then we can change it if necessary. 

It is proposed to consider the Calendar until 2 
Mr. VEST Until 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not require any order, be- 
catise it is the rule of the Senate already. 

Mr. VEST. Then let us enforce it. 

Mir. BROWN, Let us have the rule enforced, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But it is in the power of any Sena- 
tor to move to proceed to the consideration of a bill notwithstanding 
the requirementof Rule VIII. The Senator from Kentucky asks unan- 
irmous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII this morning, and continue the consideration 
Is there objection ? 

I object to that. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. BROWN, I object, because I think it is only fair to continue 
with the Calendar in this way from day to day until all have a 
chance 

Mr. BECK. I propose that we shall have an hour for the Calendar | 
to-day, and wecan continue it from day to day, unless there is objection. | 

Mr. BROWN. The rule as announced by the Chair is that the Cal- 
endar is now in order, and we can go on to-day without any motion, 

Mr. BECK. We can do that every day without a motion. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well; I want the Senate to do that. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- ! 


until 2 o'clock. 
Mr. BROWN, 
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tor from Kentucky to move the consideration of any bill he desires on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order, the Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the regular order will now be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
dispose of a matter of privilege, which will take but a moment, before 
the Calendar is proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senat 


will state his matter of privilege. 


or from New Hampshire 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call up the resolution which ison tho 
table with regard to the credentials of the Senator from Louisiana 
| Mr. Gipson ], and their reference to the Committee on Privileges and 
lections, to substitute another resolution therefor, to be printed and 
lie over, and to allow the credentials to be disposed of in the regular 
course, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes the Senator from 
New Hampshire would have the right, before action by the Senate, to 
modify his own resolution. The Chair hears no objection. The modi- 
fication of the resolution will be read, if any Senator desires. Other- 
wise, it will be printed and lie over under the rule 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the resolution for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be printed and lie over under 
the rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, instead of its being printed and lying 
over under the rule, that it be printed and laid on the table, and I give 
notice that I shall move to take it up some time next week. 

The resolution as modified was ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


olved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in- 
quire (1) into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, held o 
the 7th day ot April, L888, at which there were chosen State officers and a! 
Legislature which has since elected two United States Senators; and specially 
to ascertain and report whether the 156,746 votes returned for the candidate of 
the dominant party for governor were actually cast, in view of the fact that at 
no previous election had the votes for such candidate of such party exceeded 
88,744; and also why in the parish of Madison there were returned 3,530 vote 
or one party and none for the other; in East Feliciana Parish, 2,276 for one 
party and only 5 for the other; in Morehouse Parish, 1,584 for one party and 
only 14 for the other; in Ouachita Parish, 2,994 for one party and only 5 for the 
other; in Sabine Parish, 1,441 for one party and only 2 for the other; in Tensas 
Parish, 4,627 for one party and only 113 for the other; and why there were sim- 
ilar returns from other parishes; and also to ascertain and report whether or 
not at said State election there was any violence, intimidation, or fraud which 
prevented a fair election, and particularly whether or not there were any false 
canvasses or false returns made by the local election officers or included in the 
final canvass of the votes; and in case said committee shall find that such ille- 
galities as violence, intimidation, or fraud, false canvasses, or fa returns pre- 
vailed in connection with such election, then said committee shall further in- 
quire 

Whether any of the acts or omissions of the officials or other persons re- 
sponsible for or connected with such ilegalities were contrary to the Constitu 
tion of the United States or the amendments thereof, or were violations of any 
of the statutes of the United States, especially the provisions of chapter 7, Tit 
LXX of the Revised Statutes, punishing crimes against the elective franchise 
and civil rights of citizens; and, if so, whether any prosecutions have been or 
ought to be commenced in the United States courts for such offenses 

Whether such illegalities are likely to be repeated in connection with the 
election to be held in said State on the 6th of November next of Representatives 
in Congress; and, if so, whether there is occasion for the alters 
of any of the regulations prescribed by said State for holding elections for such 
liepresentatives in Congress. 

4. And said committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection 
with the aforesaid State election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and fa 
returns, so extensive and systematic in their character as toshow that there e> 
isted on the part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to ap- 
parently carry said election without regard to the votes actually cast, and to 
choose a governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such ille- 
gal, false, and fraudulent means, and, if so, whether said Legis!ature was actu- 
ally and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantia}! 
the creation solely of the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said 
State of Louisiana has a republican form of government.including a Legislature 
entitled to choose United States Senators, and to provide methods for the ap- 
pointment-of electors of President and Vice-President of the United States 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the modification of the resolution as 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire I move that the credentials 
therein referred to of the Senator-elect from Louisiana be placed upon 
the files of the Senate and printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are already on file, the Chair 
thinks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does that carry the order to print? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is unable to state defi- 
nitely about these particlar credentials, but the uniform practice is to 
have credentials read when presented, and they are then placed upon 
the files of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The credentials were laid on the table, I think, 
on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The credentials were laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presumes there will be 
no objection to their being printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply ask that the credentials be taken from 








tion by Congress 








| the table, placed on the files of the Senate, and be printed in the REC- 


ORD. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to that. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I happe ned to be the oc¢ upant ot the « 
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the time thecredentials were presented, and I will state the course } mittee by striking ou e 6, a the 3 
sued. The credentials were read, and by reason of being read, wer t ord upe d insert ~ f , so a 
course printed in the Recorp. Then on motion of some Senator the) son who s 
were laid on the table. Sixt years . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Off : S ; , 
Reporter that they were not printed in full in the Recorp. e tha 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Such is my information. year 
Mr. MANDERSON, The credentials were not referred or placed Che amendment to the amendment wa eed t 
the files of the Senate, but were laid upon the table at that time. Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to « 
The PRESIDENT pro t npore. If there be no objection, the cred amendment of the committee I move to insert I é 
tials will be printed in full in the REcorD, and placed on the files of | word ‘‘fact,’’ the words ‘‘in any Territory, the Dist 
the Senate. oI other place over which the United States has ex ISi ve 
The credentials are as follows | or on any vessel within the admiralty or maritime jurisdict 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA United States and out of the jurisdiction of any State 
To the President of the Senate of the United States The amendn imendm pret 
{, Francis Tillou Nicholls, governor of the State of Louisiana do hereby cer- | Che amendment as amended wa eed 
tify that Randall Lee Gibson, of the city of New Orleans, in this State, a du | . : : : 4} ie eee ; 
qualified person under the Constitution of the United States, has been du rhe bill was reported to tl ALC AS GINCHUCU 1d 


elected a Senator in Congress from the said State, for the term of six years co! 
mencing on the 4th day of March, 1889; that pursuant to the provisions of 

act of Congress entitled “‘An act to regulate the time and manner of holding 
elections for Senators in Congress,’ approved July 25, 1866, the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Louisiana, which was chosen at the general election held on 
the 17th day of April, 1888, for the constitutional term of four years, and being the 
Legislature chosen next preceding the expiration of the Senatorial term which 


ends on the 4th day of March, 1889, proceeded on Tuesday, the 22d day of May 


1888 (it being the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization thereof 


in their respective chambers, a quorum being presentin each, by a vive voce vote 
to name a person for Senator for the term aforesaid; that a ballot was take i 
the senate on the day aforesaid, when it appeared that the Honorable Randall 
Lee Gibson received 33 votes; and that on the same day a ballot was also take! 
in the house of representatives, when it appeared that the Honorable Randgll 
Lee Gibson received 89 votes, and the Honorable Henry Demas received | vote 
that at 12 o’clock meridian, upon the following day, being Wednesday, the 24 
day of May, 1888, the same day, month, and year as above stated, the members 
of the two houses of the General Assembly of this State, convened in joint ses 
sion, in the hall of the house of representatives, at the State House, in the cit; 
of Baton Rouge, in this State, and the journal of each house was read showing 
the votes cast on the day previous, whereupon the president of the senate 
clared that the Honorable Randall Lee Gibson having received a majority of t 
votes of the members of both houses of the General Assembly of this State, was 
declared duly elected Senator to represent the State of Louisiana in the United 
States Senate for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, 1889 

Therefore, I do hereby certify that Randall Lee Gibson was declared d 
elected Senator in Congress for the State of Louisiana for the term of six years 
commencing on and to date from the 4th day of March, L889 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as governor of the St 
of Louisiana, and caused the seal of the State to be hereunto affixed. Dons 
the city of Baton Rouge this 3lst day of May, A. D. 1888 

FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, Governor of Lowisia 

By the governor 

[SEAI L. F. MASON, Secretary S 
DAVID MERIWETHER. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senate some time since passed wit] 
amendments the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether 
which had previously passed the House of Representatives. The Hous 
has refused to concur in the amendments and has asked for a confer- 
ence. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and agree to 
the request for a conference 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOON! 
Mr. Hoar, and Mr. JONEs, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for present consideration the b 
304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United State 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate has just agreed by una 
mous consent to proceed until 2 o'clock with the consideration of the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed under that rule. 

PUNISHMENT OF RAPE. 

Mr. FAULKNER. When the Senate was on the regular call of the 

Calendar under Kule VIII I was absent the morning the bill (H. R. 
870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia 
or the protection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape 

was reached. According to a request I made previous to my leaving 
the bill was passed over, but no objection was made to its 

tion. I suggest that that case be called in commencing wit 
endar to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business to which the | 
Senator refers is the point last reached when the Calendar was under 
consideration under Rule VIII; and it will now be read. 

The bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to t 
District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the pupishment 
of the crime of rape, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colun 
bia with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That every person who shall carnally and unlawfully know any female under 


the age of sixteen years, or who shall be accessory to such carnal and unlawful 
\f rape,and when convicted there 


t } } 





knowledge before the fact,shall be gu 
shall be punished by imprisonment at h 
than five years, and for the second or othe 





he first offense no 


for not more than ten years 


ment was concurred in. 
Mr. EVARTS. Ought not thetitle to be char 
the amendment? 
The PRESIDENT } tem} rhe title has not yet 
Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me that a person guilt 
described here may also be a person unde! 
that you are making what in tl 
penitentiary offense, and | 
If the bill provided ior punisi 


vears of age, guilty of unlawt 






[ should not make any particular objectior 
t is a little bit harsh and liab! l 
mit the point to the consideration of the Senator who ha 
the bill. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that the age was ed | 


mittee after considerable discussion at 





j oO 
the several States. Some of the States have changed the 
number of the States have fixed the age of sixteen So 
have fixed as hi iS € een M Dp ( do 





h 
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have fixed as 


Mr. HAWLEY The Senator perhaps did not comprel 











gestion. I was making n t Uwe « teen 
occur to any Senator that to a boy unde te 
he is punished for rape by : tence, and the girl 
the blameworthy person, escapes I was sugge gy tl 
said that an adult or a man of twenty-one years and over 
this offense, should be punished In this way «ae ribed, | 
less to say. I made the suggestion that possibly it 
ish one person with five years in the penitentiary, while the 

n participating in the crime, equally guilty, or mor 
be, in many cases escape 

Mr. FAULKNER Che Senator 

ment’is not fixed in the b oO t 
can be d alt with wccording to the i if 1 part 
guilty, though technically so, it is in t } 
t punishment exceeding el 
punishment imposed 

The amendment was ordered to be engrosse¢ 
i third time. 

Che bill was read the third tims 1 passed 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the title sh 1 
pond with the bill as it now stand 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, the title was amended 
‘A bill to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the 
lumbia, for the protection of girls undersixtes 

tory, the District of Columbia, or other place 


States has exclusive 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate insiston its 


to the bill and ask for a conferences ith the House of Rep 


thereon. 
‘The motion was agreed to 
By unanimous consent, the President ; f wa 

appoint the conferees on the part of the € 

Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL were appe 


FFICE-HOLDING BY MEMBER ( TEI 

Che Senate, as in Committ¢ the Whole, led t 
bill (S. 1981 to pl yhibit m el Territorial | risiat 
offices 

The bill was rep 1 t ( tte¢ é 
amendment to strike out ifter the enacting clause a 

Phat no person elected a me r of the Legislative A 
shall, during the t« 1 forw i he shall ha een ¢ ed i 
by appointment of the gove r $ aT 


lative Assembly of such J 

The amendment was agreed to 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as am« d 
was concurred in. 
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i yssed for a third reading, 1 { 
M j ] t it ] 1 tter be changed to prol 
membp itu i! m hol ing cé¢ Lin ¢ j 
} to read A bill to pre t mer el 
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y ill t I { nad iim ol e United tates to the roon 
what ‘ tl Cit tl lin | ca, Id ierly used for t 
{ 1d ls thereot der eed oO! e ¢ 
c Lon the I 1857, the same having been entirely j ad 
| ( vd 1 Ci a new buiiding having been ere 
} ( rt ‘ nience and occupancy of t { 

) ‘ } te to th “senate without l€ I 
the third t ind passed 
FOR SENATE S$ LES 
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t ya ] ( 1e city « lington, D 

of ¢ umb lout and n the o plat of the cit 
| ‘ t I senate st , and containing 

US 4 t l not to «¢ d $6,087, upon proof oft a pel 

f title a t} exe tic to the United States of a deed good and 

sufficient in \ ! rm approved by the Attorney-Genera 

Phe bill ito the & te without amendment, ordered t 

d rea read the third time, and passed 
r ' 4 
iH LA MILLE] 

Phe PI VENT pro te e Order of Business 1442, being the b 

re f « Thomas J. Miller, will be passed over, as it is 

; ’ 

d ‘ ‘ 

f ( RAILWAY COMPAN’ 

The } 742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Compan 
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1] lL) ( 1 < ipanies shall use the same tracks, uj 
fair and equita t sr < rreed upon by said companies; and int 
eve) sid « . to awre upon equitable terms, « ther of said cor 

iy apply, by y to the supreme court of the District of Colun 
‘ ‘ ! i nine the matter in due f 1 of Jaw. and adjudge to 
the proper } t int of compensation to be paid therefor 

i ri \ eed to. 
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the rd D isert ‘‘ person ’? so as to read 

i ‘ i c I gs shall be in lieu of all « r asec 
i | I L se y and « ely in the opera 1 and 

i ei 
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be designat t ners of the District, and must be constructed 
wrt tantial and durable manner, with the rails of 
I appr pa to be approved by the co 1issioners of the Dis 
d ‘ with the pavem«e of the street,and in such : 
s to { ordinary travei as e as practicable 
ce that o her city ra ad 
: 7 

[ mit ent reed to 

I } ment Ww 1s 6, line 15, after tl 
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seem 1 t ectors of the said corporation, subj« 
tot pp t : » District, an engine house orhouse 
be r house ! l ‘ iildings necessary for the successful oper- 
al Oo! an ¢« val, 

The amendment w ed to 
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I next amendment was, at th id ction 12 dk 
er five days’ notice 30 as to o mention: 3 
5 ba I it all articies Vaiue that ma i I it in 
re ve 80 < y to 
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Sarg That t c 4 4 1 } 
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ments were concurred in 
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ce inv was announced as next in order. 
VANCE. I object to the consideration of that b 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the ul 
| will be passed over, retalnin place n the Calen 
WILLIAM “Ow AtrA? 
I hill 1030) t ) { I ot ( 
title of Will 1. MeGarrah 1 T } I i ti 
Panoche Grande,’’ in the State of Colorad h 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand it that way. 

Mr. PLATT. Let m iv with regard to this particular bill as illus- 
trating the matter | 

Mr. JONES, of Arkans: I withdraw my suggestion. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill ought to pass, and I should not be 


to have it disposed of without a thorough statement of the 
circumst of the case. Ido not, however, ask to do that now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over. 


content 


mice 


BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. BLAIR. 1 this morning submitted an amendment to the sun- | 
dry civil bill, the design of which is to modify the law now existing, so 
that the Bureau of Education may not be moved, if, on consideration 
by Congress, the law requiring the removal be thought to be a bad law. 
The Commissioner thinks it will be greatly destructive to the bureau 
to remove it, especially where he is required to, and as the bureau has 
prepared a very short statement of the injury that will be done to it 
by its removal to the Pension Office, which it desires to have printed 
in the RecorD that Senators may look into the matter, I ask that | 
it be printed in the Recorp, It is only three pages of type-written 
copy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
asks that the paper presented by him be printed in the REcoRD. 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The paper is as follows 


The Senator from New Hampshire 
Is 


INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. ¢ , July 19, 1888. 


Dear Sint I beg leave to present to you, as chairman of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor, a summary statement of the Bureau of E 
in ease of its removal to the Pension building. 

On March 31, the following estimates were given to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, showing the amount of space that would be required: For museum, 

WO square feet; for the library, 2,500 square feet; for storing and handling 
documents, 2,000 square feet; for the Commissioner and the clerical force, 3,600 
square feet; total, 11,60 square feet. The above estimates were based as nearly 
possible upon the present requirements of the office, not allowing for any 
rease in clerical force, collections, or facilities. 

A statement regarding the character and extent of the collections owned by 
the bureau wi show how moderate those estimates are. 

rhe library of the bureau is a growth of twenty-one years, acquired by gift 
and by exchange and purchase from many different countries. It has been se- 
lected with care, with the design that it should be strictly pedagogical in char- 
acter, The result is that the Government has acquired, at a very moderate 
cost, the largest and best purely educational library in the world, embracing 
original works, journals, magazines, and official reports in all civilized lan- 
guages, The number of bound volumes exceeds 20,000, and the pamphiects 
75,000, besides many duplicates to be used in exchanges 


Nhe bureau has made an excellent beginning toward the formation of a com- 
' 
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as 


ine 


plete pedagogical museum, which is intended to contain material illustrating 
every step, process, and apparatus useful in every grade of instruction. It now 
possesses a very extensive collection, perhaps unequaled anywhere else in the 
world, embracing globes, maps, telluriums, botanical, chemical, and zoolog 
ical specimens; casts, photographs, drawings, engravings, etchings, models, 
specimens of lacquer, bronze, marble,-and other artistic material; a 
amount of very valuable and delicate optical and physical apparatus; a quan- 
tity of kindergarten material; and a rare and beautiful collection of Japancse 
needlework and school literature and apparatus, presented by the Japanese 
Government, 

Toproperly protect and use these two unequaled collections,the library and the 
museum; tomakethem available tothe working force of the bureau, whose tools 
they are, and accessible to the educational public who resort to them for study 
and research, the amount of space above estimated is barely suflicient. - By 
actual measurement the shelves and cases containing the books and files of the 
bureau extend to 538 feet, not including the basement in which the publications 
are stacked, The thirty or more glass cases of the museum measure 240 feet. 
If, therefore, the shelves and cases of the bureau were placed end to end they 
would form a line that would reach more than three average squares, the greater 
part of it being 10 feet high 

Che general argument against removal, being a full and clear statement of the 
kind of work done in this office, and the special kind of accommodations and 
facilities required, together with an exposition of the damage to property, the 
interruption and delay of work,the inconvenience suffered,and expense in- 
curred in a former removal may be found ina letter of the Commissioner to 
the Secretary of the Interior, of April 6, 1888, of which a copy can be furnished 
if needed, 

Very respectfully, yours, | 
. a J. W. HOLCOMBE, 


Acting Commissioner. 


arge 


H 


Hon W. BLAIR, 


United Stales Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I alsoask that the amendment be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. It is very brief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection, 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Amend by inserting in line 5, of page 57, after the words “‘ General Land Office,” 
the words *‘and the Bureau of Education.” 

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

The bill (S. 3077) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of 
the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber culture, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That can not be considered under the five-minute 
rule. Ido not want to object to it, but it may stand over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

FELTHOUSEN AND OTHERS. 
for the relief of Jacob D. Felthousen and the heirs 


JACOB 
S.463) 


dD. 
The bill 


of William H. Akins, deceased, was announced as next in order. 
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JULY 19, 


Mr. PLATT. That is a bill for the extension of a patent which 
would cover all sewing-machine patents, and I do not suppose it can 
he disposed of now. I ask that it may go over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


ing its place on the Calendar. 


The bill will be passed over, retain- 


P. A. LEATHERBURY. 

The bill (11. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It empowers the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay P. A. Leatherbury, of Accomac County, Virginia, 
$601.27, the amount paid by him to Lucy Roberts, on pension-checks 
numbered 6863 and 6864, which were afterward recalled and canceled 
and returned to the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion the Chair 
will lay before the Senate bills from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion un- 
til the regular order is laid before the Senate. When that should have 
been done, I was about to make the same motion myself, 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. 


BUSINESS. 


J. T. VINCENT. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to re quest the 
Ilouse the bill (H. K. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be complied with and the bill be returned, unless there 
be objection. It is so ordered. 


Senate to return to the 
Vincent. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. IR. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; 

A bill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment 
mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River; 

A bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 

A bill (H. Rk. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 


of a light-house at the 


Creek, Lake Champlain; 


A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina: 
A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 


signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8750) for the establishment of a light-house at ornear 
Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 


| life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 


A bill (H. R. 8751) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lake Superior, Lakes Huron, Erie, and Michigan, 
and range-lights in Lake St. Clair and Detroit River; 

A bill (H. Rt. &855) for the establishment of a light-ship with astcam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company 
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Salt Rivers. 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10347) authoxjzing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River; and 

A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Flint and Chattahoochee Livers. 

ADMISSION ASITINGTON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 

it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


OF W 














ness, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and a 
sion into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other pur} 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the le 


tion of executive business 





The n mw agcr¢ ite proceeded to t co 
ation ot! ¢ LV ) I d fifty ri 

pent in ex t S eopened, and t 
and 58 minutes p. m 1 until to-morrow, | l 
' 
July 20, 1888 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ex no vations ¢ ied by » / l 1888 
RECEIV! I Cc 3 
Joseph J. Rogers, of Lisbon, Dak., to be 1 er of public mone 


at Grand Forks, Dak. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Wm. D. Myers, of Pleasant Hill, Mo., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency in the Indian Territo1 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIY Es. 
THURSDAY, July 19, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
W. H. Mitburn, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONSULAR REPORT ON TAXATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and relerre 
to the Committee on Printing 


To the Senate and House of Represent 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, sub 
a series of reports on taxation, prepared by the consular officers of th 
States 
GROVER CLEVELA 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Jt 18, 188 


CONSULAR REPORTS ON COFFEE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica 
tion from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


i] 
Lt 


and IT e of Repres 


y of State, with acc 


Jnited States of pro 


! transmit herewith a letter from the Acting Sect 
panying documents, being reports of the consulso 
tion of and trade in coffee 





xy the Central and South American States 


GROVER CLEVELAND 





EXECUTIVE MANsIon, July 18, 1888 
CONSULAR REPORTS ON FOREIGN TRADE AND INDUSTRY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica 
tion from the President of the United States; which was read, and ré 
ferred to the Committee on Printing 


To the Senate and Hous fR 





I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, accompanying the 
nual reports of the consuls of the United States onthe trade and indu of 
eign countries, 


GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 18, 1888 


CONDEMNATION OF LANDS FOR PUBLIC-BUILDING SITI 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6153) to authorize the condemnation of land 
for sites for public buildings. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iask unanimous consent that the House concur 
the amendments of the Senate to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments had better be read, subje to 
the right of objection. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length 

Phere being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
curred in. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconside! 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 405 providing 
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> 
should not provide for them; and our envoys had been for many months dili- 
gently engaged in an unsuccessful attempt to secure a recognition of the claims 
from France, If, therefore, it wasimpossible to secure their allowance by treaty, 
and it was evident that future negotiation in their behalf would be equally fruit- 
less, it was just to conclude the treaty upon the basis upon which it was made— 
in the final form given to it by the American Senate. 

But here comes into view « decisive explanation of the second article of the 
treaty of 1800,in both its original and its amended form, which disposes of the 
main argument made in former reports and still urged in behalf of these claims, 

When the treaty was under consideration in our Senate, in secret session, as 
already mentioned the second article was expunged, and in its stead a provis- 
ion inserted that the treaty should continue in force for eight years, Conject- 
ure has been busy over this action of the Senate (in which France concurred), 
but as will presently appear, a perfectly natural and reasonable explanation of 
the fact challenges attention and acceptance. The Senate had before them the 
correspondence of the negotiators on both sides and the journal of proceedings 
and consultations of our envoys, and acted with intelligence in their amend- 
ment of the treaty, and certainly with no intention of assuming for their own 
country the payment of these claims. If such consequence had heen presented 
to them asa possible effect of their amendment, it is quite certain the amend- 
ment would not have been made, But such consequence being neither a legal, 
natural, proper, or conceivable consequence of their amendment, that amend- 
ment was evidently made for the reasons which we shall now proceed to men- 
tion. 

In the first place, the Senate, unlike our envoys, were not bound by instruc- 
tions; they could give to the treaty such form as they judged advisable with 
due reference to existing conditions in our relations with France, and with a 
wise forecast of the future; they were well informed that the second article was 
not asked for by France, byt wasa diplomatic device to relieve our envoys from 
an apparent breach of inatiiuetions and usurpation of authority in signing the 
treaty, and the Senate must have been convinced of the utter uselessness of the 
article, and of its liability to create with claimants unfounded ordelusive hopes 
of tuture negotiation in the interest of their claims. While it was no doubt 
firmly believed that the article could do no good—could secure no advantage to 
our Government or to the claimants in future—it might do harm, because it was 
misleading. 

That the reservation of future negotiation in the second article of the treaty, 
in its original form, was a diplomatic device of the negotiators, as already stated, 
and was not intended by them to be a substantial or practically operative pro- 
vision in future, sufficiently appears from their official correspondence to be 
presently cited; and that the provision was worthless to the claimants, and 
therefore properly rejected by the Senate, will also appear from an examination 
of the provision itself and from the history of succeeding times. 

The ultimatum of Bonaparte, presented to our envoys after protracted corre- 
spondence and conferences, consisted of two alternative propositions, either one 
of which might be accepted as the basis of a new treaty, but the acceptance of 
either one necessarily involved the rejection of the other. Both could not stand. 
All that was left to our envoys was a choice between them. That ultimatum 
(maintained by France with slight modifications of detail in the subsequent 
course of the negotiation) was clearly stated by the French negotiators to our 
envoys in a letter dated Lith August, 1800, (Report of 1826, page 616.) In that 
communication they proceeded to state their first proposition, which was— 

“To stipulate a full and entire recognition of the treaties and the reciprocal 
engagement of compensation for damages resulting on both sides from their 
infraction ; but if the American envoys should continue to think it is impossible 
for them to ackuowledge the treaties with the advantage of theirdate * * * 
the French Government would consent to the abolition of the treaties.”’ 

And therefore their second proposition was— 

* The abolition of ancient treaties, the formation of a new treaty in which the 
French nation, laying aside a privilege disagreeable to the United States, would 
treat for its political and commercial relations as the most favored nation, and 
in which there would be no demand of compensation.” 

And they concluded by restating these alternatives in condensed form : 

‘** Hither the ancient treaties with the privileges resulting from priority, and 
the stipulations of reciprocal indemnities; or a new treaty assuming equality 
without indemnity.” 

Our envoys were greatly embarrassed by this communication, the outcome of 
all their efforts to obtain terms from France and to secure the objects of their 
mission. The acceptance of the first alternative was plainly impossible for sev- 
eral most commanding reasons; nor is there any ground to believe that the 
Vrench negotiators expected its acceptance. It was in flat contempt of our act 
of Congress which had abrogated those treaties, which act Congress alone could 
repeal, It was wholly inconsistent with the existing Jay treaty with Great 
Britain, and would embroil us with that country, and by its revival of exclusive 
privileges to French cruisers in our ports would have destroyed our declared 
position as a neutral power. There were other objections, but these alone were 
decisive. Besides, it was not within their power, under their instructions, to 
revive or renew the old treaties; nor, if they had possessed greater powers, 
could they have overcome the insuperable ebstacles which stood in the way of a 
renewal treaty and its ratification. 

All this was well known to the French negotiators, and their renewed propo- 
sition, coupled with claims adjusted on both sides, was doubtless diplomatic, 
to make their offer consistent with their prior attitude in the negotiation, and 
to recommend, by way of contrast, the second proposition of the alternative to 
the American envoys. It is now known that this ultimatum was the result of 
very careful consideration between the French negotiators and their own Gov- 
ernment, and it was adroitly drawn to its intended purpose. The First Consul 
then fresh from the field of Marengo, made up his mind with his accustomed 
decision upon the American dispute. He wouldagreetoan unconditional peace, 
by-gones to be by-gones, and that amity and free commerce should obtain be- 
tween his country and ours for the future. His negotiators enveloped his de- 
termination in many words, but it was plainly enough expressed in the second 
alternative proposition above cited. 

Our negotiators gave to this proposal most earnest and anxious considera- 
tion. They were surrounded by difficulties. No desirable course lay open be- 
fore them. But they were patriotic men, and they determined to do their duty, 
to do the best they could under the circumstances, and take the responsibility 
of a treaty upon the terms last proposed. Thereby they would open the ports 
of France to our merchants and shippers, would stop captures of our vessels 
apon the ocean, and would save to our merchants no less than forty ships and 
their valuable cargoes already seized by French cruisers but not finally con- 
demned. These were great advantages to our commerce and to the men en- 
gaged in carrying it on, while at the same time our Government was secured 
from burdensome outlays under acts of Congress passed for the protection of 
our citizens against France, But allthis could not be secured under the French 
offer now in question without an abandonment of the American claims ; in other 
words, without ceasing to urge them in the negotiation. Was peace, open ports, 
restitution of forty shipsand cargoes, and national interests all to be sacrificed 
to further an utterly fruitless negotiation in favor of the claims? 

Their decision is shown by their journal under date of 13th September, 1800 
(Report of 1826, p. 684), where they say that they were then “convinced that the 
door was properly closed against all hopes of obtaining indemnities with any 
modification of the old treaties, and it only remained to be determined whether 
under all the circumstances it would not be expedient to attempt a temporary 
arrangement which would extricate the United States from this war, or that pe- 
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culiar state of hostility in which they are at present involved, save the immense 
property of our citizens now depending before the council of prizes, and secure 
as far as possible our commerce against the abuses of capture during the war.” 

They therefore resolved to submit to the French negotiators certain proposi- 
tions as the basis of an agreement, one of which was the postponement of the 
subject of old treaties and indemnities in very nearly the form which it assumed 
afterwards in the second article of the new treaty. It is not material to trace 
the negotiation further to its conclusion in the signing of the new treaty on the 
30th of September, nor to infer from their official correspondence the motives 
operating upon the negotiators in adopting the second article of that treaty. 

It is plain enough, upon aconsideration of all the facts recorded, that for good 
and sufficient reasons the American envoys accepted the second proposition of 
the Bonaparte ultimatum, which involved the abandonment of indemnity 
claims in controversy, and that the formal postponement of them along with 
the old treaty pretensions was with no expectation that negotiation thereon 
would ever be resumed; and it is evident also that the French negotiators 
agreed to this formal provision at the urgent request of the American envoys, 
and not because they attached any importance to it as a provision for the fut- 
ure, 

Distinct and reliable evidence upon this subject is furnished by the letter of 
M. Fleurieu, one of the French negotiators, to M. Talleyrand, dated llth June, 
1802, and appended to this report. It was because the American envoys were 
bound by instructions against a formal abandonment of the American claims, 
and because they apprehended “the clamors of the ship-owners and merchants 
of the United States” that no formal renunciation of indemnity was inserted in 
the treaty, and the second article for an indefinite postponement of the subject 
inserted; but both sides to the negotiation perfectly well understood that they 
were agreeing upon the Bonaparte ultimatum of the llth of August, which had 
conclusively defined the position of France, and which the American envoys 
had been compelled to accept. 

For the reasons above shown the American envoys were fully justified in ac- 
cepting a new treaty, with a virtual abandonment of the controverted Ameri- 
can claims, The treaty they made was largely advantageous to ourmerchants 
and shipping interests, aud it secured the ultimate payment of all the claims 
which could be recovered at that time from the Government of France. Nor 
are they to be condemned for inserting in the treaty a claims-postponement pro- 
vision under the circumstances in which they were placed, Their draught of 
the treaty was subject to the approval, modification, or rejection of their own 
Government, and it was perfectly competent for the President and Senate, by 
rejecting or amending the treaty, to reopen negotiation with France in order 
to obtain more favorable terms. 

In this point of view the second article might be expedient, by furnishing oc- 
casion for further correspondence. It was their intention to leave their Gov- 
ernment as free as possible with reference to the course it would adopt, no mat- 
ter what were their own fixed opinions as to the inutility of continued or re- 
newed negotiation upon the subjects embraced by the treaty. Perhaps this con- 
sideration, in addition to those mentioned by M. Fleurieu, influenced them in 
obtaining the second article of the treaty. But the whole subject of the treaty 
was remitted to their own Government for its deliberate judgment, and they 
transmitted to the home authorities all the correspondence with the French ne- 
gotiators and the private journal of their own consultations and proceedings 
for the information of the President and Senate. 


AMENDMENT OF THE TREATY, 





The Senate had no motive to strike out the second article of the treaty in order 
to get rid of the old treaties of 1778, for by that article those treaties were to 
have no operation in future unless readopted. We were completely free from 
them by thearticle itself, unless and until we chose to renew negotiations and 
voluntarily accept them. It is therefore preposterous to say that the Senate 
struck out the article in order to get rid of the treaties. 

It is true that if both parties chose to find a convenient time to renew negotia- 
tion France might renew her “ pretension” that the old treaties constituted a 
topic for consideration, but such pretension would not impose those treaties 
upon us, or give to them in any manner the force of existing obligations. We 
would be at perfect liberty to reject them. Besides, as will be hereafter shown, 
those old treaties had been abrogated for legal and just cause by the United 
States, and they had also been set aside by public maritime war. 

Nor did the Senate strike out the article to avoid any prospective demand by 
France for renewed negotiation respecting them; in other words, to avoid any 
renewal of these pretensions by which France had sought to complicate and 
baffle the negotiation just closed, France had proposed in the ultimatum of 
llth August to abandon all her pretensions regarding those treaties,and make a 
treaty of amity and commerce, regardless of them ; and the second article of the 
new treaty, which formally reserved a chance for future negotiation, was not 
proposed by her, but by the American envoys. The treaty without the second 
article was conformed to her ultimatum, and she asked for no reservation to 
preserve her old treaty pretensions. The American envoys had sought and se- 
cured the second article because it saved to them the point of honor under their 
instructions, while their own Government was left free to accept or reject, in 
whole or in part, the bargain proposed. France conceded the article, not be- 
cause she desired it, but because it was harmless; because it bound her to noth- 
ing in the future, not even to negotiate except when she chose, and then accord- 
ing to her own sovereign pleasure, It was therefore morally certain that she 
would never importune us to reopen negotiation under the second article, and 
the Senate did not strike out that article to avoid future annoyance from her 
upon old treaty pretensions, 

Nor did the Senate strike out the second article in order to release France 
from the American claims, to discharge her from a legal obligation to pay them. 
There was no legal obligation to discharge, because the claims were war claims, 
which, like counter claims of France for losses on her side during hostilities, 
had no legal standing in any forum of debate. 

It has sometimes been said that the claims, if not strictly legal, were equitable, 
but we are not to be misled by words. We are not here considering a question 
of moral obligation or of abstract justice as against France, but an obligation 
upon her under the sanction of international law. 

But as a question under international law there was truth and force in the po- 
sition of the French negotiators, declared by them in conference 12th Septem- 
ber, 1800, that— 

“If the question could be determined by an indifferent nation they were sat- 
isfied such tribunal would say that the state of things then existing was war on 
the side of America (they might have added on the side of France also), and 
that no indemnities could be claimed,”’ 

The same view as to existing war was, about the same time, announced by 
our Supreme Court, and was repeated by that court in cases subsequently de- 
cided, as is fully shown at another place in this present report. 

The Senate, therefore, in striking out the second article of the treaty did not 
intend to release, and did not in fact release, France from any legal obligatior 
to pay their claims, because no such obligation then existed. 

Nor did the Senate strike out the second article with any intent of imposing 
the payment of the claims upon our own Government, There is no evidence 
that they had such a purpose, nor has it ever been imputed to them in argu- 
ment. They were intelligent and able men, well informed upon the whole 
French controversy and upon all the details of treaty negotiation, and were 
fully competent to decide upon the utility of the second article, and to forsee 
the consequence of expunging it. That they did expunge it is strong evideno® 
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tion, to secureto France the advantages of restored amity and reciprocal trade The French ministers answered this interpolation by remarking that the stipu- 
with the United States lations thus far arranged were limited to regulating affairs of t moment i 
Chat | t tnegotiat several times renewed, and by resortto | for the existing war; that such an ai gvement restrained within 
rrance upon the o in, the Government of t acl ¢ nly a transitory aspect; that the questions of 1 I Vv were th 
i tates | vhole duty to the claimants, securing to the : l ded only cording to this transient and limited v; that this w 
‘ iscation of t ir the resations of t ty State ol 1 incompl« ad art rary 
I i i« irt l treaty of 1800, and aS { spect a coniptu \ “ss I 1 s ‘ - 
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r i ‘ th of L800 the |{ ed tes Se i eessential matters commonly contained in treat rf nme ex nt- 
ate, in the tof s was not ar <sumpt f + stipulations truly commercial, which for the moment the French Gover 
claims payne vy our Government n appropriation of private pro i preferred to omit; in fine, that th 1isters oO Republ esired a 
to publics ‘ Pp power by the Senate, presu I ty of amity and commerce complete in form and in tith 
in good faith to th t i for the following substantial reaso o Phe ministers of the United States we vehementiy o sed to this preten- 
wit sior They reminded us that the negotiation, since we had agreed upon t 
l. Bec tw rent upon the evidence before t m that France d note of 19 Ir tid had proceeded upon e theory of provis 
not voluntarily pa contested claims, and could not be compelled to pay rement,and could not b ve in aspect as extended as we wished 
them by th KE bs of any practicable means of coercion or force to give it; that they had positively expressed in it note that, the discussion of 
I eau ' the ¢ en yraneous opinion of our Supreme Court the re indemnities and treati« being post} i, the xt iv Was to nie a tem- 
tions le ‘ t count had been, as contended for by France, a rela porary arrangement under the nan con n iat this basis had been 
of . endo, barred claims for k ‘ suffered on « er sid uwreed to; that their instructions forbade them to makea treaty in which in- 
ing its con ‘ \dded to these considerations was the additional one demnities were not stipulated for; that they als itely could not consenttothe 
t the i ‘ re ined, would be mischievou wcause it would hold out propositions of the French ministers, and if insisted upon the negotiation would 
false, delu hop to claimants which in all probability could never be real b ce again broken offi Accordin. to these pri ples they rej 1 the arti- 
ized, cle « ri gs ‘essions; that concerning the establishment of a isularsys- 
We ash tentior the following papers printed asan appendix to this state- | tem; that concerning the proclamation of peace and friendship, a formula by 
ment whichalltreat es ofamity and commerce commence in fine, allthat whi went 
JAS. N. BURNES beyond the present and the absolutely necessary, ‘They added that all the stip- 
WM. H. FORNEY. ulations to be introduced could only turn upon matters of common right, which 
M. A. FORAN, needed no treaties to sanction them, ” 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS. ‘he French ministers in turn became warm; they insisted on the indecency 
J. Cc. CLEMENTS of a transaction which bore all the marks of ill-humor and dislike; that it was 
FELIX CAMPBELL. not becoming in the United States to rigorously oppose that article and to a} 
EDWARD J. GAY pear to reject the friendship of France, and to repulse her from the circle of na- 
EDMUND RICI | tions allied by treaty, leaving her to the law of nations, pure and simple; and 
SAM. J. RANDALL. | that France would not likely pass over the sentiments which that wish and the 
— | transaction which would result from it would cause all Europe to understand ; 
APPENDIX that it was time for confidence to take the place of jealousy, to dissembled ill- 
C, P. Olaret Fleurieu, councillor of state, to the minister of foretan aff will, to all kinds of uncandid views, and that to persist in dispositions which 
: es Tie y 7 . bore only that character was to respond very ill to the frankness and the earnest- 
PARIS, LE 22, Prairial, An. 10 (June 11, 1802). ness Which the French Government had not ceased to display through its min- 
CITIZEN MINISTE! * * * Ido not know what other kinds of claims to in- | isters in the negotiation; in fine, leaving considerations of propriety for those 
demimnity can be made by the United States, for in all the course of the nego of interest, that whatever exalted notion the United States may have conceived 
tion there was never a ques n on the part of their plenipotentiaries of any of their future power and their influence, they could not so diminish in their 
those h individual Americans believed they had a right to make for ves owneyes both the strength and influence of France as to regard her with utter 
vhich they pretended to have been captured contrary to the law of na indifference, and believe that notime would ever come when that influence could 
tions: because they supposed that the United States could declare war on th« be of service to them. 
reuch Republic in pronouncing the abrogation of the treaties, but that for all Che American ministers withdrew to deliberate, and the French ministers, 
that the ate of war had not existed. This pretension on their part requires no | remaining by themselves, were confirmed by discussion in the opinions they 
wer, and if one was necessary it is found in the letter you have done me the | had expressed and sustained with so much heat 
honor to wr me The American ministers having returned to the conference-room, declared 
You saw at the time, citizen minister, by the accounts given you by ue thatthey could not accept the title of Treaty of Amity and Commerce ; they 
French plenipotentiaries and notably by that of 7 Vendémiaire, year 9,that the | would not refuse to discuss any articles the French ministers might present; 
negotiation was to take and had taken successively different directions | they would voluntarily yield as to the realit , but they could not yield as to 
the American plenipotentiaries did not always follow the same line, and we | tlhe names of things, They represented that it would be to sacrifice their per 
forced to follow them in their excursions to study the motives of cach sonal consideration to push any further the abandonment of all indemnity 
change and to oppose constantly to their pretensions, which changed only in | that under the form of a convention, although it was quite real, it was, how- 
form, measures which would bring us to our aim, that of refusing decisively all | ever, less absolute, and preserved some appearance of dignity; that the word 
indemnity in money ‘treaty ’’ once pronounced, they would have to drink the chalice heretofor 


fo attain this end, to their demand of indemnity for which they present agreed about. Irom these considerations, from which they could not depart, 

themselves armed with documents, we opposed the demand for the re-est and which they submitted, inasmuch as they were personally interested, tothe 

| ment of the treaties in their integrity. We had clearly forseen that they | fairness of the French ministers, they offered to split the difference and give 
i 


were not authorized to and that they never would consent to this deman the treaty the name of Amity and Commerce, the word “ treaty ’’ to be qualified 





rhe treaty which the United States had concluded with England, subsequently ind softened by the word * provisional.”’ 
to ours, not to mention considerations of less importance, opposed to this an he French ministers took this proposition under consideration. They con- 
obstacle which may be cal ed invincible; but their refusal would authorize us | sidered that from the manner in which the American ministers expressed 





to refuse, and the balance being established, if we demanded the re-establish-\| themselves it was to be believed that if their hands were really tied, as they 
ment of the treaties, if we made much of the guaranty stipulated by these | said (which, indeed, was very doubtful, considering the declarations of that 
treatics, for the failure to execute which the United States had given usar ght | kind which they had falsified in the course of the negotiation), it would at 
to demand ourselves a larger indemnity, this was not because we regarded that | least be personally disadvantageous to tjiem to yield on this point in the pres- 
re-establishment as very advantageous to France, but it wasour arm of defense | ent state of the negotiation, and upon the terms to which it was reduced wi 
and of attack, and in order to put as much force in claiming it as our adv rea- | ought to make mutual concessions, there being no morecapital points on which 
ries put advantage in refusing it t was absolutely necessary for one of the parties to yield. These points were 

After long discussions, sometimes lively enough, whereof the principles and | embraced in the abandonment of indemnities, in the assurance of equality wit! 








details are known to you, citizen minister, we arrived at a solution which may | other nations for our privateers, in the restitution of vessels of war, and very 
be rewarded as a mezzo termine, which fully satisfied neither party, but which, | recently in the consent that the treaty might contain all the usual stipulations 
if it did not recognize the rights of their respe tive claims, seemed at least to | o treaty of amity and commerce. 
reserve them in leaving an opening for an ulterior negotiation upon the recip- We had now the realities: was there any very strong reason to insist on mere 
rocal pretensions forms? Ought we to insist on having the word “treaty”? pure and simple? 
in effect, article 2 of the convention recalled the treaties without rendering his was to risk delays and to push one’s advantages toofar. It was necessary, 
them obligatory for the moment, and postponed to another time the negvtia- | then, to choose between the word ‘convention’ and that of * treaty” quali 
tion, both as tothe treaties and as to the indemnities mutually due or claimed. | fied. The word **convention” conveys the idea of a very limited transaction 


By this arrangement we reserved to ourselves to returh to the treaties if the | both as to time and scope; it applies to stipulations concerning a single point 
Ainericans ever wished to return tothe indemnities by the demand they could | and toa passing moment. The expression applies perfectly tothe arrangement 


make fora reopening of negotiation. In plaim terms, article 2 of the conven- s the American ministers had proposed to make it. It no longer was appro 
tion isnothing but an indefinite postponement, but that postponement isto ou riate after they had abandoned their idea and admitted all the ordinary stip- 


acvantage, for, having stipulated in the convention of the &th Vendémiaire | ulations of treaties. The qualification by the word “ provisional” did not alte: 
all that can truly interest us as toour commercial relations, as wellas the safety | tle sense of the word “treaty,” since every day treaties are limited to five, six, 
and property of French citizens in the United States, we can leave in oblivion | or twelve years. On the contrary, the present treaty had no term, although 
some articles of ancient treaties either practically indifferent or whose execu- | having the qualification of provisional; it had a character more permanent 
tion, such as that of the arttcle which stipulates the guaranty by the United | than the majority of treaties, and this provisional treaty would last as long as 
States of our possessions in America,is, properly speaking, but a matter of | there was no agreement to make an end of it. 
words and of illusions, The Americans, on their side, clearly foresaw, thor- | This was, then, to give the American a pure satisfaction of words, while we 
oughly felt, that they would never obtain even a discussion of the indemnities, | had the irrevocability of the treaty assured asa reality. One could raise difli- 
still less their payment, and they profited by the occasion to exonerate them- | culties only on account of the odium attached to the word “ provisional” dur- 
selves from treaties, which in various circumstances might give rise to difficul- | ing the mutations and vicissitudes of our Revolution, where every adminis- 
ties in negotiations they wished to open either with England or with other | tration for a long time was provisional. Butin English it was not this sense 
powers, and if it is necessary to abandon words on account of the sad use made of them 
Such was the state of affairs at the signature of the convention; such it was | in the course of our agitations, it will be necessary to stop speaking. Finally, 
well understood on one side and the other to be; and if it is not presented thus | the qualification suited the idea which the ministers had often conceived, vot 
clearly and expressed in a manner thus explicit, this was from condescension, | to appear to abandon absolutely the treaties, and this idea agreed with that of 
so to speak, and to arrange things for the American plenipotentiaries, who ap the Americans of preserving some appearance upon the sacrifice of the indem- 
peared to dread exceedingly the clamors of the ship-owners and merchants of | nities.. From all these considerations we preferred the word ‘treaty’ with the 
the United States, if the convention should stipulate a formal renunciation of qualification of * provisional’ to thetitle of ‘* convention,” because there was no 
indemnities, | exumple of such a word being applied to treaties as extensive asthe present one, 








—_ and because that generic expression had originally in public law but a limited 
signification, and had been replaced by the word ‘‘treaty.’’ The French ministers 
returned and consented to the word “ provisional.’ This discussion terminated 
we drew up the articles which are in the treaty, the first, seventh, tenth, and 
twenty-fourth, ~ * * L. A. PICHON. 


FROM JOURNAL OF FRENCH NEGOTIATORS, 
(Translation. ] 


Conference 4 Vendémiaire, An. 9 (September 25, 1800). 
This conference has been very important for the objects treated of in it. The | 
American ministers demanded of the French ministers whether they had any 


articles to propose ; for themselves, they said, thev had nothing further to ask ; ee J . . 
they had finished as to what concerned the United Statesand their interests. '| Mr. BLOUNT. I ask, by unanimous consent, that Tuesday week, im- 
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mediately after the ding of the Journal, b t apart for the « sit Mr. LA FO! I 
eration of bill e} ted from Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roaas. ( : id as f " 
The SPEAKER. Is there object to the: st of c : 
from Georgia {| Mr. Bio ‘ 
Mr. BURROWS. Whydo we not 1 report from the Co1 t ‘ ‘ 
on Rules fixing days for each of these committees, including the ¢ : 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, so that we may have some pension legisla ; 
tion? It seems that by this process we are going to shut out the Con Mr. LA FOLLETT! No 
mittee on Invalid Pensions entirely. I must object eems designe rk can \ the } 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has every eration parag 
Friday evening 1 competes With ~ oe 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. chusetts, New York, * erse rent : 
Mr. BURROWS. I will not object to the request, Mr. Speaker, if | 22¢ Wisconsi 
we can have unanimous consent for a day to be set apart for the con rhe history « - 
sideration of general pension legislation. [Cries of ‘* Regular order! legislation presents an interest t instru 
on the Democratic side. | n 1875 the value of the crop w > 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Myfriend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] for more than eleven al 
gets that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has every Friday night ( UUY 
Mr. RYAN. That is only for private pension bi Is. Lmy own State and ¢ y 
Mr. BURROWS. Unless that can be done, I give notice that Ishall | « ear) was a 
object. 
LIENS OF JUDGMENTS, ETC. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, submitted the following re 
port: 
The committee of conference on the dis sing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bi R. 8180) to regulate the liens of Stat VV s 
judgments and decrees of the courts of the United St s, having met, after full J i C< ess , { 





and free conference have agreedto recommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows 

riat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen From the first this cron 1 mised new 0 sto ag ture Ac | 
ate and agree to the same, pli. ; 


JOHN S. HENDERSON ve stated, its cultivation had attained a substantial and « raging 
WILLIAM E,. FULLER development nearly ten vea ag n tl state I ( the farmel 
TOHN H, ROGERS t ned with new hone and i f } ( ced ot ur 
May ers on the part of the House. 13 “4 1 . . 
~ rain heids, turned from his re ed vield 1 depressed ma 


JAMES F. WILSON ‘ 
WILLIAM M. EVARTS to the cultivation of a lew acres of tobacco as well i diversified 






























J. Z GEORGE, his ] It vielded employment a st t 1 It ree é 
Managers on the part of the Senate. competition and pressure in the o!\! lines of production, and so benefited 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I submit, on behalf of the | agriculture in ali the States. It iaid heavy burdens of expense upon 
House conferees, a statement of the effect of the action of the conte the beginner, but it offered fairly eral returns, and wher ‘ I 
ence committee. mate seemed favorable it was tried L be 1 speed to fulfill its 
The bill as amended reads as follows: promise. ‘The farmer came to feel a confidence in th tuation H 
Anact to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the ed n understood the cultivation of the crop; | [ 
States. was a home market; it was a reliable mark t cd l 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of | eonstantand ‘‘increasi cons 
America in Congress assembled, That judgments and decrees rendered in a cir He felt secure 
cult or district court of the United States within any State shall be liens o: 7 oa 
property throughout such State in the same manner and to the same extent and Bat foreign capit il saw its opp nity Dire der 
under the same conditions only as if such judgments and decrees had bec: tor lav a group of islands belo : to ¢t ‘ 
rendered by a court of general jurisdiction of such State: Provided, That whe 7 re as : 
ever the laws of any State require a judgment or decree of a State court t om de by the Pa Oceal ot ea ol ( 
registered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or any other thing to be done On e of these islands were ithering e for directed 1} ‘ 
particular manner, or in a certain office or county, before a lien shall attac 1 werful syndicate. dest d to 7 h half roannd ¢ rt 
this act shall be applicable therein whenever and only whenever the laws of , - oT aed a ra Soetoro: eg 83 — 
such State shall authorize the judgments and decrees of the United States courts | 42 Pp in marke twa ITO ’ 
to be registered, recorded, docketed,indexed,or otherwise conformed to the Upon tl had di yvered th ¢ , | ‘ 
rules and requirements relating to the judgments and decrees of the courts of ir toh lexib ssne ‘ ‘ Tt 
the State. : : ; ; : 
Sec, 2. That the clerks of the several courts of the United States shall pre I os ‘ rin t . to t 
pare and keep in their respective offices complete and convenient indices and | 1 1 leaf, that it did not burn so well, tha 0 t é } 
cross-indices of the judgment records of said courts, and such indices and records ork 1D as a wrapper for « irs nre 1 < ne ‘ 
shall at all times be open to the inspection and examination of the public. “ae ee eee en . : ; ae 
Sec. 3. Nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing of a judg- ' eal, and therefore the cigar manutacturer would buy and use it 
ment or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a transcript thereof, in tead Chis foreign syndicate found that they could grow three crops 
any State office within the same county (or parish in the State of Louisis 1 season: that they could employ co« i cl se Inhs t to 10 
which the judgment or decree is rendered, in order that such judgment oe ae ee ia <2 2 alg ee eee ; 7 
a lien on any property within such county. cents per day; that they could cultivate, harvest, and prepare the leaf 
ai 2 3 , } . . ' ir the market at a cost—taking into count the pee 
The question being taken, the report of the committee of confer- | 4)... 4,) which FEUD, Are we ‘ 
the tobacco Lic W lid adso teiy aisplace 4 } 
ence was agreed to. wr a ‘ ee re : . 
oe — y > -Y ws ‘ American tarmerwith every pound they could raise and ship! 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote | jj.nd of S yi ; ” 
: = sland of Sun 
by which the report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to | Mark what f wad? In 198Gonlw2 that ’ 
. : . LAart ni o1Ll0owed In IS®V OnLy oS pou iS ¢ ha I 
reconsider be laid on the table. in a Nine Wat heotand thel ; 1 
T : | its way from the Net herl: to the Stat I i 
» latte : ink: Rated 4 | : 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. | 200,602 pounds, the next it more than trebled, running up to 782,763 
TARIFF. | pounds, and by the next ar, 1883, the enorn umount of 3,818 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman | 931 poundscame from thesame sour rabalerteeote 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs] that the House resolve itself into Committee | OF Bear) 16,000,000 pounds, grown on ourown so it of av 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration ket. 
of bills raising revenue. The farmers conld not stand the competitio nd they ap} 
The motion was agreed to. | Congress to increase the tariffon this tobacco ra 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole unmanufactured leaf-tobacco had paid a duty « ts pel d 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed | but these new competitors paid that duty and 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- | obstacle it offered to their advancing monopo! There was att 
ae . . u¢ axation an im > I 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. time a Republican administration and a Repul 1 Congre od tl 
rr . room ’ : : . - > 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment. | appeal was heard and responded to. In h, 188 LW was passed 
The Clerk read as follows: designed to increase the duty on leaf-tobacco suitable for wrappe 
Strike out lines 362 and 363, as follows: from 35 to 75 cents per pound In this House it received the t 


** All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 35 cents p« r pound,” support of Republic an members, and met the opposing in luence and 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Idesire to be heard further upon this amend- | vote of Democratic mem bers. 
ment, The effect of the increased protection given by that Congr: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA For- | oncemanifest. Theimportationsof Sumatra tobacco decrease d morethan 
LETTE] is recognized and will proceed. three and a quarter million pounds. It really seemed that ouy own 
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market wa tr bye 1 to our own larmers 


were encouraged, 


They 
not LUE i the a bsidy or bounty, not because of any 


iny competitors on our own soil, but beear 


1 fur la protection againsta foreign article produced by cheap 
lab I ( erent circumstances and conditions, They returned to 
the caltiv n of t product. They re-enforced their skill with in- 
t t periment lhey invested their mons 


rhey built tobacco 
a aa } 











Phey i | the quality and value of the 

rican } to the depression « market, but by a 
} | | + 
i athita ‘ t 

i ; ; wear } 1 + } 

I no one ! i ected the pow the determination, the dis- 
honesty of t foreign enem rhe law had been framed to apply to 
the foreign il j then produced, assorted p 1. and sold 

enac ! ad iOW stand it reads as follows 
1 pe cent. is of the requisite ze and of the: 
Bar em ‘ ex re tol tble for wrappers, and of w I ore than I0 
lea e reg i reigh a pound, if not stemmed 75 « er pou 
ster j i per } i \ other tol » In jeaf unmanutfactured I 
te 1 ) ts] j d 
I ler that lay iS LOIS to cco was the pre luced, a rted, pa ked, 
and shipped to this country, 1t would substantially all be subject to the 
7 t1 it Vv d is practically all suitable for wrappers 
It \ the ij n of Congress that it should pay the higher rate. It 
was to secure the prot ion Which the higher rate gave to the Ame1 
can mer t t \ passed 
A mime t foreign i t ought to evade the stat- 
nite | its 1 1 tobacco must meet two requirements to be as- 
KC d the h so-Cent Tat It mu he 
First. Leat tobacco 85 per cent. of which is suitable for wrappers 
md. More than one hundred leaves must be required to weigh a 


pound 
( > and only pay the 35 cent 

rate of duty 

‘The first attempt y invoicing. 
was shipped from Sumatra to Amsterdam, where out of the entire in- 
voice of say one hundred packages or bales of wrapper-leaf tobacco six- 
teen packages would be replaced with inferior tobacco not 
‘suitable for wrappers,’’ so that less than 85 per cent. of the invoice 
would be suitable for wrappers. This was anticipated and met at the 
custom-house at New York by Treasury Department ruling that the in- 
voice would not be taken as the unit on which to compute the per cent., 
but that each bale of wrapper-leaf must pay the 75-cent rate. 

hen came a new and more successful fraud. Each bale or package 
weighing, say, 200 pounds, was opened at Amsterdam and a number of 
th: little bundles of aves, called **hands,’’ of which the package or 
bale is composed, weighing about 37 pounds, were taken out and 37 
pounds of tobacco not suitable for wrappers substituted, thus reducing 
the percentage of wrapper-leaf in each bale or package below 85 per 
cent. 

rhis was followed by the decision of Secretary Folger, May 1, 1884, 
directing the custom-house inspector to break open hales or packages 
and assess the wrapper-leaf at 75 cents per pound. These lawless in- 
vaders of our market carried their opposition to the courts, protracting 
the fight, and contesting the enforcement of the law openly as well as 

| The d ion was sustained. 

rh ndicate carried the cheat down to the collection of 
leaves in the mands.’’? Their labor is so cheap that they can afford 
any expenditure of itto beatthelaw. They then placed leaves enoug! 
not suitable for wrappers into the little bundle or ‘‘ hand ’’ to bring 
rcentage of wrapper-leaf below 85 per cent. 

‘ 


to evade the law was by The tobacco 


= 
paies Or 





the pe 


In August last Assistant Secretary Maynard ruled in aecordance with 
the decision of S Folger that the bale or package or ‘‘ hand’ 
is not the unit under the law, but that the “‘ leaf-tobacco suitable fo1 
wrappers’? must pay the 75-cent rate without reference to the form or 


vehicle of shipment. 
The slow and laborious process required to collect this duty renders 
the existing law exceedingly diffienlt of enforcement. Since 1884 the 





c 
t sumption from the Netherlands at the New 
York custom-house for the last three years is as follows: 








Total num- | Total num- 
ber of pounds ber of pounds 
entered at entered at 
35 cents per | 75 cents per 
pound. {| pound. 


1885 





4, 000, 519 
4, 213, 336 


1LS85 


1887. 





2,217, 917 | 
j 


This discloses the fact that the great bulk of this tobaceo only pays 


the lower or 35-cent rate. 


When it is remembered that every single pound of it displaces 4 | 
pounds of that grown in this country it will be seen that in both 1886 | 
and 1887 these foreign gentlemen took away from our own farmers the 


been simply enormous. The total amount of 
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| portance of our home trade in tobacco. 








market for more than 16,000,000 pounds, « than one-fourth « 
the annual crop of American wrapper-lea 
etiect of this unfa nd unlawtlu } i our mar 
; been to give this industry a most serious i y and discoura 


ind dishearten those engaged in the business know farmers in n 
own ne ighborhood who have old « rops o! two and three 


years on hand 








iwaiting buyers who do zot come. I[n a single vear the crop fell oft 
3, 000 acres in Wi nsin. Greatand expensive o barns and store- 
houses stand empty or only partially used, while a crop which ought 


nt and prominent place with the farm staples main- 


tains a doubtful and uncertain existence. 

SE h +] estion is 
nployed, th 
ion, and 
ment of the leaf that they rule the market and gather in 


large profits. 


is it with the sumatra competit ; ine carcely 


v I 





g next to nothing for the hands « 


necessary. 





able to expend so much labor in the 





Hon. Isaac Bell, jr., our minister at’ Hague, in a communication 
to Secretary Bayard December 22, 1585, notes the fact that 


Some of the Sumatra to eo companies had declared annual dividends of 


r 100 per cent 


And Iam informed that in 1887 their profits were nearly 200 px 

nt 

The producers ol American wrapper! leaf tobacco have presse d thi 
matter for consideration in Congress with great earnestness for the last 
three years. Until very recently they have not succeeded in getting 


the party in power here to make any audible answer to their urgent 
appeals. A few weeks ago, however, the New England Homestead pub- 
lished the reply of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
{| Mr. MILs} to a request to clear the present law of the clauses which 
make its evasion possible and leave tl ts per pound. I 
read what the gentleman [ Mr. MILLs] said in response to that request 








re rate at 75 ce! 





{ : - 2 
rom the farmers: 
A NOTE FROM MR. MILLS 
New England Homestead, Saturday, May 19, 18s 
a * * 
On the subject of tobacco we can not ac t your r ~ Thirty-five cents 
per pound is a high enough duty on tobac 75 cents is prohibition and no revy- 


tobacco or a 





enue, and we can not afford to destroy our foreign trad 
The Sumatra tobacco is now smuggled in at 35 cents. 


iy oth 


R. Q. MILLS. 





ESENTATIVES, 


Washington, D. C. 

In this note it will be observed that the gentleman says that ‘‘75 
cents is prohibition and no revenue.’’ What does he mean by that? 
Does he want more revenue? Have not the people been told through 
all these weary months that ruin could only be averted by reducing the 
revenue atonce? And now the gentleman refuses relief in this in- 
stance on the ground that the rate asked by the producer of this prod- 
uct of the soil will prohibit the importation of Sumatra tobaeco and 
have the disastrous effect of producing no revenue. For that reason 
he condemns it. No plea is advanced by him that Sumatra tobacco is 
one of the much talked of ** necessaries of life,’’? and for that reason the 
duty must be reduced, but the farmers are told in a curt little note that 
the 75 cent rate if retained and enforced will keep the Sumatra tobacco 
out altogether and yield no duty to the Government—that it is ‘‘ prohi- 
bition and no revenue.’’ To one industry these gentlemen say, ‘‘We 
lower the duty because the revenue must be reduced.’’ Here the duty 
is reduced to increase and insurerevenue. This bill puts vegetables on 
the free-list because they are necessaries of life, and because the accu- 
mulation of the surplus must be stopped; and it reduces the duty on Su- 
matra tobacco because it is a luxury and because the present rate en- 
forced will not assist in increasing the surplus. 

But the gentleman assigns another reason. Hesays ‘‘ wecan notaf- 
ford to destroy our foreign trade in tobacco or any other article.’’ Here 
is the chronic trouble with the free-trader. He can see nothing near to 
him. His vision is peculiarly defective. It renders him totally blind 
to what is going on around him in his own country, while the dreamy 
‘* far-sightedness’’ which keeps his gaze constantly fixed on distant 
foreign objects plays strange tricks with his processes of reasoning. 

The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILLs| says ‘* we can not afford to 
destroy our foreign trade in tobacco.’’ He entirely ignores the im- 


utter indifference to the gentleman how quickly and completely this 
shall be annihilated, but Heaven save the ‘‘ foreign trade in tobacco.’’ 
It gives him no concern that our farmers have on their hands one-fourth 
of the wrapper crops of 1886 and 1887 awaiting a market which has 
been appropriated by this imported tobacco. It does not worry him be- 
cause the foreign syndicate has more than $8,045,505 of money which 
should have gone to our own people, who have instead their unsold 
He is happy because he has the ‘‘foreign trade’’ in Sumatra 
left. This ‘‘ foreign trade in tobacco’’ with the Netherlands must be 
saved at any sacrifice. And yet it all amounts to just this: that for 
every single dollar which they leave in this country in that trade they 
take three dollars out. This is the ‘‘ foreign trade in tobacco’’ which 
the gentleman would buy at the cost of an important agricultural in- 
dustry. Sir, it is too high a price to pay for the luxury. 

But the gentleman has still another reason. Hesays the “‘Samatra 
tobacco is now smuggled in at 35 cents.” 
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crops. 





It appears to be a matter of 
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is just 
the gentleman 
clause. 
The clever 
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“Mu 


an not hope to carry Connecticut. 
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xp! iin t 


LS | now makes to strike or 


cticut [Mr. VANCE] 
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the strange motion which 


vue 


may 
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trade Democracy in this House for assaulting the industries and labor | 
of the count 

When we have remonstrated against placing lumber on the free-list 
we have been at red that there is a great surplus in the Treasury 
which threatens a business panic and general financial disaster. 


When we ask that building stone, ve iahine fish, and fifty-three im- 
portant industries in the North be not sacrificed or given over into for- 
eign control to enrich people not owing allegiance to our flag nor pay- 
ing any of the expenses of our Government, we have been met with the 
same reply, and so have we been when we have resisted the reduction 
of duties upon our manufactures and farm products in the North to so | 
low a figure as to place our people in unequal competition with cheap 
labor on our northern border and across the sea. Although, when we | 
have raised our voices against taxing the people $60,000,000 to main- | 
tain a smallindustry in Louisiana which has never produced more than 
one-tenth of the sugar the country consumes, and when we ask why 
rice Should pay a duty of 100 per cent. in order to protect a few rice- | 
growers in South Carolina and Georgia, though it is shown that by | 
placing these two articles on the free-list the revenues would be sufti- 
ciently reduced to prevent any further accumulation of surplus in the 
Treasury, the only reply we get is a solid vote of the Democracy in the | 
House to retain these extraordinary duties. 

The truth is that the reduction of the surplus is not the purpose, 
but the pretense of the Democratic free-trade party. It is made a | 
cloak to cover the attack of that party upon Northern industries ex- 
cept in some few favored Democratic districts. The surplus has grown 
up undera Democratic administration. Purposely it has been allowed 
to accumulate when under existing law it might have been applied, 
and now it is sought to be used as a menace to frighten us into the 
ranks of free-traders. 

Bat this scheme will not work, for every intelligent man knows that 
the Mills bill will augment to indefinite dimensions the very danger 
which its friends pretend to fear. 

What danger is there in the accumulation of a surplus of revenue in 
the Treasury ? Whatis the hurtful effect which it may have upon the 
country? How can it produce business panic and financial disaster? 
Only in one way certainly, that is by keeping out of circulation the 
money which should be among the people. 

i would like to see the surplus disbursed, and I would gladly vote 
for a sensible bill which would accomplish that purpose without injur- 
ing our industries. But such a bill will have to be framed by the 
friends of America, by men who believe in her institutions, in the in- 
dependence of her position, in the genius of her people and the power 
of her workingmen, in all pursuits, to make her the producer of all 
that her wants demand. Yes, by men who know a better way to dis- 
tribute her surplus than the Mills bill provides, which is to send it 
across the sea to fill the treasuries of foreign nations and the pockeis of 
forcign manufacturers; forall that the distribution of our present surplus 
would increase the volume of our circulating currency would be but 
a fraction of the amount which our circulation would be decreased by 
our loss of the money which the Mills bill would send out of the coun- 
try to purchase foreign manufactures and products to take the place of 
those which the destruction of our industries would prevent us from } 
furnishing at home. 

The gentleman from California a few days ago presented the tables | 
which show that notwithstanding the surplus has increased in our | 
‘Treasury, the circulation of money among our people has at the same | 
time increased from month to month. How has this occurred? It is 
wholly due to protection, which has kept our mechanics and farmers 
and all our producers at work and thus kept our money at home. 

Should the Mills bill become a law, how long would it be before the 
balance of trade would be against us? How long before the volume 
of our money pouring out of our country to foreign lands to buy what 
we now produce would exceed by twofold the surplus which runs 
into our Treasury? Whatever the disadvantages of the surplus may 
be I would rather risk it in our own Treasury, whereit is the property 
of our own countrymen, than in the pockets of British merchants and 
manufacturers who are, if not the enemies, certainly are the competi- 
tors of our people in the great battle for national prosperity and progress. 

The effect of low duties, amounting practically to free trade, upon 
the volume of money among the people was so keenly experienced and 
bitterly felt by our forefathers during the time of the Confederation 
that it should never be forgotten, but remain in men’s memories as a 
sad and salutary lesson to those who would see their country cursed by 
such mischievous legislation as the free-trade Democracy propose to 
enact in the Mills bill. 

Then our forefathers had what this bill provides in part at least and 
what the Democrats in this debate have again and again urged and 
argued for—practical free trade. What was then the result? Cheap 
goods flowed in from Europe; the money of the people poured over the 
sea to pay for them, until all trade became barter. There was no cur- 





rency left for circulation in the country; people trafficked in cattle and 
sheep and most everything, except silver and gold coin or any kind of 
money. 

The general disaster which fell upon all classes and every kind of 
industry has formed too many sad pictures in the descriptions of 


| sideration. 
| that many of the objections I then entertained against the proposition 
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statesmen and historians to admit of repetition here. It was arrested 
only by the formation of a Constitution for all the colonies, the estab- 
lishment of a new and stronger Government, and the enactment ofa 
protective tariff which encouraged new industries that gave labor to 
the people and kept their money at home. 

The same principles will operate to-day as then. Like causes will 
produce like effects, and it will be found always that in a country 
where labor is high, as in our own, the best assurance of a sufficient 
volume of currency is that protection to domestic industries which 
shall give employment to the toilers and stimulate the development 
of all the varied resources with which God has enriched the nation. 
Under such protection our country has had a degree of prosperity un- 
known in the history of mankind. Let us maintain it, whether it 
be assailed by the theories of doctrinaires, old prejudices, sectional 


| envy, or the alliance of British greed with Democratic ambition for 
| political power. 


Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, while the general debate was pending 
I gave my views, at considerable length, upon the measure under con- 
Since that time the bill has been so modified and amended 


no longer exist. There still remain in the bill, however, a few impor- 
tant provisions and sections, which are so utterly at variance with in: 

convictions of duty and the pledges made my constituents that I can 
not consistently or conscientiously vote for it. I regret this exceed- 


| ingly because it has always been my aim and my desire to be in line 


with my party upon all important questions of public policy. Besides, 
the ‘‘condition’’ mentioned by the President in bis message to this 
Congress still confronts us. Our patriotism as citizens and our official 
oaths alike require and demand at our hands the solution and removal 
of this *‘condition.’’ 

The collection by the Government and retention in the United States 
Treasury of a sum annually equal to one dollar for every man, women, 
and child in the Republic can not long continue, except at the cost of the 
most direful consequences to the prosperity and business interests of the 
country. The contraction of the circulating medium of a country al- 
ways results in enhancing the value of money, while it invariably 
decreases the wage of the laborer. The ‘‘condition’’—the surplus— 
ought to be and must be removed, and at once. The Mills bill 
seeks to accomplish this result. It diverges, in a few essential details, 
from the line of policy I would follow were the entire responsibility 
upon me; yet Iam not prepared to say that the Ways and Means 
Committee, upon the whole, especially in the amendments allowed 
since the bill was introduced, have not honestly endeavored to for- 
mulate and perfect a bill that would relieve the people from unneces- 

sary burdens and at the same time do justice to the various conflict- 
ing interests of our greatly diversified industries. 

If the committee failed in some instances it is because the tariff 
question, in the very nature of things, can not be delocalized or nation- 
alized. I had hoped that our friends upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber would formulate and present a measure that would more nearly 
meet my views; but in this hope I have been disappointed. Their 
policy has been to poiat out alleged detects in the bill in speeches, 
which were not calculated or intended to create a healthy public opin- 
ion or sentiment upon the vital and the main question—the reduction 
of the surplus—but which were calculated and intended solely to in- 
fluence and affect and create Republican sentiment for the November 
election. Much as I differ with the majority of my party upon the 
tariff question, I can not consistently, as a Democrat, aid the Repub- 
lican party in creating an issue that is illusory and misleading. 

The present condition of the Treasury—the surplus and the giant 
evils itis bound to precipitate upon the country—brings us face to face 
with a public, not a political question. This question is so grave and 
far-reaching and so liable to affect injuriously the best interests of the 
whole people, that it ought to be approached, discussed, and consid- 
ered by patriots, not partisans; it is above and beyond mere party con- 
siderations. The Republican minority, however, have not seen fit to 
so regard it. The President’s message was hailed by Republican leaders, 
not so much in the light of a menace to the industries of the country 
as in the light of outlininga policy which they believed they could, by 
judicious twisting and appeals to local prejudice, turn to their advan- 
tage politically. These gentlemen will vote agaiust this bill, not be- 
cause they honestly believe it is a vicious measure, but because some 
injudicious utterances by gentlemen on this side of the House will en- 
able them to tell their constituents it is a free-trade measure, and in 
support of that contention they will cite, not the bill itself or its con- 
tents, but the remarks of gentlemen who have supported it. 

How any bill which provides for average duties of 40 per cent. can 
be called a free-trade measure passes human comprehension; but that 
fact will be carefully obscured by the bewildering denunciations which 
will be hurled at the bill and the Democratic party, because a few gen- 
tlemen have permitted themselves in the discussion on this bill to in- 
dulge in the glittering generalities of free-trade philosophy. Now, 
while I can not vote for this bill, for the reasons already stated, I cer- 
tainly can not have any sympathy with the opposition to it, which 
springs from the selfish and partisan motives which dominate the Re- 
publican party. 

















1888. 


To vote against the bill would be to countenance and commend th 
unpatriotic and selfish policy of the Republican party. My own party 
fealty as well as my convictions of right and duty make sucl 
I have, by my 


items in the bill which my 


nh acto 


votes, entered my protest against those 





imp yssible 





udgment lead me to believe were illog 





or wrong, while I have uniformly voted for all items, clauses, a 





sections I believed to be sound and ri Iam sorry the bill is not 
in such shape as would prompt me to vote for it, but it is too near m 
position, and the opposition to it is of so selfish and purblind a cl 
acter that it is impossible for me to vote against it 

One word more is a Democrat, I donot regard the tariff asap 
question. It is local in character, a business question that should 
dealt with 1 10n-partisan spirit. 


The prin iples of the Democratic party are too broad, too de 
} : 





far-reaching to be even t mporarily } 
in details, is far better understood by manufacturers and merchants t 


by statesmen 


ut out of sight fora question 





The difference between the two great parties now 






















tending for supremacy in this country is as vast and le p 
Iam a Democrat. I mean by that,as I said upon another <« 
that a Democrat is a 
EE RESPONSIBLE SOUT 

A Der iwi would t v 

tal t wer f Maly ua \ 

ents of rder; | e! es tt ~ 

tion ex t that < ~ i neq 
removil tll inequality except such as isabsolutely necessary tothe essa 
development of humanity; he believes that n ire respon les 
have rights simply because they are men, and shoul ed 
and that every man has the ght raise h 5 st} 
lence of which his soul and me t re cay the I 
lieves that merit is everything, birt thing 

Politically a Democrat is a zen who believes i 
people, while a Republican is citizen who ves in > t if of 
people. The Democratic citizen believes in t Y t poss < f dire 
popular control in the government, « sistent wi al ier ] 
while the Republican citizen would limit and circumscri this direct 
control, believing that better government ca BE red by ng gov 
mental power only in the the so-ca ve i ged cla 
Again, tt Democratic cit vesin | tir l ; ihe 
Government and conservi! he States, a I rds, eve rig snd p 
reserved to them by the Constitution In ot a Den v 
maintain the binding force of the exact literal lan ige of the Cons t 
would oppose at all times, b | means, the enlargement of Federal power 
interpretation. The Rept i believes in the reverse of allt HH 





correct, the exact divi ling line between the two parties 

It is upon these lines that I have always contended that the wag 
worker, the toiler, and the man of limited means is out of p 
the Republican party. The traditions and the inh i 
the Republican party are those of Hamilton, while the Democrat 
lieves in the teachings of Jefferson. R 
the straight line of principle and follow t 
The Democratic party is no exception to this rule. Parties are 1 
aggregations of men, and all men are selfish, and the 
ent success often lures them from the path that leads to a success wl 
may be remote, but is always certain. 

Through all the trials, through every crisis 
the principles upon which it was founded by i 
for principlesnever die. The party may have erred, it may haveswerv« 
from its path, but its faith, its principles as above outlined, ar pul 
and as just to-day as when first the lovers of free popular governm 
made them the creed and dogmas of a political party. 
form upon which all Democrats can stand. 
and policy—side issues—sink into obscurity and insignifica: 
contrasted with the great essentials of human liberty upon which th 
Democratic party is founded. 


+ ! : 
1é GeEVious ine OF expeakle 


of the Democratic pa 





liere isa piat 


Questions of expedi 


Divergence of opinion upon questi 


of party expediency furnish no excuse for desertion to the enemy. 


While I will not vote for this bill, while I could not vete for it und 
any circumstances in its present shape, yet will I be found this fall—a 
at all times while life lasts—in the ranks of my party, in the forefr 
of the fight for Democratic ascendency and the perpetuation of Der 
cratic principles in this Republic 
Republican ascendency. 


I can see no hope for the people 


[f the principles of the Democratic party : 


sound—based on justice and right—and so I believe, I feel it my duty 


to combat errors into which it may fall from within, not from without 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the formal amer 
ments will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read the pending paragr: 
under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured, and not stemmed, 35 cents per pou 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out 1 
which has been read, the motion having been made by the ; 
from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HITT. 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLEerre] on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has been disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. 


*‘July’’ and insert ‘‘ October; 








so as to read: 


Sec. 4, That on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, ir 
tofore imposed on the articles hereinafter mentioned, the 


lected, and paid the following rates of duty on said articies several 


= 


The amendment was agreed to. 





What has become of the amendment proposed by th« 


I move, on page 29, line 1 of section 4, to strike ou 
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th} prop 1 for an hour on each side | 
8h ot obye 1 to it *r having called attention 
to ‘ t ‘ i do not t it 1s a satisfact 
! i « ] ‘ mittes 

M i i } tI iu 0 { man ro I ( 

i 

Kiet , And objected to the first reque 

| l th t } i Ma ) t to two 
] tl ) e O! ade 

CH MA Che ( ' ill i { juest to the c¢ 
mitt 

J tie ( 0 ! debate f two hours on the wo n 
chedule of the bill, t time to be equa divided between the two 
sides of the House 

i re \ noo t 

Mr. SPRINGER Now let the gentleman from New Jersey occupy 

ime as he desires on his amendments 

i CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Ay will be allows to control the hour on the left Does the gi 
Lie n ce e€ lO pl LOW 

Vir. REED No; the gentleman from I will take his hou 
first 

- PRINGER After the gentleman fron New Jersey has co 
cluded his remarks I will proceed. 

Mr. LEHLBACH Of course 1 know nothing of this arrangé it 
The time should |] given me to offer two substantial ame ! its 
which I propose and on which I ask to be heard. 

(The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will send his amendments uj 

Mr. REED. This does not come out of any time that we may ha 
on this side under the new arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. The time occupied by the ge 
] i from New Jersey will be on his own amendments, 

Mr. BLAND That is, for five minutes, under the rule 

Che CHAIRMAN Of course the gentleman occupies the floor, if at 
ill, under the rule 

ir. BLAND. But I understand it is only for five minutes. 

ihe CHAIRMAN He speaks under therule of course. If the gen- 
tleman gets more time that will be by the consent of the committee 

My 


. thirty,’ 


it will read 


st amendment is to 


** fifty ;”? 


strike out 
ac 


Ir. LEHLBACH. y fix 
| so that 


in line 26 of this paragraph, and 


‘50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
proposed by the gent 
LEHLBACH, 
request of the 


considered their rea 


Che question is on agreeing to the amendm 
leman from New Jersey. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this 
of my district, and it sé me, 
wns for this change, that it would be wise to i: 
crease the duty on these articles. I will briefly state to the committe: 
the facts. The consumption of these articles in this country is not so 
‘at but that those engaged in their production are able to supply t 
and, Until within the last ten years few hats were imported, and 
workingmen engaged in thisindustry were kept busily employed. Of 
late years the importation has steadily increased, and where formerly 
an imported hat was a novelty, it is now a thing of common use. 
[hese large importations have had the result of lowering the wages of 


those employed, and of compelling idleness at certain portions of the 


a oa 
Mr amendment at t 


hatte! ems to after havi 











year. In order to prevent further increase 1n importation it will be 
nece iry to increase the duty on these articles. Chis is the effect of 
my amendment, nai an increase from 30 to 50 per cent. I had th 
honor to p nt a petition to the House, signed by 2,170 hatters of 
my district sing for this legislation. 


sing the petition Mr. Daniel McCarthy, of Orange 


ry of the United Hatters of Essex Coun 














Our reason for king t le slation is that a few years ago an imported hat 
Was a novelty, ! now tl e seen everywhere, and the importation is yearly 
< ! ri i the portation of 1587 as a basis, ges for mal 
ins rd 1 hats,“which, a 8 per dozen, amounts to $338,920, is in reality 
$3 rar m each fr 1 the 10,000 people employed in the hatting industry in 

} 1 ‘ xteenth of the average earnings for the entire y« 

al nearly 4,000 men employed at hatting, who would 
ithe pet n if the committee who had it in charge had taken a 
to c but we were afraid to delavit Now, we are « 
1 lack of work to lose at least three months in the year whi 
y mi n increase to 50 per cent 
of duty is not changed the hatters fear that the importa- 
tions will not dec , but rather increase, and that it will condemn 
them to idl ‘a longer period during the year. With this briet 
st it, I ask for a favorable consideration. 
ihe question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LEHLBACH; and 
on a th ¥ aves 72, noes 84. 
so the dment was rejected. 
‘ rR i I {Far +} ; , } } - 
Mr. LEHLBACH I now offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
Che Clerk read as folloy 
Insert after line 2 
Buttons, called } own among manufacturers as‘ pearl buttons,’ a 


specific duty of 4 cents ne per gross (English measurement)” 
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Mr. LEHLBACK. Mr. Chairman, this ar proposes a spe 
Ci duty which will, as I am informed, be equiv nt to about 50 pei 
‘ d v em, or double the pi nt duty But a Ss ago 

arl-button industry was a flourishing « : ‘ ewa 
mpetition at that time was entirely y i i UI 
( 1 the duty of 25 per cent. was Lili t up the er 
ence of wages between tl two countries I time there were 
or none manufactured in Austria. At present the importation 
to tl country, according to the report of Consul-General Jussan 
I le December 30, 1887, amount, in round figures, to $2,300,000, and 
of this amount nearly $1,700,000 comes from Au i, the bulk of the 
balance coming from France: The | l labor in Austria, as well a 
in France, is performed at the low rate o m 5 to7 ft ; per week 
or from $2 to $2.80 per we In the n lac f pearl buttons 
no machinery can be used; itis all hand w it is hardly necessary, 
therefore, to state that since this has become an industry in Austria 


and France, and the bulk of their manufactured articles have been ex- 
ported to this country, that most of our manufacturers have been com- 


pelled to close their factories, and those yet remaining are engaged 
rhest rade of goods 


only part of the time, and then only at the hi 

e petition which I will present to the House : 
tates that in Vienna and the suburbs there are se 
victs employed in making pearl buttons, and tl 


have 


ask to read 
yusand con- 


these ] 
being prohibited in Austria they a1 tothe United States. If f 
this be true, and I do not doubt it, then it is high time that we, hav 


in most of the States protected honest labor from our own convict 


I 


il) 





oor 








labor, should take steps to protect it from infinitely worse competition, 
the convict labor of Austrian prisons. This is not first attempt 
that those engaged in this industry made to obtain ief. Six years 
ago my predece introduced a bill for their relief. It was referred 


In the 
referred 


yr was done. 


ty. It was 


not 
I introduced a bill increasing the d 


to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 


last Congre 














to the same committee. A chance for proper explanation was given 
by that committee, but no tariff legislation being had during the Forty 
ninth Congress, of course no relief was given. If Congress will no 
un do something for these people an industry will be wiped out ¢ 
nee which would in ashort time have given employment to thou- 
inds of our people. This is a very peculiar case, and I hope that the 
petition of the committee of the pearl-button makers, which I now 
send to the Clerk’s desk to have read, will result in causing favorable 
ction. 
Che Clerk read the petition, : 
N. J., December 21, 1887 
i n ied, who are a committee of 
the N ation, appointed by them to present to 
ve iy have your support in advocating a 





hich is about being presented to Con- 
uality with other 
us to present to you 
your supportand 


ne us tk 





ve 


























\\ ea body of 1 hanices, who some ten or fifieen years ago represented 
tl ds, our oecupation was such that we were enabled to have steady en 
ple it, our principal competitor in pearl butte vas Englanc nd the co 
| tie ich that we could favorably compete, but since that time Austria 
ind Germ < need making pearl buttons; and where there v ot 
h ‘ 3 ¢ earl buttons made in those two countries alone there are 

v te I ired thousand, t the competition isso great that two- 
his Ww cmen in this country are doing nothing, and what few have 

! et two or three days per week. The wages we get when at work 

‘ ; from $12 to $15 per week, which we think you will agree is not too 
I killed 1 ranie who has had to labor for several years before he 
be ficient, but as the case now is this labor has been ent y thrown 
awa 

chief compe now is Austria,as there we the regular 
workmen to conter but in Vienna and the several 





making pearl buttons, and there y prohib- 
in their own country,and which goods find a ready 


cts em} 


f such goods 


and conv 


iling the sale o 

















narket here rain, the wages of aregular mechanicin Austria are exactly in 
rm per week, so you can readily see the comparison of the wages of 
the f sign and domestic mecha Our wages, tal g it at the lowest basi 
is four or five times as much ¢ s,and the duty that is imposed on such 
goods is 25 per cent. ad valorem, Now it can readily be seen the disadvantage 
we laborunder. How can our employers find work for us to do when import 
ers in this country have their agents in Europe who buy goods that are the re- 
sult of convict and pauper labor, or, in other wor »w can it be expected that 





y will buy goods in vuntry of 
ign country it costs30 cents? 
Things have gone so far with us that it is only a question of a little time when 
the climax willcome. We have labored hard for a long time to keep the wolf 
from the door and looking with longing eyes for a bright sun to rise which 
would break forth into a glorious morning; but we have hoped in vain; the 
tide does not seem to turn, and as a last resort we appeal to you, most honora- 
ble sir, to help us in our great difficulty. We are well aware that Congress has 
the inclination to reduce the tariff instead of raising it, but we feel we are jus- 
tified by our condition in asking that an exception be made in ourcase. | 
fact, our trade has been in such extreme necessity that the whole press of th 
echanical city and the press of New York have taken it up and from obser 


this cx 





which thelabor alone costs $1 when in a 

















tion have made prolonged articles upon it. Our employers are also in a 

condition; two-thirds of the factories are completely closed, and the other 
iverage, do not run two days per week. 7 
Now, honorable sir, we have endeavored to state our case to you in a plain 7 





uthful manner, praying that you will give us your valuable assistance so 
that we can make an honest living at our own legitimate occupation, as we fee! 
we have to work against more competition and have less protection than any 
other industry in the whol e country, as our goods are made exclusively by hand a 
and can not be made in any way by improved machinery; the same process oi ig 
manufacture has to be gone through in Austria as in this country; and w i 
can assure you that the contents of this letter we can vouch for,as a 
many of your humble petitioners have followed their occupation in Europe. 


2 + 
og 
great 
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: . . se ae | > - — “ - a . 
each year thereafter to 58, 55, 48, 46, 44, and to 34 in 1879, or about | last fiseal year (June 30, 1887), was $129,272, 205.90, notwithstanding 
the same price it now commands. What caused the decline in 1879 to | a purchase of bonds during the year up to that time to the amount of 


What caused the 
decline from 70 to 34 cents a pound on wool during the highest tariff 


34 cent pound while the tariff was unchanged ? 


era eve n in this country? Gentlemen must find other causes | 
for these changes thanthe raising orthe lowering of thetariff on wool. I | 
concede that such changes of the tariff do affect prices remotely, but 
not direct J of all commodities are controlled by the inexor 


ipply and demand. There was a greater supply of wool 
‘ the four yearssuceeding the change in the tari! 
in }es3 thanduring the four years preceeding the change. Thestatistic 


in this country durit 


prove this But the average number of heep eac h year was 6,648,000 
preater If cach pr whine | afleeceof 6 pounds the wool supply wo 1, 
from the home clip only, exceed by 40,000,000 pounds each year that 
oil preces I IOUT I 
Chis wo ly depress prices, unless there was a correspond 

ing increa n demand We have no statisties since 1880 that would 
accurately determine this fact. The probabilities are, however, tha 

there has been in recent years a large overproduction of woolen goods 
in this conniry. As such goods are loaded down with the taxes on the 
raw material, they can not be shipped abroad and sold in competition 
with goods manulactured out of untaxed raw material. Hence they 
must overcrowd our home market, and thus cepress not only the prices 
of woolen goods, but also of wool itself. Ove rproduction is the inevit 

able consequence of high tariffs. In many branches of business com- 


binations or trusts have been formed for the purpose of limiting pro- 
duction and controlling the prices of their product Thus high tariff: 
produce overproduction and overproduction produces the combine and 
the trust 

I do not charge that there has been a trust formed by those engaged 
in woolen interests. But itis conceded that the high tariff on wool has 
restricted our wool-growers to the home market; they can not ship 
their wool, under present conditions, to other countries. A restricted 
market places their products at the mercy of the manufacturers of 
woolen goods in this country. When they overstock the market, they 
must shut down their mills or work them on limited time and with 
This diminishes the demand for wool, and a fall in prices 
is the inevitable result, 

NOT AN INFANT INDUSTRY. 

On yesterday we heard the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN] speak of the potter’s art as one of the oldest industries 
known to man, but the raising of sheep is of even greater antiquity. 

The stereotyped pretext of protecting an infant industry can not be 
set up in defense of taxing either wool or pottery. The very earliest 
industry known to man was that of raising sheep. Abel, the second 
son of Adam, was ‘‘a keeper of sheep.’’ [Laughter.] The offering of 
the firstlings of his flock as a sacrifice to the Lord proved more accept- 
able than did the offering of his brother, and the murderous jealousy 
ensued, which caused Abel’s death. In Exodus (22, 1) the penalty 
for stealing sheep was the restoration to the owner of four sheep for 
each one stolen. In Deuteronomy (22, 1) is found the injunction ‘*‘ not 
to see thy brother’s sheep go astray.’’ The law required every shep- 
herd to look after the welfare of his neighbor’s flock as well as his own, 
and not to permit his sheep to go astray. On the occasion of great as- 
semblies of people sheep were slaughtered for their food. We are told 
in I Chronicles (5, 21) that thesons of Reuben took from the Hagarites 
in war 250,000 sheep. This was 1,300 years B. C., and indicates that 
there was a large sheep-growing industry more than three thousand 
years ago. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
ler } 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; they had free wool in those days. 

Che Scriptures are filled with references to sheep. Abel and David 
were Shepherds. ‘The Savior of the World is called the Good Shepherd, 
and his birth was first announced ‘‘ to the shepherds who watched their 
flocks by night’’ on the plains of Judea. What excuse can there be 
for placing the business of raising sheep‘and growing wool in the cate- 
gory ol intant industries? What nonsense to assert that this industry 
can not exist in the United States of America, where the soil and cli- 
mate are unsurpassed, unless Congress imposes a high tariff on wool ! 
What folly to load down with taxes that article of all others which 
most contributes to the health and comfort of mankind ! 


less force. 


Did they have free wool in those days? [Laugh- 


A CONDITION CONFRONTS US. 


At the beginning of this session of Congress we were confronted with 
a condition of affairs which demanded a revision of the tariff and a re- 
duction of the surplus revenue in the Treasury. The President, in his 
annual message to Congress in December last, called attention to this 
condition, and recommended the immediate passage of a bill to correct 
the inequalities of the tariff and reduce the surplus, characterizing 
our tariff laws as ‘‘ the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un- 
necessary taxation.’’ At that time the excess of revenue for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, amounted to $55,000,000, and the estimated 
surplus at the end of the fiscal year was placed at $140,000,000. Ac- 
cording to the statement made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
DockKERY] in the House on July 3, last, the surplus at the close of the 





$322,386, S00. 
TIE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE ON FREF Woo I 

In view of these facts the President was justified in departing from 
the usual custom of sending in a message on the leading topics of home 
and foreign affairs and devoting the whole paper to the subject of the 
surplus and suggesting the proper means for its reduction. We urged 
the reduction of tariff taxes and a revision of the customs laws as es- 
ential to the removal of unnecessary burdens on the people and in 
order to promote the general welfare. Among other subjects referred 
to by him was the tariff on wool, and he urged the reduction or re- 
moval of this duty in any revision of the tariff laws that might be 
made. This part of his message is clear, forcible, and convincing, and 
deserves the careful consideration of every person in the United States, 


| and especially of the voters who are to pass upon this question at the 


polls in November next. 

rhe following are the portions of the message on this subject: 

The farmer and the agriculturist, who manufacture nothing, but who pay the 
increased price which the tariff impo 
upor 

flo« 





S, upon every agricultura! implement, 


all he wears and upon all he uses and owns, except the increase of h 
ks and herds and ch things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is 
nvited to aid in maintaining the present situation; and he is told that a high 
ity cn imported wool is necessary for the benefit of those who have sheep to 
ir, in order that the price of their woo! may be increased. They of cours« 
tre not reminded that the farmer who has no sheep is by this means obliged 
in his purchases of clothing and woolen goods, to pay a tribute to his ‘e!!ow 
farmer as well as to the manufacturer and merchant; nor is any mention mad 
f fact that the sheep-owners themselves and their households must wear 
clothing and use other articles manufactured from the woo! they sell at tariff 
prices, and thus as consumers must return their share of this increased price to 
the tradesman. 

I think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion 














f the sheep owned 


‘ 
by the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks numbering 
rhe duty on the grade of imported wool which these 


from twenty-five to fifty. 
sheep yield is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or less, and 12 cents 
if of the value of more than 30 cents. if the liberal estimate of 6 pounds be 
allowed for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may 
be taken as the utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of this 
duty. Eighteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool 
from twenty-five sheep and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and at present 
values this addition would amount to about one-third of its price. If upon its 
sale the farmer receives this or a less tariff profit, the wool leaves his hands 
charged with precisely that sum, which in all its changes will adhere to it, until 
it reaches the consumer. 

When manufactured into cloth and other goods and material for usc, its cost 
is not only increased to the extentof the farmer’s tariff profit, but a further sum 
has been added for the benefit of the manufactnrer under the operation of other 
tarifflaws. In the mean time the day arrives when the farmer finds it neces- 
sary to purchase woolen goods and material to clothe himself and family for 
the winter. When he faces the tradesman for that purpose he discovers that he 
is obliged not only to return in the way of increased prices, his tariff profit on 
the wool he sold, and which then perhaps lies before himin manufactured form, 
but that he must add a considerable sum thereto to meet a further increase in 
cost caused by a tariff duty on the manufacture. Thus in the end he is aroused 
to the fact that he has paid upon a moderate purchase, as a result of the tariff 
scheme, which, when oe sold hia wool seemed so profitable, an increase in price 
more than sufficient to sweep away ali the tariff profit he received upon the 
wool he produced and sold. 

When the number of farmers engaged in wool-raising is compared with all 
the farmers in the country, and the small proportion they bear to our popula- 
tion is considered; when it is made apparent that, in the case of a large part ot 
those who own sheep, the benefit of the present iviff on wool is illusory; and, 
above all, when it must be conceded that the increase of the cost of living caused 
by such tariff becomes a burden upon those with moderate means and the poor, 
the employed and unemployed, the sick and well, and the young and old, and 
that it constitutes a tax which, with relentless grasp, is fastened upon the cloth- 
ing of every man, woman, and child in the land, reasons are suggested why the 
removal or reduction of this duty should be included in a revision of our tariff 
laws. 





CONSUMPTION OF WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS, 


The manufactures of wool enter into universal consumption. No 
other element enters so largely into domestic affairsas does wool. From 
the cradle to the grave it is around and about us. In the Northern 
portions of our country human existence would be intolerable and vast 
areas would be comparatively depopulated if woolen goods were elim- 
inated from our domestic economy. The health, comfort, and pros- 
perity of the people largely depend upoma liberal supply of the pro- 
ductions of wool, or those of which wool is the chief component. 

The production of wool in the United States for the year 1886 was 
285,000,000 pounds. The imports of wool for that year were 129,- 
084,950. It is estimated that the woolen goods which were imported 
into the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, con- 
tained raw wool to the amount of 196,000,000 pounds. This would 
show that the amount of raw wool consumed in the United States for 
the year 1886-’87 amounted to 610,084,958 pounds. Assuming that 
the population of the United States at this time is 60,000,000, this 
would show that the consumption of raw wool per capita for the past 
year was 10 pounds, or for a family of five persons 50 pounds of wool 
was consumed. The average price of raw wool at this time is 34 cents 
a pound, and the 50 pounds consumed by each family would therefore 
amount to $17, which would represent the cost to each family of five 
persons in the United States of raw wool for the past year. If we 
multiply the whole number of pounds of raw wool consumed by the 
price of wool at this time, it will show that there were $207,428,885 
worth of raw wool and wool in manufactured woolen products con- 
sumed in the United States in the year 1886-’87. 

The value of manufactures of woolen goods consumed in the United 
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States in 1880 is estimated as follows: The domestic production of This means that the domestic product of woo 
woolen fubries, according to the census of 1380, was valued at $267 1 price to the purchaser to an an nt equ oO the 
252,913. There were imported during the year 1880 woolen goods to | ported arti his will be t as g as the duty 
the amount of $35,013,255 Che duties paid upon the imported goods Che average rate of duty on 1 rted unw i wool 
amounted to $21,152,070 lhe manufactures of men’s and women’s 10 per cent. ad \ rem, or t 1 ents a} d 
| for the census vear 1=80, less the cost of i] p iuct ot we to —s - 
slued at $90,630,745. I deduct th f the w Wers 1Axt 
ire of clothing for the reason that they to thea { 10 cent i 
p ictions and importations already They do not, howe 
| : e amo ts would repres¢ nt the tota I 4 
ed in the United States in 1830 in t for the sake 0 . 
at the port ofentry, plus the duty upon | t vool-growers of $2s 
known, however, that the cost of b of the dutie 
sof the country will add at least 25 pe would be a loss to the w 
of the ters and manufacture t issuming (WwW 1 18 
led would ar to $103,512,245, maki l rowers we ‘ 
grand ite oF cost for that y ro! w n wods to the peopl [ ‘ ue numver ot 
y t United States of $517 1,228 ) 3 also 
here were in the United States in 1880, in round numbers, fifty | ont r woul product of 1836 « V 
? ions of people, and if we divide the aggregate of woolen goods con United States were i to 
suined by the whole number of the population it will show that t s tarifi irden on a l 
cost for woolen goods to each person was $10, or for a family of five inted in each C ald 
x pers $50 at weal i tn a 
Ther san element in this cost which is attributable to the ta to « lis t of $442,41 
on wool and wovlen goods It will be interesting to determing } f ‘ 
far the avgregate of cost of woolen goods was increased on that a is an expen iry té 
co it ¢ 
I do not claim that the whole amount of the duty paid on foreign 1S 1 tru 5 st Lb g I 
portations is in all cases added to the cost to the consumers of like p! t oa tw 
ucts produced in this country; but where the home product does not é to t extent « 
e exceed the home demand for consumption and foreign productions must wwe of the prote 
come in to supply the deficiency, the cost of the home product is fix« { soft 
by the cost of the foreign product plus the duty. Inthecase of wooler e tay ne¢ 
goods, the supply did not equal the demand, as it appears that $2 \ 
000,000 worth of woolen goods were imported into the United State ty « ( ums Ww 
in 1880, upon which duties were actually paid to the amount of $21 
O00, G00, 
TARIFF INCREASES COST OF W EN GOODS, A A rs 
It is safe to estimate that the woolen goods manufactured in this Ls67 ev gr 
, country were e! in value on account of the tari ) port sul 
goods of like qua ’ the exte { I t I t ) i 
account to the amount of $106,% d S t 
duties on imported woolen | e the th st rin | 
; amount was necessarily added ¥ mat t 
by This would make a total increas d r under va 3 acts ( 3 S24 » 
3 of woolen goods in the hands of Ss} t! t ( I Sos to 
the amount of $128,025,235. If I S per p 0 V ( 
commissions and expenses necessarily ineurred before the goods 1 Lanty t per ¢ i 
the consumers, making $32,006,308, we will find that the total cost t y costing 1 f $ per p 1 
consumers in the United States in 1880 on account of the tariff <¢ and over 18 « { 
4 woolen goods amounted to $160,031,543. At that time, as stated | and over 24 ¢ 
; fore, there were 50,000,000 inhabitants in the United States, and 1 \ nd I+ 
, cost of protection to wool and woolen goods would therefore amount d nts per p 
$3.20 per capita, or to a family of five persons, $16. it a 3 
If each Congressional district contained at that time 150,000 in] f 1 32 n ) 
ants, which is about the ratio, the woolen goods consumed ) ) ‘ ithe 
district would have cost the consumers in 1880, $1,500,000. } ,' 
‘ burden per capita, as before stated, for that year was estimated at $3.20 t S it f t 
a The amount of tariff burden, therefore, to each district would be $480 es til the t ¢ effect of t t Ma 1367 
y OOU, ‘ very un t t am tne 
These estimates are based on the statistics of 1880 for the reason tha dit nt « of w carpe ab t 1 t f i 
we have no statistics since that tir of the amount and value of ) is to ) pel ‘ ul i S| 


mestic manufactures of woolen goods. It is safe to say that there } cent. In the grease ul fre 











been an increase in domestic manufactures of woolen goods since that to 110 per t n t 

time equal to the increase of population, and perhaps greater, as ou tar po! ea AI ‘ ta ; 

wants are continually ex; ling lhe ‘tariff burdenson wool. inulact i ‘ y 
ve goods consumed has at least been preserv 1880, and in all pre ( - 

; ability increased it is therefore safe to estimate that there has bee | ¢ 
an increase in each item of at least 10 per cent. Cc WOOl- grows ¢ c f the 
The account in f880 would then stand as follows: The whole am t of 1867 t c t , 

of woolen goods consumed in 1880 was $517,561,228. ren per cent ea pl € I t i t ; 7 : 

of this amount woul.: be $51,756,122. Our total costin 1880 of woolen | t r expectat have en 

goods consumed was $5 350 Ch riff burden in 1880, as be t I legisia to | ent on 

fore stated, was $160,031,543. If we add 10 pe r cent. to this, name their products They de . , , ‘ 

$16,005,154, we will have a total of tariff burdens in the United State | from our markets that t catel 

in 1888 amounting to $176,034.697. he tariff burden in « h ¢ the ligt » Tal 

gressional district in 1880 was estimated at $480,000. If we l g their expectat a vressed ; 

per cent. to this, namely, $48,000, we would have a tariff bur 1 t t States east « M M enum 

each Congressional district of $528,000 on account of the tariff « p lect ! that the eolwv ra Le 

wool and woolen goods. er t high t iS Ww d than | : pi 


WHAT PROTECTION Oo WwW iL-GR VERS COSTS 


The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Dinaury aid on Thursd last 
(see CONGRESSIONAL RI RI age 6757 


‘ ‘ 
VoLUning Can be arer l a i ool) 18 linitted free of duty it w 


: j ; . . f 
sult in a decline of wool ne iy e extent of the y ‘ ment that ha I a pr i vs wo 
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n this subject showing the number « f yin State ast of tl 
) ppi 1 Missouri Rivers for 1864 1 4, that being the portion 
e count yoicn iS princi iy i a 1] it n 
ve on \ brom thi wi j pI { 1 con- 
t n with my rel i iti ears t it 1 1s ra l M1. O 
; : ‘ , i 
t 1 WOOL W 1 pre if nt es 
é M ssippi and the Missouri 1 7 \ siete 
n there é ‘ 18, ¢ i } f off « 
) r ¢ { } tiion § ep t ‘ ( | ourl ‘ el ne 
t th nota bet 7 l the tar ( 
‘ ( } cely t 1D nh or the } e OL Wor 
th was au I) ease Ol ) 19. O00. { U1 » oS, US 1,912 sheep in 
| the United States, and in t States east Mi ppiand Missouri 
there was an increase to 37,864,609. That was the numbet t 
country when the wool-growers formed a combination with the woolen 
manufacturers and secured a high protective tariff on wool. Imme- 
diately after the passage of the act of 1867 there began a dec 1é } he 


wool interests in all of the States which had invoked that change, from 
the Missouri River east to the Atlantic Ocean 


The fall was so great that at this time (1888) in the same States east 





of the Missouri River we have only 18,000,000 of sheep, whereas in 
1867 there were 37,000,000 In other words, we have now less than 
one-half as many sheep in this portion of the country as we had 
at that time. It will be interesting for gentlemen upon this floor 
to compare the figures in this table showing the number of sheep in 

ir own States at different periods and to see what a besom of de- 


truction was visited upon the ficcks east of the Mississippi and the 


i 
Missouri after the tariff of 1867 was passed. I desire especially to call 
the attention of the Republican Representatives from the State of 
Ohio, a State that has a large sheep-growing interest, and one which 
contributed, perhaps, more than any other to secure the tariff legisla- 
tion of 1867 for the protection of wool-growers. 

1at State in 1867 there were 6,730,126 sheep. In 1875 thenum- 
ber had decreased to 4,592,600; in 1878 to 3,783,000, a loss in ten years 

’ 





y one-half the sheep of the State. There has been a gradual 
ncrease from 1878 to the present time, 1888, when the number in the 
State is put down at 4,106,622, which shows that there are now in 
Ohio 2,623,504 sheep less than there were twenty-one years ago, when 
a protective tariff was invoked by the sheep-growers of that State to 
protect their industry. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. McKIn- 
LEY] and his colleagues will be able to explain to their constituents 
during the ensuing vacation how it is that the protective tariff has re- 
duced the number of sheep in Ohio in twenty-one years nearly 33 per 
cent., when by natural causes there should have been at least an in- 
crease to that extent. I will also ask the gentlemen who represent 
the State of Pennsylvania on this floor, and who are so clamorous for 


protection for wool-growers, to consider the effects of the tariff of 1867 





























ipon the sheep industry of Pennsylvania. In 1867 there were in that 
State 3,422,002. There are in that State to-day the unt 
of 984,891, being a loss in that State in twenty-one years of 2,437,311, 
» loss exceeding two-thirds of the entire number in the State. 
rhe eloquent gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] has raised 
vo on this floor on ma 1y OCcCaS1ODS 1n behalf « a high protective 
tariff on wool, presuma in the interest of the wool-growers of Mich 
Let us see how shed under tl LV 
Chere were in }, 948,191 in 
i ere are only Ae Stat int I 
1,824,987, nearly half of the entire 1 iber in tl tate If this 
ecti tem can 1 ni nother twent ne y< the 
( re number will be wiped out of the States, with me 1 f 
{ at 
I perhaps ought refer to the ite which I] the | yr in part 
» represent, 111100 l il State l i ¢ ul 
{ epupd ul i ( whom are Opposed to putting ree 
imably in the int of the we ow o tats 
is see how Lilin fared during the era of high protection 
01 ywing, In 1867 there ré t § 136,431 ep 
vi in the year 1883 tl] m Ss } l it 814,177, showing a 
] s of 1,922,254. 
Neither ought I to n t the State of M: e in this connection, 
h the number of sheep 1 lin that ite is scarcely worth 
mentioning, In 1867 the numbe heep in that State was 752,542; 
t mber in 1888 is 547,725, shov a loss in this State of 204,817 
p; not great in nun ¢ a proportionate reduction of 
arly one-third, tl s] e general average of reduction 
pre ed ong the W ha airea referred to the fac 
{ during ti same ] if wo s fallen from 68 cents 
1 pound in 1867 to 34 e 1888, a fall of just one-half in 
he number of she ea I 1d Mississippi Rivers and 
just one-half in the price of the wool which they bear. I will print 
in this connection a statement, taken from the special Treasury r 
port, 1887, on Wool and Wool Manufactures, page 109, showing t 
price of wool in New York from 1860 to 1887. See appendix. ) 


I commend these facts to the careful consideration of the gentlemen 
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merce in wool by requiring a pound of dirt to be shipped with every 
pound of wool which may come into our country from abroad. This 
raising the freights 100 per cent. on 
all importe ut any benefit to any one except the owners 
of ships, whose freightage is thus increased. As imported wool is con- 
sumed by our own people, the burden thus artificially created is borne 
by the American consumers of woolen goods. Can legislative folly be 


is precisely the same in effect as 


1 wool withe 


carried to greater extent? 
| 


Suppose a law should be passed requiring the Western farmer, when 
he ships a bushel of wheat to England, to ship at the same time a bushel 
of sand, and to pay the same freights on both; would not everybody 
cry « against it iniquitous in the extreme? Yet that is strictly 


analogous to the law now in force on the subject of importing wools 
| Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] Gentlemen may laugh, 


but the law remains as I have stated it, and they can not deny it. 


EPRESS! ‘S, HARDSHIPS ND DISABTERS. 


m thot 


But notwithstanding the folly of Congress and the insatiate greed of 
private interests, the tariff on wool has not resulted in the benefits to 
woolen manufacturers that they anticipated and confidently expected. 


Since the imp ion of the high protective duties by the act of 1867 


{n 1874 a committee of the New York Wool Trade made a report to 
the committee of the Chamber of Cummerce of New York on the re- 
vision of the tariff, in which it was stated ‘‘that our woolen interest 
is depressed and suffering, and that in reality it has never reached that 
degree of stability and security which would be commensurate with 
its magnitudeand importance; that the amount of capital invested in 
it and that the indomitable energy which has so far preserved it from 
serious decline are facts too well known to require any proof at our 
nands,’’? ‘Chis report then proceeds to explain some of the difficulties 
which beset the wool interests of the country. It says: 
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| many others continue to run without adequate remuneration to their 


owners.’’ They say: 


We believe that one great cause for this widespread depression is to be found 
in the present high rates of duty on wool, 

And again: 

High cost of our fabrics has limited consumption and entirely prevented ex- 
portation, while low-cost foreign goods have forced their way into our markets 
through both legitimate and illegitimate channels. 

After pointing out the facts that the shrinkage of values since 1867 
had impaired the ability of consumers to pay the high prices con- 
templated by the tariff; that the number of those who can afford to 


| purchase at a given price is lessened; that the wool-growers had not 


there have been many seasons of depression, hard times, and even dis- | 


realized the advantages from the act of 1867 which they expected; 
that the depressed condition of woolen industry had given the wool- 
growers a poor market; that the production of fine wools hus abso- 
lutely declined; that manufacturers of woolen goods must be left free 
to select their raw materials with reference to the goods they wish to 
make, the petitioners conclude by expressing their ‘‘ deliberate con- 
viction, after ten years’ experiment, that the tariff of 1867 has not pro- 
moted the interests of the wool-manufacturers, has not promoted the 
interest of the wool-growers, and has been a great burden upon all the 
consuming classes, in return for which it has yielded no adequate rev- 


| enue to the Government.”’ 


| manufacturers of the country have said in this petition? 


Our manufacturers are prone to rush intothe production of such classes of | 


goods asa momentary demand has rendered profitable, and the invariable result 
isan overproduction of those fabrics, Such an overproduction sometimes hap- 
pens to manufacturers in Europe, but they can relieve themselves of their sur- 
plus stock at a comparatively small sacrifice by consigning their goods to foreign 
markets, where their cheapness has already introduced them. Our manufact- 
urer, having made his goods out of highly taxed wool, has no such outlet for 
them, and is compelled to await the slow operation of time or submit toa heavy 
racrifice by forcing his surplus on the home market in competition with his sim- 
ilurly situated neighbors. 


This argument applies with equal force to all other manufacturing 
But I quote further from the same report: 


interests, 


Refore we enter upon an examination of the effects of our tariff on the wool- 
growing interest it will be well to consider that neither our country nor any coun- 
try in the world does or can produce toadvantage wools of all kinds and grades. 
It must further be borne in mind that in order to produce the endless variety of 
woolen fabrics demanded by ourtimes, with the highly improved machinery now 
in use, and with the active competition among al! manufacturing nations, the free 
and unrestricted selection of the most suitable classes and grades of wool has 
grown to bea matter of much more importance to the manufacturer ofevery coun- 
try than it usedtobeinoidtimes. Nor willit be denied that but few of our mills 
can at this day bo run to advantage without using to some extent wools of such 
working quality us can not be produced inthis country, or are not produced here 
in sufficient quantity. The simple fact that even under our present tariff we have 
annually imported from fifteen to sixty million pounds of fine wool sufficiently 
proves these positions, The question of duty on fine wool can therefore never be 
a simple question of protection or no protection to the wool-grower. 


The report points out wherein the tariff of 1867 failed to accomplish 
the object for which it was established, as follows: 


These facts show most conclusively that the object ostensibly aimed at by the 
tariff of 1867, namely, the protection and encouragement of the wool-growers, 
has most signally failed. The wool-grower must be blind, indeed, if by thistime 
he has not learned the lesson that he can not prosper as long as the woolen in- 
terest does not flourish; why should he not also understand that our industry 
ean not permanently flourish until it is relieved of the present heavy burden of 
obstructive tariff legislation? By helping the manufacturer he would certainly 
help himself, and secure a better reward for his labor and investment than he 


could ever expect to derive from the illusive protection of any tariff. 
The conclusion reached by this report is as follows: 


Facts, indeed, as well as sound reasoning, call loudly for the abolition of all 


duties on wool. In the light of past experience it is clear that neither the wool- | 


grower nor any other special interest ought to plead any injury as likely to re- 
sult in our country from a policy that has had the most encouraging effect in all 
other parts of the civilized world. No perfectly safe and solid ground will be 
reached until woo! takes its permanent place on the free-list, and this must be 
the goal of the manufacturer as,well as of the wool-grower—in fact, of the whole 


people. 

The foregoing report was published in 1874. 
manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States united in a peti- 
tion to Congress in favor of a revision of the tariff on woolen goods, 
in which they requested that the duties on all wools may be largely 
reduced, if not wholly removed; that wools not produced in this coun- 
try be put on the free-list, and that the duties on woolens may be fixed 
at a moderate rate, corresponding with the scale adopted in other man- 
ufactures. 

They represented to Congress in their petition that for several years 
past their industry had ‘‘suffered great and general depression;’’ also 
that ‘‘many failures have occurred, many mills have stopped, and 


In 1878 tbe leading | 


| urers. 





This petition is dated at Boston, January 17, 1878, and is signed by 
over one hundred of the leading woolen-manufacturing establishments 
in the United States. 

What more could be said against any tariff law than the leading 
When the 
manufacturers, for whose benefit the high tariffs have been enacted, 
learn from sad experience that their coveted protection has ceased to 
protect, the great mass of consumers and tax-payers may hope and con- 
fidently expect relief 





HOW TARIFF ON WOOL EMBARRASSES AMERICAN WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 


Secretary Manning in 1885 sent out circular letters to our manu- 
facturers and merchants requesting their co-operation in the improve- 
ment of our fiscal policy. The replies received were all transmitted to 
Congress, and were printed in Senate Executive Document No. 72, tirst 
session Forty-ninth Congress. On pages 299 to 322 of that report will be 
found the communication of the National Association of Wool Manufact- 
It is signed by William Whitman, Boston, president of the as- 
sociation, and by D. L. Eiustein, New York, Thomas Dolan, Philadel- 
phia, and Samuel R. Payson, Boston, vice presidents; Benjamin Phipps, 
Boston, treasurer, and by the members of the executive committee, 
namely, Rufus S. Frost and Joseph Sawyer, Boston; John L. Houston, 
Hartford; Charles F. Fairbanks, Boston; George Maxwell, Connecti- 
cut; John N. Carpenter, New Jersey; James Dobson, Philadelphia; 
Lewis N. Gilbert, Massachusetts, and John L. Hayes, secretary. 

This statement should receive the careful consideration of every mem- 
ber of Congress and of the voters of the country. It is an unanswer- 
able argument in favor of free wool. I say it is an unanswerable argu- 
ment in favor of free wool, not that it advocates free wool in terms, but 
because it forcibly points out the evils of a high tariff tax on raw ma- 
terials. I quote the following extracts: 

The American manufacturer ie engaged in a perpetual struggle with the 
manufacturers of Europe for the possession of the markets of this country. 


As before said, the advantages of our competitors are our obstacles. In this 
strife the European manufacturer possesses the advantage, which would be 


| overwhelming if not counteracted by special legislation, of having the raw ma- 


terial of his manufacture free from duty—no duties on wool existing in Great 
Britain, France, Belgium, the Netherlands, and very slight duties, if any, in 
other manufacturing nations. Our European competitors are exempt from the 
direct enhancement, by a duty, of the cost of wool, thus requiring less capital 
to supply their mills, and no cost of interest on the duty required in carrying 
their stocks of woolandgoods, They are free from the apprehension of changes 
in the value of wool, such as have taken place in this country in consequence 
of no less than seventeen changes in the tariff on wools within the memory of 
living manufacturers. 

They are exempt from the duties on wool substitutes, so usefully employed 
to mix with wool in the manufacture of the cheaper and heavier cloths—duties 
which with us are absolutely prohibitory. They are able, from the lower cost 
of their raw material, to relieve themselves from overproduction by consigning 
their surplus stock at comparatively slight sacrifice to foreign markets, to which 
their cheapness has already introduced them. They are not compelled, as we 
are, to discriminate in their choice of wool to avoid the effect of the duty, and 
are able to select their wools in any condition, whether unwashed, washed, or 
scoured, with reference only to their desirable qualities. Through freedom of 
importation they have near markets—as at London, Havre, Antwerp, and Ber- 
lin—offering vast assortments and a steady supply of all kinds of wool—ad- 
vantages especially favorable to the sma!! manufacturer. 

This exemption from all restrictions in the selection of raw material, together 
with the facilities for supply and the certainty that values will not be disturbed 
by legislation, is believed to be the chief cause of a characteristic of the Euro- 
pean woolen industry, namely, that the manufacturer abroad obtains success by 
adhering with steady attention to the special fabrics he has undertaken to 
make, and in which he kas acquired excellence, while diversification of manu- 
factures. so necessary to prevent overproduction, is encouraged by the equal 
availability of all varieties and conditions of raw material. The effect of this 
policy upon the agricultural interests and the labor of the countries which adopt 


it we are not at present calied upon to consider. 
* * * * * * * 


The high duty is not the only difficulty with which our manufacturers req uir- 
ing foreign wools have to contend. It is held that complete protection to the 


most important branch of our wool-growing industry, the merino sheep hus 
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To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty « 
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It may be said that a remedy for thes ‘ » be f 1 ex 
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protection. To this we reply that neither oO cour r t 
world does or can produce to adva ize wools of all kK j 
perience under high protection of wool in this country fo 
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duce only the staple wools requ 
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for the ordinary range of woolen fabrics 
and as these fabrics will always ‘ 


y bullduptl 
of time—for the production only of the tleeces which will be profitable for a ~ 
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series of years 

Chis system, although providing admirable raw material for common goods 
is incompatible with the variety required for the diversified and hi 

manufacture which should be our aim >» American man tfacturer, t 
pete with the fabrics of other nations in the endless variety demanded by « 
times,must have the power of selecting a portion of his raw material from a 
the world’s sources of supply. The sudden and exceptional demand for m« 
or new raw material must be supplied by importation, 
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The communication from which the foregoing extracts are taken | 
appended thereto, in addition to the signatures of the gentlemen men- 


g £ 
tioned, the following: 





At the annual meeting of the National ociation of Wool Manufacturers 
the city of New York, on the 7th of October instant [1885], the above paper w 
read at length, and by a resolution of.the association was unanimously ay 
proved 

Attest JOHN L. HAYES, See 

I regret that I can not quote further extracts from this communica 
tion, but these will serve to point some of the disadvantages of highly 
taxed wool. 

A MEW DEPARTURE. 

Since the imposition of high protective duties on wool has resulted 
so unsatisfactorily to the interests intended to be protected, why not 
try a new departure, as proposed in the Mills bill, and put all wool on 
the free-list and reduce duties on manufactured goods to 40 per cent 
ad valorem, as this bill provides ? 

What would be the probable effect of such a policy ? 

First. It would result in a large reduction in the price of woo 
goods and goods into which wool enters as a component part to a 
extent I have already pointed out the probable saving in dollars and 
cents. But there would be another advantage. 

AVULTERANTS IN WOOLEN GOODS, 

Our woolen goods would be of better quality. According to the 
statistics of the Tenth Census, 1880, the total amount of raw material 
consumed in the manufacture of woolen goods was as follows: 


Pounds 
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Total raw material.. 


The wool used is reported as wool in the grease, and should be r 
duced at least 60 per cent. to obtain the amount of pure wool con 
sumed. The legal ratio of loss is 66.66 per cent. Thus only 118,476, 
891 pounds of pure wool were consumed. This shows that the adul- 
terants of woolen goods made in 1880 were as 108 parts of adulterants 
to 118 parts of pure wool, or that 118 pounds of pure wool were mixed 
with 108 pounds of hair, shoddy, cotton, ete. Any one acquainted 
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with the internal workings of our woolen factories will recognize the | 


truth of this statement. 

And I presume that if the truth were known that ten-dollar ‘‘all- 
wool’’ suit which the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIN- 
LEY] presented for the inspection of the House some time ago was 
composed of these adulterants in that ratio and sold outas “all wool.’ 
[Laughter.] That, however, implies no fault on the part of the gentle- 
man who sold it, because that is the way those goods are rated in the 
market, 


I quote from a petition of workingmen in woolen mills in Philadel 


phia, presented by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE | 


and printed in the Recorp of June 30, page 6253. This petition rep- 
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bushels less in 1860 to purchase a $10-suit of woolen clothes than it r 
quires at this time, 188 If the price of woolen goods had not been 
increased by the high protective tariff on wool and woole: » Wester 
wheat-grower would probably be able to-day to p i ’ >LU-SULE 
with 63% bushels of wheat, as he did in 1860, 
THE A ERA I 
Much has been said during this debate about the average number of 
pounds of each fleece of wool. There has been in all pas 
marked improvement in the wool product per capita In 14 
| average weight of each fleece was only 1 85 pounds, in 1 TS ‘9 
pounds, in 1860 it was 2.68 pounds, in 1870 it was 3.52 pound 
it was 4.79 pounds, and in 1887 it was about 6 poun tra id 
preposterous as it may seem, gentlemen on the other e of ( im 
ber have claimed repeatedly that t increase ¥ owing to the pro 
tective tariff on woo! It was all ona nt of the tariff 
The same gentlen 1 th eal to sustain their pet theo ’ 
tribute all the blessings, or most them, that we enjoy in th 
try to protection. Nothing is att ted to the skill of our 
men, the perf ction of our machinery, the productiveness of our ia 
the salubrity of our climate. If the protective tariff produ 
large increase in the average clip in this country from 1.4 i 
1840 to 6 poundsin 1887, what has produced a much ¢ 
in the weight of the clip in Australia. Im 1880 there v in that 
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country 51,000,000 sl p, and the wool crop amounted to 392,000,000 
pou OI 
creased to * i ) ad tne Vv »| crop of that yeal ats pounds per 
In Australia there is free 


pou r fleece [In i886 the number of sheep had in- 


fleece would 10,000,000 pound , 


trade in wool, and 


industry, both as to the number of the sheep 
and ¢ weight oft fleece, 1s even more prosperous than in this coun- 
ti Che increase in the weight of the clip is accounted for in both 
cases by the improve nt in the science of sheep-breeding, the mixing 
of different breeds and varieties, and the proper care a id treatment ot 
the sheep so as to produce the best results. It is science and not sub- 
sidies that prod the change. It is proper treatment, and not pro- 


' 


tective tariff 


i ri I k 
Since this debate began we have heard the same iteration and reit 
ration from iy to day. The burden of the argument, if it can be 
dignified by that name, is that if we pass the Mills bill the particular 
industry under discussion will be ruined. The petitions from manu- 
facturers and other interested parties are to the same purport Ruin, 


It makes no difference whether the item be put on the free-lis 
ity of a slight 


swift and complete, will follow as to every item touched by the bill. 


whether a prohibitory duty be reduced within the possibi 


competition, the result will be the same. Ruin to the industry is in- 

evitable! The persons employed will be thrown out of employment, 

the factories or mills will be closed, and bankruptcy and financial de- 
7 3 


pression will ensue. 
the other side to illustrate the character of their lamentations and fore 

bodings in case this bill should pass. In reference to wool, they all 
agree on the other side of the Chamber (with afew exceptions) that 
the placing of wool on the free-list and the reduction of the duties on 
manufactured woolen goods to 40 per cent. ad valorem will wreck 
wool-growing and wool-manufacturing in this country. 


It would be invidious to quote from any one on 
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AXE HIGUEST ON i THIN OF riti 

Gentlemen on the other side who are Opposit re wool ¢ { iaily 
rt that tariffs are imposed ior the | efit I men that 
they are highest on luxuries and lowest on ar f general consump 
tion. Let us examine this claim. Eighty-five percent. of the women 
and children of the country, in fact all the laboring classes. wear more 
or less of worsted and cotton dress good I have obtained from a prom- 
nt merchant in New York a table showing the rate of duty on this 
class of goods weighing under 4 ounces to the square yard. A careful 
examination of thistable will prove very interesting. It will be seen 


Under the old law 
the duty on the cheapest qualities of 


that the highest tax is on the lowest-priced goods. 
in force prior to June 30, 15383, 
1 


| these goods was 125 per cent., and this exorbitant rate was reduced to 


ihey can see nothing, after the passage of this bill, so far as the wool | 


interests are concerned, except the slaughter of our sheep for mutton, 
closing of our woolen mills, and the flooding of our country with the 
manufactured woolen goods of free-trade England, whose manufactur- 
ers, in view of the destruction of our own sheep and mills, will charge 
their own prices, We will then be without the home supply and at 
the mercy of the enemy. Do gentlemen really believe what they say ? 
Are they so blinded to every fact which controls the subject that they 
can not reach a logical conclusion? Do they ignorantly follow the 
teachings of interested parties, and protected classes, who are growing 
rich by the protective 5: Perhaps there are some who seek to 
blind the eyes of the people for partisan purposes and advantages. 
But for the sake of this argument I will assume that gentlemen sup- 
porting the other side of this question are honest in their views, and 
that they are merely mistaken. 


system 7? 


FREE WOO! 


IN OTHER COUNTRIES, 


Fortunately for the friends of this bill the raising of sheep and the 
manufacturing of woolen goods are not left to the experience of this 
country. In June, 1887, the population of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain was 37,000,000, about-two thirds of the population of the United 
States. The total cultivatable area of land is only 47,874,369 acres, 
yet there were 29,401,750 sheep in Great Britain at that time raised 
and supported on land worth from $500 to $1,000 an acre. The wool 
imported into England in 1886 amounted to 596,470,995 pounds, and 
the amount exported amounted to 312,006,380 pounds; retained for 
home consumption 248,464,615 pounds. There were in England at 
that time 2,751 woolen, shoddy, and worsted factories, 6,144,594 spin- 
dles, and 282,255 persons employed in woolen manufactories. The ex- 
ports from Great Britain for 1887 of woolen and worsted goods were 
valued at a hundred million dollars. Thus have flourished the wool 
and woolen industries of Great Britain under perfect free trade in wool 
and woolen goods. Compare this condition of the woolen interests in 
free-trade England with the same interests in the United States. 

Here we had in 1880, the last census on the subject, 2,689 factories; 
161,557 persons employed, and no exports worth mentioning of wool 
or woolen goods, but imports of wool in 1887 valued at $18,206,000, 
and of woolen goods valued at $40,000,000. The number of sheep in 
this country in 1887 was 44,759,314, or about three-fourths of one 
sheep to each inhabitant, while in England the number of sheep 
was 29,401,750, and the population only 37,000,000, or about four- 
fifths of one sheep to each inhabitant. In this country there were in 
1880, according to the census, 536,081,835 acres in farms, of which 
284,771,042 acres were improved, or cultivated, or about 6 acres of im- 
proved land to each sheep, and about 12 acres of farm lands to each 
sheep. This does not include an estimate of the ranch sheep that 
pasture on plains in the Western States and Territories. The culti- 
vable area of lands in Great Britain is only 47,874,369 acres, or about 
one and six tenths acres to each sheep. 

If free trade in wool and woolen goods in England will support a 
sheep on every acre and six-tenths of an acre of cultivatable land, what 
have we to fear in this country if wool is put on the free-list? Under 
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a high protection on wool we have only an average of one sheep on 12 
acres of farm lands, while in England, with free wool, the number of 
sheep has reached one for every acre and six-tenths. 


110 per cent. by the newlaw. As the price increases the tax decreases 
tep by step until the highest-priced goods, those worn by the wealthier 
portion of the community, are reached, where we find the tax only 60 
per cent. under the old and 58 under the new law. The goods of the 
very poorest classes are taxed 100 per cent. more than are the goods 
worn by the rich. This discrimination against the poor and in favor 
of the rich is preserved in all the schedules imposing duties on wear 
ng-apparel, except that there is a uniform tax of 6U per cent. on al 
The table to which I have referred is as fol- 


classes of silk goods 



















lows: 

Tabie showing the rate of duty on worsted and cotton dress goods under the 
old tariff and the act of March 3, 13253 10008 22 inches ighing 
under 4 ounces to the square yard, 

' — . 
oy ao q 
Cost in England per yard. =~ Se o 9 3 
. ~ 2” Z : 
Cent ( Per ct ct. | Per ct. 

Z POTICE....ccccocccccccccccerscccssescossccces 4.05 9, 32 125 110 15 

2} pence 5.07 10.75 107 95 12 

3 pence.. 6. 08 12.17 95 RS 10 

4 pence. 8.11 15. 02 0 73 7 

i} pence.. 9.12 16.43 75 69 6 

BD ROMIB Oa cccccccssssnncerrecevescocsevsccessen| | May ke 17. 86 71 66 5 

6 pence 12,17 1.70 65 60 5 

7 pence.... 14.19 75 70 5 

8 PENCE... ..0000- Creccccccevescoccoscooeoece 16, 22 70 66 4 

D POMICE,,...ceseeeerrecseceeceessesencesseeses 18.25 67 63 4 

10 pence.. <0. 28 64 61 3 

| 11 pence 22. 30 62 59 3 

12 pence 24.33 60 58 2 











Five per cent. for freight and charges added to the cost in Europe to make 
cost to land here. 


Before the war the duty on these goods was 19 per cent. ad valorem. 

I have another table, showing the duty on woolen dress-goods weigh- 
ing under 4 ounces to the square yard. ‘The same peculiarity is ob- 
served in this table as to the rates. The highest tax ison the cheapest 
goods, those worn by the poor. And not content with imposing a tax 
of 74} per cent. under the old law, the protectionists in the last Con- 
gress raised this tax to 99} per cent. But as the goods rise in price the 
taxes are reduced, until the fine goods of the rich come in at 43 per 
cent. 

This table is worthy of careful examination. It has been prepared 
by a merchant of long experience and is based upon the actual trans- 
actions and prices at the time it was prepared (September 29, 1883). 
I will print it in the appendix to my remarks. It is worthy of careful 
consideration. 


SHEEP ON THE RANCHES AND IN THE TERRITORIES. 


it will be seen from the examination of the tables of statistics which 
I have furnished that there has been a constant increase of sheep on 
the ranches and in the Territories, and in the States west of the Mis- 
souri and Mississippi Rivers, while in the States east thereof there has 
been a falling off, since 1867, when high tariffs were enacted to pro- 
tect wool-growers. The States east of those rivers procured the tariff 
legislation to protect them not only from foreign wools but also from 
the wools grown on the ranches and plains west of those rivers. The 
Western sheep interests were not taken into the protected circle and 
have received no practical benefit from the tariff. The tariff was in- 
tended to keep out the fine wools of Australia, which come in competi- 
tion with the wools grown in Ohio and the States east of the Missouri 
River. It would vastly improve the condition of sheep husbandry in 
the Territories and extreme Western States if the fine wools of Australia 
could come in free. 

his would increase largely the demand for our coarse Territorial and 
Western wools, to mix with the finer grades in making desirable qualities 
of cloth. An increased demand would cause an advance in prices,and 
thus the conditions would be greatly improved by admitting wool free 
of duty. But there would also be an increased demand for all grades 
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Table 2, showing the number I p inthe United Kingdom each year from 
1867 to 1x 

Accurate offic the number of sheep in the United Kingdom were 
not kept ‘ i 

Table } ving the number of sheep and pounds of domestic wool exported 
from B iA ralasia for each year from 1560 to 1886, inclusive 

Table 4 ‘ the number of sheep in the States of the United States east 
of the M ppiand Missouri Rivers at various periods since 1800. 

I will sa li respect to your inquiries in regard to the wool clip of the 
United King n, Argentine Republic, and Australasia, that no accurate statis 
tics showing th rowth or decline of the wool clip of those countries for a serie 
of years can be procured. The best indication of the wool clip of the Arg ne 
Republic and Australasia is the exports, there being very little manufactured 
in those countrie 

Iam informed by Mr. J. R. Dodge, Statistician of the Department of Agricult 
ure, that ti price of farming land in Great Britain ranges from $500 to $1,000 
an acre, but 1uch as the greater portion of the land is under rental, I 
unable to pro data which would afford an idea of the approximate value of 
the land thro out the Kingdom. 

Mr. Michael G. Mulhall, fellow of the Statistical Society of London, etc., states 
that the price of land in the United Kingdom is £33 steriing. 

Mr. James Caird, C. B., F. R.S., gives the rent of cultivated land per acre in 
Great Britain as follows: Thirteen shillings in 1770, 27 shillings in 1550, and 30 
shilling i s 

Maj. P. (i. Craigie, secretary Central Chamber iculture, in an article 


read before the Statistical Society of London Jar 
‘According to Professor Lowe there were 35,(4 ‘ 
dom in 1545; average weight per fleece, 4; ; ‘ 


, 1883, states as follows 
heep in the United King- 
giving the weight of clip 


157,500,000 pounds, According to Mr. E. Baines jritish Association, Leeds 
the wool-clip in 1858 was 190,000,000 pound According to Mr. Archibald Ham 
ilton, from Messrs. Hubbard'stables, the woo!l-clip in 1870 was 159,952,000 pounds. 
According to Earl Cathcart, from Messrs. tlubbard’s tables, the wool-clip in 
i875 was 124,000,000 pounds. According to Mir. .’. A, Clark, from Messrs, Hub- 
bard’s tables, the wool-clip in 1878 was 119,473,000 pounds. According to Sir 


James Caird the wool-clip in 1878 was 136,000.) pounds. According to Messrs 
Helmuth, Segwartze & Co.’s wool circular the wool-clip in 1880 was 157,000,000 
pounds According to Bradford Observer the wool-clip in 1882 was 129,000,000 
pounds 

The following information, given by Sir James Caird 
“The Landed Interest and the Supply of Food,” 


led 


,in his work entit 
may be of service to you 








Gross a cal value of land assessed to the income tax of 1857 and 1875. 

Capital 

| value on 
1857 1875. Increase, Increase. | increase at 
| thirty years 

purchase 

| 
Per cent. 
England £41, 177,000 | £50, 125, 000 £8, 948, 000 21 | £268, 440, v00 
Scotland . 5 7, 493, 000 , 561, 000 26 46, 830, 000 
Ireland from 

1862 9, 293, 000 546, 000 6 | 16, 380, 000 


8, 747, 000 


66, 911, 000 


Total 55, 856, 000 | 11, 055, 000 





Mr. Caird adds 

“The total rise within a period of eighteen years has been little over 20 per 
cent.; but,as will be seen by the annexed table, the proportion of increase on 
the Scotch rental has been greater than that of England. The small rise in Ire- 
land presents a striking contrast to England and Scotland. The capital value 
of land in this country (the United Kingdom) will be reckoned something pro- 
digious, especially by those of us who are old enough to recall the dismal 
prophecies of the agricultural ruin which would surely follow the free admis- 
sion of foreign corn. 

“This vast increase in the value of landed property within the short period of 
twenty yearsis very remarkable. It has been already shown that the improve- 
meut expenditure effected by loans has been fifteen millions. If we assume that 
even three times as much has been effected during the same period by private 
capital without loans, we here see that the capital wealth of the owners of 
landed property has been increased by three hundred and thirty-one millions 
sterling in these twenty years, at acost tothem which probably has not exceeded 
sixty millions. This increase, as elsewhere explained, has arisen chiefly from 
the great advance in the consumption and value of meat and dairy produce, 
and is thus only in part the result of land improvement. 

‘* But though in the aggregate the land owners of England have become richer 
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by more than one-fifth, and those of Scotland by more than one-fourth, the prog- | 


reas has not been uniform. In the purely corn districts and on the chalk and 
sands of the drier counties, where grass does not thrive, the increase has been 
small, On the poor clays there has been none. It has been greatest in the 
grazing counties and in the West and North. The increase shown in Scotland 
deserves special attention. In that country the larger proportion of grazing 
land no doubt partly explains this; but,on the other hand, entails are more 
strict, and the land is understood to be more heavily mortgaged than in England, 
60 that in these respects Scotland has no advantage.” 

Tam unable to procure any information for ascries of years showing the wool 
clip in Australasia. The best indication,as I have stated above, is the table on 
raw wool exported, inclosed 

rhe number of sheep in the Argentine Republic in 1883, according to the De- 
partment of Agriculture, was 75,000,000. Iam unable to procure data as to the 
number of sheep in that country for a series of years. 

An article on the wool supply read before the Statistical Society of London by 
Archibald Hamilton, esq., gives an approximate estimate of the number of 
sheep and lambs and weight of wool in the following countries : 





Date of Sheep and Weight of 


Countries. 








returns. lambs. wool. 
United Kingdom .......... 1867-1870 34, 138, 000E 154, 169, 000 
Australia 1868 | 387,441,000 152, 100,000 
Tasmania ‘ | i868 | 1, 742, 000 6, 136, 000 
New Zealand .. a 1868 8, 418, 000 28, 875, 000 
River Plate ... j 1866 | Unknown. 138, 070, 000 





Respectfully, yours, 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. Wa. M. Sprincer, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
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No. 1 Values of imported leather and n factr of leat! nd of hid 1 
skins, other than fur skins, entered for consumpt n, and of like domestic prod- é 
ucts exported from, the United States during each year ending June 30, from 1870 
to 1887, inclusive. 

Entered for « sum] aie : 
ae Exported. 
Years ‘ les an } des and 
ars, Leather Hide and Leather, Hid and 
and ” and skins 
| ythert i »t ar 
manufact- | * er than | janufact- | ‘ her than 
tres of ur ures of fur 
, skins zs  < icine. 
| 
| 
12 331 | 
§ 395 | 
i, 3. 684, 029 | 
8. 
8, | 
3, , 008, 985 | 
t, 167, 301 | 
7 , 080, 030 | 
5 , 769, 069 | 
9, ), 760, 186 | 
O88, 445 
8, 999, 927 
745, 697 7, 923, 662 
301, 485 8, 305, 779 
9, 692, 408 | 
3,230 | 8,737, 682 | 
1887 10, 936, 437 10, 436, 138 | 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1888 
No. 2—Number of sheep in the United Kingdom, 
[From official British publications. ] ) 
33, 817, 951 
33, 607, 812 
=0) 
eocnncedcovecs ccacneveceeseses oe 786, 783 
seabeceeconsee cecosesooesevecsetonsacces , 403, 500 
sabehtnebdeoanesecsacqecenn’ Secceneocesee ceocscoes enecocosesecese eeseses 246, 642 
cereeeeesccccveneesconsesesess eccecee 33, 2, 404 
oconecceccnccsces 34, 837, 597 
ecccccecccerecsecsesoesee eee esos 33, 491, 948 
Ti nd ase slatd cine kmail een R ead neeh saenue te xaehepenbanian ae 32, 252. 579 
° . 32, 220, 067 2 
. 32,571,018 


aa 





June 5: 








Piilibdntinptneencensnasescunend convensosannsnbesatonsecneny passanauoventesssncacvescenecuesiene 27, 448, 220 Ps 
dancocacchboneseccscesinese 28, 347, 560 yy 
June 4: ie 
1884... 29, 376, 787 e 
1885 30, 086, 200 * 
CT a EIR RET IE Ne ERE S rem #28 RSS, 440 = 
ERG ESAT a . 25. 958. 768 iat 





*Treland not stated. 


alps 


= 
Ye 
Y 


No. 3.—Number of sheep in and pounds of domestic wool exported from British Aus- 
tralasia for each year from 1860 to 1886, inclusive, 








[From official British publications. ] % 
4 i ne oe 
z Pounds of we 
ibe t t es 
Year. | praoae oF woo! : 
sleep. exported. : 
#206, 135,286 | 69,305, 494 * 
23, 741, 506 73, 294, 839 * 
*22, 644,294 | 81,000, 757 






520, 123 93, 39 


5, 263 
















, 507,009 | 118, 470, 567 ae 
539,928 | 126,912,739 Me 
9,526 | 134,370, 164 oe 
47, 284,677 | 158, 368, 161 a 
*41, 061,625 | 189, 678, 993 
*40, 176,654 | 184, 888, 210 : 
51, 294,241 | 177,728, 247 : 
49, 773,584 | 224,792,715 7 
51,508,133 | 198, 817,595 ; 
45, 439, 322 | 209,739, 473 
61, 227,122 | 231,779, 119 { 
53, 124,209 | 232, 932, 196 
52, 665,292 | 279,520, 873 
46, 625, 9385 | 290, 455, 316 
62,615,700 | 301,518, 670 
53, 833, 945 | 297, 939, Os4 by 
75, 158,683 | 345,010, 328 a 
65,078, 341 | 325, 209, 385 ae 
67, 826,571 | 341, 015, 397 5 
83, 369, 372 | 401,774, 926 is 
75,626, 404 | 415,518, 258 
77, 525, 856 | 404, 088, 149 : 
86, 352,020 | 394, 362, 498 eis 


* Exclusive of New Zealand. 
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Washington, D, C., July 14, 1888. ay 


























































Mississipy 
Missouri a ease ) id I a 





New Hampshire i > ix 
New Jersey a 5, 208 
New York 2, 617, 855 4 i l 
North Carolina 46, 749 
I 15, 767 6,730 ; ‘ { 
{ 12 l ‘ 
‘ 
~ , ; , : 
Tennessee ae : ; 264 i s : 
Vermont 792, 201 l { { i i 100 { 


Virginia...... ; 1, O43, 269 ( ' _ , : + 
West Virginia wih . OS y “ ’ : ‘ 


Wisconsin 332, 954 l 69 l . ! 
Total 19, 221,714 7, S64 } é ) 
J * Total number of sheep of all ages, February, 1868, in the above States l e ot States re] ted. was 
} : } 


809, but in the States east of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers the total nu SOA ,¢ 


No. 4—Statement showing the number of sheep in States st of t Mu ‘ Mf i 
states iSsl » 

Alabama s - 224,910 { M4 ‘ 
Connecticut, oecce seee ° . S i i 4 i 
Delaware ; 8, SO 2 { { i 
Florida int ‘ 70, OS I mn 3, 940 { - <4 
Georgia.. ° (3, 144 , i Md ; i ” i i i 
I icrinctinatniceeiiie 1,155, 2 l 2 1,149 t ! 
Indiana 1,029 { m4 





lowa ‘ ‘ ‘ 7 163, 448 4s { i 10s i ‘ 

A I iicitsennicinebihadiniia E : ~ 1,020.9 M | } 
Maine aeianisaeeeone “ ¢ 73 ) f f . i 
Maryland ‘ 152 ) l 8 3. 7e l 2 l 4 4 
Massachusetts povesitneent ‘ : 65 ) 63, 699 69, 34 69, 346 f 
Michigan 1, 930, 65 2 2.4 700 2 2,42 f i ‘ 
Minnesota ...... : sea 313, 6 8, 302 231, O85 1 % It 
Mississippi........ ‘ ‘ d 7 } 3 
Missouri 1,619 1,4 $11 1.4 ) 1, 439, 38 . ! 
New Hampshire , 
New Jersey coisa q 17 l . { ' 

New York. . ‘ , 8,14 I 7 S32 ae ‘ 1, 595, 824 I { 


N 


North Carolina ; 85, 900 svi 166, lo i aNd igh : 


Ohio nie ; caiaiaiadl 4,245, 61 { ) { aH { i ! { 

j Pennsylvania . : ] 2, 807 45, 48 1, ‘ i 
Rhode Island 2 200 ‘ 2 7 
South Carolina ; sei 187. 090 8 4 116.47 64 4s 418 { 
Tennessee .,....... 858, 500 ¢ 17S f 175 65 t 3 ” i 


Vermont......... : 508,572 144 44% 418 ; . i 4 4 
Virginia cee ; 447, 405 f . 4s i 4 { 149 114.74 
West Virginia eer ies 660, 55 64 


‘74 
Wisconsin ili ai , ‘ sine 1, 329, 261 1,5 1, 336, 403 i= : 3, . 
Total . 22,392,551 | 22, 845 yp, 2 2, 629 oY ' 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, July 14, 1888, 
WM. F. SW A 
Reference has been made to the following statements taken from the special Treasury report on wool and manufacture of wool 1887 
k No. 5.—Statement shou ing the number of sheep in the States and Tery rie West of the Missouri an V P! i 1-6 





States and Territories. : a 


Louisiana........... , saindneescgiietiiin eneenes 181, 2 x 631 

Texas , ee . r 63 ‘ > 411. 633 4 
Arkansas... ; sicneieaakial ‘ my? TH ~ ‘ 4 
Kansas ......... ee ? © ORR , 6s 
ee res ad ae ; » 453 j ” 





Colorado piaukiabadidbihe : ; a 2), G28 $6. 44 ay 5 
Caiifornia.. peutine seneeatiniiatn ‘ . I : 9 
Nevada : ; punsondines ‘ ai 4 3, OY 14, 486 
Oregon acenn cece pipibecreduens ceukuaiial ns mf 2 ] 2 
Washington Territory. entnine : I ) 44,063 v2, 8S 139 
es 
BE ciinsces 
Montana iain i 2 277 6 
New Mexico.......... -_ indnenes sesiinneds 1), 116 ‘ 2, 088, 831 4,025,7 
Arizona..... 
Utah , 
Wyoming ........... 








Total .. , catinennaelliiaal ee : 3 209. 521 r » 451 42 


XTX 4()9 
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No. ¢ Statement showi 
Calendar year. 
] 
Nor! The data as to the production have been 
N 7 Statement si} ing the duties on woolen dress ¢ 


The duty on all these goods was 24 per cent. ad valorem before the 





; 
9S r 
: = aS } 
Net cost in France per meter. a av 
= oh 
= 2 
S me” 
| = tT) 
= 0 
} 
Cents. 
588 ccntimes 2 8, 829 
55 centimes 21 9. 712 
60 centimes 21 | 10. 595 
I iit i a ca ieee 21} 12.360 
80 centimes......... , 21 } 14, 126 |. 
90 centimes 21 | 15. 892 |. 
| — =o 
frane 17. 658 
france 10 centimes........... 19. 424 


franc 20 centimes 
frane 31 centimes.. 3. 182 
8 26. 487 
8 30. 902 | 
35.316 | 
70, 632 


| 105, 968 


fraric 50 centime 
1 frane 75 centime 
2 francs 
4 franc 
6 frane 





é 





bo bo bo BO FS bo bO bo bo bo bo bO 


8 francs. 141. 264 
10 francs on > = 176, 50 
20 frances.......... paqncteeinstiohe 353. 16 


No. 8 


the quantilies of wool produced, imported, export 


mt = 











Year end- 


Production. | ing June 


J0— 
Pounds. 
5, 802,114 | 1840* 
52,516,959 | 1850........... 


60, 264,913 | 
106, 000, 000 
123, 000, 000 | 
142, 000, 000 | 
155, 000, 000 
160, 000, 000 
168, 000, 000 | 
180, 000, 000 | 
162, 000, 000 
160, 000, 000 - 
150, 000, 000 | 1872... 
158, 000, 000 | 
170, 000, 600 | 187 ee 
181, 000,000 | 1875...........! 
192, 000,000 | 1876 














200, 000,000 | 1877......++0. 
208, 250,000 | 1878........... 


211, 000, 000 | 1879.. 
232, 500, 000 | 
240, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000 
290, 000, 000 | 
300, 000, 000 | 

308, 000,000 | 1885 
302, 000, 000 | 
285, 000,000 | 1887 


oe 
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1, and retai 


Imports. 


Pounds. 


9, 898, 740 





9 2 0,114 
44, 420, 375 


71, 287, 988 






Ss, SZ 
25 97 
9 126 
49, 230, 199 


65, 058, 028 
126, 507, 409 
96, 049 
42, 939, 541 
54, 901, 760 
14, 642, 836 
42,171,192 
18, 449. 0 
39, 005, 155 
128, 131,747 
55, 964, 236 
67, 861,744 
70, 575, 478 
78, 350, 651 
70, 596, 170 
129, 084, 958 


114, 038, 030 















ned for consumption in the United States, from 1839 to 1886, # 


Retained 

for home 

consump- 
Lion, 


Total pro- Exports. 


duction and 
lin ports. 


| 


Domestic.| Foreign. Total, 


Pounds. 

45, 700, 854 
71, 212, 253 
86, 547, 848 
181, 121,728 
214, 250,114 
186, 420, 374 


Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. 
5.52 85. 528 45. 020 

35, 898 | 
523, 005 
1, 064 ,572 7, 15€ 
378, 957 


1, 145, 463 





926, 663 | 





211, 230, 199 
228, 058, 028 
276, 507, 409 | 
243, 496, 049 


212, 939, 5 








1, 623, 194 | 
3, 168, 556 | 
6, 300, 075 | 
4,165, 400 


3, 840, O71 





245, 839 


356, 791 





Year ended September 30, 1540. 


furnished by Mr. J. R. Dodge, statistician of the Department of Agr 


oods weighing under 4 ounces to the square yard, as im} 
k effect on that date (act of March 3, 1883 


which to 


Tariff in force 


prio 


rto July 1, 


Rate of duty 


6 cents per square 
BO verercece 

do 

5 cents per square 
yemeees DO scrcerervveves 


6 cents pe 
om 









er 
8 cents per square yard and 40 per cent.. . 75 | 
oecceese do 70 
664 
an 
we 
487 


year from 1870 to 1886, inclusive. 


[From the fiscal 
Argentina.’ 





* None enumerated; if exported, included under 


The kilo has been « d at 2.2046 pounds. 
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Washed 


wool. 
’ wool, 


Raw 


Pounds. Pounds. 
144, 551, 191 
157, 681, 729 


202, 552, 077 


214,531, 447 | 73, 
180, 134, 259 | 
214, 168, 433 | 
229, 007, 335 | 
244, 732, 596 | (* 
261, 032, 927 (*) 
| 
| 


(*) 


252, 083, 810 (*) 
283, 055, 910 (* 
291, 294, 691 (*) 


‘* miscellaneous articles.’’ 


July 16, 1888. 


300, 315 
i 90, 766 
| « 
| 1, 210, 984 


184, 554, 197 | 44,315 
176, 784, 810 | 38, 77 
200, 002, 211 | (*) | 
197, 000, 500 36, 978 


73, 894 | 
410, 007 
202, 715. 782 355, 70 _— 
$20,746 | 1>74.... 








Quantity of domestic wool exported from the Argentine Republic during each | No. 9. 
} 


*Estadistica de Comercio y de la Navigacion de la Republica 


> 
> 

















71,176, 355 


65, 749, 635 


1,824,720 | 224, 463, 268 
197, 231, 414 | 
190, 101, 910 
218, 489, 122 





», O19, 642 
9, 002, 636 
250, 399, 004 





155 ou, 578, 989 290, 385 
116,179 3, 831, 836 3, 948, 015 330, 913, 728 
64,474 4, 40, 043 4, 074, 517 | 500, 961 
10, 393 2,304, 701 2,315, 094 
68 O06 4 5 9 ‘y {5 
146, 423 1,426 6, 680, 849 
> O40 f 2 949 ( 229 

f ulture 
d ler the 1 c p » July 1,1 


war 
| 
1883 Tariff of July 1, 1883. 
Equal it e 
Rate of duty. 


uare yard 


1 
eeeeeee DAO vevccccecscecccces eeece 


9 cenis per sq 


Price of fine, medium, and eo 
of New York (1860-1887) and Philadelphia inclusive 


[From Mauger & Avery’s Annual Wool Circular. ] 


1865-1887, 


January. July. 


Fine. Medium.) Coarse Fine. Medium. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
sone 6O 50 42 55 50 
| 15 40 37 | 38 80 
48 | 50 50 18 47 
75 68 70 75 |} 70 
80 78 76 100 | 100 
102 100 | 95 75 | 73 
7 65 | 50 70 | 67 
68 | 50 55 | 49 
48 38 46 | 45 
50 48 48 | 48 
45 | 44 45 j 45 
47 43 62 | 60 
70 | 66 72 70 
70 | 65 50 * 48 
58 | 53 53 
55 





42 3 
50 44 


46 43 | 36 

38 36 36 
34 35 | 32 37 38 
50 55 48 46 48 


49 43 2 44 
42 45 
39 4l 
35 34 


46 | 47 
43 | 3 
40 40 34 
3 3 29 32 31 
85 36 | 32 z 33 


33 | 34 38 


oy 
_ 
a 
on 





| 
| 
| 
| 47 
5 | i 52 49 





38 35 | 





Im- 
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ports. 


1” 


19. 6 








se washed clothing fleece wool in the market! 





Coarse. 


Cents, 


$0 
9 


65 
90 
65 
60 
45 


47 


me 
Deo 


6 








is iinet 





SR y 


PSR, 











will remember that he published in the North American Review a ! 
o a table, based on this niption, in which he figured « 


that the people of the United States paid a tax of over 5600,000,000 In 























that year by means of duties imposed on articles which we produced 
this country. He included ttons, woolens, and iron goods in his 
table \ Senator from Texas, on tl me as n, has figured tl 
an nt at $1,000,000,000 1 J ident ¢ é has repeated é 
assertion. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Vireg ’ Will re in allo m 
ask a question 

Mr. DINGLEY Certain 

Mr. WILSON it 11 el d, the arg } 
the gentleman both to-day and 1 tofore, has been t 
where there is 1 article wl 1 ( s into competition 
a rticle p dt country 

I DING] I ex te ol o wants 

Mr. WILSO? gi The ec r does not p 
tax. 

Mr. DINGLEY is, a tyon sucha ticle does not in 
t] surden of the consu I 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Then I ask the gentleman wl 

wning the wool ta there is allowed to the manufacturer : mn 

pensating ¢ for the duty he has paid on the weol? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 will answer that question before I conclude. 

| wonder, Mr. Chairman, t my distinguished friend from Illino 
did not feel a tinge of suspic that there was some error in the as 
sumption on which he based his destructive figures, when he compared 
such fearful burdens imposed by his arithmetic on the 





through protection, with the most prosperous country on 


the earth. [| Laughter. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not state that the proposition applied to 
all other articles of like character. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not, if it applies at all? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will tell my friend. The honorable gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] stated the rule very fairly, and it ha 
been stated here frequently, that where the home product does not 
equal the home demand for the goods 

Mr. DINGLEY. And where they can not be produced here to th: 
extent of our wants. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where they are not produced, and where tl 
eign goods must come in to supply the deficiency, the price of the for 
eign product plus the duty fixes the price in the home market. 











Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman understands that we can pro- 
d e all the woolen goods that th scountry consumes, vith our present 


milis, and are producing 85 per cent. 
Mr. SPRINGER rose. 


aT 7 


r. DINGLEY. I do not desire to yield all my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is 

The principle does not apply as the gentleman states at all. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I wonder t 





wanted to avoid being misrepresented. 





y friend’s 
at is the gentle phrase 
sed on al es which 
we can produce here—if 47 per cent. average duty under the present 








it did not flash on n 


mind thatif 47 per cent. of ‘‘robbery’’—for t 








whi 





hour Democratic friends app yadutyi 
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The gentleman from Illinois has quoted part of a statement which I 
made the other day that the first effect of free wool would be to se- 
riously reduce the price of wool, but he omitted to add the other part 
of the statement, that after tree wool had destroyed our flocks and one- 
sixth of the world’s product had fallen out, then foreigners would ad- 
vance the price and we should be obliged to pay more than before for 
wool and for clothing, and more for our mutton, while our farmers 
would be obliged to curtail their purchases to the extent of loss of rev- 
enue from their wool. eo 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes longer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is another point to which I wish to refer. 
I have not time to go into any lengthy argument. IwishI had. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has claimed the effect of the 
duty on wool has been to encourage and to drive our manufacturers into 
the use of adulterants. Does not my friend know that no countries 
use a larger proportion of adulterants than England and Belgium, and 
that we in this country have less adulterants than any other nation on 
the face of the earth? Our goods are purer and better than any others. 
That is the experience in reference to the goods which are imported, 
and the goods which we manufacture here. Goods imported into this 
country, like cheviots, when they came to be thoroughly examined, at- 
tention having been called to the fact that they had been valued so 
much below what was supposed to be the cost, were found to be largely 
dog's hair. 

Now, there is nothing in the experience of our manufacturing inter- 
ests to support the theory upon which the gentleman from Illinois has 
made his speech. On the contrary our experience has been that our 
manufacturing industries have prospered and have been diversified, 
and our agricultural interests have prospered just in proportion as by 
our protective policy we have developed and retained our home mar- 
kets for our industries. In that proportion has our prosperity gone on. 
More than that. In the same proportion the cost of the articles ot 
clothing consumed by our people measured in labor becomes less than 
ever before. That is one of the strong reasons why to-day we have the 
most prosperous country on the face of theearth. It is for that reason 
we have to-day a home market which furnishes more products ofa better 
quality and at a cheaper rate, measured in labor, than the home mar- 
kets of Great Britain. Itis our protective policy which has accomplished 
this thing, and it is our protective policy in reference to wool-growiug 
that has developed this industry in this country, and if we continue to 
protectand support it we will be able to supply all that will be needed 
by the consumers of this country. 

‘The entire amount of clothing wool imported last year was 23,000,- 
000 pounds, while the production of the country was 250,000,000 
pounds. ‘The other wools imported were the coarse carpet wools. 
There is not a single article produced in this country but can be made 
of the wool grown here. . 

The argument is that we can not grow them all, that we must have 
imported wools to mix with those raised here. 'Thatsimply means this, 
that we must have a waol which can be obtained at a cheaper rate to 
be mixed with our Wools for the purpose of deteriorating the quality 
of the goods and decreasing the cost. There is nothingin that position. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Let me propound aquestion to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman’s contention be 
true, that the consumer of the article does not pay the tariff tax on it, 
why in making up that woolen schedule does he always allow the man- 
viacturer of the goods to exact the tax he is supposed to have paid on 
the wool consuined, and in addition a protective tax for himself? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman must bear in mind this fact, 
that the difference in price to-day between this market and any for- 
cign market is constantly maintained. But the foreign price has been 
reduced by the fact that protection has developed the industry in this 
country. If this industry had not been developed in this country un- 
der a protective system, the foreign price would have been higher. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But the point is this: If he, asa 
consumer of wool, has not paid the tariff tax under the law, why do 
you allow him, or affect to allow him, his protective duty? Yongive 
a specific duty first, and that tax he is supposed to have paid; and then 
you add an ad valorem tax as a further protection. Now, ifhe has not 
paid the first tax, why do you allow him the latter? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The gentleman goes upon the old assumption that 
the duty adds to the price to the consumer. For the purpose of pro- 
tecting against the foreign markets the specific duty is given equal to 
the value of the imported commodity. It does not follow that when the 
goods are sold all that isadded; because the manufacturer does not im- 
port his wool. He uses domestic wool, and the price is hardly ever, 
I may say almost never, the foreign price with the duty added. It isa 
price between the two, and made by competition. 

Mr. BYNUM. DoT understand the gentleman to hold that the do- 
mestie manufacturers do not consume foreign wool ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. To acertain extent they do.- 

Mr. BYNUM. [I understood his argument to be that they only used 
the domestic wool. 


Mr. DINGLEY. ‘There is but asmall percentage of foreign clothing 
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wool consumed, only 23,000,000 pounds last year, as against 250,000,000 
pounds of domestic wool. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is it not true that the great complaint of the manu- 

facturers of this country is that a part, and a very large part, too, of 
the carpet wool goes into the manufacture of clothing? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Under the name of ‘' waste’’ a very considerable 
amount of ‘‘noils’’ and ‘‘wool-tops’’ has been imported at a duty of 
only 10 cents a pound. It was imported under the name of waste, and 
should have paid a duty of 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, is it not true that there are about $45,000,000 
of manufactured woolen goods imported ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly that amount. 

3ut the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] stated that he would 
print with his speech the protest of the woolen-manufacturing associ- 
ation, of which Mr. Whitman is president, against the present tariff. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg thegentleman’s pardon. I said that a state- 
ment was made by him to the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to 
the difficulties under which the woolen manufacturers are now labor- 
ing 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, and by a regulation of the Treasury Depart- 
ment holding that worsteds are not woolens. Mr. Whitman made an 
argument to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he ruled that worsteds— 
and they are simply combed wool, and cassimeres and ordinary goods 
are carded wool; one is carded and the other combed, that is the only 
difference between them—but the Secretary of the Treasury ruled that 
worsteds are not woolen goods, 

Mr. BYNUM. That is notthe ruling of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
made. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
are worsteds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but a fair interpretation of the ruling is 
that worsteds are woolens, and if that interpretation had been cor- 
rected, instead of forty-four millions of goods imported last year there 
would not have been twenty millions. Anditis in view of that, which 
all agree ought to have been corrected, that the woolen manufacturers 
are suffering to such an extent to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statement to which I alluded, and which I 
will publish in my remarks, did not relate to that subject at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I think it did, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It did not. It will appear in the REcorp. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what the gentleman will print in 
the Rrecorp; but I understood him to say that Mr. William Whit- 
man had presented a memorial to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can end the matter at once if the gentleman 
will just take the trouble to read that speech. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I heard what the gentleman said. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will read and carefully di- 
gest the speech. He will find it useful information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ilincis, in 
closing his speech, spoke in glowing words of the beneficent resu ts 
which would flow from the Mills bill whenenxcted intolaw. According 
to that gentleman it is to lift heavy burdens from the people, sweep 
away taxes on food and necessaries of life, remove the ‘restrictions’ 
of commerce, set the wheels of industry into more active motion, and 
make even our desert places blossom like the rose. 

As I listened to the prophecies of my exuberant friend, my eyes fell 
on the paragraphs in the Mills bill imposing a duty of 68 per cent. on 
sugar—an article of food as necessary as flour in every poor man’s 
family, and produced to so small an extent in this country that home 
competition does not materially affect the price, and therefore an ar- 
ticle to whose price the duty is inevitably added. Is sugar the article 
of food to which my friend referred when he spoke of the Mills bill as 
sweeping away ‘‘taxes on food? ”’ 

Or perhaps my friend refers to rice, on which the Mills bill places a 
duty of 100 per cent. 

Oh! no. My friend is thinking only of articles which we can produce 
in this country to the extent of our wants, where the duty is not 
added to the cost, but has the effect to hold our own markets for the 
products of our own labor, and to make every one of them cost Jess in 
labor, less in service, and less in any kind of products than would 
have been possible if protective duties had not been imposed. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. We have cut down both these 
duties more than most things in the bill. 

Mr. REED. Cutthem down! Why do you not stop ‘‘ robbery ”’ 
entirely ? 

Mr. BYNUM. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the rates fixed 
in the Mills bill are not far below the rates that were fixed by the Ke- 
publican party in the revision of 1883 ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, not reduced from the equivalent ad valorem 
rate intended when the revision of 1883 was made. The House first 
fixed the duty on raw sugar, such as is imported, at a specific mte 
equivalent to about 44 per cent. The Senate was forced by the tact 
that a Louisiana Senator held the balance of power to consent to an 
increase of the rate, supposed then to be but little more than 50 per 
cent., although, in consequence of the decline of sugar, the ad valorem 
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equivalent proved a little more thar it in the fiscal year ending Jun eased, and to the extent t! it the y are increas ithed 
30, 1884. So that in fact the equivalent 68 per cent. duty proposed b n produ ts and our own ibor redu 
the Mills bill on raw sugar, such as is imported, is more than th (nd t extent of this cut is f covered up by 
equivalent ad valorem on such sugar intended in the revision of 1883 duties as 68 per cent. on s ul 1 100 per cent. on ri 
No reason can be given for reducing advanced manufactures to 40 pe the rates given articles which we can produce he tothe ext 
cent. ad valorem, which gives no more protection than 30 per cent. t vhich serv to keep the average’? Uj to 40 per « 
specific, and keeping sugar it 6S per cent. specific. t ty | these articles should I ed to 40 pet . t 
Mr. BYNUM. Isnot what vou have stated about sugar true of every re would go down to » per ce 
other article, and th refore does not the bill which we have reported On the other hagd, a truly prot ‘ i é el 
here contain higher rates of duty than your own party said were | luty of 40 per cent. would I 
enough in 1883? And yet you are fighting against a reduction of rates f the articles put on the tree-lis t Mills ‘ 
which you yourself say are higher than those in your act of 1883 luty on sugar and rice to 40 | r cent., the ave e of 1 protected 
[ Applause on the Democratic side. ] lists, and would thus yield adequate protection to t 
Mr. DINGLEY. Iam here fighting against reductions that tend to | our country which can supply ¢ wuts; would cut do 
destroy the industries of this country [applause on the Republican | mous duty on necessary art 1, wou ld I 
side], and I am here fighting to cut down duties on food-products not | of goods that we ) make ourse!l 1 increase 
produced in this country to any considerable extent. In other words | Pe ple 
I am here fighting for a protective tariff that will give our home market Mr. REED. I yie fifteen 1 tes the gentleman 
to our own industries. You are fighting for a tariff that s) Ww Mr. GEAI 
foreigners to come in here and obtain control of our market. Pp] Mr. GEAR Mr. Cha ee I ask t ; ae 1 the ; 
on the Republican side. | paragraphs of the letter which I send to the desk, the vy ; 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Why do you oppose every tariff | may be published in the KRECOR 
for the benefit of the farmer and that does not benetit the monopolist | he Clerk read a portion of the following lett 
and manufacturer? | ei a - 
Mr. DINGLEY. Talk about benefiting the farmer! Hereisabill| jy..." sin: In reply to yours of t ' 
brought in here to slaughter all the farming interests in the North [ap- | 1. That our fi i 
plause on the Republican side], and then having slaughtered all our | 169, a Ere ites Sinn Sennen Senay ee thas time, ex 
Northern farming interests you impose upon them a tax of 68 percent. | ry eee ete run contifttousie sie : pi Tots 
on sugar and 100 per cent. on rice Do you call that a bill for the in wintet re} ae 
terest of the farmer? [Applause on the Republican side. } 2 he volume ¢ f our! siness is large 1 before t . . 
Mr. SOWDEN. I rise to a point of order. g Se Sas cantata oil en lieiatieat ce tote hy aban pe 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. icting the business, we had proportionately as large 4 la 
Mr. SOWDEN. The point of order I make is that gentlemen should isiness then, and I know w t 
address themselves to the Chair. ; If the Mills | M senna taj, teaomaaie Stead 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. y opinion it w ied deaillinae Ohanweltiieed ial ¢ 


Mr. BYNUM. He can have more time. | ency to rease it. It would, if pas i increase our profits, a ! ms 
Mr. DINGLEY. IfI only had the timeI would be very glad to an- ee ae eee eee ice sh tas tan enon all aieeeniin anaietnaeeea 








sti < w sis ib ~ a r i i 
swer all questions that may be put on the other side. frected by the tariff. — 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is controlled by the gentleman fro in my op nthe nut 1b en ee zely le snags Van! : 
Michigan [Mr. BuRRows]. See ine eee Ge ae ' 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhatI have said, Mr. Chairman, explains the d i 1 Wool was as great, and some years greater than y 
ference between the Mills bill and such a protective bill as the amend 6. With reference to w ages i before the war and now I have! t 
ments offered by the Republicans would have changed this bill into a cee ne io - —_—<£ 
such as will be ultimately framed as a substitute for it. Truly yours 

The Mills bill cuts to the point of danger or places on the free-list | ISATAH 
articles which we can produce here to the extent of our wants, and | Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, that letter coversa period of t 
thereby invites importations to come in and take the place of domesti years. It has been read in the House heretofore upon the 1 
products or goods, and places its highest duties on articles which can | the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY He 
not be produced here to the extent of our demand, and which are ne me, I think, very unfairly and unjustly in regard to the remat 
essary as food. me time ; thes of the tariff. I itimated t v 

A Republican protective tariff removes entirely duties on artic 10thing about manufacturing—perhaps not as much as the g eman 
which can not be produced here, like tea, coffee, etc.; reduces dutic W vrote that lett I do not claim to know very much 
on articles which can be produced here in small proportion of our wants, turing, although I have had some experien itd bu 
especially where they are articles of common necessity, like sugar, and 3 I said, that letter yvers the long period of thirty-fou i ‘ 
places duties on articles which can be produced here to the extent of } } ng action under t ta of 1846. 1 tariff of 1857, a i 
our wants at such a point as will practically hold our own markets for | , 1861—the Morrill tari No Iw indertake to show so « 
our own industries and labor. t he who ru may 1 1 ! ler the t of 1] 

Gentlemen have held up the fact that the Mills bill bears an ‘‘ aver f of 1857 Mr. Meeks sold goods higher and 
age’’ duty of 40 per cent., against 47 per cent. under the present tariff, | he is doing to-day under the present t 
and this rate increased from 41 per cent. by the heavy duties on sugat The gentleman from Texa ir. MILLS], the chai n of the ¢ 
and rice, as evidence that it is still sufficiently protective. Indeed, | tee on Waysand Means, 1 t d ent t 
within a few days it has been given out that the Mills bill is really a | statement in recard to the manufacture of blank« 
protective tariff, notwithstanding the gentlemen who framed it and | in my life from any man ona legislative flo [n 
have advocated it have all been denouncing protection as ‘‘robbery. 1, in st ’ 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the fact that a tariff can 1ufactu $2.55 robhe 
be easily framed with an ‘‘average’’ duty of 40 per cent. and still be ma cost $4.4 ( 
essentially non-protective; in fact, in its essential featurescarry out the | i he l as ra 
free-trade idea of removing largely restrictions on importations, or , and th ber | 1 tar : 
another bill may be framed with the same ‘‘ average’’ duty and yet be | in all $5.25 the cost, there leaving the y in 
thoroughly protective. The ‘‘ average”? duty indicates nothing; it is | to these figures he gave, an additional am tv dde 
how the rates are distributed, and especially how the free-list is made | profit. 
up, that tells the story. ~ But you mav look thr rh the t 

‘The Mills bill is the first one that I have described, and in its main | to end. and you can not find or ( ( t 
features it is designed to encourage importations and to move in fre the blankets were sold bv t ! ifa 
trade directions. tai] 

Note, first, that it places on the free-list fifty industries heretofore pro-| In the illustration which I gave to the Ho : 
tected. Among these industries the products of the farm stand first. | the amount of woo 1 the cost of the blanke ( 
Wool, meats, beans, pease, and all vegetables except potatoes are given | I showed conclusively, in my judgment, and I in th ud 
up to free trade. Manufactured lumber. shingles, clapboards, stave of the House, that the wholesale or retail price, adding the ta 
bricks, undressed building stone, jute bags, hoop-iron for ties, and many | less than the price given by the distinguished gentleman 
other articles are also given up to free trade. | and that the prices clear through, both at wl sale and r 

Not only this, but the duties on manufactured articles are changed | less. In evidence of that fact and of the fact that the cost 
toad valorem duties, which invite undervaluations and practically make | was less and the price of the product higher during the period 
such duties 10 per cent. less than they appear on the face, and then | I have referred. 1816 to 1861. I send to the desk ad 
aven these are cut to the point where importation will be inevitably in Before it is read I wish to make this remark: My friend M i§ an 
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fren-clad, rock-rooted Democrat. He has voted the Democratic ticket 
ever since he has been a voter, in season and out of season. He voted 
the Democratic ticket all through the crucial period of the war. Asa 
matter of course, he would be expected to stand upand vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket to-day and defend every measure of his party, as he and 
his friends ex pect, as I understand, that he will be placed in nomination 
for Congress this year on that blanket letter. At the time he started 
he had a poor mill, as he states himself. It was almost the only mill 
in that country. 
fashioned single looms. (I call the attention of my friend from New 
Hampshire | Mr. MCKINNEY] to this. He preaches, I understand, the 
doctrine that in the future there are rewards, but no panishment—a 
good doctrine—and therefore he is at liberty to make any statement 
he pleases. { Laughter. | 


mill—poor in quality. He had looms which had in them only one or 


| 
two harnesses to the loom, as they are known technically to the trade | 


(and I speak whereof I know), throwing one or two shuttles at a time, 
on which but few varieties of goods could be made—looms which can 
not compare at all with those of modern times which have six, fifteen, 
and twenty-seven harnesses, throwing four, six, and eight shuttles, and 
making a large variety of goods. His goods cost him something more 
at that time to make than now, but he got for them a much higher 
price than he gets now, and he bought his material cheaper. Now | 
ask the Clerk to read that telegram. 

The Clerk :ead as follow 

' KEOSAUQUA, Iowa, June 2), 188}. 

Hou. Joun II, Gear 

Meek and his old clerk examined the firm booksand can only find one entry 
between dates described; one pair blankets sold for $7.5'in 1% , which was 
about average price. Weight not given; wool worth that time, 20 to 22 cents. 


J. W. ROWLEY. 





Mr. GEAR. I ask the Clerk to read this dispatch from another mill 
in an adjoining county, which gives more specific proof of the truth 
of my argument. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

MEDIAPOLIS, Lowa, July 6, 1583. 
Tion. Jno, H. Gear, Washington 

The Northfield Woolen Mills in 1859 sold 9-ounce jeans at 79 to 80 cents per 
yard; 5-ounce flannel, 50 to 60 cents, and 5-pound blankets, $6.70 per pair, and 
paid for unwashed wool 15 to 18 cents per pound. Now, %ounce jeans 50 to 60 
cents per yard; 5-ounce flannel, 35 to 38 cents, and 5-pound blankets, $> per 
pair, and pay for unwashed wool 20 to 24 cents per pound. 

ROBINSON & DAVIS. 

Mr. GEAR. This Robinson & Davis mill has been in operation 
longer than has Mr. Meek’s. I know the firm well; have known them 
over forty years. Their telegram shows clearly that under the tarifi 
of 1346 and 1857 they bought their wool at 30 to 40 per cent. less than 
they do now, and that they sold blankets and other products at 30 or 
40 per cent. higher rates than now. This evidence is also confirmed by 
a letter from D. W. Jones, of Delaware County, Iowa, written to my 
colleague [Mr. D. B. HENDERSON] in which he states that he is sell- 
ing blankets and other products of his mill at 33 per cent. less than in 
1859-’60. Mr. Jones, my colleague tells me, has been engaged in man- 
ufacturing for many years and furnishes at the mills in his section 
of the State a sure home market for the wool grown in his vicinity. 
Their statement also proves the truth of the protection theory in a nut- 
shell: that by a fair protection the Iowa and other wool-growers are 
to-day getting better prices for wool than under the Walker tariff. It 
also proves conclusively that under the protection theory of giving the 
American market to the American manufacturer he has, under the 
stimulus of home competition, introduced better machinery and better 
methods whereby he has been able to manufacture better goods and sell 
them at less rates to the consumer than at any time in the history of 
the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proves the position I took at the start, 
that the men who grow the wool under protection do get a higher price 
for their wool product, while, at the same time, the manufacturers of 
woolen goods are able to sell their goods at a lower price to the con- 
sumers, 

In the tariff of 1846 wool was 30 percent. advalorem. Under the tariff 
of 1857 it was 24 per cent. It seems to me the argument is clear and 
conclusive that they who oppose this Mills bill, which my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRiNGER] says is not a free-trade bill, although it puts 
wool on the free-list, if the effect of protecting the product of wool in 
this country has been to increase the price of wool to our farmers, while 
at the same time it has reduced the price of woolen goods to the con- 
sumer, then by parity of reasoning, judging from past results, wool be- 
ing placed upon the free-list, the result will be that while the price of 
wool will be lower, the price of woolen goods to the consumer will be 
higher. 

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of my district have an interest in this 
question of free wool. ‘They own nearly one hundred thousand sheep, 
and the bare threat of passing the Mills bill has already reduced the 
price of this year’s clip of wool over 15 per cent. It naturally follows 
that the Iowa farmers are not in favor of this measure, and they ask me 
to oppose it by my vote, which I shall do as long as I am here to pro- 
tect their interests. 





He had but little or nocompetition. He had the old- | 


My friend, Mr. Meeks, had that kind of a | 
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I am necessarily hurried in the limited time allowed me and must 
pass along rapidly. But I wish to say a word to the House in reference 
to the tariff of 1846, to which the Speaker of this House referred in 
words of eulogy in reference to the effect of that tariff upon the country, 
I will not attempt to analyze his speech, as it was done most forcibly 
| by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLErre] the other day. 
But I wish to call attention to this one fact: that during those years 
| that produce was low throughout the West, lower in fact than it had 
been since the great financial crash of 1837. 

During the period ot the Walker tariff occurred the terrible fumine 
in Ireland, and the continent of Europe was convulsed by the Crimean 
war. ‘Thisstate of affairs made an abnormal demand for our breadstufis 
| and meat products. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, during that memorable epoch in American his- 
tory California was acquired and yielded tothe hardy pioneers her un- 
told miilions of treasure. Yet, sir, notwithstanding all these adventi- 
tious circumstances the balance of trade was largely against us during 
the years of the Walker tariff. Sir, it required to settle that balance 
of trade which had accumulated during those fifteen years two hundred 
and fifty millions of dollars in addition to ourexports of farm products. 

Bat our friends on the Democratic side claim that the balance of 
trade being against us is not a subject worthy of attention. 

My business preceptor was a 


| was educated in a different school. 
Democrat, a bosom friend of Douglas and the father-in-law of the re- 
cently appointed Chief-Justice. He taught me, sir, that the prudent 
business man, whether merchant or farmer, when he wanted to tind out 
at the end of the year the condition of his business affairs, put down on 
| one side his receipts and on the otherside his expenditures. If he found 
that his receipts were more than his expenditures the result was that 
he had made money; or, in other words, the balance of trade was in his 
| favor. If,on the contrary, his expenditures exceeded his receipts, the 
result was that hte had lost money and that the balance of trade was 
against bim. Now, Mr. Chairman, what is truein regard to the business 
of an individual is equally true in regard to the nation. 

It seems, therefore, that when the balance of trade is against a na- 
tion, as it always has been against this nation from 1832, whenever we 
had these tariffs for revenue only or aquasi free-trade tariff we have been 
in debt to foreign nations and have had to export our coin to settle the 
balance of trade. Iam frank to say that I prefer a policy which tends 
to bring the coin of the world to us in return for our products rather 
than the policy putin operation by the Democratic tariff of 1846 to 
1857. 

I had intended to reply toa letter which my distinguished friend 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVEK] said he received from Mr. Meek, the man- 
ufacturer of those blankets. I have asked him again and again to 
| produce the letter, but with that lack of candor which is his political 
| characteristic he has refused to do so every time. [ Laughter. ] 

He charged me in his speech with having changed front on the pro- 
tection question. I stand here, as I have always stood in my own State 
as a member of the Republican party, in favor of fair protection to the 
industries in this country, and in my message sent to the General As- 
sembly of my State some years ago, trom which the gentleman quoted, 
on the question of the reduction of the duty on steel rails, I had in- 
vestigated that question with some care. 1 found that we had paid a 
duty of $28 a ton on steel rails; that when this duty was levied the 
manufacture was an experiment in this country. Although many of 
the establishments which began manufacturing steel rails were un- 
fortunate, yet better methods having been introduced in the manufact- 
ure of rails thereby increasing the output and thus cheapening the 
product and increasing the demand so that under the protection of $28 
per ton rails had declined from $155 to $42 or $44 per ton, therefore it 
seemed to me that the time had come for a reduction, and that under 
the stimulus of invention rails and bette: methods could be produced 
at less cost. I urged the reduction. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not the first time that the voice of Republican 
Iowa has given tone to Republican legislation on this and other ques- 
tions; and in accordance with that suggestion a Republican Congress 
reduced the rate to the existing duty of $17 per ton. The result has 
been that the American manufacturers, having the home market for 
their product, have been enabled by competition to produce the best 
rail known at the lowest rate ever produced. And this result, Mr. 
Chairman, is another argument in favor of a fair degree of protection 

| to American industries. 

Sir, ] am, in common with the Republican party of Iowa, in favor of 
a fair protection to American industries and productions of all kinds. 
I am ready by my vote at any time to aid in revising the tariff in 
such manner as may be found to be both for the interests of the pro- 
ducer, the wage-worker, and consumer; and I am in favor of such an 
adjustment as will give the American manatacturer the benefit of the 
American market, and at the same time give the American workman 
| *‘a fair days’ wage for a fair days’ work,’’ rather than to adopt a policy 
that will bring our wage-worker to a level with those of Great Britain 
| or Europe. Sir, the bill under consideration does not do this; on the 
| contrary, it is an assauit on many of the industries and productions of 
| the country, which under the protection policy of the Republican party 
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for the past quarter of a century, have grown and develope d and p! 


is in the front rank o 
comfort among all our people. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gent 1 M s cont 
time; to whom does he yield ? 

Mr. REED l yield fiven 1 to t ent in from New |] 
hire | Mr. GALLIN 











Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman,I would not again occupy th 
of the committee were it not that the discussion of tree wool 
ibiect I had intended tosubmit some rvations when it Vv 
under discussio ws been ypened by the Democrat sid \ 
ently. not content with ha r already ed to put wool « t 
list. they seem exceedingly anxious to hold a post n é t l 
portant industry which they have done their best to dest 
called the gentleman from Illinois to their aid It is bare p 
that they have already heard rumblings from the wool-growers oi 1 
Northern States, and h e ires ! 
to attempt to mislead those se lustries e threaten 
ruction. 
\ one } ‘ M I ‘ : } ‘ 
P free wool rom a ri reading his remarks, he s ) 
cen Ohio s iv 1 State, | he v 
‘ 1 l-ore ! I do not know ho h « g I 
clerical f 1m I 1 his ear] irs, or how much ¢ ( 
} é e } ? have ¢ sband Q) » b I \ t 
t \ his at ) 1 to the i it New Hamps great 
ested in the ol g yn, | ¢ near] - » } ] 
Ono ) 
Ne Ha ] t lll l 3 )] i 1] 895 Ww l« 
year 3 1,060,559 pounds 
It is. howey ’ i mst t ( } >] 
in th te, « a t ) t re in my co 
d Y f tne 1 ~ , } a! i i Tt } 
i 
I i not \ it 1 t 1wh I yieague Is Dn 
; 1 ‘ free ly 1 Ww x + i r he kno = 
not fat rs Ne Ha shire are a 1nanimou r 
} ng woo! on the ] is 1 be de i 
tion is submitted to them next Novemb 
After advocating free wool my colleague declared that pl 
that product on the f will n heapet but that it wil 
clothing che iper That kind of lo is ) ich my obt 
tellect and I will not try to maste1 
Mr. Chairman, my colleag 3 attitu t stion t 
etl ) polit il standpoint l ra d to rw t 
uidition to favoring free lumber, free brick, free agri 
ucts, and o r important ius yf Ne rn T re 
free woo] ; 
4 friend of n who travels Ne I I 
< tiv that 
vy far 7 vO ‘ r ‘ 
mH Vs te 
I peo N H to what 
i i 
in (¢ re i t | n ) 
“ ( yn 
I notice that an im; hous 1 } York ¢ has lat 
ceived @ Col roment of Bri ni fact i ¥ ] ods wit! 
following instruction 
H e these isd y t I i Ss : iy +h 
awa t | . the M ] I tt 
h i the goods in } di t ( land a ¢ g t 
will assure us of free-tr tariff You th ! them on t ar 
saie. 


Mr. Chairman, American workingmen will have something to sa i 
about the ‘‘ re-election of Cleveland and a Congress that will assu u 
of a free-trade tariff,’’ and their decision is liable not to please the Br 
ish manufacturers who are getting ready to flood our country with chea 
goods. [Applause. ] . 

On the issue of free lumber, free agricultural products, and free we t 
I venture to modestly suggest that New Hampshire will not fail to ad 


one additional Republican to the next Congress, and I doubt not tha 
on this issue other sections of the country will give enough gains t é 
make the next Congress politically in harmony with the administrat 
of President Harrison. [Applause. ] 
The following words of the lamented Garfield, in the last r 


made to this House, are timely and significant. Garfield said 








l removal or unjust change of the wool tariff) become a! 
w ' mposs for our farmers to compete in the market with the m<é 2 
wools of Sout America snd it will be equally impossible for our manufacturer 
to compete with those of Frar and England. Of course, any legislation t) 
destroys the woolen inufactures is equally destructive to sheep husbandri 
for the farmer would no longer have a market for his wool. The nation can | t 
hard 6 called inde it which does not possess the materials and the sk 





to clothe its own pe 


Mr, Chairman, I prefer Garfield to SPRINGER on this subject, and the 
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principles of free trade as plain as they were ever enunciated by the | 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who is to-day, perhaps, alone 
on that side not afraid to express bis sentiments. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. ] There has been no discussion under the five-minute 
rule which has not involved the principles of free trade. There has 
never been an opportunity omitted where a Democrat could mouth 
about ‘‘ tariff taxes’’ where he has not put his tongue around it with 
affectionate attention, and yet we have to-day the gentleman who 
was chosen to preside over*the deliberations of this committee sub- 
mitting to us some ideas which indicate that he is a little afraid of 
being a free-trader himself. Why he, the very inventor of the sched- 
ule which showed the amount of robbery that was perpetrated by the 
“tariff tax’? is faltering in his weary task of freeing the American people 
from the bondage of those infamous creatures who manufacture things 
that can be used by those who can pay for them. 

Why is it that this change has come over their feelings? Why are 
they so anxious to show that they are not much in favor of free trad» ? 
Why are detachments sent over to New York to give reassurance to the 
doubtfal brethren? Why is it that the chairmanof the Committee on 
Ways and Means, that lofty and courageous citizen of Texas, who dares 
to explain his views elsewhere, has gone over to New York and declared 
that they need not fear any free trade from him? Why is it that he 
has swallowed words that are only four years old, and why is it that he 
comes back here where he is known and tries neither to swallow them 
nortodeny them? Why isit that theentire crowd of Democratic news- 
papers are to-day endeavoring to explain that after all they have great 
yearning for 40 per cent. of robbery ? [Laughteron the Republican side. ] 
Why is it that the gentleman from Indiana was all agog and shaken 
with emotion in his eagerness to show that the principle on which this 
bill was framed is as near protective robbery as ever we were? Why 
is it that he violated the whole courtesy of parliamentary debate in 
order to thrust that idea upon the public? Why is it that they give 
him one minute for debate, one minute to ask a question, and nobody 
else a minute to make an answer? It is because they have begun to 
hear from the people of the United States. It is because they recog- 
nize the fact that the people of the United States are in favor of the 
American doctrine of protection [applause on the Republican side] ; 
that they are in favor of having the articles which the people of Amer- 
ica use made by American workingmen; and from now until election 
time their greatest effort on the other side will be to explain away 
the declarations which they so bravely made, and to say that even Mr. 
Cleveland himself is a genuine protectionist and never meant anything 
else. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

[ Here the hammer fell.1 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] de- 
sires me to yield him one minute of my time, which I do. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I was very much astonished to find 
my colleague from the first district of Iowa [ Mr. GEAR] so perturbed 
and excited over this debate. In contrast with his usual fairness and 
courtesy he took occasion while upon the floor, in a perfectly unjusti- 
fiable manner, to makea personal allusion to myself. I can say truth- 
fully that I have never treated my colleagues on this floor in any such 
manner, and the remark of the gentleman was entirely out of place 
and in bad taste. I did say in the speech which I delivered on the 
floor that I had written to Mr. Meek about a pair of blankets which 
the gentleman exhibited, and that I would in my time during the 
five-minute debate read Mr. Meek’s reply. Now, what right has the 
gentleman to complain that I did not read it? I will read an extract 
from what the gentleman said in his speech, and then I will read the 
letter. The gentleman, after exhibiting the pair of blankets, said: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that the passage of the pending tariff bill will not S5nly seriously injure the 


wool-grower of my State, but it will also close up the mill where that blanket 
was made, and put out of employment the labor engaged in its manufacture. 


Before receiving my letter Mr. Meek had already written to a friend 
of mine concerning the above statement made by my colleague, and a 
copy of his letter was furnished me. I now print the same without 
comment: 

BoNnAPARTE, IOWA, May 15, 1888. 

Dear Sir: In reply to yours of the 11th instant, just received, would say that 
I sold to Mr. John Rowley, editor of the Republican paper at Keosauqua, one 
pair of blankets, which he informed me were for ex-Governor GEAR, As tomy 
stating to Mr. GEAR, or any one else, that I was opposed to a reduction of the 
present tariff, I would say that such representation is positively untrue. I did 
say to him, however, that if the tariff was taken from wool it would greatly 
benefit me as a manufacturer. I am not only not opposed to the Mills tariff 
bill, but I hope it will pass and lead to still further reduction of the unnecessary 
and burdensome war tariff. 

In conclusion, I would say that I am heartily in sympathy with the President 
in his endeavors to reform the administration of the Government, and especi- 
ally so with all efforts to reduce taxation to the necessities of a Government 
economically conducted. 

Joining with you in desiring the nomination and re-election of Cleveland, I 
am 

. Very truly, yours, 

ISAIAH MEEK. 

L, A. PALMER, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. GEAR. Iask leave to reply, Mr. Chairman, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, as stated on the other side, this 
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debate, long protracted, is now about to come to a conclusion, and I 
had hoped that in these last moments there would be a feeling of kind- 
liness pervading the hearts of gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] But on the contrary the gentle- 
man trom Maine has shown his usual peculiarity of sneering and scold- 
ing at this side of the House. He reminds me of the character of Pooh 
Bah in the Mikado. He was born with a sneer on him and he kept 
that peculiar facial expression to the day of his death. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side. ] The gentleman has alluded to this 
side of the House as if we had not maintained our professions made at 
the beginning of this debate. I call attention to the fact that the gen- 
tleman himself, as a member of the Ways and Means Committee, came 
into this House at the commencement of this discussion with a mi- 
nority report signed by all the Republican members of that committee, 
and with a flourish of trumpets promised the House that they would 
seek to have the bill modified and amended in Committee of the 
Whole, and that if those efforts failed they would offer a substitute 
which would surely diminish the revenues without impairing the 
American system of protection. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Where, oh where, 1s that substitute? 


Gone glimmering through the dream of things that were— 
A school-boy’s tale, the wonder of an hour! 


j Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

If they have ever incubated one, they have not had the courage to 
bring it to the light of day. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. It will come. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Let it come and we will be ready to meet it. And 
in addition to that we are not afraid to go to the country on this issue. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] On Saturday next the roll will be 
called on the passage of this bill, and that roll-call will be heard around 
the world. It will indicate to the people of this country that their 
Representatives have been equal to the great emergency that now con- 
fronts them of reducing this ‘‘ vicious, inequitable, and illogical source 
of unnecessary taxation.’? [Applause on the Democratic side.] And 
wen we have passed that bill in this House we will meet you on the 
hustings, gentlemen; we will go to the country with you, and mark my 
word thatin November next the people’s voice will be heard in the tri- 
umphantre-electionof Grover Cleveland. [Applauseonthe Democratic 
side. ] 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] spoke about ‘‘ rumblings”? 
from the people being heard on this subject, and in reply to that sug- 
gestion I will have printed as part of my remarks a letter written by 
Mr. Arthur T. Lyman, treasurer of the Hadley Thread Company, of 
Holyoke, as well as of the Lowell Manufacturing Company, of Lowell. 
Mr. Lyman is a Republican and his letter appears in the New York 
Times. It is as follows: 


[New York Times, July 19, 1888.] 
IT IS NOT FREE TRADE—AN OLD REPUBLICAN’S SOUND VIEWS OF THE MILLS BILL. 


Boston, July 18. 


The Republicans are not having the best success in soliciting funds from 
manufacturers. The chairman of the finance committee of the Holyoke Re- 
ubiican Club recently solicited a contribution from Mr, Arthur T, Lyman, who 
is the treasurer of the Hadley Thread Company, of Holyoke,as well as of the 
Lowell Manufacturing Company,of Lowell. In reply Mr. Lyman wrote the 
following letter: 
Boston, July 13, 


‘Chairman of the Finance Committee of the Holyoke Republican Club: 


“Dear Sir: I have yours ofthe 12th, asking for acontribution for the Repub 
lican Club, Iam of course deeply interested in the tariff as regards the Hadley 
Company, and also in its bearing on many other cotton and woolen manufact- 
ures in which I am interested, but in my opinion the Republican members of 
Congress from New England and the Home Market Club and the Woolen Man- 
ufacturers’ Association have practically done more harm to the cause of pro- 
tection and to the'protected (so-called) industries of Massachusetts than the Dem- 
ocratic members of the Ways and Means Committee, 

*T have had occasion to see some of the Democratic membersof the Ways and 
Means Committee, and to hear of the plans and views of others,and I am con- 
vineed that but for the action of the Republican members of Congress from 
New England and of the greater part of the Republican manufacturers of New 
England we could have had in the Mills bill satisfactory schedules for woolens 
and cottons, As it is,at the request of some manufacturers (Republicans) made 
through the Democratic members from Massachusetts the Democrats of the 
Ways and Means Committee altered and advanced rates on some important 
items, while we were met, I am informed, by Republican members of the House, 
saying: ‘ Leave the schedule as it is; it is better for the election.” The Re- 
publicans now refuse to aid in putting raw materials on the free list, and cer- 
tainly in New England free raw material has been considered as an element in 
protection almost as essential as the duty on manufactured articles. 

‘From my business experience in both importing and manufacturing, I am 
fully aware of the necessity of protection for the maintenance here of certain 
manufactures, and I very much regret that the Republican party, with which 
I have acted from its beginning, has, for political success, taken a position which 
I consider hostile in its practical effects to the protected iudustries of Massachu- 
setts. 

“The Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee take broad, 
and on the whole reasonable, views of the tariff question, and while of course 
they look at the interest of the United states as a whole they do not ignore the 
fact that many great industries have grown up in this country under the high 
duties made necessary by the war of the rebellion, and that it is only fair and 
proper that consideration should be paid to their existence and condition. 
Neither do they ignore the fact that the working people in the protected indus- 
tries are very largely members of the Democratic party. 

* Besides the consideration that my manufacturing interests have been put at 
needless risk by the partisan action of the Republicans, I must also take into 
consideration the interests of the whole country, in which we are all involved, 
and I can not feel it to be right to vote for any one who can honestly stand on 
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unwise and <« itions in rega 
c es t ‘ 
this \ of free t A 
rea ‘ et i Ss r tocall the Mills a fre 
bill as o say thatthe Republicans ¢ » favor drinking of whis 
| ause t i ct rs of protecte icles have several years insisted t t [LIN 
nternal taxes should be taken off in order that it should be impossible t MT. ATITY ’ ; 

[r. MILLS. In moving t » into Committ { the 
ter the duties on imports. While the Mills bill is not a bill that wholly : \ it 
mends itself to me, it is correct, and for the interest of Massachusetts in any tate oft Union to-dav I omitted to 1 i | t il 

partte rs, notably in the matter of free wool Every manufacturing country iuest that gentlemen ha wrt , 
inthe lof any consequen e exceptthe United St s has wool onthe fre C1. ¢has & oh ia kee as ons ad P 
list The position which the Republican par is taken makes it we for t ra cs & the ¢ — 8 US £ tpPproprrace 
country, as it seems to me, that it should not the control of the Gover Chere being no objection leave was granted 
ment for the next iour years : The following 1 rts wel ed by lpg i t 1 ( 
“ARTHUR T. LYMA? 
mn 
Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise and report this THEODOI Cc, LEWIS 
bill to the House with the rec ymmendation that it do pass. Ae Mr. CULBERSON. from the Committ — - renorted 
Mr. Meé KINLEY, J ask that there be printed, for the use of the | hack favorably the bill (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the political 
House, the original text of this bill, with the amendments which have | disabilities of Theod Cc. La | i erred to 
been adopted by the Committee of the Whole in italics. the Committee of the Whole House on t ( ia. with 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). ‘The Chair thinks that should | ¢he aceon vine report. ordered 
the npanying re} t, ord i | ( 
be done in the House. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Then I will make the request there. am 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas Mr. Chairman, pending the | Mr. CULBERSON also, from Committee on the Judiciary, re- 


motion of the gentleman from Texas I ask unanimous consent to recur | ported back favorably the bill (Hf. R. 10621) for the removal of the 
to page 6 of the bill to amend the provision relating to band-iron. I | political disabilities of John H. Parke f Virginia; w 1 was referred 
send my amendment to the desk. to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
Mr. REED. That is some back town just heard from, I suppose. | with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
[ Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
} The amendment was read, as follows: 








M LAN ym t ( ee ¢ ] rel ¢ ol 

ge 6, line 12, add after the word “‘ baling,’’ the words “ or other so that ; ok I yp ; ’ LI] I t back 
wil id: “‘ Iron and steel cotton-ties or hoops, for aling or other purposes, n favorably tne yi H.R i ’ pens mt el 1 Ste 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge which is referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tl] 





The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- | Véte Calendar, and, with the. accompanying report, ord 1 to be 


man from Arkansas to return to this part of the bill for the purpose in- | | 
dicated by him ? AN 
There was no objection. Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Inv i Pensions, reported 
The amendment was agreed to < favora the bill (H. R. 2073) granting increase of per n to 
Mr. MILLS. I now move that the committee rise and report the | Daniel Will irg; W was referred to the Cor ittee of t Whole 
bill with the amendments to the House with the recommendation th Hous 1 the Private Calendar, and, with the companying report, 
it pass. ordered to be printed 


The motion was agreed to. G 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. LANE also. from the Committee on Invalid Pet ns. reported 


I L i on i Fens S, re é 
Mr. SPRINGER, the Chairman, said: The Committee of the W back favorably the bill (H. R. 1080¢ anting a pension to Eugenia A 
- tha we of » Tini a has lar eansider n Honee hill No : 7 : “e 
on the state of the Union has had under consideration House bill N Helston: which was referred to the ¢ mittee of the Whole H . 


9051, to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the col the Private Calendar. and. with t accompanying renort ee i 


tion of the revenue, and hasinstructed me to report the same back wit be printed. : 
sundry amendments and with the recommendation that the amend . i 
ments be agreed to, and the bill soamended passed. [Applause on the ; ' ; 
I ; \ I ‘ } ALOTII ( ‘ l . ( i il ‘ ‘ i I r ! 
Democratic side. ] — r R 600 a 
Mr. MILLS. I desire to move that the further consideration of tl eae , ( t Vhole Hon: ; 

} bill be postponed until Saturday next, at half past 11 o’clock. ee oe , : SS ee 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Before that motion is put, I ask unanimous co rr om . a ai 
nt that 2,000 copies of this bill, with the amendments adopted | [ARD 

the Committee of the Whole, be printed at once. ' TONE. of Kentucky wm ¢ ( ( 
Mr. FARQUHAR. - I hope the gentleman will accept as an amend te 1 ay ee the bill (H 2()8 1 
ment that the printing be done in pamphlet form. ( ch referred to the ¢ 
Mr. SPRINGER, That is better. , te ¢ and : 1 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] ask bod 
unanimous consent that of the bill just reported, with the amendments a 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Unio . ss ; : : 
there be printed 2,000 copies. _ oe pan — 7 , “ky om . ie 
t i 4 i A S 5 


Several MEMBERS. Five thousand. ost _ ‘ uy 
Mr. MCKINLEY. I accept the suggestion of several gentlemen, | 1)2?G!2; Which was relerred to Se es re 
and will say 5,000 copies. e Pr e Calendar, and, wi report. « 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How are these to be distributed ? = 
Mr. McKINLEY. My purpose is to have them distributed equally 
among members of the House. Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committe , 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think the order should so state. reported back favorably the bill (H. Kt. 6079) for the benefit ; 
fhe SPEAKER. The Chair will state the request. The gentleman | 4nd A. P. Perry, administrators of D, G. Perry, and to 1 :, 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that 5,000 copies of this bill, with | of Owen County, Kentucky; which was referred to the ( 
4 the amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole House e Whole House on the Private Calen und ; 
on the state of the Union, be printed in document form and furnished | report, ordered to be printed. 
to the document-room for distribution among members of the Hous THOMA 
equally. If there be no objection that order will be made. 











Chere being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. \ ; ee ONE, of Ke ; ; 7 ; 
Mr. MILLS. I now move that the further consideration of t a ee 7 : 
bill, with the amendments reported, be postponed until half past 11 pig sa, See oe ’ a 
o’clock on Saturday next. ; mM 1 the £1 ‘ Ac 0 
( i » bel ed 


Mr. McKINLEY. Will the chairman of the Committee on Wavs 
and Means indicate his purpose as to taking a vote on Saturday ? aOSAse - 
Mr. MILLS. I propose that we shall take a vote as soon as it can Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committe the Ter 
be reached—as soon as the debate is closed—to do which I am entitled | favorably the bill (S. 1351) to enlarge th irisd yn 
to one hour under the rules. | courts in Wyoming Territory; which was referred - 
Mr. MCKINLEY. On Saturday next? j endar, and, with 1 
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which was referre o the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
vate Calendar th the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
cH LI J 4 
I ! ! the { iittee on Pen mn rep ted } 
{ ral thy H. R. 10687) grant ng a per 1 to Charles Jura 
hich was rele 1 to the Committee of the Whole House on the P: 
ste Calenda nd the ompan t, ordered to be printed 
i I h 
IMPORTATIO ( ( i LABO! 
} 

h COXA, by unan 1a bill (H. R. 10897) to 

1« pt Indort | “An t to pron the 
Inportatic di I aliens under contract or 

el t its ‘Territories, and t 
i) ct of ¢ i the une was amended by chapter 22 of th 
| ; 1 i ‘ ) . } } ; 
la of 1887 approved February 23,1887; which was read a first and 
( { tim rred e i tee on Education, and ordered to be 
I ea 

ROA rED rES CEMETERY, PENSACOLA, I 

Mr. MAISH Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
i (HI 1) ng appropriation for the construction of a 

lam ize » the United Stat emetery near Pensacola, | 
wa ( nt table 

M [AIS 1 the Committee on Military Affairs, reps I 
a ibst r the foregoing bill (If. R. 10898) to construct a 
i dan ifrom the city of nsacola to the United States cem 
et near | Barrancas, Florida; which was read a first and second 
1 elerred to the Committee of the Whole Ho on the state « f 
Union, and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to be printed 

I I j ILDING AT ALLENTOWN, IPA. 
aT . ' 17 ‘ 
\ DIBBI [ rise toa question of privilege, and call up ft - 
} I 
ent consideration House bill 1357, with the veto mes ve Ol the Pre 
dent of the United ites thereon. 

M MILI J unanimous consent that the He e hoy ‘ 
rec until & o’clock to-night. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object 

I ©% 7 J 
Che SPE eR Phe Clerk will report the bill. 
Lhe Clerk read as follows: 
4 Ht. R 7) to e@1 i public building at Allentown, Pa 
und Hor of Represent es of the Unit Slates « 

i f Phat t ecretary of lreasury | } rT 
he y, authorized and directed to purchase, acquire condemnation or other 
wi pro ea i nad cat to be erected thereon a substantial and commo- 
diious building, w ey rool vaults, for the use accommodation ot 
1) lice ( ernment Ss, att of ANentown, inthe State 
of Pennsyivania Che te,and building thereon, when completed upon plans 

‘ ecilica previously made and approved by the Secretary of the 
Ire y, shail 1 exceed in cost th um of $100,000; nor shall any site ! 
pur di t es for the erection of a building which will fur . 
ficient accommodat or the transaction of the publie business, and which 

all not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 
I en purcl d and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 

Treasury und no purchase of site nor plan for said building shal! be ap 
pr | by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding 
t isum of 000 for site and building; and the site purchased shall leave 
t iilding u osed danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 fe« 
inc ling s d ; ; led, That no part of said sum shall be « 
pended until lid title t said site shall be vested in the United State 
nor until th ule « P vania shall cede to the United States exclusive 
urisd on tine ue ing the time the United States shall be or re1 

e owner t ‘ I except the administration of the crin 
la f said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
j j Hain d Ground 

ir. DIBBI hat cor ttee has made a report, which is now 
on the Calend 

The SPEAKEI The Clerk will read the report. 

Che report (by Mr. Dripple) was read, as follows 

Con ee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
1 wwe from the P ent of the United States returning House bill No. 4 
< ed ‘“‘A to public building at Alientown, Pa.,’’ witl ec- 
tio ierets L : same under consideration and respectfu nit 
ti “ port 

efficiency of the p il service depends in a great degree on the condition 
o acco! lat al ed Phe Post-Office Department can only succeed 
Im re per itage of delay, miscarriage, and loss of mail matterif Con 
gre will rei ve one ol! leading causes, the inefficient accommodations. 
Your committee have again carefully considered the Allentown case, as due 1 
spect to the message of the President demands, and have come to the unani- 
mous conclusion that the necessity for a public building exists Phe pos flic 
is now located inal not fire-proof, insufficient in space, and incapabl 
of | so arrange 3 to properly conduct the service, 

Allentown is rapidly increasing in population, and the evidence before th« 
col ittec that the pr it time a suitable site can not be purchased for 
less than $3 lea iz not more than $70,000 for the construction of the buil 
ing Phe « ns of the President are as to the amountappropriated. Y« 
com (tee a of the opinion that further delay in the purchase of a site w« 
be se ¢ ) t pi of land is steadily increasing, and th 
< ) i ‘ r some regard should be had for the steady i re 
of the postal ~ certain necessity for more room in the near futu 





rovide only for the present wants, 
are of the opinion that the amount appropriated in the b 
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is not excessive and that the ef iency of the publie service will be pro ed 
by its passage; and tl fore respectfully recommend that the bill be passed 


notwithstanding the objection by the President, 
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Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the Comn 
and Grounds have given very careful consideration to this case. 
message Of the President of the United States indicates that the vgto 
is upon the ground that the appropriation is too large. There is noth- 
» the President 





ittee on Public Buildings 
The 





ing in the message to indica would not have signed a 
bill appropriating a smaller amount of money. -The expression used 


by the President is as follows: 
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But lam thorou nvinced t there is no present n ssity f he ex- . 
enditure of $100,000 for any } ected with the 
tw s to that qu tion the committee directed their attention. ’ 
found, Mr. Speaker, from the best information they could obtain, that 
. site fora public buildi would cost about $30,000, which would i 
eave about $70,000 for the erection of the bu l f the 
fact tl itown is a pla ol some oV,UU00 pet now 
rowin rapidly, it was the opinion of t r the 
erection of a building providing not simply for the oflice of Allentow1 
to-d but for the next ten or fifteen years in the future, which would 
be wise economy, that the sum of $70,000 was not too large for the 
building, and the appropriation, therefore, of $100,000 did not appear 
the ¢ mmittee to be excessive. 
Mr. WISE. Is this building required for any other purpose tha 
post fries 
Mr. DIBBLE. It is not. If is simply required for a post-offic 
There are other Government « ces there, but they are not ol sucha 
iture that the Government is liged to provide accommodation 
them, though the are of such a nature as are commonly accommo 
ed when the public building is erected 
Mr. WISE. How many emp sa n the post-office at Allen- 
vn 
Mr. DIBBLI ] not the data, but I will get them for the } 
gentieman. 
Mr. BLOUNT. What are the gross receipts at this post-office? 
Mr. DIBBLE. The gross receipts for the postal year ending June 3¢ 
IR87, were $23,397.54, which was an increase over the celpts of the 
prior year of about $2,500. If understand the receipts of the year just 
closed exceed the rece ipts of 1887 by some 54,000. 
Mr. HERBERT. How much does the Government pay for rent? 
Mr. DIBBLE. The Government is paying $1,300 rent. 
Mg HERBERT. Do you think we ought to have a31v0,000 build- 
ing? 
Mr. DIBBLE. That lease ll expire on Ist day of April, 1889, and 
at that time we are informed the Government wil! have to pay a highe1 
rent; of course about ayear hence. Does the gentleman desire to know 
the number of « mployés c 
\ MEMBER. The gentleman from Virginia is not now present. 
Mr. DIBBLE. The annual receipts of the office have been $23,000, 
but are now $27,000 a year, which is a good deal more than the amount 
of revenue of some post-offices for which public buildings have been 
erected. It is clearly within the range of those cases where past Con- 
resses have been in the habit of voting for the erectic iblic build- 
ings. The other public ofiices which will be accomm« there art 
deputy collector of internal reve and a board of p examiners, 
Phat, Mr. Speaker, is about the case; and unless ne il J 
sires to discuss the question I will call for a vot 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I uld like to have a moment 
Mr. DIBBLE How much: - 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia I will not take more time than is abso- 
lutely necessary. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As a part of my remar [I ask th 
m » of resident on this matter be read. 
1 as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 
Messa from the President of the United States, returning House bill No. 4357, 
with his objections thereto. 
To the House of Repre senlalives : 
I return without approval House bill No. 4357, entitled “‘An act to erect a 
public building at Allentown, Pa , 
rhe accommodation of the postal business is the only public purpose for NS 
which the Government can be called on to provide, which is suggested as eh 
pretext for the erection of this building. It is props i to expend $100,000 { iss 
a structure to be used as a post-office. It is said that a deputy collector of inter- oo 
nal revenue and a board of pension examiners are located at Allentown; but I 
do not understand that the Government is obliged to provide quarters for these 
officers. 
rhe usual statement is made in support of this setting forth the growth i 
of the city where it is proposed to loeate the building and the amount and va- 
riety of the business which is there transacted. And the postmaster in stereo- a 
typed phrase represents the desirability of an increased accommodation for th Te 
transaction of the business under his charge. ee 
But I am thoroughly convinced that there is no present necessity for the ex- es 
penditure of $100,000 for any purpose connected with the public business at this . 
place. 3 
The annual rent now paid for the post-office is $1 
The interest at 3 per cent. upon the amount now for this new building i 
is $3,000. As soon as it is undertaken the pay of a superintendent of its con- ' 
struction will begin, and after its completion the compensation of janitors and 
other expenses of its maintenance will foilow. * : ; ve 
he plan now pursued for the erection of public buildings is in my opinion oe 
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They are oiten built where they are not needed, of dimen- 
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contrary notwithstanding, if only to show that the Democratic party 
is grand enough to rise superior to the errors of its leaders. ~ 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
{Mr. Hervert]}. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the question in its first aspect is 
purely a business one. Hereis a proposition to erect a building worth 
$100,000 to accommodate a post-oflice in a city where we now procure 
a building sufficient for the purposes at a rental of $1,300 only. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman excuse me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I decline to yield. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I merely wish to say that it is not sufficient. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman must excuse me. I take it for 
granted that it is sufficient. A town of 30,000 inhabitants, which this 
city is said to have, can certainly furnish sufficient accommodations for 


its post-office; and any postmaster fit for his place will certainly pro- [ 


cure, when to be had, proper accommodations; and we have the testi- 


mony of this committee that only $1,300 rental is paid. Now, if this bill | 


proposed an expenditure of only $45,000 for the erection of this build- 
ing it could not be justified as a business proposition. The interest on 
$45,000 at 3 per cent. would be $1,250, nearly the rental. The annual 
repairs would amount to fully $200 more, and besides this there would 
follow the appointment of a janitor or some other official to take care 
of the building, at a cost of $800 or $1,000. 

A $100,000 building, a janitor at $1,000 to take care of it, and two 
or three hundred dollars a year for repairs! All this for a post-oflice 
now obtained for $1,300. Can any gentleman justify himself to his 
constituency for such a vote? But there is another, and a political 
aspect of this case. The President of the United States, when he was 
elected, was bound by his party platform, bound by his own promises, 
bound as a Democrat to administer his high office with due regard to 
economy. Seeing clearly how extravagant it was, and having the 
courage of his convictions, he has interposed between the Treasury and 
Congress his veto of this proposition. 

Now the question is, will this Democratic House dare to condemn 
that veto? For one I am glad that the vote is under the Constitution 
to be taken by yeas and nays. I have nodoubt thatevery Republican 
on this floor will march up with alacrity tosanction this extravagance 
and to condemn a Democratic President for arresting it with his veto, 
but I rejoice to know that the RecorpD will show to the constituency 
of every Democrat how he is to vote on this occasion. What Democrats 
are there here to march up side by side with Republicans to condemn 
President Cleveland for this righteous veto, and who are the Democrats 
that will dodge and shirk this vote? 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
GOMERY ]. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I agree with the gentleman from Alabama 
that this is a business proposition. Indeed, all these bills for public 
buildings ought to be considered as business propositions. To carry 
out the idea that there ought to be some uniform and just rule which 
would obviate this great waste of public money and do justice to small 
as well as larger towns, there has been reported and is now on the 
Calendar of this House a bill which proposes, if we intend to continue 
this system of erecting buildings for post-oflices, to establish a uniform 
system in this country for building them. 

That bill is on the Calendar with a favorable report of the commit- 
tee, and I will ask that the second and third sections of that bill be 
read from the Clerk’s desk, in order that the House may have infor- 
mation and understand what, in the judgment of the committee which 
formulated and reported it, would be a fair expenditure for a building 
in a town of the size of the one under discussion, where the gross re- 
ceipts from the post-office amount to less than $25,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield sufficient time for the reading of that bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mont- 


Src. 2. That the Postmaster-General shall cause to be prepared by the Archi- 
tect of the Post-Office Department, with the assistance of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury, who is directed to furnish his counsel and aid thereto, a 
design for post-office buildings, which, being adopted, shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Secretary of the In- 
terior; thatsuch design and plans shall be so devised asto enable the construction 
of post-offices of such variable size as may be required at the Presidential offices, 
so that additions or extensions to their capacity may be constructed from time 
to time in the future without injury to the harmony of the design or the useful- 
ness of the constructed portion; that such design and plans shail be of uniform 
general character and exterior appearance, and, so far as may be most expe- 
dient for the service to be performed in them, of interior arrangement; and 
that all such buildings shall be constructed with a view to being tire-proof, 

Sec, 3. That the Postmaster-General is authorized from time to time to con- 
struct, in his discretion, post-office buildings in accordance with the general 
design and plans so to be provided as aforesaid, at any place at which the gross 
receipts of the post-office for two years or more preceding shall have exceeded 
the sum of $3,000 in each year, but not in excess of the amounts which may be 
from time to time appropriated for such purpose by Congress; and for that pur- 
pose the Postmaster-General shall cause the proper working drawings for any 
such buildings as he shall so determine to construct to be prepared in accord- 
ance with the general design and plans aforesaid, and shall determine of what 
materials any particular building shall be built: Provided, That the cost of no 
such building shall exceed to the United States $25,000, and that the cost of no 
such building at any place where the post-oflice receipts for each of the two pre- 





I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama | 
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ceding years shall have been no more than $25,000 shall exceed to the United 


| States $20,000, and that the cost of no such building at any place where the re- 
| ceipts for each of the two preceding years shall have been more than $20,000 





rr 


shall exceed to the United States $15,000. That all contracts for the construc- 
tion of such buildings and for materials, fixtures, or apparatus to be used in 
such construction shall be let to the lowest bidder after such advertisement for 
proposals as the Postmaster-General shal! direct shall have been made for not 
less that three weeks, at least one of which such advertisements shall be printed 
in a newspaper published at the place where such building is intended to be 
constructed, if any such there be. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. The House will see that under that bill 
$20,000 would be the amount allowed to build a post-office in this 
town; and that bill can be passed at any time if the House should so 
desire, and ought to be passed if we intend to persist in this system 
of building post-offices. 

Mr. DIBBLE, I would ask the gentleman how $20,000 is going to 
erect a building where the site will cost $30,000? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If the gentleman will examine the fourth 
section of this bill he will find out how that would be done. 

Mr. Speaker, I will never have a better opportunity than this, when 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are attempting to pass 


| a bill over the veto of the President, to enter my earnest protest not 


only to the extravagance but the manner of the expenditures of the 
public revenues for public buildings intended only to beautify and 
adorn favored cities. I have been protesting with this side of the House 
against four-fifths of the taxes that are levied on the consumers of this 
country under our present tariff never reaching the Treasury but going 
directly into the pockets of the favored few of favored localities. I now 
protest against the fifth, that does reach the Treasury, being squandered 
in extravagant appropriations for public buildings in favored cities. 
One hundred thousand dollars for a post-office ina town for which only 
30,000 inhabitants are claimed looks rather extravagant to a member 
from an agricultural district in which not one dollar out of the millions 
wasted under this and similar legislation is everexpended. Those who 
get no benefit from these expenditures have a right to demand either 
that this system of public buildings cease or that some uniform system 
be adopted, in the benefits of which all parts of the country can share 
alike and in which uniformity, economy, and the demands of the public 
service shall alone be consulted. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It is with some reluctance that I vote against 
the passage of this bill, for it would be agreeable to me to accommo- 
date my neighbors in the city of Allentown, who desire a beautiful 
public building to be erected within its limits, and they can plead, I 
suppose with truth, that some other towns in the United States with 
no greater merit than theirs have been so accommodated. But this 
bill proposes a building for post-office purposes alone, and not for the 
use of the courts of the United States nor for any more extended pur- 
pose, and it therefore does not fall within the class of public buildings 
which we readily pass, where a double purpose of the Government is 
to be subserved. In the next place, I am entirely convinced that the 
reason assigned for the veto in this bill, to wit, an unnecessary amount 
of expenditure, is true and well taken. 

I have no doubt, sir, that a good building, of fair proportions, of 
beautiful architectural design, and of ample extent for all post-office 
purposes could be erected for one-half of the money which, under the 
provisions of this bill, can be devoted to that purpose; and this bill 
will constitute a scale or standard for other cases which shall hereafter 
arise. Therefore I think we ought to object to the erection of this 
standard, and confine ourselves to one more adapted to the purposes of 
economy and the necessities of the Government. I will conclude by 
saying, as my time is limited, that with considerable reluctance on 
account of neighborship and personal association, but with clear con- 
victions upon public grounds for reasons which apply to this measure, 
I shall be compelled to vote against it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, this is a pure business question. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] was pleased to depart from its 
business aspects and to introduce some political references. Now, sir, 
on all political questions, I am proud to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that I have always found I could conscientiously support the 
President of the United States. But this is simply a case where the 
President, in the exercise of his undoubted prerogative, has said to the 
House of Representatives: ‘‘I think you have voted too large an amount 
for this public building, and I therefore return the bill with that ob- 
jection.”’ 

What is the effect of that, Mr. Speaker? Does it mean that the 
President of the United States says to his political friends in the House 
of Representatives, ‘‘I tell you to support me in that view?’’? That 
certainly is not the position which the President would take; that is 
not the constitutional position; and no one who has ever been elevated 
to the high office of President would for a moment take such a position 
in a message to the Houses of Congress. Is it in violation of party 
fealty to differ on a business question of dollars and cents involving no 
political principle, and does the gentleman from Georgia mean to inti- 
mate that a Democratic President would attempt in a message to dic- 
tate to a House with a Democratic majority? I, for one, would dis- 
like to entertain such a charge against a President in whom I have the 
confidence that I have in the present Executive of the United States. 
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The President has simply done what he thinks is his duty. He has 
asked the House to reconsider this measure, and that is what the Con 
stitution requires the House to do. 

And, Mr. Speaker, in what way did the House proceed to re 
this me Hastily? Notatall. They referred it to the commit- 
tee which had reported the bill, and that committee took it up 
proposition. They considered the message of the President. The ob 
ich he had stated was that $100,000 was too much. They 
devot themselves to that question irrespective of party, without any 


intention t 


onsider 
asure? 
as anew 


rection W 


» do other than to consider it anew as a business proposi- 
iout any prejudice, without any influence from the Executive 
or from any It is the constitutional prerogative of this 
House, whe measure is returned by the.President, to consider it 
without influence and on its merits, and in that way only can legisla 
tive independence be preserved. AsI stated before, the Executive inthis 
veto message does not address instructions to the majority of this Hous« 
simply asks the House to reconsider this matter. He saysin substan 
‘*I] think a hundred thousand dollars is too much for this purpose; 
reconsider the matter under the Constitution.”’ 

committee took the bill up deliberately and referred it to asub- 
committee, that subcommittee investigated, and they found on that in- 
vestigation that in numerous instances under acts of Congress build- 
ings had been erected which cost more than $100,000 in places where 
fewer facilities were required to transact the public business thanin Al 
lentown. ‘They found that public buildings had been erected in places 
where the rental was no more than the rental at Allentown; in fact, 
they found, Mr. Speaker, that the Allentown bill had numerous prece- 
dents in this and in previous Congresses. 

They formed their judgment and they have submitted it now to the 
House for its decision. 
that the amount provided in the bill was not excessive. Their infor- 
mation is that a proper site for this building will cost $30,000. That 
leaves $70,000 for the erection of the building. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
have here the report of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, in 
which will be found several buildings for post-offices simply, and there 
is scarcely a public building anywhere in this country that has been 
erected for so small an amount as $70,000. There is no public build- 
ing in the country in a place of the size of Allentown which, whatever 
the original limit of cost may have been, has been erected for less than 
$70,000—I mean within the last twenty years. This bill might have 
been reported for $50,000; it might have passed for $50,000; it might 
have been approved for $50,000. Undoubtedly, from the tenor of the 
President’s message, if the bill had been for $50,000 or $60,000 he would 
have approved it. 

He has approved at this session a bill for a public building for a much 
smaller place, involving an appropriation of $60,000. What would 
have been the result? This bill, with an insufficient appropriation, 
would have gone upon the statute-book as alaw; $30,000 of the money 
would have been expended for the site and only $30,000 would have 
remained for the building. Then next session there would be a bill to 
increase the limit of cost, a foothold having been gained by the first 
small appropriation of $50,000 or $60,000, and on investigation we 


would have had to report $30,000 insufficient for the purpose, and the 
consequence would have been that the building would have cost $100, 
000 before it was completed. Now, sir, I am in favor of making these 
appropriations large enough in the first instance, and then holding the 
executive officers strictly down to the limit. 

It has been the purpose of the committee at this session so to shape 
their recommendations as to subserve that end; and this amount, ac- 
cording to the experience with all the buildings now being erected and 
which have heretofore been erected, will not do more than put up such 
a public building as the city of Allentown requires for the accommo- 
dation of the public business in the next ten or fifteen years. 


tion, witli 


other source. 


The 


In view of these considerations, Mr. Speaker, we submit the matter | 


to the House, and I call the previous question upon this whole mat- 
ter. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is, Shall this bill pass, the objections 
of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? According to the 
requirement of the Constitution, this question must be taken by yeas 
and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 82, not vot- 
ing 102; as follows: 

YEAS—140. 


Adams, Buchanan, Dibble, Guenther, 
Allen, Mass. Bunnell, Dingley, Hal}, 

Allen, Mich. Butler, Dorsey, Harmer 
Anderson, lowa sSutterworth, Ermentrout, Haugen, 
Anderson, Kans, Campbell, Ohio Farquhar, Hend+rson, Ll. 
Arnold, Cheadle, Finley, Hermann, 
Atkinson, Clark, Flood, Hires 

Baker, N. Y. Conger, French, Hitt, : 

Bayne, Cooper, Fuller, Holmes, 
Bound, Cox, Gallinger, Hopkins, Il. 
Boutelle, Crouse, Gay, Hopkins, Va. 
Lowden, Cutcheon, Gear, Hopkins, N. Y, 
Brewer, Dalzeil, Gest, Hovey, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Darlington, Goff, Hunter, 
Brown, Ohio. Davis, Grimes, Jackson, 
Brumm, De Lano, Grout, Johnston, Ind, 


They came to the conclusion as business men | 
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Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.Grosvenor Norwood 
Cat rn Hayden N 
Caswell Hayes Ol i 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Or Ne Pe 
( pman, Hiestand Outhwait 
Clardy Hogs Parke 
( .Trun, Houk, Ve 
( swell Howard, Pe 
( Ilutton I 
( n, Kelley ] 
( 3 Ke Ral 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the b 
Mr. COWLES. On this bill I am paired with t 
Ohio, Mr. THomMpson. If he were present, i would 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Iam paired v 
Mr. BELDE? If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘ 
Che following-named imembers were announced 
political questions until further notice 
Ir. BIGGS with Mr. FELTON. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. Houk 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. COLLINS with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, with Mr. O'NEILL, of 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. Scorr. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois 
Mr. TimotHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr BELDEN 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. H1igsTan 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Funst: 
The following-named members were announced as | 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. McComa 
Mr. WEAVER with Mr. RAYNER. 
Mr. Forp with Mr. BROWER 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. BooTHMAN. 
Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. Spooner. 
Mr. TRACEY with Mr. McCorMiIck. 
Mr. SAYERS with Mr. CANNON 
Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. KETcHAM. 
Mr. Fircu with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
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Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. STONE. of Kentuc ky, with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Che following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. Hoaa with Mr. BINGHAM, on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WISE, on this vote. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SyMEs, till Saturday. 

ir. COWLES with Mr. THompson, of Ohio, on this bill. 

. WILSON, of West Virginia. I am paired for theday with Judge 
KELLEY, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WISE. If 1 were not paired on this question with the gentle- 

in from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL}, I would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I observe by the announcements that I 

am paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. FIrcn. 
simply on political questions, 
tleman from New York, Mr. BLiss 
id I want my vote to stand. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. A numberof gentlemen on this 
ide of the House who are paired on political questions have refrained 
from voting, construing this 
so construed, we ought to know it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Without my own knowledge I was paired. 


I have voted on this question, 


I propose, of cours 
gentleman from New York | Mr. Fricr}. 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
with his colleague [Mr. Fircn]| who is, of course, of the same political 
faith as myself on general en But I do not consider this a 
political question, and I wish my » to stand as recorded. 

Ir. BURROWS. I am paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

rhe result of the vote was announced 
Democratic side. } 
EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. On yesterday, on the motion to adjourn, on the de- 
mand for the yeas a 
sistant Sergeant-at-Arms that my pair with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. PuGsLey], which had been in operation for some three or four 
days, had been withdrawn by him. Under that statement I allowed 
my vote tostand. The REcoRD this morning shows that I voted in 
the affirmative, but that the pair had also been announced from the 
Clerk’s desk, and I want the necessary correction to be made. 
The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CONTRACT LABOR, ETC. 
Mi SHAW. Mr. S pei aker, 
Conimittee on Accounts 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows 

rhe Committ 


lution 
* Resolved, That the 


I supposed the pair was with 


' — 1 
above stated. 


[ Applause on the 


I submit a privileged report from the 


ee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 


ele et committee to inquire into the importation of con- 


tract laborers, convicts, and paupers be, and they are hereby, authorized to em- | 
engers and other assistants as may, in the judgment | 


ploy such additional mess 
of said committee, be deemed necessary; and that the sum of thousand 
dollars, or so so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses of said 
committee shall be immediately available and payable out of the contingent 





fund of the House on the order of the chairman and one member ot said com- | 
and all vouchers forany such | 


mittee, in sums not exceeding $1,000 at one time; 
expenditure shall be likewise certified to by the chairman and one member of 
the committee; and said committee may report at any time’’— 
having considered the same, report it back, and recommend the adoption of 
the following amendments 

In line 3, after the word “ paupers,”’ insert the words 
lution of the [louse passed July 12, 1888;’’ and in line 8, 
sert the word “five” to fill the blank. 
And as amended the committee recommend its adoption. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the re port. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, 1 notice 


after the word “ of,”’ in- 


the Honse by giving to this select committee the right to report at any 
time. I make the point of order that the committee can not do so, 
and that that matter must be referred to the Committee on Rules, the 
Committee on Accounts having no jurisdiction of the subject. 

Tie SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 
The only matter referred to the Committee on Accounts, and the only 
matter over which the committee has jurisdiction, under the rules of 
the House, is the appropriation out of the contingent fund of the House 

Mr. BURROWS. To that I have no objection, but to the other | 
have. 

The SPEAKER 
for a moment to examine the resolution. 
finds these words 
the original resolution, a fact which the Chair had overlooked in an- 
swering the gentleman’s first suggestion, and supposes also that they 
were overlooked by the House in referring the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS ndoubtedly it was an oversight. The question 
is whether they now have jurisdiction of the matter having been re- 
ferred’in that manner, 


The Chair begs the indulgence of the gentleman 
[After a pause.] The Chair 


nd nays I voted, having been informed by the As- | 


i 
‘appointed under reso- 


in the reading of the report | 
that the Committee on Accounts has undertaken to change the rules of 


to which the gentleman objects were embodied in |! 
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aad 
| 
| 
; 


J paired } 


and supposed my pair was with the gen- | 


to be such a question. If it is not to be | 


to observe the pair in order to accommodate the | 


Buiiss!, but I now tind that it is | 








1 8 o'clock. 


JULY 19, 


The SPEAKER. Having been referred to the committee the Chair 
supposes they have jurisdiction. However, that can be striken out on 
= — of order. 

. BURROWS. 
privilege? 

The SP EAKER. Simply because it a an appropriation to pay out 
of the contingent fund of the House. however, the point of order r 
is made that it contains matters not sialon the Chair would have 
to non | that the report in that form does not present a question of priv- 
ilege. If that point of order is made, therefore, the Chair would have 
to atl it, because the Chair has frequently decided that reports 
which contain matters not privileged lose whatever privilege they may 
otherwise have had. ’ 

Mr. BURROWS. I make that point of order. 

Mr. SHAW. Can the change not be made by 
words? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
shall not objec t. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, 
stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What part of the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘That portion of the resolution allowing the com- 
mittee to report at any time. 

There being no objection, the following words were stricken 
resolution: 


How is it reported at this time as a matter of 


striking out these 


That may be done by consent. 
If that portion of the resolution is stricken out, I 


those words will be 


from the 


And said committee may report at any time. 

Mr. SHAW. I now ask the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF FI 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


NERAL EXPENSES. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of James 
K. Edwards, deceased (late one of the Official Reporters of the House), the ex- 


| penses of his last illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $500, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lhope that motion willnotbeentertained. To- 
night has been set apart for the consideration of matters reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
to try to get an arrangement for a day session now, in lieu of this even- 
ing. It would seem from the present condition of the business of the 
House that the matters to which he refers might be considered during 
the day instead of at night. The House is wearied out by the long 
strain upon it, the officers of the House, and especially the reporters, 
are tired out, and I hope the gentleman wiil consent to such an arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihaveconsulted the members of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and we are unanimously of the opinion that it 
would not be wise to adopt that course. The various conference re 
ports will be coming in on appropriation and other bills and other mat- 


| ters which will take up every day. 


Mr. McMILLIN. lam satisfied the gentleman can get time for the 
consideration of his bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think not. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will cither withdraw 
the motion, or that the House will vote it down. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. 
on a division—ayes 87, noes 72. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is now 4 o’clock, and it will take over half 
hour to call the roll; I therefore ask unanimous consent to vacate the 
order for the yeas and nays and that the House now take a recess until 
[Cries of ‘* That is right.’ ] 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the question on the motion 
to adjourn, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 24, 
nays 184, not voting 116; as follows: 


BLAND, there were, 


YEAS—24. 


Abbott, Clements, Grimes, MeMillin, 


Allen, Mass, Cobb, Hall, Mills, 
Alien, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Hatch, Oates, 

| Bankhead, Dunn, Hopkins, N. ¥ Turner, Ga, 
Biand, Elliott, Lane, Walker, 


Latham, West. 


Forney, 


Buckalew, 
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Brown, Ohio 
gryce, 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 


Burrows 


Butler, 
Bynum, 
imp Lo > 


( 

( 
Candler 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Cheadle, 
Clark, 
Cong‘ r, 
Cothran, 
Cox, 
Crouse, 
ulberson, 
ummings, 


cheon, 





zell, 
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( 
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Da 

Dargan, 


Darlington 


Bacor 
Barry, 
Belden, 


Belt 








Bin 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
jowen, 

brewer, 
Brower, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm 


ham, 


So the House 1 


Butterworth, 
( um pbe l, I se as 
Cannon, 
Caswell 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clar . 
Coch in, 
Cogswell 
Collins 
Compton, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 


4 
i 
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(ray, 

Gear, 

(rest 





Dunham, 


Finley, 
her, 


rit 
it 


ed eed et de 


Gaines 
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ch, 
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Glov 
Go 
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‘oran, 
‘ord, 
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Granger, 


Greenman, 


Harmer, 
Hayd 


Hayes, — 


Hend 


Hiestar 


Hogg 


He 
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ik, 
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Johns 


Ke 
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eluse 


During the roll-call, 
On motion of Mr. | 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. BAKER, of Ne 


The SPEAKER 





\. 


and 20 minutes p. m. 





to read the following « 


Sin: Hon. JAMES 


e at the sessi 
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Hon. Joun B. 
Clerk House 


of t! 


Re 


Ar 
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CLARK, 


y, 


Hudd, 
Hutton 


d 


tf 
A 


OPKINS, of New York, 
the reading of the names was dispensed with. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, for the balance of the day. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. _ 
I move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 
Pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent to offer a bill for present consideration. 
That can only be done by the withdrawal of 
motion to take a recess. 7 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New Yor 
tion for a recess. 
The yeas and nays were refused. 
Mr. MCMILLIN’s motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
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yN. 
he recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’c 
to order by Mr. McCREARY 


SE 


by unanimou 


ock p. m., 
, peaker pro tempore, who directed the Clerk 


ion: 








Paw y 
Sayer 
scott 

» iil ‘ 
Sherman, 


Shively 
Simimor 
Spooner, 


Stewart, T« 





Wood iri, 


Yost. 


oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Vashington, D. C., 


signated to preside as Speaker pro tem- 


J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker 


consent 


to le 


the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


was call 


July 19, 1888, 
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Point graduate, and continued in the service until 1867. Prior to the 
war he was a teacher at West Point, and rendered distinguished service 
in the Engineer Corps. At the beginning of the war he entered the 
Army as a colonel, and during the war he was brigade commander, he 
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was division commander, he was corps commander, and he commanded | 


the army ofthe James. It was believed by General Thomas, and it 


| known. 


has been stated by others, that General Smith planned the campaign | 
| movement at the time was thought by some to be made by the advance guard 


which saved the army at Chattanooga. Heisnow anold man, beyond 
the age for retirement; he is poor and is in need of the assistance of 
his Government, and it does seem to me that an officer who has ren- 


dered his country such great service, who was in at the beginning of 


the war and served from the beginning to the end, is certainly entitled 
in his old age to be placed on the retired-list and to receive the small pay 
that will thus come to him to save himself and his family from want. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. What will be his pay ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will be retired as a major-general. 

Mr. SENEY. Where is he employed now ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is employed by the Government on engi- 
neer work. 

Mr. SENEY. At what compensation ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not know, but the compensation is very 
small, 

Mr. MATSON. Can the gentleman tell us whether General Smith 
is now drawing a pension ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He is not. 
ment of the Government in connection with engineering work. 

Mr. MATSON. Does the gentleman say that he has no information 


bili? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
pay? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It amounts to between $5,000 and $6,000 a year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the amount that he would receive under 
this bill would be only three-fourths of that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Would he not receive about that amount under 
this bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. No. That is about the pay of a major-general. 

Mr. MATSON. What was his rank in the regular Army ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He was appointed a brigadier-general and 
breveted major-general of volunteers during the war. 

Mr. MATSON. But in the regular Army, I believe, he was never 
more than a colonel. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He was a colonel in the regular Army, but for 
gallant services on the battle-field he was promoted as I have stated. 
It would take too much time to enumerate all the battle-fields on which 
General Smith commanded. He was with McClellan when he first 
moved from Richmond, and he was with Meade at Gettysburgh. 

Mr. MATSON. 
the word ‘‘ mejor-general’’ where it ocenrs and inserting ‘‘colonel.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not do that. The 
distinguished services of General Smith certainly entitle him to be re- 
tired with the rank of major-general, the rank which he held when he 
resigned. Ido not believe there is another instance in the history of 
this country where a particular man saved an army as General Smith 
did at Chattanooga. Ifthe had been serving a foreign country he would 
have been rewarded far beyond our power to reward him here. He 
would have been promoted to the highest rank, and would probably 
have had nobility conferred upon him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘That is the difference between a republic and a 
despotism. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Another difference is that republics are often 
found to be very ungrateful, and, no matter what services a man may 


I believe it is two-thirds of the regular pay. 
No, it is three-fourths. But whatis the regular 


se 


have rendered, he is often turned out to suffer in poverty and in want | 


in his old age. I do not believe any officer has ever received recogni- 


tion from this Government who deserved it more richly than does Gen- | 


eral ‘* Baldy’? Smith. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
moves to strike out the word ‘‘ major-general,’’ where it occurs in the 
bill, and insert the word ‘‘ colonel.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend allow me, before he insists 
upon that motion, to read an extract from a letter from General Corse? 
We all know who General Corse is. He writes: 

I remember hearing General Grant say that “ Baldy Smith” (as we knew him 
more familiarly) was the only man he knew competent to succeed him in the 
command of the Army. 

I have another letter from a gentleman, saying that he remembers 
hearing General Thomas say that General ‘‘ Baldy ’’ Smith saved the 
Army at Chattanooga. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a man who saved 
an army, @ man who enjoyed the rank of major-general when he re- 
tired from the service, and I do not think it is the proper thing to de- 
grade him now to the rank of colonel in his old age. 

I ask leave to present the following statements of the services ren- 
dered by General Smith during the campaigns at and near Gettysburgh 
and Chattanooga. These statements have been furnished to me by gen- 
tlemen who participated in those campaigns, 


Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out | 


JULY 





MOVEMENT OF A MILITIA DIVISION UNDER THE COMMAND OF BRIG. GEN, WILL- 
IAM F. SMITH, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, DURING THE GETTYSBURGH CAM- 
PAIGN, 

Toward the end of June, 1863, Brig. Gen. W. F. Smith was in command of a 


| division of militia assembled on the right bank of the Susquehanna River op- 


posite Harrisburg, Pa. The Army of Northern Virginia, under General R. E. 
Lee, was invading Maryland and Pennsylvania, its destination being then un- 
On the afternoon of June 30 the right of General Smith’s position was 
assailed by a force of the enemy, showing cavalry, infantry,andartilery. This 


ot General Lee’sarmy. General Smith thought otherwise, and made disposi- 
tions to capture the force, but the enemy evidently discovering this in time has- 
tilydeparted. It proved to be General Imboden’s command. 

Permission to make an advance was granted by General D. N. Couch, the de- 
partment commander, and the command started July 1 for Carlisle, General 
Smith reaching that point with an advance guard of about eighteen hundred 
men, shortly before General Fitzhugh Lee's division of Confederate cavalry 
arrived; dispositions were at once made for defending the town; the advance 
guard was shortly after cut off from the main body of militia; several demands 
for surrender were made, but were declined; the town was shelled during the 
night (July 1,2), and Carlisle barracks, a lumber yard, and a gasometer, were 
fired by the enemy, the illumination from which increased the alarm at Har- 
risburg; some loss was suffered by the militia; the enemy left on the morning 
of July 2. 

General Smith soon brought together his command, and without wagon- 


| trains, moved toward the South Mountain; up to his arrival at the foot of the 


He is now in the civil employ- | 


mountains he had no knowledge of the whereabouts of General R. FE, Lee's 
mainarmy, or of the battle of Gettysburgh having been commenced, no sound 
of battle even haviug been heard; on the morning of the 4th of July he learned 
for the first time, through an unofficial source, thata battle was in progress at or 
near Gettysburgh; he sent me at once to find General Meade and tell him that 
he “‘would be at Watt's Furnace (Pine Grove) with four brigades of militia, 
with artillery, that day ;” a glance at the accompanying relief map wi!l show 


| that Pine Grove was in the rear of Lee’s army, and a force there seriously 


| 


} remount, 








. . ; . | had advanced. 
as to the amount of pay that General Smith would receive under this | 


threatened that army and its communications over the main road by which it 
I found General Meade at his headquarters that afternoon and 
reported, in accordance with my instructions, 

At his request I pointed out on the map the position of General Smith’s com- 
mand, ‘The topography ofthat region admitted of conccaling a small force, or 
of displaying it so it might appear animmense one. General Meade was made 
aware of General Smith's desire to plant his command across the Chambers- 
burgh road. Heordered metoride back at once to General Smith and ‘tell him 
to get outof there,” saying, “I neverordered himthere. He will be captured.”’ 
Ilaving been in the saddle many hours, my horse was played out, and [ asked 
General Seth Williams, adjutant-general Army of Potomac, for an order for a 
There were several general officers present, one of whom (Sedgwick, 
I think) remarked that Smith could take care of his command; whereupon, 
aiter a short consultation, General Meade directed me to remain in calling dis- 
tance, which I did. I reported early on the 6th, but the retreat of Lee was an- 
nounced shortly afterward, and I returned to General Sinith, but General Meade 
sent written orders to him as well by a shorter road (covered by the enemy 
when I started), and which reached him before I did, preventing him from et- 
fec’ ing his purpose of seizing the Chambersburgh road. 

During this trip to the Army of the Potomac, on the 4th of July, I saw noth- 
ing at headquarters or anywhere else that indicated to me that an assured vic- 
tory had been gained, and I had had previous experience with that army in 
several campaigns, and knew the feelings engendered by success or reverse, 
On the morning of the 5th, after word had been received of General Lee's re- 
treat, and not until then, did I notice any elation, such as assured victory occa- 
sions to the successful army. 

General Lee’s mainarmy retreated through the Fairfield Pass and a part under 
Imboden, with wagon trains, by the Chambersburgh road; the former was fol- 
lowed by Neill’s brigade of the Sixth Corps, and Genera! Smith moved down the 
mountains, reaching Waynesborough before Neill. For the tirst time after leay- 
ing Harrisburg rations were drawn, and from Neill’s command; Smith’s com- 
mand subsisting during the march in such irregular ways as to barely prevent 
starving. 

At Waynesborough the militia were associated with the Army of the Potomac, 
and a portion of them were engaged in batUle at Hagerstown, losing men, but 
behaving well; after Lee crossed into Virginia they returned north. 

The merits of this campaign may be summed up in,the boldness ot General 
Smith’s advance immediately after General Imboden’s attack at Harrisburg, in 
the midst of the consternation and alarm, which prevailed there as weil as 
through the entire North, which nothing but his scientific military judgement 
would scem to justify; his defense of Carlisle, with a small force of raw 
militia, against a large command of veteran troops; his refusals to surrender 
(in fact, the militia at Carlisle was the magnet that attracted the sabers of Lee's 
army and kept them away at a time when, many writers on Gettysburgh 
admit, General R. E. Lee needed them most; General Smith held them there 
by refusing to surrender. and “ with his nose between their teeth,” as it were); 
his movement toward a large army in a position at first unknown to him; his 
occupying a position of great strategical and tactical importance in the rear of 
that army when its position was known to him; his avowed purpose of plant- 
ing his command across the line of Lee’s communications, from which he was 
prevented only by direct orders from General Meade; his reaching Waynes- 
borough, in pursuit of Lee, in advance of the Army of the Potomac, and all this 
without subsistence trains and with hal(starved men. 

lle undoubtedly made an earnest endeavor to render to the Army of the Po- 
tomac and the country the best service that could be rendered with the militia 
under his command during a very trying period. 

PRESTON C. F. WEST, 
Formerly Captain, A. D, C., and Topographical Engineer, 
S'aff of Generel William F. Smith, 


THE CAPTURE OF LOOKOUT VALLEY, TENNESSEE, BY THE SURPRISE AT BROWN’'S 
FERRY, AND THE OPENING OF THE TENNESSEE RIVER, OCTOBER 27, 1863. 


Of the condition of affairs at Chattanooga in October, 1863, General Grant in 
his Memoirs, says: “A retreat at this time would have been a terrible disaster. 
It would not only have been the loss of a most important strategic position to 
us, but it would have been attended with the loss of all the artillery still left with 
the Army of the Cumberland, and the annihilation of that army itself either 
by capture or demoralization. 

“All supplies for Rosecrans had to be brought from Nashville. The railroad 
between this base and the army was in possession of the Government up to 
Bridgeport, the point at which the road crosses to the south side of the Ten- 
nessee River; but Bragg. holding Lookout and Raccoon Mountains, west of 
Chattanooga, commanded the railroad, the river, and the shortest and best 
wagon roads both south and north of the Tennessee, between Chattanooga and 
Bridgeport. The distance between these two places is but 26 miles by rail, but 
owing to the position of Bragg ali supplies for Rosecrans had to be hauled by 4 
circuitous route north of the river, and over a mountainous country, increasing 
the distance to over 60 miles. 

“ This country afforded but little food for his animals, nearly ten thousand of 
which had alfeady starved, and not enough were left to draw a single piece 
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rO WHOM BELONGS THE CI I if e tat eve ‘ 
Ry e , : ee ( | oppose | General ¢ n 
Van Horne, in his Life of General Th iS, Says i defi I ‘ i : 
so evidently originated by Genera! Smith that General Thomas gav eausons 1 Opposed t ‘ i t 
for its conception and execution In his report to the Joint Cor ee on 1 bringit } 1 for ird ra 
(e luct of the War, he said fo Bi Gen, W. F. Smi sho 1 he . ‘ . 
no pring I 3 ip Vi nha pr t 
I ul pri lé I 
I +} ¢ 
iove s row 1 ! tize ne | 
As is A iz t « i> t kK 
4 = ré - 
uu aul ii ” 7 
’ f 
4 i ' i 5 3 
first a 
is I ) if 3 
) 3 ply * * * General Grant was as explicitas Thomas in denying any c« t 
i l yond approval On th of Octo rhe sent the f 
¥ hington 
, HALLECK " Cie i fhomas had also s ‘ 1 I 
2 foot a plan for getting p ssion of the river from a t , 
ain to Bridgeport. If s id I think it w ‘ i 
ples wi f vy settied A 
*‘U. S. GRANT, Major-General.’”’ I ois [ M 
Iwo days later he again telegraphed in relation to this plan 1 th man's €x] 
> incestors ye 
General Thomas’s plan for securing the river and south side road hence P 
Bridgeport has proved eminently successful, ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ . 
U.S. GRANT, Ma; Genera pinned tovether with ha ne i 
' . : I do think 5 : i 
Ina late criticism on the “ Civil War America,’ a most impartial w ct 
t Comte de Paris, John C, Ropes, the able lawyer and distinguished mili IS to be pas 
\ ter and critic, says ‘For instance, in the account of the operations which t nendment ered D ‘ 
resulted in the storming of Missionary Ridge. we are pleased to see that the e adonte P 1 the 
‘ nt has adhered strictly to the exact facts, and has not been induced by his 
tration of General Grant to overstate, as have some of his admirers, the part te nb i j v { 
i nN ! t distinguished officer played in the success of the Federal Army We L ck ) elleve measures ol 
find a cor lial recognition of the important services rendereh by General W. | 1 stan at the ¢ | 
Smith in the planning and carrying out of the Brown’s Ferry movement. w!] : | : t . 
a. one rendered it possibl not only to maintain the Army of the Cumber j the } Sitioh i t ( Vlem be ; I \ i 
4 it Chattanooga, but to bring to its assistance, tirst tl e corps of Hooker, and then put one class of « ‘ on 
thatofSherman. We find due recognition of the sound and sure judgme ‘ t e who » | 
} ii - } \ . 1 - ‘ , 
the commanding general in availing himself at once of this skillful plan r 4 , 
t 
1 i ‘ j } y 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I admit all that my friend from nd effe 
Iilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has said in relation to the distinguished 


rvices and great merits of General Smith. It may all be prope! Mr. TOWNSHEND ler 





admitted, because itcan not bedenied. But General Smith at the time | Phe committ LLVice ind ( 
of his resignation, which was a voluntary act on his part, was holding | So the endment was agreed 
\ the rank of colonel. | Mr. McMILLI> } »s 1 4 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. And brevet brigadier-general. | the retired-list 1 if, extel 
Mr. MATSON. Which was complimentary of course, but not arank. Mr. TOWNSHEND Phat 1 d y 






If he had remained in the service, it is possible, as my friend has well | bill if adopté 


said, that he would have become a major-general. But he did not re-| Mz 
main in the service. The Government has not had his services since | list 
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\ nt com { Let the vot be tal ) 
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h i | i I n ior ¢ ring th men el 
Ur exist ( [ a re ad « cer 1s notentit ito 
81 n propo tl bill to reverse the whole po ( 
the la to! tion h ( ) tik ee the Gov } nd 
I do not ¢] Or pro} 
Mr. TOW VI) To say tl ij i 
Ol tive ‘ ii lennesse 
il t 
Mr. ‘TO SH i 1 move t I to ) 
the Hit i ) 1 
i! | ba div 
I ce the Lyvé uy 19 
ot i oO id tl bill i j i a 
] ree t » pass 
NI row ) V] i ) Co itt 
Whole i therefore mo the mm 
[The motion was reed to 
The committees ccordingly ros und Mr. Mot ARY vjD 
sumed the chair a Speaker j 0 tempore, Mr. DocKERY repo! ed that 


the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar ha 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9396 r th 


relief of General William FF. Smith, and had directed him to report t 


same back to the House with amendments. 

Mr. MCMILLIN Let this bill lie over for a little while. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND [ would rather have it disposed of I 
wi! it « ] vol } 

Mr. McMILLIN It will retain its present status. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, { understand it comes up as unfinished br 
ne . 

Mr. McCMILLI> [ only want it passed over for the present. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is its status? Does it hold its place? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Jt retains its status at this evenin; 


session. lhe Chair hears no objection, and it is passed over for tl 











Mr. TOWNSHEND In order to save time I move that the bills be 
cor dered in the Ho is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROGERS The gentleman can not appreciate the work which 
this imposes upon the clerks at the desk. It confuses everything. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask for a vote on 
his motion 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, I do not. 

Mr. STEELE, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9298) re- 
lea r the estate « Asher R. Eddy, late licutenant-colonel and quar 
tern ter ral United States Army, deceased, and George W. Gibbs 
and R. L. O n, sureties on his official bond. 

eSPEAKER pro tempore. The billisin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEELE. Iask unanimous consent to consider these bills in 
the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that we are simply 
wo! ng our cler] well-nigh to death at the very best we can do, ar 
it i l lal 1 great deal to consider these bills in the Hou 
For the re of the clerks I ask that we consider them in the prop 
way, in the ¢ nmittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the reason I made the motion 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that a good part 
of this evening’s session will be taken up by going in and out of com 


mittee I would suygest, therefore, that all the bills in Committee of 


the Whole be considered before the committee rises. 
TOWNSHEND. That will somewhat disarrange our plans. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. My suggestion is to save the clerks from the 
nt of work in journalizing the business. We are working them 
very hard. 
Mr. STEELE. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. ; 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. DockERyY in the chair. 
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WILLIAM ¢ NDICOTT, 
J of 
I we 
f ’ J 
j 
\ I QUAI ‘ RA ' 
D,. ¢ ) l 
Re t ltothe ho ! t ry of War 
In the opinion of the undersigned, the } relic g the bondsmen of I 
it-4 one i ly ¢ , ! pass 41S » act <« . p rstice i am stre 
ed and confin i pi i byt that r No, 10, 1877 tine 
+ Department, practical exone ed the principal, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Eddy, when the subje was under review and the facts were fresh inthe m 
t autho é irther. | the fact t i of money was secured by 
( ‘ e1 l of 1 the « in a ) t 
t 1 i id t b 
8. B. I ABIRD 
. I : e3 A 
Mr. MATSON. I would like to know ) fact 1 this 
report is based What was the « rea oliies nd his sur¢ 
Tv? - 
. } I Rea } ; ‘ _ 
yil { lonel Edd wasad il I ter of th 
Arm. Under him was a military storekeeper, and unde 
the storekeeper was a clerk. The clerk got the checks tor transporta- 
tion, forged the signatures of the parties to whom they were made pay } 
e, and drew the money 





Mr. MATSON. What is the amour deficit ? 
Mr. STEELE. 1 ean not give the exac 
Mr. PERKINS. The Quartermaster-General says that more money 
as recovered by the Government than the amount of the claim. 
Mr. MATSON. iam satisfied with the explanation. 

Mr. COBB. I donot think there is asingle fact disclosed in this r¢ 
port why it isthat itis just and equitable to release these parties. 

Mr. JOSE! TAYLOR. Did not thegentleman notice the state 
ment that: ‘-amounthad been recovered than tie claim itself. I] 
that not enough ? 

Mr. MORROW. It isa formal release merel 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to th 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 





bout, of 


amount, 











NATIONAL CEMETERY, FLORENCE, 8. C. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now y ield to the gentleman from South Caz 
olina [Mr. TILLMAN. ] 
Mr. TILLMAN. I move to take up the bill (HI. R. 10869 . ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is advised that this bill is in Com - 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 4 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can we not consider it now, as we are in Com- } 
mittee of the Whole? 
The CHAIRMAN. We are in Committee of the Whole on the Pri 
vate Calendar. It could not be done now even by unanimous consen 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, if necessary, I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker proiempore, Mr. Dock ERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the bill ' 
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Compa tive statement of the number of men furnished by the States durina the civil 




















war and then tread f by the National Home from date of organization to 
June 3 . ’ 
Whe I nber furnis il by the States ‘ odeneaiiee 2, 778, 304 
W he } ” ifort the National Home . 42, 605 
Peres ‘ 1umber furnished by the States cared for by the 
‘ Home > 15 
I ished by States Cared for by National Home 
‘ lerrito 
ot 
, Er 1 | Perce Enlisted Percen Admit- | Percent- 
n age Ib age ted from age 
Alabar 7,545 0.272 0. 007 15 0. 035 
Arizon l 0. 002 4 0.012 
Arka 13,815 0, 49 - 0.019 9 0.138 
Californ 15,72 ( na) 121 0, 307 | OR 0. 230 
Coloradk 1, 99S 0. 180 44 0.103 | | 0. 184 
Connecticut »>, SO 2.011 667 1.566 | 1, 455 
Dakota iM 0.007 2 0, 005 0. 157 
Delaw ‘ 12, 284 0. 442 156 0.319 0, 401 
District of Colum- | j 
bin ieceetniol 16, 534 0. 598 573 1. 345 15 1, 983 
Fiorida 2 i 0. O84 ‘ Satna j 0. 002 
Geor t 5 >, ANE 0, 125 9 0, 005 5 0.012 
Iduho ° oe l 0, O02 ; 0. 0O7 
Illinois ; 259, OU2 9, 326 2,580 6.056 f 
Indiana l ind 7.068 2, 662 6, 248 ». 469 
Indian Territors 1 0 COR - 0 01 
low . 76, 24 2.744 08 1.192 | 562 1.319 
Kansas ”), 149 ( , 286 0, 671 BLS 1. S84 
kKentuch re 2.727 SOY 2, 040 796 1. 55 
' TT  27( 1. Oo. KU 0. 192 0, 256 
Maine I 2.523 1,103 2. j 2. 45 
Maryland 16,658 1.¢ 670 1.573 1.730 
Massachusett 146, 73 5.2 3,513 8. 246 3 7.851 
Mix ‘ s7, 364 I 1,169 2.744 1 3 I 
Mir yta 24 020 0 S65 2 | 0. 47 0. 69 
Mississippi is, 414 0. 665 5 0.012 0. 098 
Missoul 109, 111 3 7 1, 062 2.49. I 2 
Mon ‘ P 0 
Nebrus 157 43 0. 100 0 
Nevada 1. O80 ] 0, 008 5 0 
New Llampshii 037 558 1. 380 l 
Ne Jersey 76, 814 1,157 2.716 1,017 2 
New M 6, i 0, OD 12 0 
New Yor 448, 850 8, 045 18, $81 6, 617 1s 
North Carolina S 19] 0 », 005 17 ( 
Oli ! ) 11.272 7,990 18. 754 7,456 17 
Orege ) SLO 0.005 14 0. 085 »?2 0 
Pennsylvania 936 12. 164 », 728 13.445 5,8 l 
ht} le Island 0.836 i 1.134 474 l 
South Carolina » 462 0. 196 | 0.903 ee nr . 
Tennessee iii 51,225 1.844 69 0. 161 v1 0.2 
I is 2,012 0. O73 lt 0, 023 66 0 
Utah 4 2 0, 00D s 0 
Vermont 5, 288 1. 198 181 0. 425 150 0 
Virginia , 723 0, 206 200 0. 469 2) 0 
Washington Tez 
ritory OO4 0. 035 14 0. 033 15 0.085 
West Virginia 32, 068 1, 154 191 0. 448 136 0. 320 
Wisconsin 91, 237 3. 284 1, 600 3. 756 2,050 4.812 
W youing cual oe , 2 0. 005 il 0, 026 
At lar 9, 426 OTE linswterenii vend eee 12 0. 028 
Tota ® 778. 304 100, 000 42,005 100, 000 42, 605 100, 000 


From this it appears that in the period covered by the table the number so 
amounts to 42,605 
Phe following statement, taken from the same authority, shows the increase and 


the ratio of the increase in the number cared for at the homes from 1883 to 1887: 
Phe average numbers of members present during the last five fiscal years are 


a ollows 

Year ending June 30 
DIET. odd scwdsaebeedi'enabease pieebestenenehiiabmas saaabaeteimabeee 6, 738 
DSS... cscseeccccccssevsccccses seers seenesneceeeeeseeeesereseseeeesensesssssseees seeretencese 7, 404 
BAD ice ncncctvaevcncesas soccrsyesdsreneseuves spubbeveestonse paces esseed qkatteonnengal mea eteunn 8,118 
ISs6 ee 8,758 
USS7 ...cccccccecccereerseccereerecsesees recsensareseses seeseseuoeeses ove 9,718 





It appears, therefore, that the actual number present through the whole 
vear has increased in five years 2,980, or 44 per cent. The number present and 
ebeent has increased in the same period from 8,480 during the year ending June 
iSS3, to 12,168 for the vear ending June 30, 1887 
n inquiry into the capacity of the present homes to care for those entitled to 
mission therein under existing law shows that at the present time every 
inch home, unless it be the Western Branch, is so crowded that inmates are 
upelled to sleep on the floors. And this is true notwithstanding the fact that 
apacity of the homes has been increased by the erection during the last 
t mporary barracks for the accommodation of 1,000 additional men. 
Speaking on the subject of the number of ex-soldiers and sailors entitled 
under the law to admission to the homes and to tie want of capacity to care 
for them, the Board of Managers, in their report for 1385, say this: 
‘The increase in the membership of the National Home (and branches) has 
easons referred to hereafter the percentage of increase 
* . * 











been constant, and for r 
has becn greater than it has been for many years. 

* Four branches of the Home (all except that at Leavenworth) now contain 
more than double the number of men for which they were originally built. The 
capacities of these branches should not, in the opinion of the Board, be further 
ased. and the limit of size of the branches now existing should be con- 
sidered to have been reached, a membership of 1,500 being, from the experi- 
ence of the Board, as large as any branch should have. 
ossible to tell how long the membership of the Home will increase 
under the present law. It is safe to say. however, that it is not probable that 
the number will begin to diminish for at least ten years, and that there will be 
an increase up to that time at least, There are now fully one thousand meu 
: » have applied for admission to the Home who are fully entitled to admis- 
6.on under the law They can not be admitted, first, because there are no places 
for them; and, second, because there is not enough money appropriated for their 
Burpy 

Axvnin the board, in their report for 1886 (June 30), says: 

** he question, how long the membership of the Home will increase, still re- 








It is im 
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mains unsolved. Under the law every soldier who is disab'ed and who can not 
earn his living is entitled to admission to the home whether his disability can 
e traced to service in the Army or not. This law was enacted on July 5. [SS4, 
During the past three years the number of those admitted on yuntof wounds 
received in action or disability incurred in service has materially fallen off. 
On the other hand, the number admitted on account of age and disability in- 
curred since the war has increased, so that the annual number of ; 








nissions 
inually increases, These causes of increase will continue as t 
grow older, and 
serics of 


rhe existing bi 


con soidiers 
ership of the Home must increase for an indetermi- 


so long 28 Congress furnishes the means for such increase. 


1¢@ men 





ies of the Flome are now filled to their utmost capacity, and, 


n the opini« ne board, only one,or at most two, of them should be further 


nlarge d 











it willbe remembered in connection with the above extract that until the 
passage of the act of Ju y 5, 1854, no sail« however wounded or helpless, could 
be admitted to any home for disabled soldiers; and, indeed, could be cared for 
only at one place in the United Stat i that the marine hospital in Ph'la- 


deiphia 





sd into a home except for disabilities 
ne of duty in the service 
ire the national homes at present thatthe managers, at their 
annual meeting for 1888, recommended the appropriation of $150,000 to be used 
in the construction of temnuporary barracks at the several branches of the Home, 
humanity in their judgment demanding that some additional effort be made by 
the Governmentto care for the disabled veterans, as it had agreed to do by law. 
This bill has passed the Senate of the United States. and is now pending on the 
Calendar of the House, having been unanimously reported from this committee 

Phe data so far presented demonstrates the incapacity of the present homes 
to provide for the increasing demand under existing law for hospitality. A 
reference to the extracts cited from the various board reports shows, first, that 
the number of those dependent and entitled to care under the law will increase 
for at least five to seven years yet; and second, that an increase in the number 
of dependents at the demonstrated rate stated by the board would add some 
twenty thousand to the list of those now received into, or known to be entitled 
to be received into, the homes under existing law 

in the opinion of your committee the number above stated will not cover the 
number of those entited to relief, and is less thanthe actual number will be, by 
thousands; and we base our conclusion on this fact, that of the 2,700,000 men 
enrolled for the war at least 1,000,000are now alive. Taking the average a 
a soldier at the expira 1 of the war to be thirty years, these survivors are 1 
fifty-three years of age, and upon them, from this age to the end of life, time 
aided by the hardships of war, wil! tell terribly upon constitutions undermined 
in the service of the country, and as a consequence drive them, where de 
pendent, to seek the protection which a great Government ought justly and 
generously to give 

Pwo facts, in a very marked degrce, confirm the conclusion of your commit- 
tee that the countrv is now entering upon the period when it is to see the max- 
imum of the suffering of its defenders, and must,in consequence, widen its pol- 
icy to meet the inc i 


Nor could any soldier be recei 
contracted in the 1 


So overcrowded 
























using demand, or narrow it, and deserting the men that 





saved it, leave them to the mercy of private or municipal charity. Your com- 
mittee do not believe the lives of these patriots were spared for such a fate. 
Thisis a Christian and civilized nation, and it will do its duty by these me#as 
they did their duty by it. 

The first of the facts referred to is the number of veteransdependent on public 
charity in the several Statesand Territories,as shown by the following table 


3 ’ 


Vetcrans in charitable ins'iutions because of their p y, and dependents, at noon 
f ’ 


October 15, 1886 


Depend- 






































































Veterans a Total. 
ents, 
Arkansas......... sauaeesaeeudes Seswasutbbonlamtsadonss eeeeee 6 
California .... 274 l 
Col do li 4 
Connecticut ; 274 91 sD 
AS 2... Soceecdciat aa ualinnsdieaieninninaives socbibeapibaninensie 15 | 2 17 
Delaware ol 17 | l Is 
District of Columbia......... 21 51 2 
Florida......... 3 1 { 
Georgi: 14 6 20 
Idaho ‘i 2 
I}linois........ os L67 994 
Indiana....... 116 p24 
lowa 119 1s 
Kansas 9 75 
iventucky 50 150 
Louisiana 3 14 
Maine..... 1, 113 1,119 
Maryland sieigieniens ; ‘ Lidéwse been, on } 
Massachusetts ........... ...... a ets 8, 798 112 8,910 
Michigan . snsaehabsiiieas ucdocs -ccemikeonccnske 473 96 56s 
Minnesota idpstnilonte 77 15 92 
SIIIIIOE ntnccininlbineinsinnoehiwindbdbeesensdisesncseisetetecneehiberss lennsneies ; penceve ons 7 
ea aiesiets _ 138 62 200 
Nebraska........ 16 1 17 
Nevada aasinbe besaetooncotas vais I 
New Hampshire. 266 95 361 
New Jersey 346 15 361 
SE MIND cncnitvnpacenapsesterddsramemeantnsusegseckeeviatebbeesininens | naéehesintesioelibaensiagete 
New York......... 1, 782 206 1, 988 
North Carolina . 12 | 2 4 
Ohio... se 732 480 1, 21 
CITOB OM .0.005. en c0ee eacce cecceseos [escecesee ous I 
Pennsy!vania.. 721 | 2, 958 8, 67 
thode Island.. 15 | 4)! 19 
Tennesscee..... 27 20 47 
TEXAS ......c00000 12 | 5 1 
Vermont 99 | 75 174 
Se . “| 12 | 2 | 14 
Washington Territo 11 | I 12 
West Virginia 44 | 14 58 
Wisconsin 125 45 170 
WF PONE ss dnccopetscresectvacctncdscsnant paren séesnveseccoenbsesent scenes estte apsroses I 
16, 856 4, 945 21, 801 
TieGwes BEASRRCNUINT Io oc ccccvensacccnsccssevnccesccssecccese sees SU i tevesecicconns #8, 000 
GEG fovtsicicncines 13, 801 
Add national homes.................. wiiubinns sseleidictiiddia te cnausthcddnilinig halal % seasick 15, 152 
OEE cisuisinpadipivebiapinvtvecs ieasinngininenttes peibinedubecate, vob whubeptaben tions werminn 28, 953 





* Eight thousand are deducted, being those receiving State aid in Maseachue 
setts who are not actual inmates of the poor-houses, 
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| the se« asit ¥ - i e var iss at x 
pt the f ms vid State } ction the x . 
disabled veter: r ts Srars ( ‘ ( A oO 
In California z wn . 
For support, probably annually 15, 00 DEAR S Y D y Sov . 
ect t 1 i 4 sUupT ‘ r< two a 147 x t t. 1 ys ~ ‘ . < rele 
annua ’ { 
at Stati iS €X] ry iH is -" sas > a 
thereof l i4 Ss vo 
f 1ildings 3 sta ’ . 
' i < i " . i Sta ‘ ~ t 
In Kansas, for orphans of and liers, and f s (and has t = € ass . . 3 F . 
ist Men {a Soldiers’ hom n ire i amd). su ‘ il $ : ‘ry ¢ ey } n 
In Michigan, for | dings ; em tine , : i 
Fors pport, l4 , 
In Mi Home and s t (has la; sstaate Ss ee 
| ne 
In Missouri (no State home) for orphans : 
In New Jersey, Newark State h " - ra oe 
Fora new St I g mn le , 
In New York, t - " , 3 ‘ 7 " 
For support p L M 
In Ohio, building " 
In Pennsylvanis te } ) 
For support a 
And for orphar 
To this can bea LN 1 Ww is 1 s 
erans at a cost « $75,000 i $2 f 3 
In addit n to these sums ts 
the States named ur t 
observation that the eo ‘ ~ 
veterans, their widows i , ‘ 
the same purpose, $11,000,00 ih c \ 
tbe class in question, but they demonstrate b i e Ge ( 
Government, The argumentof these millions p« b, the 
to the oversight of the General Governme I . t : 
erate action. When the patriotism of the States answ d I A $ 
citizens for relief to the extent of from $30,000,000 to $40,000,00 pay me : . ‘ 
obligation resting primarily upon the people asa 3 ’ 
representing the whole people, to act and assume at le 4 
bility wholly national. t 
Your committee believe that both justice t soldier . 
rand that the nation should charge itself the “ j 
) their need, who in its need protected it w - 
and patriotism ever be lessened in the estimation of 
the fact that the beneficiaries of this bill, while defendi 
often overtaken by disaster in their business, which 
varying struggle and lapsing powers of mind and body, ( CA 
utter and hopeless ruin, leaving them stricken with ¢ é 
gotten of exposure and service, stranded and desolate . 5 
of chance or public charity, to stay them as they totter down the slope of lif 5 
toward the grave. 
Your committee dismisses at once a t that Co s will 
adopt some policy of relief, and subm proposes to me the « ( 
Bibilities of the oceasion and provide fox diers as are entitied to adn . e i 83 
sion to the homes under existing law, | required , f 
Lo establish additional bra 30 or ‘ ~ - te 
lo materially en re xis t S; or ~ + ce t ‘. i : “ 
lo encourace the States to est sh State homes; or ‘ ; : - S +a 
4 lo mal wwpro , | ftot se W n rt d « i} ay . ( - ah r 7 : - Fé ‘ ; 7 & 
! 4 +. Rowland, t ins ) e ea « . 
to »xtsting home ; des = \ r sir 1 revard 4 of ¢ eat 
Of thes alternatives, your committee has selected the one —— 
satisfactory, as well ast ; . : , te _ ™ = 
wwe the States to est ee ee — y 
ry) e lying 1 the ire tr f 
inqualified support of the prese1 ; — a ides teeta Fo aoe ' : ; aad 
of whom concurred in the opin ae 4 “¥ . tnre of 188 7 : s cae 
, which is as follows , : . 5 
the construction of other pern : Ww ‘ ory s rs We a pl ‘ 
existing homes and care for those { $ their a opens 1, and er r ean ex ent 
aid to State homes And itis the : eee ee ae ae a ae , 
ul aid to tl tates is the true | $ See ee : , . 
l ag 
As early as June 30, 1886, the Board of Managers outlin i the policy of aid to aaron at : : ao = aq ; 
5 s follow e wy s - 
e survivors of tlhe war are growing old, their disabilities are severer, and ; ; ome ~ 
the number who are unab s ort themselves is for these reasons rapidly 4 og 
reasin Notwithstanding the fact that a new home, capable of providing ws ; —s 
for 1,500 additional members, has recently been completed at Leavenworth, 9-2 : 
Kans., th ire yet many disabled and destitute soldiers cared for in the alms 
houses of the country. Several of the States have endeavored to provide for 
this emergency by the erection of State mes. I)linois, Ohio, lowa, Michigan I rs - 3 A? Sarl s Flower 
and Pennsylvania have recently established State homes, and such homes have j M h Q 
for some time been established in New York, California, Massachusetts, V« b ; ; ; 4 
mont, New Jersey, Connecticut, and in afew other States. If Congress should 7 she : ae - : Sey — : 7 
provide by law for assisting in maintaining the soldiers admitted to these Stat concerning tbl ee er a . : d ° : 
homes by authorizing the Board of Managers to pay one-half of the cost « f su} I 7 ols © . : om H 7 , ae 
porting each soldier thus provided for, the necessity of building additiona s _— = ' 
homes might be avoided, except in the case of that recommended for the I 2 supported ex sively State . 4 
cifie slope.” al ber of members adr ted to d 700 
in recommending the adopti n of this policy and the passage of this bill your i t enrollmer 
committee is not unmindful of the important evidence and opinion bearing on | M ers present O29 
the matter furnished to this committee through exhibits attached to the Senat« l cheer y fur an’ 5 } lee f ¥ 
report on this subject, and which are hereto attached and made a part hereof —“ = =" ; . 
As the provisions for the distribution of the sum covered in this bill would Very respectf y 4 
be complex and intricate, your committee have decided to leave that matter to ere aN * oO A? ¢ 
the Board of Managers of the existing soldiers’ homes, whose experie >and Hon. Cuaries F. MA» 
accountability guaranty safety to the fund, and its practical applicatior tl is fone HW 
object sought 
tor the reasons set forth herein, your committee recommend that the bill « 
pass with the following amendments: : a ad ‘te 1 
Amend the title by striking out the words “their widows and orphans es Moines » 1883 
Amend line 6 of the bill by adding, after the word “war’’ therein, the words DeARS Iam str ted by G r La oO c wledge the receipt 
‘who are disabled by age, disease, or otherwise, and by reason of such disabil of ir letter of the t stant, and t ite y that ir eral asser y 
are incapabie of earning a living, provided such disability was not received in f 1886 passed a | rt establishment of an lowa Soldiers’ H e fhe 
service against the United tes J } e was subseauent!: ated at Mar ltow? t was completed last year 
tmend line 7 by striking out the following words therein, “‘and widovy 1 ind formally ovened rece 1 of i ates ¢ the mt f er 
orphan thereof. rhe report of the comr lant for January sh a that 91 ates v 
.mend line 8 by } the words ‘‘for one year the sum where ths ired for in the n ‘ the last day of t t 
same appear there u u thereof the following: “At the rate of. I ion was tata cost f about £75,000 i it pporte a 4 
Amend line 9 by the word “ dollars” therein, the words *‘ pe: ' opriation made by the State 





annum.,”’ i ia instructed to assure 3 that the ‘ 4 pathy 
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rFRED'K W. HOSSELD 
y : ’ 
] ( 
/ f 
KA VEPARTN NI 
veka, M 15, 1 
I i t j f r of March 1 
‘ of 
i ‘ ‘ kK i We have esta shed i 
f 1¢ 4 ' V ru mi 4 but w } ‘ , 
{ ‘ , a we 
i ’ bill to provide aid for ®t oO s fort up 
c i ana rs of the United State ihe rd of Mana 3 
has i ou ! ir ual report to Congre Phis 1 
mer at } ad it my i on and on my motion, I had not at 
ho ! est ! i iA mber of States, and it seemed to me u ist 
that the Stat taxed to support men who were disabled in the s 
o { 
Y« ‘ 
JOHN A. MARTIN, 
J CT F.M , 
i s ‘ D. ¢ 
( imo EAI Ky UcKY, Executive D1 {ENT 
Frankfort h 10. 1888 
Dear Srr: Your te f ist instant, inclosing copy of Sena 1 No, 2 
was duly received For reply | would state that Kentucky has no ‘State Sol 
aie liom While Ll sympathize with the soldiers of our Republic who may 
have incurred any of the various forms of disability incident to military servi 
I think such persons are peculiarly the wards of the nation, and as such should 
be liber y provided for at the national expense 
i} the honor to } very respectfully, 
Ss. B. BUCKNER 
G ernor of Kent 
I Coar Les F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senate, Was? yn, D. € 


MINNESOTA SOLDIERS’ Homer, St. Paul, Minn., March 9, 1888. 

Dear Sram: Your letter of March 2to Governor McGiil has been referred to 
me for reply 

rhe State of M lished by a law passed 
in March, 1887. It is now located in temporary quarters at Minnehaha Falls 
(between St. Paul and Minneapolis), and near the permanent grounds on which 
buildings will at once be erected. The temporary home was opened Novem- 
ber 15, 1887,and now has fifty-eight inmates, its full capacity of accommodation 
We have at least forty more applications, which we have been obliged to de- 
cline on account of lack of room, but we are helping the applicants from our 

outside relief fund,"’ at various places, antil we can provide for them. 

it is safe to say that there are at least one hundred and fifty homeless ex-sol- 
diers (without families) in this State, who should be immediately gathered into 
our State home, and wiil be as soon as buildings can be provided, Andthe nun 
ber will rapidly in« We shall build with a view to a maximum capacity 
of eight hundred or one thousand men. The State does not regard it as pri- 
marily its duty tocare for these veterans, butthe National Homes can not take 
them, and as soon as it was found that many of them were drifting into poor- 
houses the Grand Army of the Republic took the matter up, and this is the re 
eult. 

| inclose copies of the report of the secretary of our board. From this you 
wiil see that we have an outside relief fund from which we are caring for hun- 
dreds of men living at nome with their families, who would otherwise be eligi- 
ble for admission to the home. It is a very valuable feature, but is also doing 
the work which should beldone by the National Government, and which we will 
be largely rel sd from if the Senate pension bill becomes a law. 

Both the governorand myself think very highly of the principle of your law. 
But we think that the allowance to the St ates should be Sasenaena te atleast $15 
per annum for each inmate. Even then it would 1 h less than half the cost 


of maintenance, counting interest and repairs of buildings, etc. We are kee 
1 


} : ‘ wa? YY 
nnesota hasaState Soldiers’ Home, estab 
















































ing there men confortab not as paupers to be starved, but as inv ls to b 
nourished, The average age of our inmates isabout sixty years, and 40 per cent 
of them are fit subje for medical treatment. 
rhe report of t secretary, which I inclose, was made February 13. S 
then ¢ D er of 3 inc < f i, to fifty-eight, and the 
1 ie 1 f and disburse ime have increased in still 
proport Phe fact is that the as to the law and its operat 
} tt be d minate rhout the State, and itis on 
‘ t worl ‘ ‘ ed in « that its full necessity and 
i ‘ a will be appreciate 
I \ e glad at yt i inf uti ny pov 1b- 
ji 
very t ‘ 
HENRY A, CASTLE 
tor C. 1 I I 
9: NEBRASKA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Lincoln, March 7, 1888, 
Dears . ¥ I vor of the 2d instant, inclosing copy of bill to provide aid 
for State hon I pport of disabled soldiers, sailors, ete., has been received. 
Ini to i} e the honor to state that the Legislature of this 
State « ‘ r ¢ ted a law providing for the « stablishment of a soldiers’ 
home at ¢ island, Nebr. The main buildi is now nearly completed, 
No one us en r ved into it. When occupied the inmates are to be 
supported by approp tions from the State. 
t provides for r vil into the institution all soldiers = sailors 
“who have become disabled * by ason of such service’ in the late ar of the 





reb« n.”’ old age, or other causes, from earning a livelihood, and who would 
be dependent on public and private charity; and also wives of such soldiers and 
sailors, and their children under the age of fifteen years, and the widows, and 


children under the age of fifteen years, of soldiers, sailors, and marines who 
died vile i rvice of the United States, or who were honorably discharged 
from such eer and who have since died, etc. 


rhe act establish r this home contemplates the erection of cottages, each on 
& lot of 2} acres, so that the veterans who are able may do a little in the way of 


reating the home was approved March 4, 1887. 
) suggestions to make in reference to the bill, except to call attention 
‘disabled.’ I trust that that word as used in this act does not re- 


tiers disabled by wounds, but to such also as are disabled by rea- 




































ervice ithe w of ther ] by old ag oti ise fx i 
‘ Failivelil ai. 
hear indorss mecasu id 1 tl st of justice 
i be ai 
\ t y, ye 
* i M THAYER 
if I [ANDE! N 
ilcs S r, bb ’ D,. ¢ 
( J ARTMENT, 
GOVERNOR, 
us, March 14, 1888, 
ms I of tl the State & Ohio is 
} i ‘ at 1@ a hio. We are build- 
t at is 1 ition building and 
4 ot « ti ar cupation by ine | 
in I s pre ’ ral Assembly of date April 30, 1836 
} The e has appropriated for its construction $150,000, ‘lore will be appro- 
} pr i ! led until it is finished,at which ¢t e itis ex} ed to accommo- 
dat ribout 1 mat 
We have at Xenia, Ohio,a home for the orphans of soldiers and sailors, 
| which a I dated during th ear 15 thbout seven hundred inmates 
\llow me to s that y« ll should be amended so as to reimburse 
j each Siate for oidier’s orphan it is supporting in a home such as ours at 
j or to be, very res] = 
J.B. FORAKE 
lilo ( s, | TAND SON 
I} n i, LD, 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER 
| Harrisburg, March 3, 1888, 
My ] 1h SENATO: x i ‘ r of t rd nt, inclosing copy of Senate 
| bill entitled “A bi n e aid to State homes for the support of disabled 
| soldic States and their widows and orphans,” has 
| been received. We have a State home in Pennsylvania, loc -din the city of 
| Erie. It was established in pursuan« the provisions of the act of June 3, 
| 1855. It has been in active operation for nearly two years. The number of in- 
it resent is about Of these some 10 to are absent on leave, mak- 
| ng 1al number present in the home about 240 








We are making large additions to the buildings just now, so that we expect 
to be able to accommodate within the next six monthsabout six hundred in all 
It is a distinctively State institution, built with State funds, managed by a board 
of trustees provided for in the original act establishing the home, and is main- 
tained by State appropriations. No one is admitted to the home except those 
who served in Pennsylvania regiments during the warof the rebellion and 
| have been honor ibly discharged from the service and are without means of 

sat care is exercised when admitting the inmates to seethat their 








livelihood. 
record of service is allright. Lean not see, underthe circumstances, why the 
General Governmeut should not provide for the men who are there assembled, 
and it seems to me that the provisions of your bill are entirely proper. 

e will probably expend $250,000 in buildings and equipment, in addition to 
» value of the ground and buildings which the State had on hand, and which 
i been intended originally for a marine hospital, 
he provisions of your bill do not, as far as I can se 


i 












onflict ir ly Way W 
proper ms: gement of our home, or of any other which may have been or 
m hereafter be established under State supervision and authority. The ben- 


efi effects of the bill will, in my judgment, be better than an indiscriminate 
pendent pension bill, inasmuch as the 
f the Government will go to the men who are in actual and pressing 





service pension, or even a general de 
c 


ilst our State will not hesitate to provide for these men in the manner in 
which itis now doing it, itis nevertheless true that the provision should be 
made by the General Government, and the State in contributing toward thi 3 
worthy object is simply lilling so much of legitimate burden from the shoul 
of the Government. 

Very cordially, yours, 











JAMES A. BEAVER. 
ion. CHARLES F, MANDERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 





EXECUTIVE OFFicE, MICHIGAN, Lansin 88 
Dear Srr: Yours of the Istinstant, making inquiries in relati - 
igan Soldiers’ Home,at hand home for disabled Michigar 1 








ture in June, 1885. It ws 
and dedicated on the 3lst of December, 1885. The building, furnitur 
ments have cost $160,000. It has provisions for three hun 
mates, but is now ees and four hundred ar accom nm 





sailors was established by act of our Le 

















A bout $145,000 for the current expenses of 1887 1886 were ap ated, 
iking an annnal average expense of about $200 ea rhe plan y stothe 
reneral satisfaction of the old soldiers and citizens of the State 
Cc. G. LUC 
Hion. CHARLES F, MANDERSON, 
Washington, D. C 
STATS oF New JeEeRrsry, Ex! TIVE DEPARTMENT, 


ton, Murch 6, 1888 


My Dear SENATOR: I send you the last annual reportof the mar rs of the 
New Jersey Home for Disabled Soldiers, It was organized under an t pass sed 
in 1866, and hasa permanent annua! appropriation of $25,000 for its ‘eupport. 
An additional amount of $10,000 has been appropriated this year for its proper 
maintenance, 

The State has made an appr 
and the erection of suitable build 
be oceupied in the spring. 
| _Talsosend extracts fr ym my ¢ 





| 
| 
| 
| Very truly, yours, 
| 





| 





| give you m 


roller, whicl i 
Very truly, yours, 





Hon, CHARLES F,. MANDERSON, 
Washingion, D. C, 


{Extract from messag 
SOLDIERS’ HOME, 
By the report of the managers it appears that there were 328 inmates on the 
3lst of October, 1887. There were admitted during the year 329; discharged, 
269: expelled, 12; died, 3 The average number of inmates was 529 per day. 
Of the inmates of the home during the year 513 served in New Jersey regiments, 
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from Pennsylvania has stated that it interferes with the business of the | 


House. I have no desire to do that, and on that account I withdraw 
the demand for the further reading; but it ought to be inserted in the 


five minutes, and Jet us have the grounds upon which this action is 
sought 


Mr. LAIRD, This report, if it had the attention of the House, will 


be seen to demonstrate from the figures presented by the Board of Man- | 
liomes that there were two million seven hundred and | 


agers of Soldier 
odd thousand soldiers enrolled in the Army of the United States during 
the war. 
viving. It states that forty-two thousand of these soldiers have been 
entertained at these homes established by law. There are five, and 
the one at Los Angeles makes the sixth, but it is not yet completed» 
It shows the average of these soldiers to be about ten thousand who 
are received and cared for at these five homes. 

‘the report of the managers demonstrates that either we must build 
additional homes, we must enlarge the capacity of those in existence, 


or we must grant aid to the States and encourage them in caring for | 


these veterans, or refuse to do anything, and let these men take care 
of themseives to the end of life. 

I have not been the champion of reckless legislation in the committce 
but have favored this bill as a means of escaping from the expenditure 


it appears that there are at least one million of them sur- | 
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of vast sums of the public money for the erection of flats called sol- | 


diers’ homes, the usefulness of which must diminish in a short time 
about ten years—and leave upon the hands of the Government vast 


properties that either will be valueless or lessened in value, when the | 


necessity for caring for the soldiers in them is diminished, 


The recommendation of the Board of Managers is clear, distinct, and | 


practical. 
capacity of the present soldiers’ homes, or to pass this law and encour- 
age the States to care for their own men. And from the statements of 
the ofilicers and governors of the States it appears that there had been 
expended in all the States for the caring of soldiers, which, I submit, 
belongs to the Government of the United States, as a matter of public 
spirit and patriotism, the extraordinary sum of $40,000,000. The 
great State of Massachusetts leads with an expenditure, creditably in 
her favor, of $18,000,000, The State of Wisconsin follows with an ex- 
penditure of $11,000,000; and so on until the vast sum of $40,000,000 
has been expended for the caring of these men by the States. 

So, then, the proposition comes down to this, and is fairly presented 
to the House, as to whether we shall pursue a policy which will en- 
courage the States to care for these soldiers or expend this sum in en- 
larging the present capacity of the soldiers’ homes now in existence, 
or refuse to do anything. 

Mr. MATSON. Doesthe bill apply only to homes now established ? 

Mr. LAIRD. It applies to those established now and those to be es- 
tablished hereafter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
LAIRD] whether it will not cost the Government under this proposed 
plan about one-quarter of what it would cost to construct national sol- 
diers’ homes and maintain them? 

Mr. LAIRD. I will answer that in this way. The original cost of 
the maintenance of a soldier at the soldiers’ homes is upwards of $200 
a vear, so the Government here assumes but one-half of the responsi- 
bility it would have to assume if it proposes to continue to support the 
soldiers at the national homes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Before the gentleman sits down there are one or two 
points that I would like some information about. Do I understand 
that soldiers who are disabled but who are drawing pensions from the 
Government are entitled also to the privileges of these homes ? 

Mr. LAIRD. If the pension is over $24, no. If it is under $24, then, 
under the rules of the Board of Managers, it is subject to distribution to 
the families of the men, if they have families; otherwise it is paid into 
the treasury of the hume. 

Mr. ROGERS. By the rules of the Board of Managers, the gentle- 
man says. 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then, if the limit is fixed at $24 by the authority 
of the Board of Managers, what reason is there why they should not 
change it and extend it to $54 or $504, or any other figure? 

Mr. LAIRD. It is the law that fixes the limit. The law provides 
that if a soldier receives a pension above that amount, $24, he can not 
go into a home. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understood you to say a moment ago that it was 
fixed by authority of the Board of Managers. 

Mr. LAIRD. No. The character of the disability and the class of 
men who shall receive the benefit of this aid are determined by the regu- 
lations of the Board of M:nagers. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have my friend’s construction of that, and now, if 
he will pardon me, I will read the provision of the bill: 

That all States which have established,or which shall hereafter establish, 


homes for disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States who served in the 
war of the rebellion,or in any previous war, who are disabled by age and by 


reason of such disability are incapable of earning a living. 


Thus the disability may be the result of habitual drunkenness, it 


They ask us to give them as much money to add to the | 


a 





JULY 19, 





may be the case of some young man who was twenty-five or thirty 
years of age when the war closed, and who by a reckless life has be- 


| come an inebriate or otherwise diseased or disabled,and such a man 
Recorp. Let the gentleman make his statement, if it can be made in | 


will have the benefit of the home under this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the language of the existing law in 
regard to admission to the National Homes. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will pardon me amoment. I can 
not grind two axes at once. The bill proceeds: 

And by reason of such disability are incapable of earning a living. 

Your bill has no sort of limitation whatever. It would embrace 
within its terms a man who had become a complete wreck by reason of 
drunkenness or any other vice. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ‘The language which the gentleman has read is 
the existing law. 

Mr. MAISH. This bill does not propose to change the existing law. 
What the gentleman has read is the law as it now exists in relation to 
admission to national soldiers’ homes for disabled soldiers, and this 
bill simply recites the law as it exists. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not know what the committee think this bill 
proposes; I am looking at the bill. 

Mr. MAISH. But what I am trying to impress upon the gentleman 
is that this bill does not propose to change the existing law which ap- 
plies to national homes for disabled soldiers. 

Mr. ROGERS. What does the gentleman mean by the “ existing 
law?” 

Mr. MAISH. 
existing law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand that under the existing law a man 
who has become disabled and incapable of taking care of himself, by 
reason of his own recklessness, drunkenness, or other vice or crime, 
may be admitted to the home and cared for there ? 

Mr. MAISH. If that is the interpretation of the law, I say yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of lilinois. You mean that that is the gentleman’s 
interpretation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, if that is the general law now, I do not see any 
necessity for enacting this bill. 

Mr. MAISH. ‘That is another of the gentleman’s mistakes. We 
propose simply to admit into the State homes for disabled soldiers upon 
the same terms on which they are now admitted to the national homes 
and at the same time save the Government $100 a year in each case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is a measure of economy to the General 
Government. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, with me it is not a matter of economy; it is a 
matter of principle. 

Mr. WARNER. Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas will allow a sug- 
gestion, this law was amended in 1884, when Congress authorized the 
establishment of the soldiers’ home at Leavenworth. What thegentle- 
man has read is the general law, and if this bill simply read that the 
same class of soldiers with the same disabilities should be admitted into 
the homes which the States establish as are admitted into the national 
homes for disabled soldiers, the effect would be the same. The lan- 
guage of the existing law is simply copied in this bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas to a provision which I think checks the danger that he seems 
to anticipate. I read, beginning in the twelfth line of the bill: 

The number of such persons for whose care any State shall receive the said 
payment under this act shall be ascertained by the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers under such regulations as it may 
prescribe. 

Now, if any fault is to be found with the possible abuse of power by 
the board, that of course is not a thing for which the Committee on 
Military Affairs or the Congress of the United States is responsible. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not want to consume time, but I have just a 
word or two to say. There are many provisions in this bill which do 
not meet my approbation. In the first place, I dislike very much to 
see Congress enter into a co-partnership with the States. In my judg- 
ment we had better keep the lines between the States and the General 
Government well delineated. The second objection that I have to the 
bill is that we make a surrender of the money of the General Govern- 
ment to the States, without any such control of the management of 
these homes as will enable the General Government to see that the 
money is properly expended and the parties properly taken care of. 

On the other hand, if a power of regulation and control on the part 
of the General Government be asserted, then you are doing a thing 
which the Constitution does not warrant; you are undertaking to con- 
trol the institutions of a State. So that upon either horn of the di- 
lemma this matter is to me seriously objectionable. 

It is true I do not profess to know anything about the management 
of these homes, and I have had very little to do with matters connected 
with the military arm of the service. It is with much diffidence that 
I consume a moment upon a matter of this kind. But to my mind 
this bill is seriously objectionable from every aspect in which it can be 
viewed, and I can not vote for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, let us have a vote. 

Mr. GIFFORD. There are two or three formal amendments which 
I would like to offer. 


I mean that the language which you have read is the 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to say to my friend from Dakota [Mr. | ported to the House with the recommendation 








GiIFFrorD] that by submitting amendments now he is simply imperil- | table. 
ing the bill, because according to the understanding among members Phere was no objection, and it was ordered according! 
of the committee this bill must be withdrawn unless it be acted upon Mr. TOWNSHEND moved that the co ttee rise 
very shortly. Che motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I only desire to insert the word ‘‘Territory.”’ rhe committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Mé \RY ha 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer that amendment? the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Dov ty ted t 
Mr. GIFFORD. At the suggestion of gentlemen of the Military | mittee of the Whole House had had ler 
Committee, who think the bill may be imperiled by offering amend- | order, and had directed him to report ! 
ments, [ withhold my amendment. S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes 
Mr. ADAMS. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from | diers and sailors of the United Stat 
Nebraska [Mr. Larrp], who, I believe, has control of this bill, to what | to provide aid to State homes t i 
‘ seems to me to be a very awkward and inaccurate wording in the first | sailors of the United States, t 
section. ‘The language is: ‘* Provided such disabilities were not in- | ommendation that it be |! 0 t 
curred in any war against the United States,’’ or words substantially a 
like those 
Now, the gentleman knows, and I know—— Mr. TOWNSHEND I 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. My colleague [Mr. ADAMS] will allow me to | sissippi [| Mr. Hook: 
make a suggestion. There is an understanding on the part of the Com- Mr. HOOKER. I call upfor « 
mittee on Military Afiairs that any bill, the consideration of which shall | thorizing the President to aj 
| occupy more than fifteen minutes, shall be withdrawn. This bill has | adier-general, with the rar und ¢ e 
now occupied half an hour, and if the time is to be consumed by con- | turned from the Senate with an n t 
tinued argument or inquiry I shall ‘feel it incumbent upon me, in the | non-concur in the amendment of t 
interest of many other bills which I think will meet with no serious ed on the disagreeing votes of two | 
opposition, to withdraw the bill. he amendment of the AS 
Mr. ADAMS. I do not propose to make any argument. If my re 1, line 5, strik : ‘ 
league had waited patiently for a moment he would have found— ‘ is n linet Lins 
Mr. LAIRD. I appreciate the point of the gentleman. My answe ona inant em 
is that under our instructions we have made this bill in accordance Mr. HOOKER. Thisbill h f 
with the Senate bill. ! t is precisely the sar rt of the Hous 3 pas 
Mr. ADAMS. Well, it is inaccurately drawn. ence to General P. F. Smith. Both vw el t Al 
Mr. MACDONALD. Then, it ought not to be passed. ofthe war. General P! t I t I 
Mr. LAIRD. It is not so inaccurate as to be objectionable. retired as major-general of volunteers pre yas in the case just } d 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. Under the bill in Mr. McMILLIN. I have mined the é aS ] d 
its present form the State of Massachusetts, which has expended, i: find when he resigned he v ) ima 
caring for its soldiers, something like $18,000,0U0, may not be compr Mr. TOWNSHEND Che gentleman is é 
hended. I therefore move to amend by inserting, in line 4, after th: Mr. McMILLIN hat 1 the rej 
word ‘‘establish,’’ the words ‘‘or which support wholly or in part Mr. HOOKER, 1 to the case of General ] necede 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ne ( 3a r at the time he entered » the A f 3 retired 
braska whether this bill in its terms applies to the Territories ? a& major-general at the clos tl \ H i 1 
Mr. GIFFORD. That is the amendment I desired to offer. tion at West Point up to the conclusion the war 
Mr. LAIRD. That does not affect this amendment. When t L left t iT t proposed to retire him as a colonel. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the object of this amendment? [t came back from the Senate wit 4 amendment to retire Las a 
Mr. LAIRD. The object is this: It allows the State of Massa: 





setts to receive such benefit as it may be entitled to receive under the Mr. HOPKINS, of Illino \ it was his k at t e he re- 
general provisions of this bill, but which without the amendment it | tired from the Arthy? 
might not receive or which it might be questionable whether it would Mr. HOOKER. He wasa nel at the time he retired. but he wa 
receive, It does not enlarge the bill at all. [Cries of ‘* Vote 1 major-general in the volunteers. 
**Vote!’’] Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois I understand t! Military Ce 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do not understand yet the evil which the the Senate have a rule which governs them in t e matt 3, and 
tleman seeks to correct. What is the remedy desired? t s the reason it has changed it from colonel to 1 
Mr. LODGE. ‘The State home of Massachusetts was established Mr. HOOKER Precisel and exactly th t y tothe 
largely by private benevolence, in the first place, and afterwards char- | « case which has t been acted upor 
tered by the State, there being over $200,000 of private subscription Mr. HOPKINS, of [linois That may | 
to establish the home. It was established as a private home at first Mr. HOOKER And I insist the H e pa 1a bill retiring 
The State gives to the home $20,000 a year, but the bill would exclude | him with the rank of colonel for 1 ng service, that whatever may 
it because $200,009 were given by private subscriptions. ( ile of the Senate in regard to these matters, as suggested by the 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is that the object of the amendment? rent ian, I hope the House will insist npon its ow vetion and non- 
Mr. LODGE. Yes; that is the object of the amendment. ym The Senate has appointed a committe f conference, and 
Mr. LATRD’S amendment was agreed to sked a conference with the Hous« his shows that it an open 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Imovetoinsert.afterthe word ‘Stat { to be considered between the two Ho : Cris Vote!’ 
wherever it occurs, the words ‘‘or Territories.’ \ 
; The amendment was agreed to Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If the Senate has passed upon the mat 
: Mr. STEELE. I move, after line 4,to insert ‘‘and orphans of soldiers | ter and the statement is correct that this gentleman only held the ran! 
= and sailors. of major at the time oi retit vy, 1b seer to me th } ; high a rank 
: The amendment was agreed to. as he should hold under this b 
e TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestion recurs on laying the bill aside with Mr. HOOKER. Well, let it be settled t nference 
2 the recommendation that it do pass as amended. Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois \ not sett I ler 
% The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 13. Mr. KEAN. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
| Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. ment 
ye Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point of no quorum practically destroy eSPEAKER » tem) Chat motion takes eder 
P the session for this evening, and if it is insisted upon I must withdraw Mr. HOOKER Che Senate asks a conference with the H i 
| an the bill and take up some other business. the amendment 
Mr. DORSEY. ‘The gentleman from Texas agrees to let the com- Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois But that 1 iway with if the 
mittee rise, when he will ask for a vote in a full House. House cor Sena endmen ‘ son why he 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of no | should not be retired simply as a majo 
quorum ? Mr HOOKER. Thisis not an isolated We have retired many 
Mr. KILGORE. I do, with the understanding that the bill shall go | other officer upon a higher rank than they had at t time of leaving 
over to be voted on in a full House. the Army We haveretired t yn t nix t held in the vo .- 


Mr. LAIRD. Let the bill be reported to the House. teer serv 
Mr. KILGORE. I do not object to that. Mr. HOPKINS, of I ( VV f we have dor vrong before I 
So the motion to lay the bill aside to be reported te the House with repes now . 
the recommendation that it do pass as amended was agreed to. Mr. O'NEILL, o ari As I understand it, t | grant 





The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 7939) | some measure of relict in conference 
to provide aid to State homes for the support of dis..bled soldiers ; Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois I move to concur in the Senate amend- 


sailors of the United States, their widows and orphans, will be re- | ment 
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“(Extracts from the annual report of the Secretary of War, 1887.] 


“On the subject of paymasters’s bonds, I quote the remarks of the Paymas- 
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the total number of paymasters should have been reduced to twenty- 
nine 

Mr. ROGERS. I went toask one question for information, because, 
as I said before, Iam not very familiar with the military arm of the 
Government. Are these paymasters officers in the Army ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. They are majors in the Army. 

Mr. ROGERS And their salaries are increased by reason of their 
acting as paymast 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think not. They have the rank of major. 

Ir. ROGERS. But their pay is increased, is it not, by reason of 
their acting as paymasters ? 

Mr. MAISH. No; they are appointed from civil life. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But they are put on the retired-list. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam satisfied this bill will not pass to-night; 
and I therefore ask my friend from Michigan not to insist upon its 
present consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. With two amendments, I should not object to the 
bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think that toa part of the bill there will be 
no objection whatever-——the feature in regard to the bond, and the en- 
actment of that will be a great relief. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us goon with the bill fora moment. Would 
not the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUrcHEON] accept an amend- 
ment inserting, after the word ‘‘company,’’ in section 1, the words 
‘*or both,’’ so as to allow the Department to take the bond of an in- 
demnity company or an individual bond, or both? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will accept that. It will then be in the dis- 
reetion of the Secretary. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I propose to amend section 2 so as to make it 
read: “* That the Army shall hereafter be paid monthly whenever the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, shall so direct.”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwould rather accept that than not have any 
legislation on this subject. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Does this bill propose to increase the number of 
pay masters ? 

Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
one. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
number at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, after the word ‘‘company,”’ insert the words 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in section 2, the words ‘‘the number of paymasters in the Army 
with the rank of paymaster shall be fixed at forty and ;’’ so as to make it read: 


‘That the Army shall be paid hereafter monthly whenever the Secretary of 
War in his discretion shall so direct.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move toamend by inserting after the 
word ‘‘disbursing,’’ in line 5, of section 1, the words ‘‘or other.”’ 
Other officers than disbursing officers are required, as I understand, to 
give bonds. Let them have the same privilege of giving a personal 
bond, or the bond of a guaranty company. 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER, of New York, was agreed to. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish toinquire what is the necessity of au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to accept a personal bond, or the bond 
of an incorporated guaranty company? Does that change the existing 
law? Can he not do so now? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This provision is in the alternative; the Secre- 
tary of War may accept either or may require both. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to af&iend the title of the bill 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘ disbursing,’ the words ‘‘or other.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask that final action be taken on the 
bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out ‘' major-general”’ and insert ‘‘ colonel.” 

Strike out the last three lines of the bill, as follows: 

“But this proviso shall be no barto claims for pension that the widow or chil- 
dren or other heirs of said William F. Smith may have after his decease.”’ 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. KILGORE. I call for the reading of the engrossed copy of the 


bill, 


tare ? 


It makes an increase of one, as I understand it. 
lam opposed to it if it increases the number a single 


With the amendment it would not affect the 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not stop our pro- 
ceedings by making such a demand. He knows very well that the 
bill is not engrossed, and can not be engrossed to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think a bill of this importance ought to be con- 
sidered by the House when a quorum is present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman raises the question of a quo- 
rum, we may as well know it now. I did not suppose the gentleman 
would stop our proceedings in this way. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing to let the bill go over to be voted on 
when a quorum is present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the previous question may be recognized 
as ordered on the passage of the bill, I am willing that the vote be 
taken to-morrow morning in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Reserving the right to present amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. With the understanding that the previous 
question is ordered on the passage of the bill, if the gentleman wants 
to offer an amendment in the House, I will even consent to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
KILGORE] state the proposition ? 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Illinois can state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As I understand, the gentleman is willing 
that the previous question be considered as ordered upon the passage 
of the bill, provided he may have the right to offer an amendment, 
and that the vote be taken in the House to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the demand 
for the reading of the engrossed bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On that question it was the understanding 
that the previous question be ordered-——— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois moves 
the previous question 

Mr. KILGORE. Reserving the right to amend. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And that the previous question be considered 
as ordered upon such amendment as may be offered by the gentleman 
from Texas. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

GENERAL ALFRED PLEASONTON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
HooKER, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. GEAR as conferees on the part of 
the House upon the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire Alfred Pleasonton a brigadier-general. 


WILLIAM W. AVERELL. 


Mr. MAISH. I move that the Committee of the Whole House he 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1650) for the 
relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell, and that the House now consider 
the same as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of this 
bill 

Mr. MACDONALD. Let us hear the bill read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, 
and of severe wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint William W. Averell, brevet major-general United States 
Army and late brigadier-general United States Volunteers, to the position of 
captain in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired list of 
the Army as of that grade, the retired list being thereby increased in number 
to that extent; and all laws and parts of Jaws in conflict herewith are suspended 
for this purpose only: Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no 
pension shall be paid to the said William W. Averell, nor shall any compensa- 
tion be paid to him for any period prior to his appointment underthis act; but 
this proviso shall be no bar to any claims for pension that the widow or children 
or other heirs of the said William W. Averell may have after his decease. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I desire to say something upon this question. 

Mr. MAISH. I do not surrender the floor. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will make my remarks very brief. 

Mr. MAISH. Before the gentleman proceeds, I desire to explain 
briefly that the bill on this subject reported by the House committee pro- 
posed to retire General Averell with the rank of colonel. This Senate 
bill proposes to retire him with the rank of captain. We are satisfied 
to allow the Senate bill to pass, retiring General Averell with the rank 
of captain, the rank which he had when he entered the volunteer 
service and the rank which he held in the regular Army. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish to say a word in explanation of my po- 
sition here. In the early part of the session I introduced a bill in the 
nature of a general law providing for placing distinguished officers on 
the retired-list. That bill has not been reported to the House. Neither 
has the bill of a general nature introduced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SprnoLA]. In the mean time several bills have been in- 
troduced here in favor of particular officers and passed. I give notice 
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\ r cor I t bill back, witht r n é lat it tl 3 may be ofiered. the 1 ittoa i to be 
d 3 Ww im i t, rameiy - —— 
I strike out in line icv is *‘as such brigadier-genera ' lj t ten J = E } ‘ 
follow words ’ With the rank and grade of « VNSHEND] mo that the previous questi: considered 
} ] 14 ‘ 4 } T ‘ 
MA‘ T y iow what the rank is. cered on this Dll, and that the 1 I » amen I 1, iS the 
. , ; ‘ i , 9 ] - , nar ‘ 
+EAI had ank of colonel of the Seventh Cava onjection Lhe ( ur hea . ’ 
: : . » i} OP] Ty i . 
LATSO the rank provided by this bill tr. KILGO t 
i] ume rank that he had in the regular A \ ihe motio reed to 
live CH I | b is amended provides for tha ‘ s Al i REENI ‘ ’ 

e estion i eing to the amendment reported by the Cx Mr. SPINOLA 11 » that t Hou vo into ¢ nittee of tl 
miitee, Vhole House on th tate of the | ym f the consideration of t 
McMII I ] e a colonel gets $3,600 a year? H. R. 1687 t tion re pit n of a mon 
Mr. WARNER [ >2, 600, the memory of the victims ofthe prison 3 at Fort Greene, kly 
Mr. CHEADLE 'wenty-six hundred and twenty-five. ir. TOWNSHEND. The bill is in the House, and I will ask t 

I McMILLIN. I bel e that the rates of wages show that tl Hiouse to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 
r capacity of men in this country, taking the laboring ir. STEELE. Il ask unanimous consent th: e bill be considered 
: g 
Pp tovether. is about or not above 5300. some get more of course, in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
but taking the farmers and laboring people generally, if I remember Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw my 


accurately, the census report places the average at about that figure The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
Has this House thought at that rate of the number of men, American | none; and it is so ordered. 

citizens, that are to be set towork to keep one man in luxury? If not, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. As one of the Representatives in this 
it is very well for them to think of it now. There is no man in whose | honorable body, I had the honor to present this bill. This is theonly 
behalf I believe a legislator of the United States will be justified in as- | bill I have had the honor to present in the Fiftieth Congress, and it 
signing fifty or seventy-five other citizens of the United States to labor | was done on solicitation, and on a resolution passed by the senate and 








= 








i despe 
le for freedom. 


When it is remembered that constant and unremitting efforts were made 


the British officers to induce these ners to purchase their freedom and say 
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jamin Romaine, the grand sachem, who had been instrumental in 
gathering them together and who owned the ground on which the tomb 
was erected. In 1842 the city of Brooklyn asked to have the bones 
l it for appropriate sepulture. In reply to that applica- 


| 


turned over to 


tion Mr. Romaine wrot 

I have guarded these sacred rema witha reverence which perhaps at this 
day all may not appreciate or feel, for more than thirty years Phey are now 
in their right place, near the Wallabout and adjoining the navy-yard. Theyare 
my property J have expended more than $900 in and about their protection 
and preservatior [ commend them to the protection of the General Govert 
ment I bequeath them to my « intr 

‘ , ° ’ rT . ‘ 

Thus it will be seen he gave them to the United States: he gave 
them to his country. 

Chis concern is sacred to m It lies near my heart. I suffered with those | 
whose bones I venerate. I fought beside them. I bled with them | 


1 j 


This man belonged to the Army himself; he went through the whole 
e under Washington. He has given the remains of 
these men to the Americam Republic. If thev-had not died the mar- 
tyrs’ death that they did, we would have had, in my humble jud 
ment, no American Republic to-night. Those men died to create the 
Union. We respect and venerate those who, in later years have died | 
to protect and preserve the Union; why should we not remember those 
by means of whose sufferings the Republic itself was established ? 

This monument, where it is proposed to erect it, will overlook the 
It will overlook the battle-fie'd 
will overiook the place where the gallant Maryland | 

} 


seven vears’ Sery 


very spot on which these men died. 
of Loug Island; it 
Reyiment suffered death when the British drove them into the water. 


It will overlook New York Bay, the Kast River, andthe Sound. There 


is no more fitting place on earth for such a monument to be erected | 
than that proposed by the bill under consideration. I appeal to the | 
generosity and patriotism of the American people. I ask gentlemen 
here to-night, in the name of justice and right, to join ia perpetuating 
the memory of these men who died as martyrs for their country. 
There so indelibly fixed on my mind as that which was 
painted there the first time I saw the tombof these men. It was over 
sixty years ago, when I was asmall boy. For fifty years the society 
which gathered these bones raised the flag over them on the Fourth of 
July. Thatceremony ceased to be observed because thecity of Brooklyn 
took possession of these remains, and they are initscharge now. I be- 
lieve that the American people, if this question were submitted to 
them, would vote almost unanimously for any sum which might be 
named for this purpose. We are paying to-day $160,000 a year forthe 
maintenance of the cemeteries in which sleepour Union dead. That is 
right. We are paying $40,000 or $59,000 to provide monuments or 
gravestones for those who have died in the service of the country. We 
are spending $60,000 or $80,000 a year for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads by which those cemeteries can be approached. 
All this is right Sir, on the passage of this bill, if the thing were | 
possible, [ would have the name of George Washington called. He | 
would vote ‘‘ay.’’ So would his compatriot, Lafayette. [ Applause. | 
Everybody will vote for this measure, except that British officer in the 
corner yonder [pointing to the picture on one side of the Hall], and 
the Hessians who stand behind him. They will not vote with us. I 
do not believe there is a Hessian on the floor of this House; therelore I 
expect a unanimous vote in favor of the passage of this bill. [Ap- | 
| 


is nothing 


plause. | 

Mr. FITCH. Mr, Speaker, after the presentation that my friend | 
[Mr. SprnoLA] has made of the claim upon us of these soldiers who 
have no votes behind them, who have nobody to speak bere as their | 
representatives; after ali that we have done for the soldiers of every 
war who have any friends in our districts, I think it unnecessary for | 
me to say another word 

Lam ylad that my veteran colleague has presented the claims of 
these men in his eloquent and soul-stirring remarks, and I join my | 
appeal to his that no gentleman will object to the recognition of the 
claims of these men who, a hundred years ago, served us so faithfully. 
We have voted pensions for the men who served us in the last war 
against England; we have voted pensions to the men who served us 
in Mexico; we have voted pensions generously to the men who served 
us in the last war. All we can do for these men is to puta monument | 
over their bones, and for God’s sake let us do that. 

Mr. ROGERS. [ask unanimous consent that such gentlemen as | 
desire to do so may print remarks on this subject in the RecorD. 

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. lLlask unanimous consent that the sum named in 
the bill be made $100,000. Let us make the appropriation one worthy | 
of the object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thereisalready one amendment pend- 
ing, the amendment heretofore offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sprnona]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. On the proposition of my colleague 
[Mr. Sprno.a] that this appropriation be made $100,000, I desire to 
make a statement of the circumstances under which the amount just 
proposed was reduced; and I believe that after the statement presented 
by my colleague, General SPINOLA, there will be no possibility of any 
one objecting to his proposition. At the time this matter came up 











before a suggestion was made by gentlemen who felt opposed on prin- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 19, 


ciple to giving away money for an object of this kind, that if the sum 


were reduced to $50,000 no objection would be interposed. That sug- 
gestion as a compromise was adopted. Then there was objection made 
by one gentleman that there was no quorum; and so the bill failed fox 
want of a quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think we can reach the object of the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. SpINOLA] in this way: The amendment 
ducing the appropriation to $50,000 was adopted in Committee of the 
Whole. If that amendment be now voted down, the original provision 


re- 


for $100,000 will stand. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows 
In line 3, strike out ‘‘ $100,000 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 
and insert ‘‘ $50,000.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, it was re- 
jected. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. As I understand it, the appropriation 


| now stands at $100,000. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read as it has been 


| amended. 


The bill was read as amended. 

The question recurred on ordering 
a third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I appeal! to the gentleman from Texas to allow this 
bill to go over and follow the same conrse as other bills, the previous 
question being ordered and the bill to be voted on in a full House. 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I move there be a cali of the House, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihope that motion will be withdrawn. 

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


the bill to be engrossed and read 


1 


It is proper that the Chair should allow 


| the Journal Clerk to call attention to just what was done, as stated in 


the Journal, in reference to the pending measure. 

The Clerk read a; follows: 

On motion of Mr, Frrcn, by unanimous consent, the Committee of the Whole 
House was discharged from the further consideration of the bill of the House 
H. It. 1687) for the erection and completion of a monument to the memory of 
the victims of prison-ships at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, and the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and also an amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated on the information 
of the Clerk that the amendment reducing the amount from $100,000 
to $50,000 had only been adopted in the Committee of the Whole, but 


| on examining the record it is found that it was also adopted in the 


House. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amount 
was reduced from $100,000 to $50,000. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If we are to die let us die with our flags flying. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the amendment 
reducing the amount from $100,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
the third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

Several Members. Let the vote be taken on the engrossment of the 
bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Is there not a possibility of having 
some understanding so this bill may go over as in the other cases with 
the previous question ordered? 

Mr. MATSON. The bill is already on its passage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from Texas will 


| withdraw his point of no quorum if the amount is reduced to $50, 000 


and the bill is allowed to go over with the previous question ordered 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. I do not agree to the reduction of the amount. I ask fora vote 
on my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Pending that I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. 1ODWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from New York w 
give me his attention fora moment. The Committee on Military Af 
fairs adopted a resolution that after fifteen minutes had been bestowed 
upon any contested bill the chairman should have the power of with- 
drawing the bill from the further consideration of the House if there 
vas further objection made to it. 

The gentleman from Texas proposes a compromise, which I am wil! 
ing on behalf of the committee should be accepted, and I hope my 


y) 

















] Lwill vecept that omprom se, or else I shall be « ympelled, in view 
‘ ction of the committee and in obedience to its order, to with 
he pending bill The gentleman from Texas proposes that 
I » over with the previous question ordered upon its passage, with 
th t to amend, provided that the sum is reduced to $50,000 
\ SPINOLA. Iam perfectly willing to wait here for a week, if 
it | < iry, ft »] thi bill p 
WARNER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry I understand 
( r is raised by the gentleman from Texas that no quo 
! s present. In view of this point can any business be transacted 


Mr. WEAVER. But that point has been withdrawn conditionally. 

l WARNER. 1 

Lint n the House, sa‘ 

The SPEAKER prot 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
point of order on the conditions suggested. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understand he is willing to withdraw the | 


of order tor the present, but—— 


ut can any business be transacted until a quorum 
ea call of the House or an ad 
It can not. 


Che gentlem: 


wirnme +o 


in is willing to withdraw the 


o 


[Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’ ] 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point of order that no quorum has voted, and the Chair will appoint 
1 ers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One moment, Mr. Speaker. Iam placed in 


a position where I shall be compelled, in compliance with the order of 
the committee, to withdraw this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I raise the point of order that ifis too late to with- 
draw the bill 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
t 1 


} 
\fy 
} 


I submit to the Chair that the previous ques 
has not been ordered upon the bill. 
ROGERS. Regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The previous question has not 
and no vote has been taken upon it. It is in order, I think, to with 
draw the bill, and I trust that my friend from New York will not wish 
me to disregard the order of the committee, which he and all of the 
other members agreed to. Good faith, I think, demands that such 
action should be taken. We have already exhausted more than the 
time allowed by the committee on this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You spent an hour and a quarter here on one bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, there has been a great deal more ume 
aken up on thisone. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And Imake the point of order that it can not be done 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair sustains the point of order 
Votes have been taken upon the bill and amendments, and it has been 
rdered to its third reading, and it can only be withdrawn now by 

Lnanlmnous consent 


bee hh ordere 1 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I appeal to the gentleman from New 
York to aid me in carrying out the order of the committee. We have 
obtained as good a compromise as we can obtain, and I trust the gen 
tleman will allow the bill to go over under that order. 


Ir. SPINOLA. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. CARUTH. If I rightly understood the extract read by th: 
enerable gentleman from New York, a proposition was made to these 
us imprisoned in the ships to desert the cause of their country 

(1 enlist under the British flag in order to escape the privation ot 
pl 1 life— 
WHEELER. And death. 
. CARUTH. And death; and that it was to the credit of the 
prisoners, that out of all the number, but one man was willing to de 
sert his country’s flag. Now, let it go into the history of this country 
when it was proposed by the American Congress to erect a monu- 

t over the bones of the dead patriots, but one man in the Ameri 
can Congress raised his voice in opposition to it. [Loud applause. ] 

Mir. KILGORE. I withdraw my proposition for a compromise. 
Mr. CARUTH. Yes; withdraw it and let the people know it. 
Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I do it. 


Mr. 


Mr. FITCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Do I un- 


derstand the Chair to hold that it is not in order to withdraw the bill 
at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro teinpore. 
mous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to keep faith with the committee, I 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA and other members objected. 

rhe question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was rejected. 

Mr. MATSON. I move a call of the House. , 

The question being taken, there were on a division—aves 43, noes 12. 

So a call of the House was ordered. ‘ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion to adjourn, in 
view of the fact that it is evident no other business can be transacted 
here to-night. 

Several MEMBERS. 


The Chair so holds, except by unani- 


Go on with the call. 
Does the genuleman from Missouri in- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sist upon his motion? 
Mr. DOCKERY. 

I will withdraw it. 


In deference to the wishes of members around me 


XIX——411 
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th that not in order dt ring ( tine { ‘ 
Mr AKER, of New York. Not by unanimous 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to dispense with further proce 
the call. 
(‘he motion was agreed to: and further pr 
were dispensed with 
M AKER, of New York Now, Mr. Speake [ ! ! 
by the gentleman from Texas | M K to w 
of ‘‘no quorum,”’ provided unanimous consent be f 
tpon the $100,000 may be reconsidered: that the i 
sidered as ordered upon it; that th re is ques 
sidered as ordered, and the whole subject go ove 
morning. 
Mr. ‘TOWNSHEND I accept that 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker. I m Se , ae 
isiness of any kind is in order until a 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Th yint n 4 ! iv 
Mr. MATSON. It can not be withdraw: é recor ) 
quorum present until the record again i I 
The SPEAKER pro Lhe ¢ tate that t 
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close the fact that there is not a quorum ent. | ge t 3 
not been called a second time 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore The Cha ‘ i 
of the House is ordered it requires only one of the 
| has been called and 61 members have answered to the am 





6562 


Mr.GEAR. Butt roll has not been called a second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Therule does not require that the roll 
shall be called a second time when there is a call of the House. 

Mr. GEAR lhe absentees must be called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule read. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwill not give the Chairthattrouble. I withdraw the 
point 

Ir. MAISH. If t econd roll-call is proceeded with, and then 
further proceedings under the call are dispensed with—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has distinctly stated that it 
is not necessary to call roll a second time. 

Mr. MAISH. I understand that; but if, notwithstanding the state- | 


ment of the Chair, we are in the process of calling the second roll, and 
the proceedings under the call are then dispensed with, the fact that 
there is not a quorum present will not be disclosed prior to the com- 
pletion of the call. If, under the custom of the House, we proceed to 
call the roll a second time, and inthe midst of that second roll-call the 
proceedings under the call of the House are dispensed with, the call 
will not disclose the fact that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. MATSON. I make the point of order that after the record shows 


that there is no quorum present no businesscan be transacted, even by | 


unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER prot npore. 
the Chair. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘Then we must either proceed with the call or ad- 
journ, and I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. MAISH. Now we can proceed with the second roll-call 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAtsi] that all proceedings under the 
call have been dispensed with. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. A vote was taken by a division and it was ascer- 
tained that there was not a quorum present, and the point of no quo- 
rum having voted was made. Then a call of the House was ordered, 
and then all farther proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
It does not appear now to the Chair that there is no quorum present, 
because other business has intervened, and it is perfectly proper for the 
House to proceed at this time with any other business, until it again 
appears that there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The point of no quorum has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MATSON. 
intervened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ness. 

Ir. SPINOLA. I move that the House take a recess until to-mor- 
row morning at 11 o’clock. 

A MEMBER. Ten o’clock, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is necessary to take a re- 
cess; and there is no quorum present. 

Mr. FITCH. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 


The point was withdrawn, and other business has 


There has been no intervening busi- 


suspend further proceedings under the c#1l and adjourn, this bill would | 
not come up to-morrow morning as unfinished business immediately | 


after the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the uniform usage 
the Speaker, who will occupy the chair in the morning, will pass upon 
the question as to what is then in order. The present occupant of the 
chair will, however, remark that the House to-night is acting under a 


gpecial order; and to-morrow, being Friday, is set apart for the con- 


sideration of private business. 
Mr. FITCH. I eall for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is to vote upon the | 


motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I suggest that this special session of the House, 
not being limited as to duration, may extend over to-morrow. 

A MeMBER. If we continue to sit here. 

Mr. MCSHANE. We can take a recess to any time that may be 
named. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. WEBER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The last motion 
on which we voted I believe was a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was. 

Mr. WEBER. And under the ruleanother motion to adjourn is not 
in order until business has intervened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One motion to adjourn having been 
negatived, another motion to adjourn is not in order until there is some 
intervening business. 

Mr. WEBER. In order to bring properly before the House a motion 
to adjourn, it is necessary that a vote be taken on this motion for acall 
of the House; and if we vote down the motion, it will then be in order, 
as I understand, to move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be. The question is on the 


motion of the gentleman from New York for a call of the House. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 27, noes 6, 
So the motion for a call of the House was agreed to. 


int , | 
That point of order was sustained by | 


I wish to inquire whether if we should | 


Mr. STEELE. 


til to-morrow ? 


Can we not take 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
-ND. There is no doubt whatever that the rulingo! x 


Mr. TOWNSHI 
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a recess by unanimous consent un- 


| the Chair is absolutely correct and that there are now but two things 
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SEE snacms ; 


The rule is imperative—— 





we can do—either order a call or adjourn. I think for the benefit of 
all who are here we should determine which course we are going to 
pursue and adhere to it. My own judgment is that nothing will re- ; 
ult from a call of the House. 3 
Mr. WEAVER. I desire to suggest that as noquorum has voted and 
| a call of the House has been ordered—— ; 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think we had better have the regular order. 3 
Mr. WEAVER, I hope the gentleman will let me go on. 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
calls for the regular order, which is the call of the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 

their names : 
Adams, Culberson, Jackson Randall, 

| Allen, Mass, Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Rayner, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Johnston, N, C, Reed, 
Allen, Mis Darga Jones Rice, 
Anderson, Iowa Darlington, Kelley, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss. Davenport Kennedy Rockwell, 
Anderson, lil. Davidson, Ala, Kerr, Rogers, 

| Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. Ketcham, Romeis 

| Arnold, Davis, I Rowell, 

| Atkinson, De Lano, I a Rowland, 

| Baker, Ll. owe e, La Russell, Conn. 

| Bankhead, Jingley, Ls Rusk, 

| Barnes, Dockery, la Ryan, 
Barry, Dunham, la Sawyer, 

|} Bayne Du La Savers, 

|} Belden Elliot La Scott, 
Belmont Enloe La Seull, 

| Biggs, Ermentrout, Lee, Seney, | 
Bingham, Fargubar, Lind, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Finley, Long Sherman, 

|} Bland, Fisher Lyman Shively, 

Blount, Foran, Lynch Simmons, 

Boothman, Ford Macdonald, Snyder, 

| Bound, Forney, Maffett, Sowden, 

Boutelle, French, Mason, Spooner, 

| Bowen, Fuller, McAdoo, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funston, McClammy, Stephenson, 

Breckinridge, Ky. Gaines, McComas, Stewart, Tex. 

| Brewer, Gay, McCormick, Stewart, Ga, 

| Brower, Gest MecCullogh, Stewart, Vt. 

| Browne, Ind. Gibson McKenna, Stockdale, 

| Brown, Ohio Glas McKinley, Sione, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Glover McKinney, Stone, Mo. 
Brumm, McRae, Struble, 
3uchanan, rer, Merriman, Symes, 

| Buckalew, Greenman, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Miils Taulbee 
Burnes, Grout, Moore, Taylor, E. B., Chio 
Burnett, Guenther, Morgan Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burrows, Hal! Morse Thomas, Ill. 
Butler, liare, Net Thomas, Wis. 
Butterworth, Harmer, Nelson, Thompson, Ohio 
Bynum, Hatch, Newton, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, Ohio. Haugen, Nichols, Turner, Kans. 

| Campbell, T J.,.N.Y.Hayden, Norwood, ‘Turner, Ga. 

| Candler, Hayes, Nutting, Vandever, 

| Cannon, leard, Oates, Wade, 

| Carlton, Hemphill, O'Donnell, Walker, } 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa O’Ferrall, West, 
Catchings, Henderson, Ill. O’ Neall, Ind. White, Ind. 
Chipman, Herbert O'Neill, Pa White, N. Y. 
Clardy, Hs Ann, Osborme, Vhiting, Mich, 

| Clark, Hiestand, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mass. 

| Clements, Hir Owen, W hitthorne, 
Cobb, Parker, Wickham, 
Cockran, Patton, Wilber 
Cogswell, Payson, Wilkins, 
Collins, : \ Peel, Wilkinson, 

| Compton, Hopkins, Tl. Penington, Wilson, Minn. 
Conger, Hopkins, Va. Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Perry, Wise, 

| Cothran, Houk, Peters, Woodburn, 
Cowles, Hovey, Phe Ips, Yardley, 
Cox, Howard, Pideock, Yost. 
Crain Hudd, Plumb, 
Crisp, Ilunter, Post 
Croust Hutton Pugsley 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifty-one members have answered to 
their names. The Clerk will now note the absentees; and the Ser- 
gveant-at-Arms will close the doors, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. TheClerk has called over the names but once. 

Should there not be a second call, which is usually had before the roll- 
call is considered as concluded ? j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular practice is being followed. j 
The Digest states— 

At the conclusion of the call of the roll—which is called but once—the ab- : 
sentees are noted, and the doors closed; the names of the absentees are called ¥ 
over, and a list of those for whom no sufficient excuse is made is furnished the 4 
Sergeant-at-Arms by the Clerk. os 

The names of the absentees will now be called for the presentation 2 
of excuses. a 

Mr. ADAMS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. i 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

| Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: No excuse offered, x 
| Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa: No excuse offered. ss 
Ee 
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Mr. Coui . No excuse offered I j ( ed 
Mr. CoMpTON: No excuse ¢ l ( \ 1. 
Mr. CONGEI No excuse oftered 
Mr. Cooper: No exenuse offered 
Mr. CoTHRAN: No excuse offered. Mr. | . No « 
Mr. Cowles: No excuse offered. [ N : 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. CowLes, Mr. H ( 
2n detained from the House by the Sic kness of his wife, and | M i No « 
ove he be exeused. } it N: NO exe 
rhe motion was agreed to : 


M 
\ ‘ 
A t t 
\ j 
TA 
is bee vised i to-« 
‘ 1 . . : 
10u 
\ ‘ 
D>, N 
Boo 
YODER | I e to 
l t ‘ 
\ ) 
bBo 
BOW \ ‘ j 
} \ ) ‘ 
3 NRI en ( 
By 
By \ ( i ( l 
| fO 
CHEA I I Ir. ] ~~ Ohi ( 
bei » obie j oO 
iO 3 N int red 
| No « 1 o 
\ \ t 4 ‘ 
B arn. de eee coal 
B NNI T n ex ‘ ‘ered | ' 
BURNES: No excuse offered 
Bi p I No exe < ered. 
B iy Ni ext se ( ed { 
BUT No excu 1 § rO¢ e ¢ 
Burt WORTH: No ¢ se ¢ ed. ( or é 
BYNUM No excuse ¢ 
CAMP] of Ohio: No « ed 
i ruy J. CAMPBEI .O ex e oller a. ( 
Ca) No excuse 0 I 
CANNON: No excuse o 1 
ARI ‘ No exe e offered 
CASWELL: No excuse offered. } 
CATCHINGS: No excure offered. l 
r. CHIPMAN: No excuse offered. 


Ce ; 
Mr. MAHONEY. I move that my colleague, Mr. Cox, be excused. of Vir ered 


Ir. CRAI> No excuse offered. 


r. CRISI No excuse offered. ' j 
























Tr) ir 


we 














.RDY: No excuse off ad. ) 

LARK: NO excuse Ol ’ 

I [ENTS: NO excuse ( J ) eX 34 
» 

No excuse 


OURLAN VO excuse ¢ iered, I VO ¢ 


~~ a 


OGSWELL: No excuse offered. i 


motion was agreed to. { of Ne } No ) d. 





r. TRACEY moved that Mr. CurcHe ; 
1¢ motion was agreed to. | Mir. JOHNSTON, of N Car 1a: No ere 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, Mr. JoHNSTON has been 
unwell for several wee ind not able to attend the session of the House 
this evenin and I ask he be excused. 

lhe motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FELTON. lask my colleague, Mr. Biaas, be excused. 
Phe EAKER pro tempore Hie has been excused. 
No excuse offered. 


Mir. KELLEY: No excuse offered. 


Mr. Kerr: No excuse offered. 

Mr INETCITAM No excuse offered. 

Ir, LAFFOON: No excuse offered 

Mr. LA FoLuerre: No excuse offered. 
Mr. LAGAN No excuse offered 

Mr. LAIDLAW No excuse offered. 
Mr, LAND! No excuse offered. 

My LA N I No excuse ollered. 

Mr. LANHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LATHAM: No excuse offered. 


Mr. LAWLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ler: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LIND: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LONG: No excuse offered, 

Mr. LYMAN: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Lyncu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MACDONALD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAFFETT: No excuse oflered. 

Mr. GEAR. Iask that my colleague, Mr. LYMAN, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. MASON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McApoo: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCLAMMY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McComas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCormick: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCuLLoGH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCKENNA. 

Mr. MORROW, 
cused, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that Mr. MCKINLEY be excused. 

Mr. TRACEY I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCSHANE, Isitin order to move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call? 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. McSHANE. 
move that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 12, noes 21. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. MCSHANE. My object in dispensing with the caJl was to move 
an adjournment. 

Mr. McKINNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McRAE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MERRIMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. MCKENNA, be ex- 


That motion is in order. 
I move to dispense with further proceedings. 


Mr. MILLS. 
Mr. ABBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
Mius, be excused. He has not been well lately. 


here was no objection. 

Mr. Moore: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MorGAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Neat: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Netson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Newton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NicioLs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Nurrina: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OATES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'DONNELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OsporNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OurmWwaltre: No excuse offered, 
Mr. OWEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PARKER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Patron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Payson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Pret: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PENINGTON: No excuse offered, 
Mr. PERKINS: No excuse offered. 


If in order, I desire to submit that motion. I | 


Mr. PERRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PETERS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHELPs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Pipcock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PLUMB: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Post: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PUGSLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know whether Mr. RANDALL is excused on 
account of illness or not; but I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REED: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RIcE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RoGers: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RoMEIS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWLAND: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Russe, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Rusk: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RYAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SAWYER: No excuse offered, 

Mr. SAYERS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Scorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ScuLL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SENEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent that Mr. SHERMAN be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SIMMONS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SUWDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPooNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER: No excuse olfered, 

Mr. STEPHENSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SYEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Ir. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STOCKDALE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Stone, of Kentucky. 

Mr. STEELE. Iask that Mr. Srone, of Kentucky, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. lLask that Mr. STONE, of Missouri, be excused. 
I know personally his health is very poor. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. SymMrs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TARSNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TAULBEF. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. TAULBEE, I understand, is quite ill, and | 
ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. Idid not think of it when the name was called 
but I ask that Mr. Brown, of Ohio, be excused. 

The SPEA K ER pro le mpore. He has been already excused. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor be excused 
He is a man advanced in years. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I move that he be excused. 

Mr. GEAR. He is quite feeble 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Sois Mr. Rice. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 10. 

So the motion of Mr. WILLIAMS was agreed to. 

Mr. Joseru D. TAYyLor: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THoMAS, of Kentucky: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, ; 

Mr. STEELE. 1 ask that Mr. THomas, of Illinois, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. fHomaAsS, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THompson, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VANDEVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask that Mr. WADE be excused. 

Mr. STEELE. On what account? 

Mr. WARNER. On account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I object. If he is sick I am will- 
ing he shall be excused. 
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Mr. WARNER. He is not ill 
family. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of M 

The SPEAKER ) Is t 

There was no objecti 

Mr. MORROW. I ask that my « 
cused 

There vi LIV OTE tl mn 

Mr. Wt excuse offered 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: No excuse 


Mr. WuHIte, of New York: No excuse 


Mr. WHITING, of M i No ex 


Mr. WHI of Massachusetts: No excuse offe red. H. Pe i ( 


Mr. WHITTHORNE: No excuse oflere 
Mr. WICKHAM: No excuse offered. 














Mr. WILBER. \ 
Me. MOFFITT. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WILBER, of N 
York, be excused on account of ( ( 
There was no objection M MATSO 4 \ 
Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. | ¢ 3 ( 
Mr. WILKINSON No excuse offered. 4 ~ 
Mr. \ son, of Minnesota o excuse offered. ‘ ‘ : } ood » t ( t 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. \I Wi ‘ A H 5 
Mr. WISE: No excuse offered. } i J. Tow ) { ttee « 
Mr. WoopDBlt RN: No excuse offered. M WHEEL! \ l ) 
Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 4 ( , 
Mr. Yost: No excuse offered. I I mia i \ ‘ 
Mr. ABBOTT. I ask that Mr. CULBERSON be excused. I saw ‘ il 1 A ‘ to the ¢ 
him this afternoon at the hotel and he told me that he was not well 
Mr. FITCH. I object 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I know he is not well. 
Mr. ABBOTT. I move that he be excused. | I “i yr pet 3 i i I n t ( 
The question was taken; and there were on a division—ayes 20 I d 
noes V. ANKHI ) t 
So the motion was adopted ( 
Mr. MORROW. Iam requested to ask for the excuse of Mr. ATKIN- tate ( t ( 
SON, of Pennsylvania M ys 
There was no objection. 4 { 
Mr. MOFFITT. Iask that Mr. McCormick, of Pennsylvania, be 
excused. He was called home yesterday on business, { ! f Senate b 1127—to t ( 
here was no objection. 
Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, there have been excuses given to MI Cc. P. BREC 
about 35 members. There are nearly 100 members absent from t 
city, so that it is impossible to secure a quorum at thistime. It1 Ce ( l ! 
quires the enforced attendance of 112 members Now itis very eas Also. petition of He M ( 
seen that it is impossible to secure tl attendance, n tot \ sh ) ( ‘ i 
number here present, of 112 members, or anything t number M N} 
and therefore I move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. FITCH Is debate in ordet ) Ci ( 
The SPEAKER pro ter ) It isn 
Mr. FITCH. The gentleman has stated his reasons. M SURNETI retit t ! f M 
The SPEAKER prot air did not understand the state M 
ment of the gentleman m Nebraska. 
Mr. McSHANE. I made a motion that the House adjourn. Mr. ¢ ARD 
The SPEAKER pro te notion is in order The question 
is upon the motion to adjour 
Che House divided: and there were—ayvyes 18, noes 21 CO \ 
Sc the House refused to adjourn. é 
Mr. LEHLBACH Is it in order to eall for tellers? e ( { 
Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Thereis a resolution on the Clerk’s des] fr. CO 
I wish to offer ¢ 
Che Clerk read as follows Co 
Resolved, That the Sergea ut-Ar tak ito « v nd br bar I ) 
the Ilouse, such of the ‘ sas are Ww ‘ vitl t leave Il \ ( 
The SPEAKER pro tem he question is on the resolution o ‘ 1 | 
the gentleman from New Yor Me ( 
Mr. KILGORI I ike the point of order on t Cries of ‘‘ Reg ‘ 
ular Order! Does it require an r of the House for the Sergeant { UO 
at-Arms to entorce the att dance of 1 I | 
Several MEMBERS. It does ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The quest nis upon the resolution of 1 W { 
the gentleman from New York Mr. | ) 
rhe resolution was adopted 
Mr. SHAW Is it in order to move that further proceedings under n ( 
the call be dispensed with? ‘ 
The SPEAKER pro tempor It is. t Yon ¢ t ) 
Mr. SHAW I make that motion, and trust that it will be agreed to. Va 1 Meat 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 20. noes 24. Mr. HOVEY: Pet [ ; 
So the House refused to dispense with further proceedings under the | County, | I n f ‘ | to ( 
eall. 
Mr. McSHANE I e that the House do now adjourn. | Mr. LI Papers { ror Ed 1 ( 
Tellers were demanded, but were not ordered, only 16 voting in | to the Committe 
favor thereof r Mr. MA I 1 3 ¢j 
On the motion to adjourn there were—ayes 22, noes 21. others, citizens of Missouri, for reme 
So the motion was agreed to: and cordingly (at 12 o’clock and 45 | instruments—to the Committee 
minutes a. m., Friday, July 20, 1888) the House adjourned. | Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutionof A of ] t- 


self, but t is sickness in his = ») AND 
iW iw the t ; 
el [ ) ect l | 
( 
Tia M VAN } ) 
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erans of the Un Ar and Navy, of Pittsburgh, Pa., for immediate 
Da re O ute 1127 and of House bill 4556—to the Committ 
on | iE 
By Mr. RI tion of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Un 
( ] LOT 1 j it to the Ur itution > th 
( ( i ‘ I 
| I I ) é yn [. W. Turner, of Cof County 
I leSNE ol | claim » 1] Court of ¢ I 
J My \ | 1 ¢ nv 1 rers and 
( »t { l on Ways and M 
j il ) ( ul n ol I Vv i 
) ‘ of « 
aby ‘ } >t ( 1 
) a. Ja3 er and 31 « 
1 Varo l nendm » | 
‘ i t< < 7! ) i ' 
| \ i id ot ol vi mm, IN. 4 for « 
i commer: LW to the Coml t 
( , ‘ 
l I 1 ¢ S ewal ind 1 yf 
i i ' in I n ¢ M 1o! 
{ i \ 5 ‘ 
| | ( n VW ! i 
‘ ‘ Ln 1. dau i \ 
t Roa 
j j ( VA I Mer ) of ] \\ = 
( j ( | 1a { I i 
( Com é 
l A. ( I ) Petition for t } of H 
I yer ) i tO pay arrears, ¢ to the Committee 
| Myr VHITI Petition of Rey. J. N. McCurdy and 25 other 
ci the ‘I'v thd ict of Indian for prohibition in the District 
of ¢ ’ ) Com ttee on the Alcoholic Liqu yr ‘Drath 
| Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of W. A. Donaldson, in favor « 
House bill 9517—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
ihe toll g petit 1 for the more eflicient protection of wricult 
ure, DY means of ¢ rtain import duties, was receive land referred to th 
Co i d Mea 
j M ) Of M. A. Wilson and 31 others. of ] ) 

f ‘ Li sing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based ont ciple of paying all el tllors, and marine 
the late wara mthiy per n of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the I W rred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of veterans of Pittsburgh and of citizens of Alle 
wheny Count PPennsyivania 
Che folle I tion, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temp y aid jor common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit 
era eI { Committee on Education: 
By Mr. CANDLER: Of the board of education and 171 citizens « 
Gwinnett Coun rCO! i 
SENATE. 
iy ), 1588. 
| 1 lain. R rG.! .D 
TI oul rday’s proceedings was read and approved 
EX! [IVE COMMUNICATIOD 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Secret y of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of May IS88, papers containing certain information in 
relation to employés in the internal-revenue service, district of Mary- 


nd; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Select 


Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, trar 


a statement howl 


in response to a resolution of June 25, 1888, 
the full complement of officers and the full com 
will be required for the Chicago and each of the 
and for the Puritan and each of the other iron- 


ple nent of men 





other fourteen ve 


clads mentioned in the Department’s report for 1887; which, on motion 
of Mr. HALE. wa with thea companying papers, reé ferred to the Com- 
mittee on Nav \ffairs, and ordered to be printed. 


riviIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
ENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of J 
ferson County, Alal 1a, praying for certain amendments of the inter- 
ich was referred to the Committee on Interstate 


state-commerce law; ¥ 
Commerce. 
\ : P 2 7 , . . | 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Junior Order of United Ameri- | 
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can Mechanics, of 
Chester Council, No. 


of Che ster, 


re, Pa.; of Rochester Council, No. 140, of Roct 














Industry Council, No. 163, 
3 Pa of Was} 
1, of Germantown, Pa.; of Phillipsburgh Counc 


JULY 20, 


of Reading, Pa.; of 
iington Council, No. 
il, No. 24, of Water 
iester, Pa.; of Ameri- 





Council, No. 30, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of Belmont Council, No. 190, 
or Vi Pa.; of Lackawanna Council, No. 81, of l'aylorport, 
ppa Council, No. 67, of McKee’s Rocks, Pa.; of Schuyl- 
( neil, } 12, « hiladelphia, Pa.; of Farragut Council, No. 
I ‘ f 1; of Relia Couneil, N 90, of Allegheny, Pa.: 
‘ d ( ! No. 128, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; of Summit Coun- 
( l t Try we, Fayett nty, Pennsylvania; of Sus- 
( 89, of Wrigh e, Pa.; of Maytlower Coun- 
159. of Der ' lron City ( in No. 171, of Pittsburgh 
] ) of P gh, Pa.; of Penn Council, 
itic | of Tar im Council, No. 91, of Taren 
‘ . )] City ( » 119, « ] rh, Pa.;: of 
( n Vo, 197, ol } L Pmee Hazel ¢ n Council, 
‘ ttsbur P id of mericus Counc No. 218, of 
rh, J i re enate bill 553, to regulat 
! h ¥ ! d to the Committee on Foreign R 
»] ted a petition of citiz of Schuylkill County, Penn 
y r certain ame ments or the interstate-commer 
‘ ‘ ito & ¢ thet ri¢ 
COCK] nted the petition of Dr. M. V. Johnson, D 
1 Dr. Fy Y. Herbert, citi of Holden, Johns« 
( \ en ed in the pract of dentistry, praying for th 
) or! LUi¢ on of duttle 1 dental instru , teeth wold foil, 
OVS, Cé nts, and other article 
ft I Com ttee l 
Ife also presented the petition of 
er, and other citizens of 
t } we of rtain amepndm 
was referred to the Committ ‘ ( } 
VANCE presented a petition of cit ns of Wayne County, Nor 
( olina, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerc« 
l which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
. SHERMAN presented a petition of 58 citizens of Logan County 
) +; a petition ol 108 citizens of Noble County, Ohio: a petition ¢ 
cit ns of Mitchell, Kans.; a pet 1 of 32 citizens of San Frat 
a -; 2 pet tion of 14 citi I Oo 
citizens of Kendall, Tex.; a petition 
petition of 30 citizens of Hamilton, 
Kenosha, Wis.: a petition of 36 citizer 


tion of citizens of El Paso, Tex., prayi 














affording protection to the wool-growing and woolen-manufacturing in- 
dustri¢ of the country: which were re rred to the Committee o1 
; ’ 

Pi 

R ES 
HOAR, from the ¢ ry, reported an ( 
1ent intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation | 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria 





vhich was ag d to. 
MANDERSON, from tl 


d the following bil! 





ver relterre 
ment, and submitted reports thercor 
A bill (S. 2998) for the relief of Lieut. Col. 


rmaster-General, United States A 











Charles G. Sawtell 


rmy; and 





R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Nor 
| 
I ELI om the Cor ee on th lum 
»w eferred the bill 141) to amend Statute 
} ] 4 4 , ] ’ } 7 } + } 
relating to the District of Columbia, for the prot nd i 
the ] shment of the crime of rape, reported adversely thereon and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


ar my 


r. SAWYER, 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally 
and submitted reports thereon: 


\ bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pr 











from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 





A bill (H. R. ) ry E. Forrez 

A bill (H. R. Mary Foster 

A bill (H. R. 8574 5 r. Ward, widow « 
the late W. T. Ward; and 

\ bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Le ] 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1620 e relief of Esther 

r, reported it with an amendment, ibmitted a 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committ Claims, to as 
ferred the bill (S. 1917) for the relief of John R. J le reports t 


with amendments. 


Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee o 
amendments the bill (H. R. 10556) making appre 
rvice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1589, 





I ask that the bill may be printed as reported, an 


shall call it up at an early day. 


Appropriations with 
priations for the} 

id for other purpos 
lI give notice th 4 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


TATE SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 2116 


aid to State ho for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of 
the | ed State 
Mr. M ERSON. I move that the Senate non-concur inthe amend 
meuts of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
d rie ng votes of the two Houses. 
e notion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized 


to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDER- 


SON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. HAMPTON were appointed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs 

A bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing or other ofli- 


cers, and to monthly payments of the Army; 

A bill (H. It. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieu- 
tenant-coionel and quartermaster-general, United States Army, de- 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs and Rk. L. Ogden, sureties on his official 
bond; 

A bill (Hf. 2. 10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern 
Railway Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Winona, Minn.; 

A bill (H. Rt. 10869) to construct a road from Florence, 8S. C., to the 
pational cemetery adjacent thereto; and 

A bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through the military 
reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove 
Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bili (8S. 1465) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Chicago, I1l., reported it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3358) for the relief of M. S. 
Hellman, of Canyon City, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3359) to prevent discrimina- 
tion in the selling of literary matter, newspapers, journals, periodicals, 
or magazines on railway trains, in railway stations, on steam-ships, 
or steam-ship docks; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (8. 3360) to provide for a road 
along Rock Creek; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. I appeal to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART] 
to allow his bill to continue to be the unfinished business and to be 
temporarily laid aside. It is not probable that it can be disposed of 
this afternoon, and I understand that some Senators who wish to speak 
upon it are not ready. I ask that it may be temporarily laid aside, 
and that unanimous consent be given to take upthe bill re orted from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, Senate bill 3304, to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, which may be dis- 
posed of in an hour or probably less. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say, after conferring with Senators, that 
to-morrow and from that time on I shall feel it my duty to insist upon 
the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We could not hear on this side what notice the 
Senator from Ohio gave. 

Mr. SHERMAN, _Isaid that to-morrow, Saturday, I propose that the 
Senate shall proceed with the consideration of the fisheries treaty, upon 
which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has the floor, and on 
which other Senators are prepared to speak. In order to close it so as 
to get it out of the way, I shall ask the Senate to proceed with it to- 
morrow and so on from day to day until it is disposed of. 

Mr. TELLER. I only wish to say that I shall be prepared to go on 
to-morrow, immediately after the disposition of the formal morning 
business, 

Mr. CHANDLER. In this connection I desire to offer a resolution 
intended to be proposed by me in connection with the treaty, and I 
ask that it be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt will lie over under the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The resolution will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved. That the power to make treaties and to appoint all high public of- 


to provide 
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ficers of the United States being vested in the President and Senate jointly, the 
President has no right under his implied power of making preliminary negotia- 
tions of treaties to appoint, without the concurrence of the Senate, private cili- 
zens as plenipotentiaries to make and sign such treaties in behalf of the United 
States; and that the recent appointment by the President, without the consent 
of the Senate, of James B. Anzell and William L. Putnam as special plenipoten- 
tiaries to make and sign the proposed fishery treaty with Great Britain, dated 
February 15, 1888, was unwarranted by the Constitutior 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, 
the rule and be printed. 


The resolution will lie over under 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
: pproy 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY 


COMING OF CHINESE LABORERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
DoLpH] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, be informally 
laid inside for the purpose of enabling him to move the consideration 


| of Order of Business 1801, being the bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the com- 
| ing of Chinese laborers to the United States. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it will help toan understanding of the 
necessity for the lez slation pror o3ed by this bill to state the su! stance 
0: existing legislation on the subject of Chinese imm grat‘on, and to call 
attention to the defects in such legislation which have been disclosed 
by experience. 

When the sentiment upon the Pacific coast in favor of the exclusion 
of Chinese laborers had become so strong as to force recognition by the 
Government, the treaty of November 17, 1880, was negotiated, by which 
the United States was authorized to limit or suspend the coming of 
Chinese laborers into the United States, but not wholly to prohibit it. 
It was provided in the treaty that Chinese laborers who were then in 
the United States should be allowed to go and come at their own {free 
will, and should be accorded all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
which are accorded by this Government to the citizens and subjects of 
the most favored nations. 

By the act of May 6, 1882, the coming of Chinese Jaborers to this 
country was suspended for the period of ten years, but by section 2 of 
the act it was provided such suspension should not apply to Chinese 
laborers who were in the United States on the 17th of November, 1550, 
or who should come into the United States before the expiration of 
ninety days next after the passage of the act. The act further pro- 
vided for the issuing of certificates to departing Chinese for the purpose 
of identification and as evidence of a right to return. 

The amendatory act of 1884 also provided that Chinese laborers who 
were in the United States when the treaty took effect, and who came 
into the United States within ninety days after the passage of the act 
of May 6, 1882, should be entitled to depart from this country and to 
return again. As to those laborers who departed after November 17, 
1880, and before the act of May 6, 1882, went into effect, there was no 
record or official evidence of their right to return, and when they re- 
turned they were held by the courts to be entitled to prove their right 
to land in the same manner as any other question of fact is established 
in court. 

The question was raised by the collector of customs at San Fran- 
cisco whether the act of 1882 was retrospective or prospective only, 
whether Chinese laborers departing from the United States after No- 
vember 17, 1880, but before the certificates were issued under the act of 
May 6, 1882, could return without certificates. The collector claimed 
that they could not, and the courts decided that they could. 

The controversy was renewed under the act of 1884, which declared 
the certificate to be conclusive of the right to return. The collector 
contended that the courts had no authority or jurisdiction to interfere 


by habeas corpus to discharge Chinese who departed before the act of 


May 6, 1882, could be put into operation and had no certificate 
and who were refused permission to land by him. The United 
States courts held that every Chinaman claiming the right to land on 
account of residence in the United States prior to the date when the 
act of May 6, 1882, went into effect had a right to have the question 
of previous residence tried in court as a question of fact. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States recently affirmed the judgment of 
the court below in one of these cases. This controversy caused great 
inconvenience to the courts and business community. In a letter 
which was before the Committee on Foreign Relations when the sub- 
ject of Chinese restriction was considered, United States District 
Judge Hoffman states that there were at the time, when the letter 
was written, five hundred Chinese waiting to try their right to land 
in the United States in the United States courts in San Francisco by 
habeas corpus, and that two more vessels were due with others. I[ 
find in one of the San Francisco papers a copy of a letter from Judge 
Hoffman to Representative FELTON, of California, dated January 10, 
1888, which so forcibly presents the situation that I will present it in 
full. 
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time. A very large majority of the people of the Pacific coast believe | 
that the immigration of Chinese laborers into this country is an un- | 
mixed evil and that it should be at once prohibited. The reasons urged 
I shal! allude but to a few of them. All Chi- 
country belong to one of six Chinese companies, 
are coolies under contract with the companies to which they belong, 
and Chinese women in San Francisco and Port- 
land areas much a merchantable commodity as slaves were in the slave- 
holding States in the ante-bellum days. 


for this are numerous, 
nese laborers in this 


i are virtually slaves 


My own experience and observation lead me to the belief that the 
Chinese laborers and lower classes of Chinese in this country do not 


reyard either our laws or the obligation of an oath as administered in | 
our courts of justice as binding upon them, and that our judicial tri- 
bunuals are more Ukely to be resorted to and our laws invoked by them 
for the purpo of revenge or to compel obedience to the decrees of 
their own secret and iwful tribunals than for a legitimate purpo 

It is notorious that the Chins on the Pacitic coast maintain a Chins 
government of thei n, which enforces in its own way its own laws 


, 
i reyuiations, 





he importation of Chinese into this country is the introduction of 
anon assimilating element; a people separated from ours by an im- 
passable gulf; the bringing together of diverse civilization which can 


not blend; the introduction of a source of irritation calculated to 
arouse in the laboring classes violent passions to disturb the peace of 
communities and lead to disorders and outrages which can neither be 
prevented nor properly punished. 

There is danger also to be apprehended to our national prosperity 
from the unrestricted immigration into this country of Chinese. With 
the 404,000, 000 of the inhabitants of China struggling for existence, the 
increased and increasing facilities for reaching the Pacific coast from her 
shores, and the increasing demand for cheap labor by our great manu- 
facturing institutions, if immigration had not been restricted until this 
time it is more than possible that to-day the industrial interests of the | 
coast would bave been largely in the possession of that people, who | 
work cheaper and live upon less than the Caucasian race, and who | 
therefore naturally supplant that race in the labor markets of the 
world whenever they come in competition with it. 

Tbe controlling reason with me for the exclusion of Chinese labor is | 
that the characteristics of the race are such that Chinese laborers in the 
United States, no matter how limited their number, are necessarily in 
competition with the white laborer. The Chinaman works for one-hal 
the wages necessary for the support of the American laborer. He is a 
mere sojourner here, and is not a consumer to any considerable extent 
of American products. He hoards his earnings, but not to enrich this 
country. He supplants white labor, the rewards of which would be | 
kept in this country, and carries away with him his accumulated gains. 

i will not discuss his vices nor dwell upon the demoralization and | 
ruin caused by the opium joints and gambling dens and other centers 
of vice and immorality he brings with him. It has been said, and there 
is truth in the saying, that the virtues of the Chinese are more harmful 
to us than their vices, Their economy, their simple wants, which en- 
able them to live on one fourth the amount required to support an 
American laborer, make their competition with white laborers in the 
labor markets of the Pacific coast the most serious objection to their 
presence. Thesentimentso long prevailing in this country that America 
should be the asylum of the oppressed and down-trodden, if not of the 
refuse of all other nations, is fast losing its hold upon the American 
people. We are being educated up to the idea that with governments 
as with individuals, self-preservation is the first law of nature. The | 
Chinese laborer, considered with reference to our institutions, is noth- 
ing but a productive machine. The American laborer is nfuch more. 
Under our political syst-m he is an integral part of the Government. 
His vote counts for as mu‘h as that of the millionaire, and, theoretic- 
ally at least, he has ; n eq :al voice with him in public affairs. 

The people establisheu and control and will continue to give direc- 
tion to the Government, and if republican institutions are to be pre- 
served the laboring man must be protected and his wages must not 
be reduced to the level of the wages of Asiatic coolies. He will bea 
sale depositary of the power of controlling the destiny of the Govern- 
ment no longer than ke is able to command for his labor such remu- 
nerution as will enable him to live in comfort and to maintain his in- 
dependence. 

Every argument which is made upon this floor for the protection of 
the laboring man against the cheap labor of Europe is an argument 
against the admission of coolie labor into this country. So long as the 
masses in any country can be kept in ignorance and want, without the 
means of bettering their condition and without the power of asserting 
their rights—mere hewers of wood and drawers of water, the slaves of 
the governing classes, the rich and the powerful—mouarchies and aris- 
tocracies will continue, and tyranny of the governing classes and the 
oppression of the laboring classes will be the rule. We will do more 
for Lhe oppressed of other nations and more for humanity by preserv- | 





ing the independence and promoting the intelligence and virtue of our | 
own people, perpetuating our free institutions, and giving the world 
the influence of our example, than we can do by admitting to our | 
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| ernments of the earth. 


| two Governments. 


| that laborers have been included in one class or another. 
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shores in accordance with a mere sentiment those whose presence will 


| degrade American labor and deprive the laborer of his just reward. 


Power to be safely used must be accompanied by intelligence. 
Everywhere the tendency is to the distribution of power among the 
people. The men who toil on the farm, in the shop and factory, and 
in the mines, who operate the railroads, navigate the ships, and carry 
on the commerce of the world—the laboring men—are yet to control 
the political affairs or all nations and to give direction to all the gov- 
Not this year or this century perhaps, but as 
sure as intelligence and capacity for self-government is increasing among 
men and love of liberty is spreading among the nations, just so sure 


will republican governments—‘‘ governments of the people, by the 
people, and for the people’’—some day take the place of the monarch- 
ies of the earth. This is not to be brought about by leveling down 
the rewards of labor in America and reducing the condition of the 


laborer here to that of the laborer in other countries, but power of 

lf-government to the masses of other countries will be preceded by 
an improvement in their condition, increased compensation for their 
labor, increased intelligence, and greater independence, all of which 
must be mainly worked out by the people of each country for them- 
selves. 

Not only the future of this country and the prosperity of our people 
but the future destiny of the race is inseparably connected with the 
condition of the men and women who toil with their hands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the object of this bill is to enforce 
the provisions of a treaty heretofore made between the United States 
and his Imperial Majesty the Emperor of China, and which treaty was 
ratified with certain amendments proposed by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of this body and agreed to by the Senate, some time ago, 


| and which was forwarded, as I understand, to the Chinese Government 


for its rejection or approval of the amendments proposed by the Senate. 
This bill provides in terms that it shall only become operative from and 
after the date of exchange of the ratification of the treaty between the 
As an act of legislation for the purpose intended, 


| that is to say, the enforcement of the provisions of the treaty referred 


to, I regard it as the very best possible bill that could be presented. 
So far as I am concerned personally, I have no faith in the treaty it- 


| self. I never did have any faith in it; I have nofaithinitnow. I be- 
| lieve it will be a failure in so far as it may be considered as a means of 


prohibiting Chinese immigration. 
The treaty as it came to the Senate originally and before it was 
amended by the Senate was, in my judgment,a step backward, and a 


| long step backward from the position we occupied under existing treaties 


and under existing laws. As amended by the Senate, however, I con- 
sider the treaty at least no worse than the existing treaty; but I am 
unable to bring myself to the conclusion that it is any better. 

But, as I said, conceding that this treaty so ratified by the Senate 
wiJl meet the approval of the Chinese Government, I regard this bill 


| as the very best possible bill that could be presented and passed by 


Congress, and at the same time keep within the provisions of the new 
treaty, as the purpose of this bill is to legislate under the provisions 
of the new treaty. In fact, if the amendments made by the Senate to 
the new treaty are not accepted by the Chinese Government, this leg- 
islation never becomes operative. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill is to take effect on the exchange of ratifica- 


| tions of the treaty. 


Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I have just said, that the bill only 
becomes operative on the agreement of the Chinese Government to the 
Senate amendments to the treaty. 

I shall vote for this bill because itis the very best possible measure that 
wecan hope to have enacted into law. It is the very best possible meas- 
ure, as I said before, thatcan bedevised, in my judgment, and keep within 
the provisions of the proposed treaty; but the treaty itself, in my judg- 
ment, is a sham, a fraud, and a deception, and will not meet the ex- 
pectations either of the President of the United States or of his Secre- 
tary of State, or of the members of the Senate on either side of the 
Chamber who gave it their approval with the amendments adopted by 
the Senate. 

This seems to be the opinion of the leading journals of the Pacific 
coast. I have here an editorial from the San Francisco Call, a leading 
journal of San Francisco, which I will ask to have read, that expresses 
what seems to be the view of the people generally of the Pacific coast 
in reference to this new treaty. I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The paper 


THE TWO CHINESE TREATIES CONTRASTED. 


The Swift-Angell Chinese treaty is the one now in existence. ‘It has two 
weak points—one which provides that “Chinese laborers now in the United 
States shall be allowed to go and come of their own free will and accord,” and 
one which admits teachers, students, merchants, and travelers in such terms 
The second or 
amended restriction act provided for the enforcement of the treaty in terms 
which re-enforced the two weak points in the treaty we have referred to. The 
act provided that prior residents must come witb certificar‘es to show the fact 
of such prior residence, and also placed safeguards around the admission of 
Chinese laborers under pretense of being merchants, students, or travelers. 
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well known, their coming was heralded to this capital, and the United 


States made a point of showing more of the magnificence of its hospi 
tality in the welcoming of this commission to this country for the pur- 
iking thi 


pose of n treaty than I remember that they have ever shown 


to the Prince of Wales or to any other distinguished character who has 
ever visited the country Mr. Burlingame and his colleagues were re- 
ceived with royal honors, as far as we know how to bestow royal hon- 


certainly 
with Mr. Se 
matured and 
a treaty whi 


ors, went into conference here 
y of State, and in 1868 they 
1ited States for its ratification 
h contained these provisions 
ARTICLE V. 
The Unit of America and the Emperor of China cordially recognize 
the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and 


th royal hospitality. The 
ward, who was then our Secretar 
ent to the Senate of the I 


allegi 





and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration o 
citizens and subjects respectively from the one country to the other for the p 
poses of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents The high c« veti 
parties therefore join in reprobating any other than an entirely voluntary emi- 
gration for these purposes hey consequently agree to pass laws making ita 
penal offense tor a citizen of the United States or Chinese subject to take Chi 
nese subjects either to the United States or to any other foreign country 
a Chinese subject or citizen of the United States to Like citizens of the I 
States to China or to any other foreign country without their free and yvyolun- 
tary consent, respectively. 

ARTICLE VI. 

Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy the san 
privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation i 
reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall en 
joy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or resi 


I 
dence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored 
jiton, But nothing berein contained shall be held to confer naturalizat 

citizens of the United States in China,nor upon the subjects of China in the 


United States 


mnupon 


The Chinese came; they came in floods, in torrents. 
over the Pacific coast. 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give me the date of the treaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Eighteen hundred and sixty-eight; the Burlingame 
treaty. 

This treaty, Mr. President, was based upon the idea, which IT thought 
a very mistaken one indeed, that by bringing the Chinaman in contact 
with American civilization and American institutions, the Ethiopian 
would change his skin and the leopard his spots; that they would widen 
up into our civilization and become convertible elements in our social 
fabric, as well as proper factors under certain conditions 


political institutions. 
1 


They poured 


even 1n our 





Chis Burlingame treaty was heralded through the Christian world 
as opening really the doors of salvation to the whole Chinese people. 
A great many preachers argued strenuously, and I hope then with 


great effect (but out that they were mistaken about it), in 
1 


it turned 
favor of the proposition that if we would allow free, unobstructed im 


Chinese into this land, and allow them to assume 
1 


migration of the 
here all the privileges of citizenship which belong to residence and 
domicile, they would incorporate themselves into our church establish 
ments: that they would take up from us the spirit of Christianity, and 
would carry it abroad across the Pacific Ocean; and that the banner ot 
the Cross would be planted upon the plains of China by Chinese hands. 
That was a very beautiful picture, and very attractive and ch: 

to the American people, and I regret deeply, sir, that it has n 
realized, 

But they got over there among the Oregonians and the Californians 
and the Indians and the Mexicans, and they took to the American idea 
of money-making, if they did not have it before they came; and the 
Chinaman began to lay up treasure, not in heaven, but on earth, ‘* the 






ning 


been 


ame like a Melican man,’’ as my friend from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] very humorously suggests. The Chinaman soon by his bur 
rowing and his cheap method of living became not only a impor 
tant factor on that coast in all its mining, railroad,and agricultural en 


terprises, but he 
fierce rival, 

Therefore, afterwards, a neW era of American Christianity arose. It 
was headed by Dennis Kearney and the disciples of the Sand 
The Chinaman and the Kearney party had it up and down, and the 
political parties of this country, never being oblivious to the fact ot! 
where votes are to be found, espoused the side of Dennis Kearney, be- 
cause he had votes and the Chinaman did not have any. In that con- 
troversy the political tide commenced to turn against the Chinaman, 
and he began to go under and under. 

More than that, the vicious practices of Chinese civilization, if you 
may call it such, barbarity really, in its lower grade, commenced to 
develop themselves upon that coast in such a way as that the deceney 
of the country was severely offended. But there grew up in that coun- 
try large owners of vineyards and the constructors and owners of enor- 
mous lines of railway, and Chinese cheap labor was in demand, just as 
foreign cheap labor is in demand on the Atlantic coast to-day, merely 
because it is cheap. 

The employer of Chinese labor in that country had no sympathy with 
the man atail. He was willing to see him lie down and die when he 
got through his contract. It made no difference to him whether the 
Chinaman got anything out of his contract or not, even a living, so he 
was able to do his work. 


became a rival of the American laborer, and a very 


Lots 
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Parties on the Pacific coast commenced to divide a little upon this 
question. The rich and the powerful few were in favor of having Chi- 
nese laborers to work their vineyards and gather the fruits of their or- 
chards, and also to help burrow into the earth after the precious metals, 
to build their railroads and keep them in repair. They were found to 
be an extremely convenient commodity, for they were little else, in all 
the different employments and a vocations of life on the Pacifie coast. 

It began to be apparent that the Chinaman was not going to avail 
himself of this broad declaration of Mr. Seward and Mr. Burlingame 
in favor of the progress of Christianity and its development, ete., but 
that he was going to anchor upon the money, upon the gold dust; that 
after he was dead he intended to have his body taken back to his na- 
tive land; and that he had no affection for this country; that you could 
not inspire him with it. That was the situation, and that was the 
state of progress in regard to the Chinese. 

Nevertheless, gentlemen the world over, as far as I have ever heard 
of them, men of wealth, men of polite habits and manners, men who 
live Inxuriously, want body servants. Thereis nota gentleman inthe 
Senate to-day who will consent to wait upon himself in all the menial 
life. Every man bred in this polite manner, as we call it, 
wants a body servant, and he is going to have him it he can get him. 
if he can not get an African negro in the South, he will geta Chinaman; 
if he can not get a Chinaman, he will get some Germanimmigrant. It 
is hard to work an Irishman into it, but they sometimes even get an 
Irishman to put upon the decks of their carriages with their pompons 
and livery. Sometimes you can get an Englishman to do it. 

Gentlemen will have these luxuries, and whoever has visited one of 
those magnificent homes in California, than which there exists nowhere 
in the world anything more exquisite, more beautiful, or better ordered 
or more luxurious, has always found the neat and tidy Chinaman going 
about with his white clothes on, notable to speak anything but alittle 
pigeon English, and never forgetting to do the bidding of the lady of 
the house, to carry on all culinary work, all the work of table service, 
all the work of menial service. Everything of the kind that requires 
care, and precision, and neatness, and diligence, and faithfulness, the 
Chinaman was engaged in, and he is engaged in that yet. 

Che parties in Oregon and California who are unwilling to give up 
the Chinese laborer to-day are the men who are able to pay a Chinaman 
$30 to $50 a month for waiting around the house. You can not get an 
Irishman to do that; youecan not get aGerman todo it. The German 


¢ 


otheces of 


or the [rishman has to go out in the field and labor; he must work on 
the railroad in the hot sun; and he becomes envious and jealous of the 
high position of the Chinaman who gets $30, $40, or $50 a month for 
this menial but very pleasant service about the great palatial residences 


of t! nabobs of the Pas 


So the nabobs of the Pacific coast are really at heart against any 
treaty that keeps the Chinese from coming here, and they have their 
representatives in the halls of Congress. ‘The great railroad kings and 
the great money controllers, the men of power and the men of means, 


ific coast. 


have their representatives in Congress. 

If you pass over one of the Pacific railroads through Oregon, or Cal- 
ifornia, or Arizona, I think that you can estimate that at least two- 
thirds of all the laborers engaged in repairing and rebuilding tl 
roads to-day are Chinamen. The companies do not want to give them 
up. Hence it is now, when modifications are being made in treaties, 
we never can get any modification that suits those gentlemen. The: 
want to repeal, they say, all treaties with China. 

Before I call the attention of the Senate to the progress of treaty- 
making with the Chinese Empire, I wish to call its farther attention 
to the tact that our annual trade with Chinaof in 7 
and that our annual exports amount to $6, 2 
000,000 of annual traffic between the United States and 





port 3is $19,976, iSv 

‘T here is over $ 6,- 
f China, the 
‘ger part of which comes to the Pacific coast and yields its tribute to 
our capitalists and our laborers as it passes over the railroads to the 
Atlantic That, Mr. President, is a very large trade, and it has 
been increased enormously within a few years past. 

A number of gentlemen were invited before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, not for the purpose of smothering anything, but for the 
purpose of getting full and exact information as to what were the needs 
and wants of the people of the Pacific coast in regard to Chinese immi- 
gration and the best methods that were possible to accomplish that by 
legislation. I think that every member of the House of Representa- 


18,626. 





coast. 


| tives from that coast but one, and every Senator from that coast but 


one-—and he was a Democrat—was present at that interview; and in 
a very able manner and in a very kind way they communicated to that 
committee what was necessary to be done in the way of legislation to 
prevent this influx of Chinese into this country. 

That was before the treaty which the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MITCHELL] says was a fraud and a sham had been negotiated, but it 
was in process of negotiation, although we did not know it; at least I 
did not. Those gentlemen communicated to us that they desired that 
some law should be passed that would absolutely exclude the coming 
of Chinese laborers here. We called their attention to the phraseology 
that I have just read in Article VI of the Burlingame treaty which 
was brought down into the treaty of 1880. We said to them, being a 
treaty-obeying people, we can not possibly pass a law which will shut 
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lowing articles ‘ mperfectness at all in the text of tt treaty by the t | 

ARTICLE I very far from it I thought I had demonstrated that t ‘ : 

The high contracting parties agr that fora period of twenty years, bes thing imperfect in it 
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pocket, and the island and goes under the water, and 
the poor fe wis duc d in the sea until his paper is lost, when 
gets ashor produce the very paper to the custom-house of 

or else he must go back to*China, although he has our guaranty. our 
certificate, and bas conformed in every particular to our law. , 

Mr. President, there uch a thing as going to extremity It 
not wisdom, neither can it be called justi It is apretty hard strain 
on Wo! CA t dece We got very near across the line in yield 
ing to the demand of those gentlemen, who may themselves, as far a 
we know, have Chinese s« ints in their own houses, that the Chi: a 
man who carried o i out in his pocket in due form and 


i 


authority of law mu ry paper ba ind present it, or other- 





wise he is prevent ivilege of returning to his property, it 
may be to ] fami or whatever he has in the United States. 
I have seen some Cl >in the United States for whom I have very 


great respect; I have seen a great many negroes in the South for whom 
{ have very great respect; but I can not say that I have any respect to1 
the great body of the 


lower class of Chinese who are brought from Hong 


Kong here, imported into’ this country by the Six Companies or by 
whoever it may be t bring them here 

I do not know that it detracts at all from the Chinaman’s res] 
bility that he isa laborer. He may be a laborer in some highly orna- 


mental branch of art. He may be a laborer upon some of the beaut 


ful ceramics that we exhibit with so mucn pride in our parl TS and 
halls. Nevertheless he is a laborer. 

TI , God would not allow 
five hundred millions of people to occupy so beautiful a country as 
that is, and for so many centuries without interruption, unless thet 


was some integrity amongst them He has never allowed the earth to 


ion: the t ine 


There are ymorable men 


be cursed in that way by a body of people all of whom are bad and cor- 


rupt. Sol think we may assume that there are still some honorable 
Chinese in the world. 

I do not want them to come here, because I do not want them to 
marry our women. I do not want them to incorporate their blood i: 
the Anglo-American veins. I have the same objection to that that |] 
have to misce venation between negroes and white people. L do no 
want to increase or encourage the immigration into this country of the 
lower classes or races of earth, the yellow and the dark men. It dos 
not do any good to them or any good to us. That is my principal ob 
jection to their coming here, for in many respects they are very useful 
We should have been without many thou- 
sand miles of railroad in this country to-day if the Chinese had not 
come and with their picks and spades helped us to build it. There is 
no question about that. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Alabama yield tome to submit 
a motion ? 

ir. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me to make just one 
more remark I shall then yield. 

When a Chinaman who is a laborer comes here with a certificate in 
his pocket, and he is shipwrecked before he gets ashore, and that cer- 
tificate was issued by the Government of the United States in good 
faith, I have thought ali tie time that we ought at least to leave it to 
Congress to say whether that man’s paper might be substituted by 
oral proof of its contents when it is lost; but no, it must be put in the 
body of the irrevocable and supreme statute law—and that was one of 
my objections to these two amendments—that is, that you put into 
the body of this supreme law certain specific provisions and details 
which may be found to be very unjustin their operation, and Congress 
ean not relieve them. 

If the Senate will indulge me one moment longer, I do not believe in 
the doctrine that in the formation of constitutions we should put in 
those details that belong properly to the legislative power. Putin your 
principles, your restrictions, your authority, your limits into the bodies 
of constitutions, and compel your legislators to respect all of this gen- 
eral authority. So in a treaty, the power and function of the legis- 
lator should be regarded, and you should not put these specifie details 
in the body of the treaty so as to prevent Congress afterwards from 
securing justice. 

That was the view I took of this treaty. Nevertheless when we put 
these amendments in, as I am informed, not officially—I speak by gen- 
eral ruamor—when we put these details into this treaty and made it as 
harsh as it is (for it is now a very harsh treaty, reversing absolutely 
and in every particular the policy with which we set out in the Bur- 
lingame treaty), still the Secretary of State went on and executed the 
will of the Senate in a respect which he thought was unjust; he went 
on to execute it, and it is on its way now to find ratification, and this 
eager bid is brought here, I expect the first one that was ever brought 
into any legislative body in the world, for the purpose of carrying out 
by Congressional details a treaty that China has not yet ratified. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, as we all know, the Senator from Ala- 
bama has been complaining for some time, and unless he desires to be 
heard further now I ask him to give way for me to make a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will let us have a vote on the bill. 
I think we are all in favor of it, 


people, as we all know. 


; 
Mr. BECK. We can not havea vote to-night. The Senator from 
Ala na is not nearly through his speech. 
Mr. STEWART. Let us finish it; let us vote 
Mr. BECK. It now 5 o’clock. 
Mr. STEWART. I want to make a few remarks to-night. 
I ECK. You can make them to-morrow. 
M STEWART. No; I want to make them to-night. 
RESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabama yield 
to tl enato m Kentuc ky f 
Ir. MORGAN, Yes, sir. 
BECK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
MORGAN. I yield for that purpos 
PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
rfrom Kentucky that the Senate do now adjourn. 
1otion W agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) 
t ite a rned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 21, 1888, at 12 
O CLOCK 
CONFIRMATIONS., 
E tions confirmed by the Senate July 18, 1888. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 
Oscar E. Rea, of Canton, Dak., to be register of the Jand office at 


POSTMASTER. 
Thomas Parker, to be postmaster at Albion, Orleans County, New 
York. 
/ utive nominat s confirmed by the Senate July 19, 1888. 


INDIAN AGENT. 





Henry George, of Wingo, Ky., to be agent for the Indians of the 


Colorado River Agency in Arizona. 
TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE, 

ifugh W. Weir, of Pennsylvania, to be chief-justice of the supreme 

eourt of the Territory of Idaho. 
TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 

John H. Keatley, of lowa, to be United States judge for the district 
of Alaska. 

John W. 


4] 
court of the 


dd, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the supreme 





rritory of Utah. 

Charles H. Berry, of Minnesota, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Idaho. 

Roderick Rose, of Dakota Territory, to be associate justice of the su- 


preme court of the Territory of Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles W. Main, to be postmaster at Tracy, in the county of Lyon 
and State of Minnesota. 

Otto A. Kohler, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county of 
McLeod and State of Minnesota. 

Frank P. Smith, to be postmasterat Faulkton, in the county of Faulk, 
and Territory of Dakota. 

William L. Smith, to be postmaster at Se 
and State of California. 

Robert J. Pauli, to be postmaster at Sonoma, in the county of Sonoma 
and State of California. 

Josiah B. Moores, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California. 

Margaret A. Finn, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 

John Field, to be postmaster at Cloverdale, in the county of Sonoma 
and State of California. 

Hugh A. Clark, to be postmaster at San Jacinto, in the county of 
San Diego and State of California. 

Catherine W. Baker, to be postmaster at Millington, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey. 

David H. Applegate, to be postmaster at Red Bank, in the county of 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 


1 
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Ima, in the county of Fresno 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 20, 1888. 
CHIEF-JUSTICE. 
Melville W. Fuller, of Dlinois, to be Chief-Justice of the United 
States. 
TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE, 
Elliott Sandford, of New York, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Utah. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers, 
First Lieut. James L. Lusk, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Joseph E. Kuhn, to be first lieutenant. 


Col. Thomas L. Casey, to be Chief of Engineers with the rank of 
brigadier-general. 
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minutes allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the bill and 
filteen minutes 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. KILGORE. I want to offer an amendment to section 2 of the 


in opposition to it, 


can say in connection with this amendment. 

Phe SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. K1ILGore]. 

Mr. LAIRD. 
House een 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit upon this amend- 
ment the observations I have to make upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the gentleman will proceed now. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment just presented affords 
me an opportunity to express briefly my reasons for opposing the prin- 
ciple of this bill. Its simple purpose is to contribute out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States a quarter of a million of dollars to the various 
State homes for soldiers and sailors who are disabled by age, disease, 
or otherwise, and by reason of such disability are incapable of earning a 
living, the amount so contributed to be expended under the super- 
vision of the Board of Managers for the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers. 

In these ‘‘ piping times of peace’’ there is a growing tendency to 
centralization; and the most efficient and ingenious methods of reaching 
that point are found in the effort to make the Government of the Unite« 
States a great eleemosynary institution that it may dispense gifts to 
the few at the expense of the many, and all in the name of charity, 
or patriotism, or labor. Such legislation by the Federal Government 
engenders a spirit of dependence upon the bounty of the Government, 
a disposition to look to the Federal Government for such things as are 
usually the result of individual effort, and for that protection which 
ought to be accorded by the States. 


Vhen it is the purpose to plunder the mass for the benefit of a class, 
’ 


Mr. Speaker, Il wish to say for the information of the 


se 


an infinite deal of patriotic ‘‘gush’’ is poured out in praise of sweet 
charity. The rule of all civilized countries whose institutions get 
their inspiration from the principles of the common law is that the 
people of each municipal subdivision of the government must care for 
their own paupers, and it is especially the duty of the people of the 
States to provide for the indigent residing within the limits of any 
State. This bill seeks to change that rule by directing the Federal 
Government to enter into a sort of partnership with the States—that 
it may share with them the duties and obligations which belong ex- 
clusively to the States. It seeks to make further aggressions upon 
the powers of the States by assuming obligations which rest alone with 
State governments. 

Now, there is a deliberate, settled purpose in the mind of the Repub- 
lican party to shape the policy of the Federal Government so as to en- 
large Federal authority to the detriment of the rights which belong 
tothe States. That this is true does notexcite any wonder, for this is the 
fundamental theory of that party as it was its predecessors. And the 
Democratic party, believing that the many evils of which the people so 
justly complain have grown up under the Republican theory of the 
Government, has ever been found in opposition to such theory. If 
the Government can do anything it chooses, can exercise any authority 
which the dominant party may deem to be in the interest of the public, 
then it may, in fact, take charge of the individual citizen of the States 
or a limited class of citizens and bestow benefits upon them. It may 
disregard the aggregate welfare of the masses of the people and devote 
itself to the interest of the favored few who happen to enjoy the smiles 
of the party in power. 

If it can take care of the indigent of one class it can do so for all 
classes. If it possesses such authority it can control the education and 
the appetites, too, of people. 

It does not surprise me to find the gentlemen on the other side stand- 
ing by the principles of their party, but I am astonished to see Demo- 
crats contending for the administration of the Government on any such 
theory. 

There is as much Christian charity in the State governments as in 
the Federal Government, and the States ought to dispense charity to 
its own people, and thus the burden of caring for those who can not 
‘are for themselves is uniformily distributed where it properly belongs, 
and econemy will ever attend expenditures for such purposes when 
made by the State government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. HATCH). Does the gentleman from 
Texas desire to reserve the remainder of his time? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. EN- 
LOK] whatever time he may desire to oceupy. 

The SPEAKER pretempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will be 
recognized in the time of the gentleman from Texas. 


The gentleman has ten minutes re- 


bill, reducing the amount from $250,000 to $100,000, 

fhe Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 1 of section 2, strike out ‘two hundred and fifty’’ and insert “ one 
hundred 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, what I desire to say on this bill I 
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Mr. KILGORE. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to exter 
my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEA KER pro le mpore, 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. LAIRD objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection; and, 
there being no further objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to offer an amendment to the first section of 
the bill. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection to the request of th 





After the word ‘ otherwise,” in line 7, insert ‘‘except in cases where such 
disability is the result of the evil and vicious habits of the licant.’ 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to state briefly my reaso offering tl 
amendment. The bill provides for admitting to the soldiers’ homesin 
the States, under the regulations preser: bed in the bill, soldiers disabled 


from any cause and incapable of earning a living. This amendment 
proposes to provide against the admission of those who have not be« 
disabled in the service of the Government, but have been disabled on 
account of their vices and evil habits contracted since they retired from 
the service of the country. Ido not think the Government is uudetr 
any obligation to make provision against the consequences of a man’ 
evil habits because he has at one time served the Government. I offer 
this amendment in order to cover that point. I hope it will be adopted 
if the bill is to become a law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] yicid the remainder of his time? 

Mr. KILGORE. I reserve it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes re- 
maining. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] is now recog- 
nized for ten minutes, 

| Mr. LAIRD withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. LAIRD. Then I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will reserve that time. 

Mr. LAIRD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA | 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the merits of the question before the 
House have been clearly stated by the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 
LAIRD]. But the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. KILGORE] has mani- 
fested a very extraordinary degree of surprise that any Democrat should 
favor this measure. If the gentleman trom Texas lived in a different 
clime than that from which he comes, he would readily understand why 





Northern Democrats should favor a measure of this kind, the effect of 


which is to reduce taxation upon the people. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SPINOLA. Nota minute; not a second of my time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then, again, sir, the brave men who took the field 
to save the Union and marched and bivouacked and fought in defense 
of the flag of our country he brands as ‘“‘paupers!’’ I hurl that asser- 
tion back into the dirty throat from which it emanated. No man, sir, 
shall stand upon the floor of this House while I occupy a seat in it and 
brand the Northern soldiers as paupers without my resenting it; and |] 
am only amazed that an intelligent gentleman, coming from the very 
southern extreme of our country, should entertain sentiments of that 
kind against the men who fought and bled to save the Union. 

I had a taste of him last night when I appealed to the House in th« 
name of the whole people of this country to yield an appropriation foi 
the erection of a monument in memory of cleven thousand five hun 
dred martyrs who perished in defense of American liberty; and, sir, 
while the House stood as a unit in support of that measure 

4 MEMBER. Eleven thousand five hundred perished ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; eleven thousand five hundred on the 
prison-ships, martyred, suffering, starving, poisoned by representatives 
of the English Government; and I say, while the House stood as a 
unit in favor of the measure, the gentleman from Texas raised the 
question of no quorum, and kept us here until after midnight. If the 
gentleman supposes for a moment that he is uttering Democratic sen 
timents by such conduct, I would inform my friend that he is mis- 
tuken. Northern Democrats will never hew to thatline. [Applause. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, as to the proposition that I expressed 
myself as surprised that any Democrat from the North should favor thi 
measure, the gentleman puts into my mouth words that I never used 
What I say is that it isthe tendency of the Republican party to enlarg 
the powers of the Federal Government and to counteract the powers of 
the State governments; and this measure is in the direct line of tha 
policy. It is the policy of the Democratic party to resist that theor, 
of encroachments inaugurated by the Republican party. It has be« 








the policy of the Democratic party from the foundation of this Govern 
ment to resist the aggressions made by the party that saw proper to 
enlarge the powers and duties of the Federal Government at the ex- 
pense of the States. 

As to the offensive personal language used by the gentleman from 
New York, he is too old a man for me to characterize it in the manues 
such language deserves—— 
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Mr. MARTIN Mr. Speaker, I would like to makea few remarks—— 
I \ rder. 
e SPEAKER. time for debate has expired. 
ir STEEL] I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman fron 
T {[Mr. MARTIN] b wed to address the House, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be 
ing engre 1, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| LAIRD 3 ed to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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Mr. FISHER, from the 1ittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
{ ul ¢ duly enrolled the bill (S. 735) making an 





ght-house on the high land (main- 
land) westward of Crooked River, Florida; when the Speaker signed 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise to present a privileged report. I send 
to the Cler lesk thereport of the committee of conference on the dis- 
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agree to the same. 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and ‘agree to the sa Ww 

mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 000 and 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: Tl » House recede from its ) 

e amendment of the Senate nu red 33, and agree to the same y i 
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1mendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with 1 
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Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from it isagreement to 
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charge to the latter beyond $300,000 of the sum herein appropriated ;’’ and the 

iate agree to the same. 
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ree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagr« ) 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agreetothe same with anam« 
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Th j 1 De t n on ordering the ye is and nays, there wer 
ny ‘ LLO (he aun one-iifth voting in the affirmative). 

M LAND. Ieail for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. I] 
th | to pass without our having a record upon it 
were not ordered, only 19 voting in favor thereof 
Che SPEAKER. if rs are refused, and the yeas and nays are 1 
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r,. WEAVER [ call for a division on the question of agreeing to 
ti 
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' AVI o quorum 
were ordered; and Mr. WEAVER and Mr. BLANCHARD wet 
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{ ‘ i | ind the tellers 1 yrted vyes 154, noes 44 
WEAY e to a parliamen l llry. 
LAK gentleman will state : 
\ WEAVER Other business having intervened, is it not now in 
ord ( d the vy nd nays on the adoption of this report ? 
| PEAKI Chair thinks the only way to reach that re 
sult would be to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were 
re! dl 
Mr. WEAVER. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and! were re ed, 
Mr. BAYNE And I move to lay that motion on the table. 


Mr. WEAVER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 29 in favor of the de- 

mand and 114 opposed to it—the affirmative being more than one-fifth 

of the whole vote. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments House bills of 
the following titles in which concurrence was requested, namely 

A bill (H 1426) supplementary to the act of July 1, 1862, entitled 
‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes, ’’ and 
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also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amendatory of said first- 
named act; 
A bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 
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A bill H. o 9870) to imend th hte yisea t re t » tI 
strict of Columbia, for the protection of irl d for t! yu 
e crime of ra} nd 

A b H 10573) to provide for one additior iate ju 
the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purpose 

{t further announced that the Senate insisted upon its amendment 
disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of D 

1 Meriweather, and agrees to the conference asked by the House « 

ie disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon ind had ippointe 
Mr. SPOONER, Mr. HOAR, and Mr. Jon! ot Arkansas, conferees 
the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 103 
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rooms which have been occupied by the United States courts and offi 
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A bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury; and 
\ bill (H. R. 81853) for the erection of a public building at Op 
La 
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\ 3) amendatory of An acti { to p in 
I y of thestatutes therein mentioned ipproved Junels, 1 
Concurrent resolution to provide for th printing of t 
nnual reports of the Director of the Bureau of I 
Concurrent resolution to authorize the printing of ad 
of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Director ¢ 
States Geological Survey. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILI 
The SPEAKER. lhe question is on the motion to lay on the tab! 
the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to reconsider the vote by wl 
the yeas and nays were refused. 
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ff on the motion to lay on the table. 
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ou had better accept that. 

et us have the regular order. 
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, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
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vote is refused ? 
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On the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylv 


nia to lay on the table the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to 
consider the vote by which the yeas and nays were refused. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays have been ordered, aud 
Clerk will call the roll. 
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fitcaecdaates% 


1888, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 74, not vot- 


ing 78; as follows: 


Abbott, 


Our vote is 


Dargan, 
Davidson, Fla. 


Adams, 

Allen, Mass Dibble, 
Allen, Mich Dunn, 
Anderson, Miss Elliott, 
Arnold Enloe 
Baker, N. Y. arquhar, 
Baker, Il. elton, 
Bankhead y, 


Barnes 

Bayne 
Blanchard, 
Blount 

Boothman 
Bowden, 

Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky. ¢ 
Brewer, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va 


Brown, Ohio 


oran, 


ord, 
orney, 
French, 


F 
F 
Finle 
F 
F 
F 
1. 


Gay 
Crest 
Gibson, 


t¥ 
ron, 


Brown, J. R., Va Gue 


Bryce 
Burnett, 
Burrows 
Butler, 
Butterw 
Carlton, 
faruth 
atchings, 
hipman, 
lardy, 


rth, 


lark 


obb, 


‘othran, 


( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
Compton, 
( 
( 
« 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Hare 
Har 
Hat 


Craines, 


ith 


Hauge 


Heard, 


Gra iger, 
Grimes, 


n, 


Hemph 


Henderson 


Her! 


vert 


Hires, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins 
Howard, 


Herman 


Ox, Hudd, 
rain, Hunter, 
‘risp, Hutton, 
rouse Jackson, 
ulberson, Jones 
S‘utcheon, Kenne 


Dal 1} 
bal ze 
aizeil 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Ill 


inderson, Kans, Dorsey 
Atkinson, Ermentrout 
Bland, Fuller, 
Bliss Galling 
Bound Ge 

Brumm Grout 
Bunnell, Hall 


Bynum, 
4 am] bell 
Cam pbell, Ohi 
Cannon, 
Cheadle, 
Conger 
Cooper 
Cowles 
Cummings, 





Brower 
Browne, Ind 
Buchanan 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 

Cam pbell,T.J 
Candler 
Caswell, 
Clements, 
Cockran 
Cogswell, 
Collins, 
Davenport, 


an. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, the read- 


De 


dy, 


Laffoon, 


Darlingto 
AO, 





Dockery 





Hay 


l 


r, 


Henders« 


Hitt 


Holman 
H{olmes 


Hove 


y 


ins 


Davidson 


Davi 


Dingley, 


Dougherty, 


Dunham, 
Fisher, 


Fite 


Flood, 


i, 


Funston, 


Glas 


Glover, 


Grreenman, 
-Hayden, 


Grosvenor, 
r, 


Il] 
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“ay.” 


YEAS—172. 


N. Y. 


\ 


Henderson, I 


Hiestand, 


Hogg, 


Hopkins, Lil. 


Houk, 


Kelley, 
Lagan, 


C 


wa 


rsS—T74 


Laidlaw, 
Landes 





Long, 
Macdonald, 
Mansur, 
Martin 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
M« Rae, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Nea 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Nutt 
Oates 
O’ Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Owen, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley 
Reed, 
Rice, 


Robertson, 


ng, 


’ 


Ket 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
La Follette, 
Latham, 
Lehlibach, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maish, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
Merriman, 


Montgomery, 


O’ Neall, Ind, 
Osborne, 
Per S 
Peters 


Richardson, 
rINnG—7s. 
Laird 


Law er, 
Lee, 
Maffett, 

M honey, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
Mills 
Morse, 
Nichols, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Perry, 
Pidcock, 
Post, 
Randall, 


[Laugh ter. ] 


Rockwell, 
Rogers 
Romeis, 
Rowland, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seull, 
Sene 
Seym 








shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Tracey 
Townshend, 
Turner, Ga, 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wise 
Woodburn, 
Yoder, 

Yost 


Rowell, 


Ryan, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
steele, 

Stone, Mo. 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Wis. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance 
Weaver, 

West 

WwW N.Y. 
W hitthorhe, 
Williams, 
Yardley. 


te 
Lite 


Rayner, 


Russell, Conn, 
Kussell, Mass, 
Rusk, 
Smith, 


pooner 
Stahinecker, 
Struble, 

symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbec 
rhomas, Il, 
Thompson, Ghio 
Wade, 

White, Ind 
Whiting, Mich. 
Wilkins 

Wilson, W. Va. 


ing of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 


The following-named members were announced as paired for the 


day: 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DINGLEY with Mr. WILKINs. 
WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. KELLEY. 
PrIpcock with Mr. PARKER. 
TAULBEE with Mr. SPOONER. 
CocKRAN with Mr. BROWER. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. STRUBLE. 


Mr. LAWLER with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Ifoaa with Mr. BINGHAM. 


The following were announced as paired on this vote: 
Y with Mr. BUCHANAN. 


Mr. McKINNE 


Mr. RAYNER with Mr. HopKINs, 


of Lilinois, 





} 
| 


| 


July 


The following were announced as paired 
HWAI 


Mr. Out 
Mr. 
Che 
Mr 
Mr. Trmot7 
Mr 


HARE 


PENIN¢ 
ly 12, 1888 
Mr. PERRY 
Mr. Bri 


Mr. GLOVER W 


Mr 
Mr. ¢ 
Mr. (¢ 
Mr. | 
Mr. | 
Mr. V 
The 
The 


El 


resuit ol 


yea i nays 
report ayes 154 
Ss agreed to 


Mr. BYNI 
that [am pa 
and | 


tleman; ar 
h Mr 


Arms wit 


Mr. TOWNSHEND 


The SPEAKER. The regular order 
report the title of the first bill 
VILLIAM 
he Clerk read the title of the bil 
A | H r er P G 
Che bill was ordered to be eng 


MONT 


VILKINS. 


wit 


witl 


};URNES witl 


Js 


yX 
LON 


I 

h Mr 
owing were 

GREENMAN with 

HY 


with Mr 


with Mr. SyMES 
NELSON 
ounced 


r. 
ty 


ann 

M 

CAMPI 
with 


LL with 


HAYDE> 


wit 


f 
ot 


M. 


red with 


SPEAKER. 


‘ 


Mr. WHIT! 


EAVI oO 
consent, leave of al 
for to-day, on acco 
, of Massachusetts 
important business. 


notice Mr. 


CORRE(C 
I notice in the Rt 
Mr. Hoaa 
HoaGG is p 


BINGHAM 


i 


being engrossed, it was accordingly 
M TOWNSHEND moved to re 
bill was passed; and also moved tl 


on the table. 


Che latter motion was agreed to 


The SPEAKER 


The Clerk read the title of the 


A bill (S. 1650 
Mr. STE! 
bill 
** major. 
M1 


LE, 
, and I move to strike out the w 


SPINOLA. 


GENERAT 
The Clerk will 


WwW. 


Mr 


Speaker, Gr 


the rank of captain and I think we | 


he bill back 
would be 
ihe qt 
mo the 


Mr 


men 


WISE. 


The SPEAKER. 
by unanimous consent 
consent 


only by 


asks unanime 


tion ? 


Several mem 
Ir. WISE. 
The yeas a 


| 
T] 
M1 
he 





with 


1estion was put 


nent was 


an amendn 


satisfied with that rank 


and there 
not a 


Is it in order to call 


Phat is in the 
The 
for the re 


ers objected. 


c 


he House divided 





ill for the yea 


nd nays were not ord 


‘he SPEAKER. 


The question 
and there \ 
No quorum 


he point of 1 


! 
M1 ill say to the H 
yeas and nays be given there will | 
quorum ”’ will not b ule Cris 
The SPEAKER. The reg r ¢ 
Mr. BLAND. Isitin order to 
and nays were refused IfitisI1 
The SPEAKER. That is in orde 
The motion to rec ler was 


The SPI 


EAKI 
The yeas and na y ed 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan I 


number of mem 


und | 


sidered 


The 


I enacted, et 


eT 


bill was read 


rs we t ‘ 

ild like to! et 
is follows 

A ut I view « ft 


reed t 


next 

for the relief of Maj.G W 
The right to offer ar 

j 

i 


1 


u 


as paired 
LHOMAS | 





nt ] 
nti 
anti} 
intl 
Inols 
DI 
N 


eman fr 


ll) 


i€ 
t wii 
ot 
{ 
{ ‘ 
t 
i 
and re 
; ‘ 
} 
the 
Ww oA 
end 
re 
I 
tT T } 
ead 
ot de 


r OF the 
1 
PA 
ul 5 
fn 
iu 
nect 
hey 
len 
« I 
reas 
rei 


e 
ar 
1 Ji 
rn rn) 
iw 
+ 
e 
‘ 
i l 
time il 
} 
‘ 
1 
7 
tté 
14 
na 
eanad 
Is 
Is ¢ 
| 
¢ 
4 ' 
el 


G58 I 


wa 
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, =i. ' 4 - aa 1a ogy aa = 1 | The result of the vote was then announced as above ret yrded. 
5 ’ ‘ 4 rece ‘ y him in battle, the resi« i e, anc 1e is ‘ \ 1? ‘ 1} 
hie hor t ile by and w h the advice and consent of t Mr M MIS moved to recon ider the vote oy ve aus h the nee 
to t Vi A vere brevet major-general United States | | sed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
! lr olunteers, to the position of ‘ 
< ‘ \rmy United St ace him on the retired-list « 
t r at 5 t retired-list being thereby increased in number t : ities a 
{ i ‘ 1 parts of law n conflict herewith are suspend 5 ' 
‘ Pha m i after the passage of this act no | ae : 
' . e paid i William vere or . ny comp | Mi IAISH I ¢ ie regular o 
: : I r this act; but | The SPEAKER. l ( vill t { 
for} t yw « ’ 
{ “ | Clerk read 
SPEAKI e ( wi ull the roll H. 1 v J 
‘ ‘ 1 ‘ t < ‘ t } 
1estion 1 tl re vy re ea 14 { rt Oo Ur , ’ ’ ” 
()* follo 
VEAS j ) vas read, as ‘ 
‘ ( Saw | el vs regi be id 
i Scott | ereby, suspended d susp al « t pur} 3 th ct; 
Mich D Slew | t Presidentis here ithorized to 1 i, by and with the advice 
lowa D & . j sent of the Senate, appoint Andrew J.S: te colonel of the Seventh 
‘ ni I t, Seymour i States Cavalry and a major-genera neral in 
And on, Kan Farquhar man, Sherman, | ny of the United States, and thereup drew J 
Art ! I nN lonald, Snvyde1 is ip » retired-list of the Army as such | \ itregard 
A n, } Sowder i addition tot number now uthorized by law of said ret d-lis 
, ir pinola | The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment agreed to in 
Baker, Il) Fu I Adoo, Springer . , 
Ba Gair . < g | Co mittee of the Whole 
| 1 : 
I G A, he Clerk read 
I ' G 
é ley, ll. strike o the w I r ‘ t 
j Gest McShane ; . 
t ra ae { < 
i telle, G Merriman, ke 
Bowden, Grosven Milliken, Che ment was adopted. 
Bow n, :; Gr t per Mr NRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Spe er, many of us were 
preckinridge .¥ lia Morrill, 1 27 1 . . . 
Browne.T.H.B.. Va. Harme aetna } absent last evening, and I desire to ask a question for information. I 
| yn. Ohio Haw Nutting wish to know whether this soldier left the Army voluntaril 





Brown, J. R., Va Henderson, Il. O'Donnell, Vance, 


Mr. WARNER \fr. Speaker, if the House will give consent to have 
Brumm Her inn O'Neill, Mo, Vandever ; : s : . ; a 2 _S ; n Somes 


| 
| the report read, it will give the desired information. The report con- 





Bur I}, Hires Osborne, Warner, e . 
Burnett, Hitt, Owen Washington, ists of a letter from the Adjutant-General of the Army and a letter 
v8, Holmar Patte Wear from General Sherman. 
t I mes re gton, Veber, . 4 , 1 4 } ra 
; Mr. MAISH. The gentleman can probably state the substance of it 


, 


rth Hooke Perkins We F , n 
: in less time than it would take to read the report 


The SPEAKER. No debate is in order, t 

























































r.J.,N.Y. Howard, Rice, Wilkinson TY pe 
i ie Sa certian W a been ordered. The gentleman from Missouri |Mr. WARNERIa 
a tO son, 1lains . 
Jackson, Rockwell, Wilson, Minn. | unanimous consent to have the report in this case read. 
Ketcham, Romeis Yardley, } There was no object 
La Follette, Rowell, Yoder, ir. PDBATINDTHA! , 1 
iii ie Yost Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck I was under the impression 
I i that there was an understanding that a certai 1 
for debate. 
A} ! Lanhar Pidco The SPEAKER. Itseems not, from the Journal. 
A M I ison, Fla. Latham, Richardson, Mr. CHEADLE. There was to be the right to amend, and the right 
: erson M ot > de s - g : to debate also : 
wikhead, Mansur > Oow nd, ’ . Ty TT ore » _* . 9 . . t 
TH . c The SPEAKER. Che right to amend w: erved, but the right to 
ita . I Martin i a ae 1 “ } } : 
] Fish Matson, Sha | debate seems not to have been reserved Of course t Chair knows 
nt, Forney, a lammy, Shively | only what the record shows 
wer, I eCreary Simmons, . a -yT ne . 
! Hatel oe" ornate Milli | Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The bili is open to amendment 
iH MeRa Stewart, Tex, | . a ac - > oe: . . 
( r, Haugen Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. | ‘*Old- A. J. Smith,’’ as he is fami 
sriton, He pilen . N.C Mo 2 Stor — | braved many a hard-fought field under & 
riton, enderson ° ° morgan etone, AY, i 4 : +” : ‘ 
Chendl Terrase Neal rence ~— | to the city I in part represent here« v 
‘ Hutto Nr erhen Tillman, who admire his character as a soldie 
: Johr nen, Tne. —, a Ga. | unanimous sentiment in asking for the passage of this bill. In th m- 
Johnston, N, C, Ferrall, Walker, | ‘ lett . } ] 
( Jone ©’ Neall, Ind Wise mittee’s report is a letter from General Sherman in regard to tl Ll, 
‘ K l His concluding remarks epitomize the whole story : 
( z : ‘ 
I | believe ) 1 would 4 pet that this now 1 t s 
NOT VOTI? . |} honest fait mn ng soldi man,General Andrew J.Smi 
, De I vs > | yuld | 1 to old place on the A Las und r d witha 
! | Cor think appropriate v Lo Ss Cx ind which tl 
D 7 . ; g 4 1th 
Re . Dir K . ists j orld over of lieut nant general, but I am t 1 he i with | 
t to rigadier-wenera I surely rex imend 
i Doug) Ker 5 Reed wo: : ; 
RB D = ’ R . P | Irs, very t! y 
, tus AS ~ ?\ ‘ 4 
i i D Ri ‘ i Hilh \ ’ 
' AT, nV . 17 
Blanchard re Smit Mr. CLARDY. re was no more gallant, no more brilliant offic 
Wyre ‘ Ay . . . 4} a : ; 
ridge, Arl me i in the American A than General Andrew J. Smith, who, becoming i H 
; 1 Stent P a soldier in 1838, continu din his country’s service until 1869, when 4 a 
i G Symes an act of Congress havin cing the number of colon ind , 
ul s Tar y, itenant-colonels fr 1each grade to twenty-five, he p: 
I ew ra t iauibee, : 
Burne Glover, MekKinney, Taylor, E. B., Ohio med one of the most s of the most heroic, one ol the most 
Ca Granger feMillin Thomas, I! hivalrie acts of his even his comn 310n colonel 
, at ; ‘ rig ~ : eee, Oe the Seventh Cavalry t 1ifor a younger i e A 
; - : sc, Vade, 1¢ long and meritorious wietae in h Ay i a tee ze 
Thane Cu os Ny i tcdealiens fa long and meritoriou vice in th rmy en es a x r to { 
Cogswell Har Nichols White, Ind he recognition sought for General Smith there can be no ques 5 
yllins | len orwoc ing el 1 “ . . 4 = Oo 
; — m, Norwood, ba ae h to the merit of the pending bill, and ] | vote for it with pleasui " , 
oO leard, O'N r’a. Hniling, Dass, + if } ‘ 
Crain, Hlenderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Whitthorne increased by tl 2 ACU O vbneg tion that t < him out of th Army. ¥ ue 
Cris} Hiestand, Parker, Wickham, The SPEAKER Th report WwW! lb Be 3 , 
‘ it on om " Se mn, a UKE wy Che Clerk read as follows $ 
ort Ho ~ ‘ erry, \Vilso \ 
DD . ‘ Honkir N. ¥ Phe Wi lburn \ ew J. 5 ith as a dier is well known to the country N & 
D iH Ph t can be said in this report can add to his distingui dname. He is: a 
' er seve! thre rs of age His military service is given in the follow 
“Oo tn l wa } sed on ication from the Adjutant-General, United States Army “ 
ir. NELSO. ae ae ee » galle ; ~ : 
Mr. NEL YN Mr. Hpeaker, when th roll was called I vote 1, ha - WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFIC! fol 
ing forgotten that I was paired with Mr. HARE, of Texas. I withdraw “* Washington, February 8, 188 4 
my vote. : , Statement of the military service of Andrew J. Smith, late of the United 4 
Che following additional pairs were announce d States ny, compiled from the records of this office. a 
: r He 1a orad sd at the Unitec ate: ] -y Academy non of teran' is 
Mr. HopkKIns. of 1] nois. with Mr. RAYNER, on this vote. H as graduated at ie | nited States Military Academy at the age of twe is | 
Mr. HARE + Mr NET ts sd athe of tha daw three years and two months, and was appointed second lieutenant First Dr 4 
aif, ARE with Mir. NELSON, lor the remainder of the day. } goons July 1, 1838; was promoted first heutenant March 4, 1845; captain, Feb- 4 
‘ 








CONGRESSIONAL 


ORDER OF 

Mr. LANHAM. Before moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of business on the Private Calendar, I desire to submit a request for 
unanimous consent that the rest of this day be devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committee on Claims to which there may 
be no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending that proposition, I move that the House ad- 
journ. J think that after our long session of last night, if we now 
adjourn we shall be fresher for to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. BLAN 
noes 59, 

The SPEAKER. lexas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the this day be devoted to the consideration of 
bills from the Committee on Claims to which there may be no objection. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will renew the request with this addition—that 
next Friday be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on War Claims to which there may be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] now 
accompanies his previous request with the further request that next 
friday be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims to which there is no objection. Is there objec- 
tion to these two requests ? 

Mr. MATSON. If the proposed order includes the whole of this leg- 
islative day, it would interfere with the regular order of the Friday 
evening session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so uaderstand the proposition. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, and Mr. O°’ FERRALL objected. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the call of committees 
for to-day, the usual leave being granted to file reports with the Clerk. 

Phere being no objection the motion was agreed to, and leave granted 
as requested. 


BUSINESS. 


Db was not agreed to, there being ayes 1, 


remainder ol! 


gentleman from 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
Che following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 
RICHARD 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard 
Jobes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 


JOBES, 


RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Richard D. Mc- 
Kinney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL TANNER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tan- 
ner: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

MRS. JANE POTTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane 
Potts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

LYDIA ANN WILBER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia 
Ann Wilber; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JOSEPH HOLMES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9388) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph Holmes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CONDEMNATION OF LAND ON ROCK CREEK, ETC. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3328) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to condemn lund on Rock Creek for 
the purposes of a park to be called Rock Creek Park; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying repoit, ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT HOLLAND’S ISLAND BAR, MARYLAND. 
Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, from the Committee on Commerce, 


reported back favorably the bill (S. 2398) to provide for a light-house 


at Holland’s Island Bar, near the entrance to Kedge’s Straits, in the 
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| Chesapeake Bay, Maryland; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
COL. JAMES C. DUANE. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. 
Duane; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


| be printed. 


JULIA A. THOMAS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


| back favorably a resolution for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, adminis- 


tratrix to I. 8. O. G. Greer, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed, 


M. C. MORDECAT, 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that on Sattirday, 
the 28th instant, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the 
Committee on Printing be allowed one hour in which to present for 
consideration measures reported by them. These matters involve 
simply printing for the two Houses of Congress, which is not privileged, 
and can only be considered under some such order as that now pro- 
vosed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON ] asks unanimous consent that on Saturday, the 28th instant, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, one hour be set apart for 
the consideration of reports from the Committee on Printing not of a 
privileged character. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. There is a general expectation on this side of the 
House that the Committee on Rules will report a resolution fixing time 
for all of these committees, and until that is done I shall feel called 
upon to object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole te 
consider bills on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report the 
first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9872) for the relief of Perez Dickinson. 


Mr. LANHAM. I think when the committee last rose that we had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Samuel Noble, 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COMPTON. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COMPTON. Itis, sir, that the bill to be first considered at this 
time is the bill H. R. 6347; and if allowed to do so, I would like to 
state the grounds upon which I base the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly. 

Mr. COMPTON. On the 16th of March last the bill to which I have 
referred was under consideration in the House, It is a bill reported 


| from the Court of Claims which went through the usual channel of the 
| Committee on War Claims, and was reported to the House. 


Under the 
provisions of the Bowman act and the decisions of the Speaker of this 


| House, this bill, coming over from the Forty-ninth Congress, had pref- 
| erence on the Calendar. 


This will be discovered by reference to page 
103 of the Journal of the present House, where the point was made by 
my colleague from Maryland [Mr. McComas], and the Speaker ruled 
that such bills had preference on the Calendar. 

On the 16th of March, sir, this bill was being considered and was re- 
ferred back by the Committee of the Whole to the House, and subse- 
quently to the Committee on War Claims. The point was made then 
that the bill, when it came back to the House from the Committee on 
War Claims would not take its place on the Calendar, and the then oc- 
cupant of the chair so maintained. I stated at that time distinctly 
that I would consent to the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
War Claims, accepting the motion made by a gentleman from Ohio to 
that effect, and would take my chance when this bill came back from 
the committee of securing its proper place on the Calendar. 

That bill has been reported back from the Committee on War Claims. 
My point now is that under the ruling of the Chair, and in view of the 
provisions of the Bowman act, the bill necessarily takes its place at th« 
head of the Calendar by reason of the preference given it by that act, 
and hence is the first bill for consideration to-day. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill to which the gentleman from Maryland 
refers was discussed and considered at some length in Committee of 
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the Whole, and my recollection is that it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims after considerable discussion. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will suggest that a reference to the 
RECORD will show what was done on that occasion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I raise the point of order that on Thursday 
evening last the House was in session under a special order of the 
House for consideration of pension bills, and adjourned because of the 
want of a quorum. My point is that they have precedent e under the 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. They would have when the committee rises and 
goes back into the House; but the consideration has been completed 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chair will direct- 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Chair then holds, I understand, that when 
we go into the House these bills will have precedence 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I suggest that an understanding should 
be reached in reference to that matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that its opinion was simply 
in the nature of information. Of course the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole can not make a ruling upon a question which is to 
govern the House. 

Mr. COMPTON. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Ifthe gentleman from Maryland will allow th 
Chair to learn from the Clerk the exact status of the bill to which he 
has referred, it will expedite the consideration of the point he makes. 
The Chair is endeavoring to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. OATES. When the House was last in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar the committee rose during the consideration 
of a bill for the relief of Samuel Noble at the point where the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Jos—EpH D. TAYLOR] demanded to be heard, and 
we did not have sufficient time to allow him to proceed with the de 
bate. The committee then rose, and under the circumstances I insist 
that the bill is first in order. 

Mr. COMPTON. As the unfinished business ? 

Mr. LANHAM. My recollection is exactly in accord with that of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. COMPTON, I withdrawmy point of order in view of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama and agree that the unfinished 
business may be considered, but reserving the right to make the point 
of order when it is concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill towhich the gentleman from Alabama 
refers appears on the Calendar as the sixth bill 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. When we were last considering these 
bills a number were passed over because the persons interested in their 
consideration were not present, and the Samuel Noble bill was reached 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair is compelled to take the Calendar in 
the order in which the bills appear upon it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In calling attention to the fact that this 
was unfinished business, my idea is that after the completion of it we 
then go back and take up the Calendar in its order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be pur 
sued, and the Clerk will report the bill to which the gentleman from 
Alabama has called attention. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Samuel Noble, formerly of Rome, Ga., but now a citi- 
zen of Anniston, in the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding the decision 
heretofore made, and the law of the statute by lapse of time, prosecute his claim 


to the net proceeds of sale of 802 bales of cotton, alleged to have been captured 
by the United States military authorities at Savannah, Ga., in December, 1864 


ongress entitled 


( 
<d property and the 
ni 


1ited States, ip 


before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of an act of 
“An act to provide for the collection of abandoned o 
prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the l 


proved March 12, 1863, and this act. 








The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert as follows 

“That Samuel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama, may, notwithstan 
ing the bar of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto ex- 
isting, prosecute his claim to the net proceeds of the sale of 802 bales of cotton, 
alleged to have been captured by the United States military authorities at Sa 
vannah, Ga., in December, 1864, before the Court of Claims, under the provis 
ions of this act and ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned or cap- 
tured property, and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of 
the United States,’ approved March 12, 1863, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that there seems to be not 
only a committee amendment but also two other amendments. Both 
amendments can not be entertained at one and the sametime. The 
Clerk will read the amendment offered by the gentleman f-om New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to line 14, page 2, the words “but no judgment shall pass in favor of 


said Samuel Noble until his loyalty during the late war shall have been estab- 
lished to the satisfaction of said court; and he shall further prove that during 
said war he did not in any way afford aid and comfort to the late rebellion.” 

Mr. OATES. I do not wish to address the committee, but will give 
my time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEyY], who presented the 
minority report and who was absent at the time the bill was consid- 
ered. 


Mr. SENEY. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to discuss the merits of 


the original bill as well as the pending amendments? 
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Damages resulting f 11 breach of the contract Mr. Noble did not 
clain HH dea att t time evidently was that he was entitled to the 
full value of the cotton hich he alleged to be $309,795.67, and he 
was unwilling to take the price ($144,922.85) for which the 802 bales 
were sold 

Upon the hearing of the case in the Court of Claims the court held 
the contract to be illegal, and turned Mr. Noble out of court. 

This cotton was seized by the United States forces in 1865, and from 
the moment it was seized until August, 1868, a period of three years 
and more, Mr. Noble had the right under the captured and abandoned 


property act of March 12, 1863, to sue in the Court of Claims for the 
Why he did not seek the proceeds of this 
He brought no such suit 
particular is to me a mystery, and is not ex- 


proceeds of this cotton. 
property in that court we are not informed. 
and his neglect in this 
plained by anything which appears in his case. 
his right to sue for the proceeds of this cotton was barred by the act of 
March 12, 1863, he appeared in the Court of Claims with a suit to re- 
cover the value of the cotton, which he alleged exceeded the proceeds 
in the sum of $164,872.82. This neglect tosue under the captured and 
abandoned property act for the proceeds of the cotton needs explana- 
tion. That he had aright toso sue is not questioned. That thisright 
existed from 1865, when the cotton was seized, until August, 1868, 
when by the act the right was barred, is conceded. 


Sir, I repeat, why thisneglect, this gross, ifnot willful, neglect. The | 


only explanation of this neglect is found by way of argument in the 
report from the Judiciary Committee made by the honorable gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

‘Chis report says that, until the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Lane ease (8 Wallace, 185), Mr. Noble had the 
right to assume that his remedy was upon his contract and not under 
the abandoned and captured property act, for so the law had been held 
by the Court of Claims, not only in Lane’s case, but in Burnside’s case 
(3 Court of Claims, 367), and that the limitation of a suit upon his con- 
tract was six years. Very well; a suit upon his contract would have 
been barred in 1871, and it was June 15, 1870, when the suit upon the 
contract was brought. 

it is impossible tostate the day or the month in 1865 that the cotton 
was seized by the military forces of the United States; but the seizure 
was alleged by Mr. Noble to be a breach of the contract upon the part 
of the Government, and therefore, adopting his own theories, his right 
to sue upon his contract accrued in 1865, and in six years there- 
after would be barred. In other words, he delayed suing upon his 
contract until very near the time when his right to sue would ex- 
pire by limitation. When it is considered that he was claiming the 
Government was his debtor in a sum exceeding $300,000, his apparent 
indifference to his interests shows a want of confidence in the justice 
of his claim. 

Is the neglect of Noble to sue under the captured and abandoned 
property act to be excused because the decision in Lane’s case was re- 
versed in the Supreme Court of the United States? The reversal was 
made, says the Judiciary Committee’s report, on the 29th day of No- 
vember, 1867. The right of Mr. Noble to sue under the captured and 
abandoned property act expired August 20, 1868. Before us then is 
the fact that the right to sue under the act referred to existed for near 
nine months after Lane’s case was reversed in the Supreme Court. 
Still, no suit was brought under that act. Why not? The suit then 


Within two years after | 
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whoever they may be, for his money. In addition to these two meas- 
ures for his relief my honorable friend from Texas, the chairman of 
the ¢ ynmittee on the Judiciary [ Mr. Cr LBERSON |, proposes to relic ve 
not only Samuel Noble, but also every other cotton claimant in like 


situation, by substituting for the bill for the relief of Samuel Noble a 
general bill for the relief of all cotton claimants by providing that they 
hall go to the Court of Claims to litigate their claims. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The substitute to which the gentleman refers 
is not before the House, as it was objected to by the gentleman from 
Ohio [ Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR] 

Mr. SENEY. I was not in my seat at the time the substitute was 
offered. I read in the Recornp that my friend from Texas [ Mr. Cul 
BERSON | offered his general bill as a substitute for the bill introduc 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CULBERSON. While this matter was und: ideration I 
asked unanimous consent to substitute the general bill for the bill for 
the reliefof Mr. Noble. It required unanimous consent, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. JoserpH D. TAYLOR] objected. Sothesubstitute 
is not before the House. 

Mr. SENEY. Ido not claim, 
before the House. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thought you made that statement. 

Mr. SENEY. No, sir; and I do not claim that the Senate bill is be- 
fore us at this time. When, two weeks or more ago, this matter was 
before the House for consideration, the gentleman from Alabama of- 
fered the Senate bill as a substitute for the House bill; but I do not 
understand that we have anything else before us to-day than the House 
bill for the reliefof Samuel Noble. I do not understand it to be claimed 
by the gentleman from Alabama that his motion to substitute the Sen- 
ate bill for the House bill is now pending before the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the Government of the United 
States is indebted to Samuel Noble to the extent of a single farthing. 
I do not believe that the claim he has been urging for twelve years in 
Congress, and which he is now urging this House to pass, has the least 
particle of merit. I donot think that in this whole enterprise from 
its beginning to the present moment Samuel Noble ever owned one 
bale of this cotton; not even a pound or an ounce. Ido not believe 
that he ever at any time invested in this enterprise the value of a single 
penny. 

What the real facts may be in this case I do not know. 





? 
i 





r consi 


Mr. Chairman, that the substitute is 


I take as the 


groundwork of my argument the majority report of the Committee on 


pending upon the contract in the Court of Claims might have been dis- | 


missed at any moment within those nine months and a suit under the 
act immediately brought. This was not done. 

Vithout dismissing the suit upon the contract another suit under the 
act might have been brought, and both suits be pending for trial and 
the one await the disposition made of the other. What was in the way 


of pursuing this course Nothing, whatever. 


Why did he not bring a suit for the proceeds rather than persist in | 


his pending suit for the value of the cotton? The difference between 
the proceeds of the cotton and the value of the cotton was large ($144,- 
922.85), and the difference possibly was controlling in suing for the 
valine rather than for the proceeds of the cotton. 

‘he failure to sue for the proceeds of the cotton under the captured 
and abandoned property act arose out of no mistake as to the remedy, 
and it is wrong to so claim. The remedy under this act was un- 
questioned, while a suit upon the contract for the value of the cotton 
was at best doubtful and uncertain. Between these two remedies— 
one for the value and the other for the proceeds—Mr. Noble elected, 
and to that election he ought to be held. But more time need not be 
spent on this feature of the case. 

Mr. Chairman, there are three separate bills now pending before the 
House, each one of which has the purpose of getting for Mr. Noble the pro- 
ceeds, if not the value, of these 802 balesof cotton. Thereisthe bill which 
was introduced in the House by my honorable friend from Alaboma 
[ Mr. FORNEY ], the bill which is now before the committee and which 
proposes to send this man to the Court of Claims to have his rights ad 
judicated. Then there comes to us from the Senate a bill proposing to 
relieve Samuel Noble, not as the House bill proposes to relieve him, by 


the Judiciary and the findings of fact made by the Court of Claims 
in the case to which Samuel Noble wasa party. I have said that his 
contract was one that contemplated the use of $50,000,000; and if at 
any time during the rebellion period Samuel Noble was possessed of 
10 cents to buy cotton or to buy bread or meat, it nowhere appears in 
the record which has been presented to Congress. 

Why, sir, it is asserted by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
that Mr. Noble was a loyal citizen of the city of Rome during the re- 
bellion; and up tothe time when General Sherman occupied that city, 
which I believe was in July, 1864, that he was in Rome; but what he 
was doing in Rome nowhere in this record appears. Whether he was 
aiding the enemy or whether he was then claiming to be, as his friends 
now claim he was, a loyal citizen of the Government, we have no infor- 
mation anywhere in the facts which have turned up in this case. 

I have said that he was a mere adventurer, without means, without 
ability to buy even a single bale of cotton; yet we find him engaging 
to deliver to the Government cotton of the value of $50,000,000. This 
property he undertook to get by hook or by crook in the insurrection- 
ary districts, and when obtained to turn it over to the authorities of 
the United States, upon a contract to divide up the proceeds, three- 
fourths to be retained by himself and the residue to remain in the 
Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a few words in further support of what I am 
claiming. Permit me to say Iam moved by no feeling of unkindness 
toward Mr. Noble; for he is a gentleman I never saw; I do not know 
where he lives; and if he has an agent or an attorney at the Capitol 





| looking after his claim I want to say to the House that although I 
| have been opposing and resisting this claim for five years my eyes 


have never been gratified by even asight of that gentleman. I do not 
know that that ought to detract from the merit of his claim. 
Mr. FORNEY. Do you not think that ought to be in his favor? 
Mr. SENEY. No, sir. If he wants $144,000 out of the Federal 


Treasury, he ought to show a personal interest in his case by appear- 


| ing before a committee of this body and tell them upon what his 


| claim is founded. 


Mr. FORNEY. He simply asks now to go into court. He do 
not ask for money, but merely the privilege of showing in court that 
the Government has seized his cotton and retains the proceeds. 

Mr. SENEY. Sir, he was once in the courts and the courts turned 
him out. 

Mr. FORNEY. That was on account of the mistake of his lawye 
in bringing the wrong suit. 


Mr. SENEY. He was once in court reaching out with his greed: 


sending him to the Court of Claims to have his claim there adjudi- | hands to filch from the Treasury $309,795.67, when the evidence in 


cated, but by sending him to the accounting officers of the Treasury, 


his case is that he never had a cent invested in the enterprise, never 


| 


Nah eb teem 


Aig ENE Ae 


TURRET LOAN I abe ela 





an 
for 
pa, 
Co 
bal 
Tal 
of 
bu 
Ma 
mi: 
in 
stil 
rig 
coi 


186 








6588 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 20, 


himself, if it belonged to him, or to the other parties that he had prom- 
ised to pay them, was not he the trustee and would he not have the 
right to recover? 

Mr. SENEY. I ask you what interest this man had in these two 
lots of cotton. Clearly, unmistakably none; for he by the terms or 
the memorandum referred to was to give to Anderson and the Roswell 
Manufacturing Company 70 per cent. of the proceeds, and therefore he 
has no legal or equitable interest in the 70 per cent. What interest 
has he, then, in the remaining 30 percent? None whatever. Under his 
contract in 1865 the Government was to retain of the proceeds of that 
cotton 25 per cent. Now, when you take the Anderson cotton and the 
Roswell Manufacturing Company’s cotton and give to the Government 
its 25 per cent. and to the Anderson and Roswell Manufacturing Com- 
pany their 70 per cent., tell me, will you, what remains for Samuel 
Noble? An agent’s commission of 5 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, it is difficult te think of this claim and resist the con- 
viction that Mr. Noble was not the merest and sheerestof adventurers, 
and without the least ability to perform his engagement with the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. SENEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. In point of fact did Mr. Noble perform his engage- 
ment? Did he deliver the cotton? 

Mr. SENEY. No, sir, he did not deliver the cotton. As I said be- 
fore, he had but 802 bales of cotton that he claimed to be his own. 
When the Federal troops at Savannah seized upon that cotton it was 
stored in a warehouse in that city, and over that warehouse and over 
the cotton in it Mr. Samuel Noble had absolute, complete, and entire 
control. He had not delivered the cotton; he had never offered to de- 
liver it; the cotton in the warehouse had never been appropriated to 
or turned over upon the contract; it was still ostensibly the property 
of Mr. Noble, and of nobody else. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do you mean that it was the property 
of Noble? 

Mr. SENEY. I mean that Mr. Noble claimed it to be his property. 
Certain it is that it had not been turned over to the Government or did 
the Government receive it from him. 

Mr. FORNEY. Did not Mr. Noble make a contract with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that he would deliver them so much cot- 
ton at Savannah ? 

Mr. SENEY. No, sir; he made a contract with the Government of 
the United States to deliver 250,000 bales of cotton, and as an induce- 
ment to that contract he misrepresented to the Treasury officials the 
number of bales of cotton that he then owned and had on hand to turn 
over on his contruct. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ido not know anything about his misrepresenting. 

Mr. SENEY. The Court of Claims says so. That is all I know 
about it. 

Mr. FORNEY. What was his contract with the Government? Was 


is the rule, not two, not one day this vear and another day next year. 
When a man has once been in court his claim is adjudicated and litiga- 
tion respecting it is at an end; to use a technical expression, it is res 
adjudicata, 

Mr. WHEELER. Is that so in all kinds of cases? 

Mr. SENEY. I think so. 

Mr. WHEELER. Not in ejectments. Under the English law they 
have sometimes two or three trials of ejectments. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, general, you and I will talk about the law gen- 
erally at some other time. 

Mr. WHEELER. But your statement was too broad; and in these 
cases two trials are sometimes given, just as in cases of other kinds. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, hereafter you and I will discuss the general le- 
gal question. Mr. Chairman, there is every reason to believe that Mr, 
Noble was used as a mere cover by men who could not assert their 
rights to the cotton they had on hand in the insurrectionary dis- 
tricts. I think that is the secret of the whole business. Clearly he 
had nothing with which to buy cotton. How he got his contract from 
the Treasury officials is a mystery, and only the Lord knows how he 
persuaded that good man, President Lincoln, to give him an indorse- 
ment and to write upon the back of his contract a permit to go at will 
through the lines, and give him anorder to those then in command for 
transportation. 

Can you, sir, imagine that this man could in 1863 buy of the Ros- 
well Manufacturing Company and of Anderson $82,000 worth of prop- 
erty for which confessedly he did not pay onecent. What was that for? 
Why, sir, I judge from the memoranda referred to that Anderson and 
the Roswell Manufacturing Company were disloyal; and that if they 
should have registered their cotton with the Government officer in the 
South it would have been forfeited to the Government. So they cast 
about; and here was thisconvenient man, Mr. Noble; he could be used; 
he was a loya! citizen; he had a contract; he had the order of the Pres- 
ident giving him protection and ordering that transportation be given 
him. He was just the man of all men for those cotton men in the 
South who could not claim their own cotton. He was the man to step 
in and claim it for them, taking it upon joint account—upon a sort of 
speculation, and turning it over upon his Government contract. Of the 
proceeds he, in his great strait, gave to Anderson and the manufactur- 
ing company 75 per cent., the Government, of course, retaining under 
its contract 25 per cent. 

But this is not all. There is another matter to be considered. The 
Court of Claims say: 


On the llth day of March, 1865, the said petitioner (Mr. Noble) purchased of 
the Home Insurance Company 202 bales of Sea Island cotton and 69 bales of up- 
land cotton then stored in the city of Savannah. 


And this cotton is a part of the 802 bales for which eighteen years 
ago Mr. Noble wanted to be paid over $309,000, and for which, by the 
bill which is now being pressed in this House, it is sought to help him 
to $144,000. 


: : . ‘ Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman has spoken of the 
it not to deliver so much cotton at Savannah ? , 7 : . : 9 
Mr. SENEY. He made a contract to deliver 250,000 bales of cotton | Home Insurance Company, That is a company of what State : 


Mr. SENEY. Of the State of Georgia, I believe. At first it oc- 
curred to me it was the Home Insurance Company of New York but 
afterward I concluded it was some local company in the South. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did not the permit given to Mr. Noble by President 
Lincoln contemplate the purchase of cotton from disloyal citizens ? 

Mr. SENEY. Yes; I think so. That is my notion about it. I 
think President Lincoln took that course to cripple the enemy—to de- 
prive them of the means of prosecuting the war—to get from them the 
products they were raising, and disable themin thatway. That is my 
notion; I do not know whether it is correct. 

Mr. ROGERS. To paralyze ‘‘the sinews of war.’’ 

Mr. SENEY. Yes, to paralyze the sinews of war. 

Now, let us see for a moment what interest Mr. Noble had in the 
cotton which he claims to have purchased from the Home Insurance 
Company. Why, sir, I am able to assert that he did not pay a penny 
to the Home Insurance Company on the contract made with them in 
March, 1863. As I understand the facts, that purchase amounted to 
$40,000; yet the Home Insurance Company seemingly sold that cot- 
ton to Mr. Noble and did not exact from him even a penny upon the 
purchase. There was no advance money, no earnest money, no secur- 
ity whatever. Certainly it will not be claimed that Mr. Noble has 
such an interest in the Home Insurance Company’s cotton that his 
friends ought to be here asking this House to pass a bill for his relief. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a communication from the Secre- 


at different points in the South. 

Mr. FORNEY. And you say he had 802 bales in Savannah; now, 
did not he deliver those? 

Mr. SENEY. No; he delivered none. 

Mr. FORNEY. Was he to carry the cotton to Savannah? 

Mr. SENEY. It was in Savannah that he made his contract. 

Mr. FORNEY. And was not he to turn it over to the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SENEY. But he never did turn it over. 

Mr. FORNEY. Because the Government took it. 

Mr. SENEY. The Federal troops seized it. 

Mr. FORNEY. They took it, and the proceeds are now in the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. SENEY. Iam not disputing that they took the cotton, and I 
am not disputing that the proceeds of it are in the Treasury. The 
point that I wish to impress upon the House is that Mr. Samuel Noble 
has no more right to a single penny of the proceeds of the cotton of 
which you speak than I have myself. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then you admit that if Noble has not, Anderson 
and the Roswell Manufacturing Company have ? 

Mr. SENEY. Certainly. They are the parties. 

Mr. FORNEY. And what does Mr. Noble propose to do? 

Mr. SENEY. 0, Lord! I don’t know what he proposes to do. 


[ Laughter. ] 7 ; am tar 
7 TRY . . — s Te : _y:. | tary of the Treasury addressed to myself, bearing date June 28, 1888, 
fh: FORNEY. He proposes to go into court to show that it was his from which, with the indulgence of the House, I willread one paragraph: 


Attention is called to the fact that at the December term, 1872, the Home In- 
surance company obtained a judgment in the Court of Claims, volume 8, page 
449, Court of Claims Reports) for the net proceeds of 202 bales of sea-isiand cotton 
captured by the military forces at Savannah in 1865, which judgment, amounting 
tothe sum of $35,529.58, was afterward, on April 3, 1875, duly paid from the ap- 
propriation, “‘ Return of proceeds of captured and abandoned property.” 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That judgment was against whom? 
Mr. SENEY. Against the Government of the United States for this 
very cotton. 


These 202 bales, the proceeds of which were Ee to the insurance company, 
appear to be the same cotton designated as 203 bales which make up in part the 


Mr. SENEY. All I know as to what your friend, Mr. Noble, pro- 
poses to do is from the bill put forward here in his behalf. 

Mr. FORNEY. Well, that is what the bill proposes, that he shall 
have his day in court to show that this cotton was his. 

Mr. SENEY. But he has had his day in court. 

Mr. FORNEY. Certainly; but now he wants anotherday. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. SENEY. Yes; and that is where the trouble comesin. The 
gentleman from Alabama understands very well that one day in court 
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ment of the gentleman from New J y [Mr. BUCHANAN] was adopted : th of A 
by the committee. The amendment, therefore, of the gentleman fi 
lexas to the committee’s amendment yw in order nd the ¢ 
will report that amendment to the committee’ di t, in order 
that members present may understand the exact status of the question t tt 
rhe Clerk read as follows t ( 
Provided, That a greater am tof: i not paid in satisf f No the 
this claim than the amount actually received into tl rea t 
ceeds of the sale of cotton alleged to have been taken . 
Mr. OATES. I would like that amendment to be ad pted at once, | ter e@ ¢ ‘ 
or I think it is an entirelv proper one C] f ( 
Che amendment to the a ndm t was adopted. that « ! 
Mr. OATES Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio in the greater | not ‘ 
part of his remarks has thrown a good deal of fog over this case. The Since tl opt 
latter part, with reference to the matter concerning which he intro- | New J« j ) y 
duced a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, is a question which 
juires consideration and is the only point he has made against the 
bill which seems to hav merit j 


Now, if gentlemen will give me their attention, I will endeavor to 
state the facts ll tl i 
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i u f I Butt gentleman from Ohio 
under to st 1 ‘ tion here d now by his judgment sim 
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v into 1 | | he would be entitled to a judgment for 
al artol i 
WII st) ‘ i ‘ VV lip OF interes int 
} rty changed ti ut? 
OATES, Not at all; the case turned on a different question. 
{ ENEY. H ea s changed: he will not claim 
that it was changed. I will submit rther: This man under his 


vledged that he has no in- 





own hand in the Court of Claims ] 
terest in that cot That is the point 





Mr. OATES. Ah! that w when he was claiming t it was 
the property of the United Stat when he was suing for d ures | 


a breach of contract; but when he failed in that, he, like every othe: 
ht to have the right to go before the court and let the court 


’ 


citizen, oug 
a de whether he w 
the sale of which he now claims. 

Che plea of my friend from Ohio amounts to nothing except the stat- 
ute of limitations. That is what it is in effect, though the statute of 
limitation does not apply. This is simply the case of a trust fund 
lying in the Treasury with no means provided by law for getting it 
out, and this bill proposes to allow this man to go before the Court of 
Claims and submit his evidence to show his ownership, to show that 


this cotton was sold and that the proceeds of it are in the Treasury, 











d, with the amendment which has been adopted, he is required to 
mu namely, that he was a loyal citizen of the United State 
» far as the status of a party before the court is concerned loyal 
does not cut any figure in the law; but the Congress have the right 
they see p r, and they have seen proper thus far, to put a provision 
in the act allowing a party to go before the Court of Claims, requiring 
I 1 to prove I l y 

Chis is all that I can sé 1 this case Che letter of the Secretary of 
t} Creasul es that in his opinion 203 bales of the cotton—th« 
proceeds of wh { ! C iing—have been recovered |} 
other claimant. 

If that be true, the court will ascertain the fact and will not 
Noble judgment for that. I would not have them adjudge one dollar 
of it to Mr. Noble that did not belon to h id J have too high 1 
opinion of that gentleman to believe that he would accept a dollar of 


he did not believe it was his. 
[ now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. § 


Mr. Chairman, I would not claim the 
attention of the committee if this question rested alone upon the di 

position of the rights of Mr. Noble, but it will be remembered that 
this claim involves a part of a fund of nearly $11,000,000, which is now 
in the Treasury of the United States and the legal status of which has 
been settled by the highest court in the country, which court has de- 
clared that this fund is not the property of the United States, but that 
it belengs to the parties whose property was seized and sold, and that 
the Government holds it as a trust fund, There are many reasons con- 


tT. of Georgia. 


is the owner of any of this cotton the proceeds of | 


| showing as would justify us in sé 
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l y WK 10! the } iviliece ¢ bein i d to for the « iblish 
} it of their rights, my distingu ed ft ad fre Ono | Sir. NEY 

» them, Your 1 l not udicated in court for the 

1 that there appears to be some qu yn abo your ownership ol 
the property, and the extent of your interests is notcertain.’’ Mr, 
Chairman, where shall we test the que m of ownership? In { 
tribunal ? 

Is it not a well-established r 1 regard t no lawyer or wis 
legislator would hesitate for a moment, th a t faci 

ise of right, the question should be sent l the cour 


rmine whether the right to t 


eft to det 9 ] is complete in 
the claimant or not? If this claimant is to be barred n going into 
court simply because the Home Insurance Company claim a part of 

this property, or some other party claims a portion of it, what becom« 
his rights? We can not adjudicate those questions here. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio claim that we should be invested with the high 
prerogative of a petit jury to settle thes 
amazed at the distinguished gentleman seeking 
the attitude of a jury, and, worse than that, calling upon them to de 
l iy to this claimant, ‘* W« 
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>questions of lact?’ sir Iw 





cide the case without examination and to 
turn you away when you appeal for justice, because possibly your 
to the property is only a right to one-half or one-third of it.’’ 

Mr. SENEY. What disposition do ike now of the report o! 
» Court of Claims, and of the facts wl that report found in the 











Mr. WART, of Georgia. The question before the Court of Claims 
was this: Mr. Noble insisted that a contract had been made with him 
by the officials of the Government, and he claimed that he had pei 
formed his part ofthe contract, had purchased the property and carried 
it to the place where he was to deliverit; that thereupon the Gover 
ment seized it, and that thereby a right of action for damages accru 
to him. 

And upon a hearing of the case for damages for breach of contract a 
contended for by Mr. Noble; the court simply held that the Gove 
ment having seized this with other property, no right of action a 
upon that contract as an action sounding in damag 











Mr. SENEY. Asa predicate of that holding of the court, the « 
was bound, was it not, to find some facts? Now, what disposition do 
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you make of those facts in your argument 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I make this disposit 
court did find he had a contract; the court did find that he purchased 
cotton; the court did find that the strong armof the Government seize 
the cotton; the court did find that the proceeds of the cotton are lyin 
to-day in the Treasury doing no good, and that the Government ha 
no title tothem. That is what the t 
facts upon which the claim is now based. 

Mr. OATES. Let me suggest to the gentleman that now it d 
not make any difference whether he had t Tl 
was cotton of his which was taken, and the ion now is sim] 
hether we will allow him to go into court and assert his claim. 

Ir. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to present an additional rea 
n why Noble’s case should be heard: this question having been a: 
licated that the Government is not liable for damages, the ne 
juestion to be adjudicated is this: Did the Government get this « 
ton, and had Mr. Noble an interest in it; and has he made su 
nding his 





ion of them: The 
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court found, and those are th 














im to a court for ad 





=] 
dication? 
Mr. SENEY. There I take issue with the gentleman. The ¢ 
ernment found that he had no interest. 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. And I rejoice that we are not a pet 
jury, as we might sit up all night upon a disagreement on that ques 
tion. We will leave that matter to the courts, where it properly b 
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Here the if, 
Mr. OATES. I yield fis n » the gentleman from <A1 

[Mr. McRae]. 

; McRAE. Mr. Chair n, I shall vote against this ore 


ior the reasons ass 











may be a proper and just claim, and for the purpose of 

will admit that it is, bnt lam constrained to oppose i 

that its passage possibly may, to some extent at least, trench up 
captured and abandoned property fund which 1 by the ¢ 
ment in trust for a large number of claimants, some of whom 
my district and State. It is all l t this claimant was loyal 
may have been. My constituents as a rule were not loyal 


and 1865, but they have as much right to this fund as those who we 











under the law and the Su ie ¢ ( ns, and end to 
far as I can that the real owners and producers of the cotton sei 
not discriminated against in favor of agents of the Government and 
speculators who may be able to show theirloyalty. In disbur 
trust-money Congress should be more concerned about the 
honesty of its own acts and the doings of Government ils t 
about forgiven disloyalty. 

Out of a fund of nearly $32,000,000, over $10,000,000 was 
as expenses and released on the orders of § taries, prior to Mar 
30, re the money was ever covered into the Treasury. 1 
the resolution of that date there w covered into the Tr ry 
sum of $20,971,790.96. Six that t > sum of $10,459,783 





been paid out, on special acts, judgments, and for expenses. 
see, Mr. Chairman, that this tri 
thirds of it has been disbursed a1 
a 
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no right to it either in law or equ! L believe in passing 
ral bill removing the statute bar, and if that is not done I int 
far as I can, to see that the money of my constituents is not giv 


men of questionable methods 


a reward for that kind of afl 
; we hear so much about on this floor. 
The people who raised the cotton, though disloyal for a time. we 








onest, and the survivors are as loyal to-day as any man in this Hous: 
and I deny the right of any member to qu: 





tion it in view of the procla- 
mations of Presidents Lincoln and Johnson and the Supreme Court d« 
cisions based thereon. Much of the cotton was seized long after tl 
cessation of hostilities, and was forci!l 


, ‘ 
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the owners by the ‘‘ regul 





y documented ”’ agents of the Government, 
who got 25 per cent. of all they could find. Some of them took all 
they found. 
been illegally used. 

around the Treasury. 





It has been a sort of lick-log for the hangers-on 


ily taken from the possession of 


The sales were irregular and unfair, and the fand has| _ 
| States, by virtue 
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wh ect } ticipated in the late insurrection or rebelli 

full ; lo the offense of treason against the United States, or 
of ‘ es during > late civil war, with restoration of al 
righ ! nunities under the Constitution and the laws which 
hav« t reof 

In te f ‘ gned these presents with my hand,and have 
cause: i'nited States to be hereunto affixed 

I here was no oath required by this. Construing these 
pardons th reme Court on the 30th day of April, 1870, in the case 
of Padeiford, in 9 Wall.,531, held that participation in the late rebel- 
lion was no bar toa recovery No proof of loyalty was necessary. Here 
Is wh t said 

The Clerk 1 

In the ea ‘ \ his court held the effect of a pardon to be such “tha 
in the eye of t olfender is as innocent as if he had never committed 
the of 4 1 t f Arimstrong’s foun we held that the genera 
pard i ed re ved him from a penalty which he had incurred to 
the I Sta 

As to the effect of the pardon the court said: 

If, in other respects, the petitioner made the proof which under the act enti 
tled him to a decree for the proceeds of his property, the law makes the proof of 
io nla mplete substitute for proof that he gave noaid or comfort to the re- 
vellion. A different constr yn would, as it seems to us, defeat the manifest 
intent of the proclamation and of the act of Congress which authorized it. U: 
der the proclamation and the act the Governmentis a trustee, holding the pro- 
ceeds of the petitioner's property for his benefit; and having been fully reim- 
bursed for all expenses i: rred in that character, loses nothing by the judg 
ment, which simply awards to the petitioner what is his own, 

In the case of Klein, in 13 Wall., the same doctrine was announced 
and has since been adhered to. It is good law and common honesty, 
and he who is not willing to abide by it is net willing to do as he would 
be done by, in my opinion. The Clerk read: 

Now it is clear thatt Legislature can not change the effect of such a pardon 
any more than the ! itive can change a law Yet this is attempted by the 
provision under « ration Che court is required to receive special par- 
dons as evidence of ind to treat them as null and void. It is required to 
disregard pardons lby proclamation on condition, though the condition 
nas been fulfilled, and to deny them their legal effect his certainly impairs 
the executive authority and directs the court to be instrumental] to that end. 

Inthesame oy onthe doctrine announced in Padelford’s case was reasserted 
with such foree by the Chief-Justice that it ought to be regarded as settied I 
make a few citations from it upon that point 

. Vihat it was not the intention of Congress, by the enactment of that stat- 
ute, that the title to property seized under it should be divested from the loyal 
owners 

it the proceeds of the property should go into the Treasury without 
cha of own 

Phat the sa tention prevailed in regard to the property of owners 
who ough the til might subsequently become loyal 

i. That it was for the Government itself to determine whether those pro- 
ceeds should be re lto the owner or not. 

Phat the President's proclamations of pardon and amnesty, with restora- 
tion of rights of property, and particularly that of July 4, 1868, was a decision on 
the part of the Government which decided affirmatively the right of all the own- 
ers of such property to the proceeds thereof in the Treasury; and the restora- 
tion of the proceeds became the absolute right of the persons pardoned. 

*6. And that ‘the Government constituted itself the trustee for those who by 
that act were declared entitled to the proceeds of captured and abandoned prop- 
erty, and for those whom it should thereafter recognize as entitled.’ 

Continuing, tl court say 


hat it was not the intention of Congress that the title to these proceeds 
should be divested absolutely out of the original owners of the property seems 
clear upon a comparison of different parts of the act.” 
And conclude vith this strong language 
“The title to the proceeds of the property which came to the possession of 
the Government by capture or abandonment, with the exceptions already no- 
ticed, was in no case divested from the original owner, It was for the Govern- 
ment itself to determine whether these proceeds should be restored to the 
Che promise of the restoration of all rights of property decided 








owner or not 
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| give the booty to a lot of camp followers and : 


JULY 20, 


The same official boasts that 


ino case, hgwever, it is believed, was the pri rt yy its proceeds restored 


unp irdoned rebel 

So it has all gone to the loyal men and none to therebels. Now, a 
far as my influence goes, and I hope this House will agree with me, I 

an to see that the law as declared by the Supreme Court is enforced 
and the money paid to the people to whom it properly belongs, with- 
out reference to which side they were on in the late civil war. The 
Southern claimants shall be treated fairly or it shall remain in the 
Treasury of the United States. The Government, throngh a lot of 
mean agents and a regular system of pillage and plunder in time o 
peace, has robbed my constituents, but it shall not with my consent 
its who if loyal have 
no scars to prove it. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. OATES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
nesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, when a bill similar to 
this was up a month or so ago, I took occasion to express my doubts 
about the principle involved and the method of dealing with the sub- 
ject it presents, and I entertain the same views at this time. I shall 
now ask attention only to what I think is a misleading idea that is often 
expressed upon the floor of this House. We hear it said over and ove 
again that all we are asking is to permit this man to go into the court, 
and that if we can trust the court what harm would be done? I say, 
Mr. Chairman, that that is essentially a misleading and deceptive opin- 
ion applied to a case like this. Here is a fund aggregating about $10,- 
000,000 belonging to some person or persons 

The question is, how shall we discover the owners? Those gentle- 
men who would secure that fund, or any part of it, are inaugurating 
proceedings in the nature of proceedings in rem for the purpose of set- 
tling the ownership. But when we give a party a status in court 
vithout bringing in the adversary party we have no trial at all. It 
is amere farce. A judgmentin such a case would bind no adverse 
claimant. We may have a triui and an adjudication in favor of a 
claimant to-day, but to-morrow another claimant comes in and says 
‘‘that was my property.’’ He has as much right to be heard as the 
other, and the proceedings in the preceding case can not bar his right 
as he was not a party to the litigation. 

If we are to have an adjudication which is final, we must have 
the adverse claimants present in court, so that it will bindall. There 
fore I shall vote for such a bill as I have heretofore indicated. ‘The 
bar of the statute of limitation should be removed for a period of one 
year, for instance, within which time all parties may come forward and 
file their claims, ali claims not filed within that time to be forever 
barred. If for any part of the fund there shall appear more than on: 
claimant, let them interplead, and then the judgment will bar all and 
settle the rights of all as against the Government and infer se. We 
shall then have a finality of these cases, because all-parties to the claim 
will be present, and those who shall not have availed themselves of th: 
privileges of the act will be forever barred. No lawyer certainly ca: 
doubt but that this is the only way in which this matter can be defi 
nitely settled. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. With a provision by which the rights 


AT 
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| of the Government will be thereafter forever protected against su 


that question affirmatively as to all persons who availed themselves of the | 


proffered pardon 

“The restoration of the proceeds became the absolute right of the persons 
pardoned on application within two years from the close of the war. It was 
in fact, promised foran equivalent. *‘ Pardon and restoration of political rights’ 





were ‘in return’ for the oath and its fulfillment 

“To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astounding than to 
abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised to maintain in 
their freedom 


This proclamation of President Johnson was simply in keeping with 


the policy inaugurated by President Lincoln, and was in the nature of 


@ national contract. It has been so construed by the Supreme Court in 
various cases, beginning with that of Padelford. The people whose 
property was thus wrongfully seized and recklessly squandered have 
honestly and industriously performed their part of the contract, and 
it remains to be seen whether the Government as trustee will plead 
the statute of limitations against itsown citizens. It ought not to do 
so. I do not think it can afford to say that it will. Foratime it may 
do nothing, but in the end justice will be done to these worthy people, 
many of whom are widows and children of those brave and gallant 
men of the South who staked all they had on the issue of 1861 and lost. 

This money either belongs to them or it belongs to the Government, 
and, as we have seen, over twenty millions of it has been disposed of, 
and some of it to people not entitled to it, in ways that, to say the least 
of them, are doubtful and suspicious. A clerk in the Treasury De- 
partment stated that the fund was ‘‘held by F. E. Spinner as special 
agent, and it was lying there loose, and whoever could rake up a little 
claim could get it.’ 

One of the Secretaries of the Treasury, in his reports in relation to 
this fund, said: 

While thus engaged in making collections of the aforesaid property contract- 


ors frequently seized the property of private individuals, who complained to 
the Department for redress, which upon clear proof was fully afforded, 


claimants. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The act should provide that all clain 
should be barred if not filed within a year, and that no judgment should 
be rendered until after that time. ‘The proceeding here, however, i! 
this bill is simply a proceeding in rem; one claimant present, all the rest 
absent. It would not bind any of the claimants who are not present 

Mr. SENEY. If the gentleman from Minnesota will allow me, 


| desire to say to him that there is a bill of the description he has indi- 


| about this case that make me a little wary. 


cated before the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
a bill. 

Mr. SENEY. This isa bill toremove the statutory bar for one yea 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There are suspicious circumstances 
I am not ready now, be 
cause I do not know enough about the facts to discuss it res adjudicata 
I place my opposition on the grounds above stated. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Iam strongly of thevpinion from the moral an 
presumptive evidence surrounding this case that the only parties in i: 
terest are masquerading under the name of this man Noble; that th 
are not presented in their proper person, but are seeking through him 
or in his name to have a hearing from the Government of the United 
States, and I can conceive it possible that he is interested only to t) 


[ shall not vote for any other kind ot 


| extent of some commission or compensation as an agent for the us 


| 


of hisname. I confess that is the general impression left upon 
mind from such examination as I have been able to give to the « 

I am equally of opinion that this money in the Treasury of the Unit: 
States by the action of our Government and by the decision of our high 
est court belongs to individuals and not to the Government. 

Why, sir, we are committed in honor and good faith to that prin: 

ple on the highest possible sanction; the sanction of the Executive 
the sanction of the courts, and the sanction of the Supreme Court. 


Bap. 


jute Apatite 
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Well, why do we not provide for the payment of this money to tl 
actual owners of that fund under our law by the action of our Gover 
ment? Because we can not do it now, asthe question of 1 
teriected into the case. What has that to do with it? 7 1 
Court decided that that question does not arise at all. Chen | 
we are bound to pay it. But why do not claimants apply Rex 
they did not know the court would so decide. They were under tl 
impression that the time had expired. ' 

Now it will be but justice to the people tates it 
will not be done at this session, to pass a ustly , 
distribution of this trust-money to the real the co 


Mr. OATES. My friend from Pennsy 





nv I 

pects that there may be other parties otton 
bought who are the real claimants, but v or d 
alty behind Noble. The question of disloyalty does nota t 
status of any man before the courts of this co ry The Suy 
Court has decided in more than one case that the President’s procl 
mation of amnesty and pardon restored all to their legal rights, and 
the question as to whether the man was disloyal or loyal « 10 
figure in such a case. 

It is only when we come to pass a bill here allowing the pa to go 
before the Court of Claims that such provision is put 
tleman always offers an amendment, which is adopted, that he sha 
establish his loyalty, when it should o1 be a question as to whe 
he is the real owner, and if he is he should have the right to go | 


fore the Court of Claims. 

Now, no one has any right at 
him to go before the Court of Claims. 
ing, and again I repeat th 1 
alty, to prove his ownership, and to trace the proceeds to the Treasury, 
and the bill, after the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. CULBERSON ] had been adopted, a what 


all until there isa which enal 
So that that ounts to noth 
hi ] 


at this bill requires Noble to prove his loy 





3 any gentleman wi'!l see, 





ver it is held he may be entitled to can cnly be obtained out of the 
] eds of his cotton, not out of any other man’s cotton. This is not 

bill offered in which there are nur us cl ants. ‘There is some 
art of it, as my friend from Minnesota will find, if he gives an exami 
nation to the case. that belongs to this claimant 

Mr. SENEY. The gentleman from Alabama certainly does not wish 
1 ve understood as saying that Mr. Noble’s the only one of these 


cotton claims. 
Mr. OATES. Oh, no; there are numerous claims 
that these ten millions are held there as afund to which there are n 
yus claimants; and where any claimant fails to show that the cotton 
was sold he can not recover unless he proves that the 
cotton were covered into the Treasury. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What would there be to prevent any 





proceeds o! hil 


one else from proving that this property was his? Could not John 
Smith go in to-morrow and prove that it was his? 

Mr. OATES. No man could get a judgment against the United 
States except in pursuance of a statute. We are only asking 


Noble may have an opportunity to make the necessary proof, and it 
does not affect John Smith or R rd J 
they could make the proot 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What right have we to legislate here 
in that way? If John Smith says it 


we to refuse him an opportunity to go into court? 


' 


his property, w! 


Mr. OATES. The gentleman seems to want to try the question here 
All we ask is an opportunity to go into court 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What right have we to refuse toleta 


} 


man go there if he can prove that the property is his? 

Mr. OATES. I will vote to give 
there. 

Mr. SENEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
low me to ask him another question; whether it is not proposed either 
in this bill, or by the Senate bill, to make Samuel Noble a competent 
witness in his own case? 

Mr. OATES. Is not that the general statute? 

Mr. SENEY. I do not so understand. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SENEY. It may be so. That question was discussed here a 
few days ago, but I do not know what conclusion was reached. It cer- 
tainly is the law in many of the States. But that does not answer my) 
question. My question is whether the Senate bill or the pending bill 
does not provide that Mr. Noble shall be a witness in his own behalf? 

Mr. OATES. Well, suppose he is ? 

Mr. SENEY. Then, is there any other proof needed by Mr. Noble, 
save and except his own testimony, to establish his case if he can get 

» the Court of Claims? 
Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 
[r. SENEY. Would not that be sufficient upon which to carry his 


every man the opportunity to go 


Mr. QOPATI 


Cart 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Of course it would. 

Mr. OATES. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that if he knew 
Samuel Noble as well as I and my colleagues know him, and if the 
gentleman were put into the jury-box, he would hang a man on Mr. 
Noble’s evidence. 


| act authorizing 
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Mi ry ’ ‘ i ( phat pro i ion Was put upon the bill 
hk I hel 

Mr. NEY t ttl further consideration of this b er 
D one the 1 M of December next Is that motio 
in ¢ I 

e { { I I »t it} 

| QA | { ( 1 ’ , « ¢ 

A TOWNSH te I its of the matt 
t 

Mr. SENEY If he purpose of the gentleman from Alabama 
| Mr. OATES] to mo hat the bill be laid aside to be favorably re 
ported to the House, I 1, on reflection, withdraw my motion, and 
10in with him in se rit the sense of the Committee of the Who 
up his pro 0 0 

M OATI J ( irom © > Wl illow th LD 
stitute, wh l g 10 form « the bill, to} dopted nd 
then I will: i@ J 1ind ted 

Mr. SENEY Does the gentleman mean the Senate substitute ? 

Mr. OA'TLS No l I would not support the Senate substitute. 


The bill as referred to the Judiciary Committee of this House was not, 
in the opinion of that committee, in proper form; and they reported a 
substitute which I hope may be adopted before we take the question 


of laying the bill aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN Che only proposition now before the committee 
is upon agrecing to tl ibstitute as amended on motion of the gentle- 
man from New Je Mr. BUCHANAN ] and the gentleman from Texas 
{ Mr. CULBERSON }. 

Several MEMBER Let the substitute as amended be read. 


ihe Clerk read as loilow 


That Samuel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama. may, notwithstanding | 
the bar of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto existing, | 


prosecute his claim to the net proceeds of the sale of 802 bales of cotton, alleged 
to have been captured by the United States military authorities at Savannah, 
Ga., in December, 1864, before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of this 
act and “‘An act to provide for the colleetion of abandoned or captured prop- 
erty, and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United 
State - approved March 12, 1863. But no judgment shall pass in favor of said 
Samuel Noble until his loyalty during the late war shall have been established 
to the satisfaction of the said court, and he shall have further proved that dur- 


ing said war he did notin any way afford aid or comfort to the late rebellion 
j i, That a greater amount of money shall not be paid in satisfaction of 
th laim than the amount actually received into the Treasury as net proceeds 


oft ile of the cotton alleged to have been taken 


The question bei n on agreeing to the substitute as amended, 


it \ agreed to 
OATES [ now move that the bill as amended be laid aside to | 
be reported to the House favorably. 
rhe question being taken, it was decided in the negative—ayes 23, 


Che CHAIRMAN, ‘he effect of 
the bill still on the Calendar 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of this vote, I suggest that the measure had 
better be reported to the House with an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. OATES. I am willing it should remain on the Calendar just 


mB 


action just taken is to leave 


it 1s, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think that it shonld stand in the way of 
other business. I move that it be reported to the House adversely. 
Mr. OATES. 1 hope the gentleman will not insist on that motion. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will not insist if the bill 
Calendar. 
Mr. SENEY. 
House with an adverse recommendation. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


rr 
_ 


I rise to a parliamentary in- 


qguiry. Is it now in order to move as an amendment to the motion of | 


the gentleman from Ohio that the bill be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will entertain that motion. 

Mr. SENEY. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise toa point of order. I submit that the recom- 
mitment of a bill isa function of the House itself, and the motion to 
recommit can be made in the House even after the previous question 
is ordered on a bill. but can not be made in Committee of the Whole. 


The CHAIRMAN. This is simply a proposed recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole to the House; of course the question will | 


come up afterwards for the decision of the Honse itself. 

Mr. DUNN. Is this a legitimate subject for the Committee of the 
Whole to make a report upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly it is. 

rhe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] has moved that this bil] be 
reported to the House with an adverse recommendation. The gentle- 


man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], as an amendment to that | 
motion, moves that the bill be reported, not with an adverse recom- | 


mendation, but with a recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman fronr Kentucky 

Mr. SENEY. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ken- 


es to the foot of the | 


I renew the motion that the bill be reported to the | 
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tucky for what reason he wants to send this matter back to the Judi- 


ciary Committee ? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mya 
hall be pe rfectly frank. I make the motion for tw 
let the claim down as easily as I can without hurt 
ing n the second place, I think a good many men 
are in the same position as myself; they could n 
clear to vote for the bill, yet i It th: it might be 

n further examination ought not to be reject 
the bill to go back to the committee for re-examination 

Mr. OATES. I ask my friend from Obio [Mr. S—eNry] to withdraw 


. 


motion and let the bill remain on the Calendar. 


ol 
I desire that the House shall not be troubled with this 


4 4 


bill furt 
Mr. OATES 


I Wi you i) ag Ldeal ¢ rlory in oppo ing 1t 

Mr. SENEY. I want to move to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky so as to provide that the] ported to the 
House with th recommendation that the ena n clause be struck 
out, 

The CHAIRMAN. The original motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
has that effect, and accomplishes all that could be accomplished in the 
way of killing the bill. 

Mr. SENEY. Is it in order at this time to move to strike out the 
enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. It 1 l be if the ot 1} not pend 


ing. 


Mr. SENEY. Then I will withdraw my former motion, and move 


| that this bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
| the enacting clause be stricken out It is suggested to me that that is 


| the proper way to reach what I desire 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would make the same 
amendment to that motion. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that it be reported back with the r 
mendation that it be simply indefinitely postponed 
The CHAIRMAN. There is a proposition pendii 
| Mr. McCULLOGH. I wish to move a fu ul 
i 
| 





The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in orde1 

Mr. BRUMM. There is but one amendment pending, and that is 
the amendment of the geutleman from Kentucky 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oh o moves that this bill 
be reported back with the recommendation that the enacting clause be 


| strickenout. The gentleman from Kentucky moves as an amendment 
that it be reported back with the recommendation that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. McCULLOGH. I wish to move that it be reported to the House 
with the recommendation to recommit it with instructions. 


Mr. LANHAM. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. onsequence 
of the difference of opinion that seems to exist as to the parliamentary 
procedure on this bill, is a motion that the committee rise in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. LANHAM. I make that motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not the motion pe 
| back with an adverse recommendation ? 

Che CHAIRMAN But the motion of the ge 
| takes precedence, being of higher privilege. 
| MrSENEY. Doest »gentleman from Texas that the 





to report this bill 


‘man from Texa 





committee rise have precedence over the motion I made awhile ago? 
| ‘TheCHAIRMAN. It has preference; itis equivalent to a motion to 
adjourn, and is privileged over ail other motions 
a ; 


Che question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 32, noes 


| 61. 


So the committee refused to rise. 


| ms ; : ; . . => . 
rhe question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DRECKINRIDGE 


| of Kentucky, the committee divided; and there were 
| So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. SENEY that the 
bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause be stricken out, there were on a division—ayes 61, noes 20. 
Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Mr. SENEY. Now let us have two weeks’ deadloc} 
| Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee now rise. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. 
| R. 53, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House now adjourn. 
**No ry 

Mr. BURROWS. This is pension night 

The motion to adjourn was rejected 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the House tak« 
| o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 
And aecordingly (at 4 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the House took 
| a recess-until 8 o’clock p. m. 


ayes 36, noes 52 
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I LAI KON I < una ( to ta l 
c eration é A 1 to l, re t 
port from e Com ttee ¢ { V el 
| t Si \K] \ , ( A e Y t { t > A I 
been reported fre 1e ( I t ’ 1d I V ret 
Hous t] ( tl tne I ot 1 nirom ie ( 
tucky ? { * (nat t 3 b port 1or t ifinished ¢ ‘ 
I es t H é l on ] l stant 
I I ' t 
he bill re I 
I en t 4 ‘ 
t i ecte tto . 
ta i Ww I G 7 VA 
Gab Le { é l 
il é of the } “ . ‘ 
The re was ho onpj¢ . , 
The SPEAKER ; This bill having en alr 1 I 
to it I nd thi gy, t ( now 
sage : 
Che bill vy l 
Mr. LAI ) r the t which the Ww 
a na 01 1 ) r we l th 
«A - 
I t v d to ' 
a ] 
Mr. MATSO> L1 that the House resolve its Lit- 
te the Whole for cons m of bills under t pe 
They iwasa 1 t 
i I ! I ed lf into ¢ mittee of the W 
I in the ¢ Lil D 
M Od l sent that b may be taken i 
their order upon t yinning from the here we | 
off on last Iriday he bills are read by their le 
one asks for their ec hat they be informa passed ¢ 
retaining their places; with the reservation that if any bills have 
passed over which gentlemen desire to call up dur the evening tl! 
may} be perm tted to dos 
The CHAIRMAN. Is the op ito t to es 
man from Indiana? 
There was no objection. 
PH . . 
The first business on the Calendar (the consideration of which wa 
asked by Mr. MorRILt) was the bill (S. 210 ranting an increase « 
pension to Joseph Verbisk: n 
The bill is as folloy 
Be it enacted, etc at the Secretary of the l 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro I 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josep 2 S 
tegiment United States Infantry, and pay him a t I " 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. é 1 
The report (by Mr. Morrit) is as follows: oes J stsaeer-vsiinar a Y wiges ; 
The report of the Senate ¢ ttee on Pensions shows a ; 7 — , : 
case and the condition of theelaimant. Your commit t tha I ind | fever du } Wo Or eed 
recommend the passage of the bill, died o t the 3d of Sept r, ist 
—_— Dr 


Senate Report No, § 





The claimant under this bill en » regular ny of the United States 
as a private in Company I, Second Regiment of Infantry, on the Sth day of Uc- 
tober, 1851,and was honor 
October 8, 1853, from January 18, 1853, ** for 


of right wrist,”’ which has been increased at 


i January 18,1553. He was pensioned 
amputation of left arm and fracture ‘ 
iry times until the a 














































he is now in receipt of $36 per month. H pplication for iner : 

the tof August 4, 1886, which was rejected y the Commissioner of Pensions a 7 ’ 

on the ground “ that his arm was not amputated atthe shoulder joint or so near | ~*~” ; 

th int as to prevent the use of an artificial limb.”’ : ry ll , t 
sistant Surgeon C. Ewen, United States Army, certifies “that upon exar mel! t t ’ 

na 1 of claimant, he finds that he has lost his left arm rw; t ro ae - 

of the arm is impaired from a fracture of the ulna, and the arm is weak 

there is great difficulty of speech (partial paralysis), apparently resulting fro: r} ( 

gunshot wound of head.” Margaret J. Verbis} y, wife of « laim unt, testifies Ahe ne ’ . 

“that for eleven years claimant has been helpless, unable to dress or feed him- | by M DUNH i 

self ne side is paralyzed, and he has to be covered and turned over in bed ( h irles Rite 

that he requires the constant care and attention of another person.”’ _— 
enry Hamborg and Max Haselby swear that the claimant requires the help Phe bill i 

of his wife in dressing and washing himself, and in cutting his victuals. Under Be it enacted, « I 

the statement of facts presented your committee are of the opinion that the | th ed and 





claimant is very nearly totalls abled, and that if a rating was allowed for | the name 
this disability to right : sion would exceed the amount proposed 


ig n, t I 
by the bill, and they theref the bill with a favorable recommendation. 
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The bill was laid asi: 


» to be reported to the House with a recom- 
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The report (1 Ir. LANI vas read, as follows: »08e of being mustered into the service of the United States Volunteers, and re- 
| } é 

The Ce on I Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5123) | CUE OP SE PANT GAS REE ENN. W. TH. NEWMAN 
for | 1 ( have considered the same, anc ! e fol- | ae ae , 
ns lave co ame, and submit the fo | In charye hospital, N. Bardstown, Ky. 

Phe re ! tl ‘ shows that the soldier enlisted in the Army August, ro : } : “ : 
1861 t i I ent of Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and wus | [Special Orders No. 135 Fz 
! d there r n April, | ,, by the reason of disability in- | Extract f 
eurt ma the eof d a dier, and that he is now drawing a pension of | 2. Asst. Surg. A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt, Eighth Battery Wisconsin Volunteers, 
HG pe i f ‘ , Which is paralys Iie makes app!a:ation | and mustered into Twelfth Wisconsin Volunteers, September 30, 1562, is hereby 
nee it ‘ s rth € the ground of total disability in the loss mustered out of service from date of mnster-in, he having been irregularly com- 
of by of h we sv 1 occurred s he has been drawing his pen missioned and mustered, there being no place provided by law for him 
al being ru r 1 railway engine while crossing the track, he being | By order of the Secretary of War. 

i to get « of the n account of the paralysis from which he was | L. THOMAS, Adjulant-General, 
pe ied, His mi v in the Pension Office on the ground that he | — 

. ; ath Ul —~ v paraly War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFIC! 

Phe comm ittes i from t te iony in this case that it is reasonably cer- | March 23, 1863 
ta that if the soldier s not suffering from sis he would not be i - Y , ; = . 
jured by the er ‘ l.and he being now y incapacitated for any The following are copies of orders on file referring to Dr. Lindefelt 
manual late W i er id is so helpl 88 as to req re the constant aid and Special Orders No. 13 
tention of othe | HEADQUARTERS New MEXICO BRIGADE, 

ihe committe thie recommend that said bill be amended by stril Z| Fort Riley, Kans., May 16, 1862 
out the words “ seventy-tw the seventh 1] irst section, ¢ o in- : . : . . rk. . Re 
sert ir u thereof the ¥ Pt aeoke | ; i to a a “yp ; ~ melt be di III, Surgeon A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt, Wisconsin Volunteers, is hereby re- 

‘ 1 ike reo < forty ane » st ke out: s n°? of sais : : : : 
} ind that t bill an « nded d ‘ as Ml of section 2 ¢ a lieved from duty in his regiment, and will immediately report to Colonel Howe, 

pill. rF tine ll so ¢ é do pass 2 < ‘ . . 

: s ’ ot 2 | Third United States Cavalry, at his encampment, and will proceed with the 
Mr. MCMIi.LIN Is the second section the section which gives ar- | paymaster’s escort to Fort Union, N. Mex 
} * * x * a ® 
rears ? j 
. | By order Brig. Gen. Robert B. Mitchel], commanding New Mexico Brigade 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ye : e JOHN PRAT? 

Nir, MCMILLIN. hat is all right. First Lieutenant Second Kansas Volunicers, A. D.C. and A. A. A. G, 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as — 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- Special Orders No. 14 
mencdation at it do pass. HEADQUARTERS NEW MEXICO BRIGADI 

.. F. BAINT —— Fort Riley, May 17, 1862. 
\. - SAIN SURE LINDEFELT. . > 4? 1 

Le ; : II. In the absence of any medical officer of the Eighth Wisconsin Battery, the : 

Che next business on the Calendar (consideration of which was asked | acting brigade surgeon will furnish the men of that command with the neces- : 
by Mr. Hupp) was the bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. Saint | ®2"y medicine and a 7 nS 5 

: 14 By order of Brig. Gen. Robert B. Mitchell, comman New Mexico Brigade, 
Sure Lindefelt. JOHN PRATT 
Tle bill is as follows | First Liewlenant Second Kansas Volunteers, A. D. C. and A. A, ( 
i! enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- oa 
{ ize ind dire« to ir and determine the claim of A. F. Saint Sure Lin- [Speciai Orders No. 17.] 

felt, ] surgeon of tl Fifteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, for pension, and, a ne Tain i . > . 

proper case made, to pension him the sameas if he had been regularly HIRADQUARTE! rae ee MEOARe, 
mustered as assistant surgeon of the Twelfth Wisconsin Volunteers, May 1, 1862. ~ ‘ ° ‘4 — My one ™ 

Aly t val Daa fae : _ . - se . sa : . 

ir. MCMILLIN. I call for the reading of the re port. V. Citizen Surgeon A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt, ordered to proceed with t pay- 
The report by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: master’s escort from the Seventh Kansas Volunt ers, will proceed with th scort 
. 2 . . ee now detailed from the Second Kansas Volunteers to New Mexico 

rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 1151 s ’ ® * * * 
for the relief of the legal representatives of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt, submit By order of Brig. Gen. Robert B. Mitchell, commanding New Mes l 
{ following report | y i brig. - ho >a . anding i “exico y ( 

his bill in substance was reported from the Military Committee in the House Strat Tisutsent Bien = ts Volunt { one - s 
of Representatives for the Forty-ninth Congress. General Bragg. chairman of TOF LACORS SIOONG AGROES FM lCeTs, Ae LU, SRS A AG : 
raid Military Committee, made the report thereon, which is heretoannexed and 
inade part of this report [Special Orders No. 19.] ; 

Hlouse Report No. 4049, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] AMEADQUARTERS TROOPS IN THE FIELD 
The committee have carefully considered this bill, and have procured from | * 7 aay Brya a8 miles from Leavenworth, May 26, 1862 
. , » 
the oflice of the Adjutant-General a mass of testimony concerning this officer, " ' : ' a J mn. seh to . 
which is hereto appended and made part of this report. VI. Assistant State Surgeon St. Sure Lindefelt, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin 
ere is no doubt that service was done by the oflicer, who scemsto have oceu- | Volunteers, is hereby relieved from duty with the par menace © CACOTS £0 New 
pied the anomalous position of an assistant surgeon with troops in the field, but | Mexico, and assigned to duty with the Eighth Wisconsin Battery. 
a portion of the time being a supernumerary, acting under a State commission | ° ° re : P . , 
being under pay of the State of Wisconsin, while subject tothe orders and | By order of Brigadier-General Mitchell, commanding. 
dire n of officers commanding troops who were regularly enlisted and mus- JNO. PRATT, 
tered into the service of the United States. } First Liewicnant, Second Kansas Volunteers, A. D.C. and A, A, A, G 
here appears to be nothing in his record whic h would warrant the commit- | In March, 1863, Dr. Lindefelt applied to the Department for recogniti: 
tee to authorize at this late day his muster under his supernumerary commis- | .)-ceon of the Eighth Battery iaacasin. ¥ ight Artillery Volunteers, i 
. : > Ral tn one . in a 7 r ; Zz 4 ral 5 sCONnS! al d Lilé ) ite Ss, an < 
and the reby give him a claim for pay as an officer against the United mitted a commission issued to him by Governor Solomon, as of said 
States But it has been brought tothe notice of the committee, by the record and batterv, dated June 4, 1862, to take rank from May 26, 1862 
in the Pension Ofice, that this person, while so acting under Federal authority, | * This an ti eation ae inl ‘ions < ntante oa if ihn saesem that : 
. : 11C2 s o € tained, for the eas Liat an bine + 
larly, it is true, sustained some severe injuries which are pensionable had sndhaed tae of artillery was not, under the laws and regulations a ‘ é 
they been sustained by an officer regularly mustered, Your committee, having P rmy entitied to a medical officer z = ar 7 
the subject of his relief regularly before them by the bill referred to, feel just a March 23 1863 nu letter from this officer was forwarded to the « 4 
> ° > ME ~, >, I < r ré GC « ¢ ayy naT i 
tied in disposing of the whole subject without putting the claimant to thedelay ing general De entnan of the Ohio. inclosing a copy of Spec * Or “pee N ¥ 
und trouble of waiting the action of a subsequent Congress on another bill. a War De iia Adjutant-General’s Office. series of 1868 . on te : 
rhey therefore recommend that this bill do lie upon the table, and report as a ; ’ J rvice a eletaed Surgeon Lindefelt an i re 11 ° ting to Sas whic oan r : 
’ . y _ . » e Co! > oo e ” > - > 1 So i = : « ‘ 4 + & ua tah ska , ) as t 2 
substitute therefor the following bill, which it is recomme¢ nded do pass : | sponsible for keeping this supernumerary officer in service in violation of Gen- ie 
A bill for the relief of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt. | eral Orders No, 126, of 1862, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | The following letter was reeeived in response thereto: 
{ ca tn Co 88 embled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND 
hereby, authorized and directed to hear and determine the claim of A. F. Saint Murfreesborough, April19, 18 
Sure Lindefelt, late a surgeon of the Fifteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, for pen- GENERAL: In answer to an inquiry from your off} is to wh » is responsil 
: p ; ; > sal : . . = oe 7ED RAL: iry fr 7 ti as v hie ssponsibie 

1, and upon proper case made to pension him the same as if he had been reg- for keeping Assistant Surgeon Lindefelt, Eighth Battery Wisconsin ee , 
larly mustered as assistant surgeon of the Twelfth Wisconsin Volunteers, May in service, in violation of General Orders 126, of 1862, I has e the honor to 

: . . , , , , that it appears from the inclosed papers that Assistant Surgeon Lindefelt h 

Che following is the evidence from the office of the Adjutant-General referred | been a surgeon under the orders and pay of the State, and that it was not in 


to im the the report 


former part ol 
Wak DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
February 5, 1887. 


The SecrerTaARyY oF WAR: 

Sin: [have the honor to return herewith House bill No. 8282, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session, “ directing the Secretary of War to correct the muster- 
roll of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt, late surgeon of the Fifteenth Wisconsin Vol- 


unteers, so as to include September 28, 1861, the date at which he was enrolled 


i commissioned by Governor Randall as second assistant surgeon of the 


lwelfth Wisconsin Volunteers,” and to report as follows: 

(he records of this office fail to furnish any evidence of service rendered by 
A Saint Sure Lindefelt asa medical officer of the Twelfth Wiseonsin Vol- 
unteers, his name failing to appear on any of the duly certified muster-rolls of 
th nization 

ihe s on file, however, a muster-in-roll of him as assistant surgeon Twelfth 
Wisconsin Volunteers, which reports him “joined for duty and enrolled May 
1, L862, at Weston, Mo., and mustered in November 18, 1862, at Louisville, Ky., 
to date from September 30, 1862, for three years, commissioned by Governor 
fandall, Septem be r 30, 1862 


Attached to this roll is anote and an order, of which the following are copies: 
Barpstrown, Ky., November 16, 1862 
Asst. Surg. A, F, St. Sure Lindefelt will proceed to Louisville, Ky.. forthe pur- 


tended he should be mustered into service. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





W.S. ROSECRANS, 
Brig. Gen. L. THomAs, Major-General, Commanding. 
Adjutant-General, U. 8. A., Washington, D. 0. 
The inclosures referred to by General Rosecrans are as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS E1GgatTn Wisconsin BAaTtrer 
Turrp BrRicaAper, First Drviston, TWENTIETH ARMY Corps, 
Camp near Murfreesborough, April 14 
ApJuTANT: I have the honor to report, in obedience to indorsement on Spex 
Order No. 135, War Department, Dr. A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt was assigned 
duty in this command (by) Special Order No. 70, Wisconsin State departm« 
a cervified copy of which I havethe honor toinclose. Assistant Surgeon Linde- 
felt was left sick at hospital, Bardstown, Ky., October 4, 1862; was afterwurds 
detailed in charge of that hospital, and has not been with this command sii 
that date. He has never been carried on any muster-rolls of this command, 
| but on the muster-roll of hospital. All of which is respectfully submitted 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 











H. E. STILES, 
Captain, Commanding Eighth Wisconsin Batlery. 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Department Cumberland, 
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‘ ‘ ned the papers in the case and wish to | The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follow 
erve ny 25, 1861, to November 27, 1865, when muster The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1629) 
< > First t ted States Volunteers | granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnh 1m, have had the same under consider- 
af ows: Scar. linea! in character. vertically | ation and beg leave to submit the following re port: 
left side of neck. about midway between lobe | rhe facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Committee on Pensi« 
of spine i'wo small scars, about 2 inches lower do | United State » Se nate, which 7 . 
i P wut a third of inch in diameter, and nearly | j tus B. Burnham was » the service on the 11th day of Sep- 
f 18 1 been ed Board of examining | I r, 1862, as private in ( the Fifty sece nd Massachusetts Vol- 
j ‘ to be very depressed in spirits, and | nteers, and re mained unt l ' ust, 1 3, When he was discharged. 
’ j fl n pressure over cla » | During such service, in February 3, after he had contracted measles, he was 
4 i : ital condition is ed picket duty,and kept on such duty for three days and two nights, of 
yr t n of is no missile there the | 1a part was spent in a rain storm, resulting in a serious sickness, the ef- 
sl. but pres might account for the | ts of which have impaired his health from that time to the present. Upon 
‘ been 4 sins, the board give } . ucts he ba lan application for a pension. ‘ or 
t disa lL to the fal i Examinations before medi rds have failed to establish disability to a 
Pree =e } ) le degt : I from the attack of measles, while in different 
Apr erxa , rveon certifies that the wot i such ‘ ave iceded greater or less disability f 2uses which 
i we I ’ ‘ fr nformationa ' y re una t ee y service Their ts have there- 
‘ 1 ol ng any manual lab« -_ th \ A 1, and his claim ls rejected in 
t the disal in the case is greater tha Pension OM : 
Nps ge nin ‘aa ibaa nes ened stimony of | , 1 in the « from Dr. Px of 
t 4 ry as ld . nored ‘ r i | i in ibor, who te ifies, on the 238th 
J ¢ ¢ ‘ t t the pre ice of a fore | ; : ; ' ' : 
e is not. why re nize a part < nervous | I | ecn acquaint d with said soldier for about twenty ree years, 
‘ ol inshot wound of left side <, and and that he knew him before he enlisted ; that he was a sound, healthy man; 
y } ot examination t t he knew m to be such; that immediately on his return after being dis- 
at y sioner is entitled to the rating fixed in harged from the United States service, in August, 1863, was called to render 
he rec dation th ‘ him me ltreatment. Found him suffering from a complication of diseases 
ated case of measles and the hardships and exposures 
: ‘ ; : | « at prostration and debility; there was also much 
i to ted to 1 LO t l seast i der nt of the liv Ch hea 
y it iblesome complication -in his case a 
le « i . y cons And Ci¢ t- 
i Li { 1 a confiri i from the tin ih ) 
; t 
ite Calendar (considel mor Wi s,on the 23d November, 1886 
\I vas th bill 3. 2652) granting a pension to ited with said soldier for about ven or ¢ ht years, and 
, A ” tl March, 1885, he called on me at my office. I found him suffer 
. akness in lower or lumbar portion of his back, an en- 
I bled digestion, also alow and demoralized condition of the blood, and a worn 
y of the Interior be. and he is hereby. a d haggard countenance, as of o1 who had suffered much ; A From that 
‘ l to on the pension-roll, subject to the prov a enal to the present I have seen and prescribed for him as of is two or three 
pens i : na of Gustave E. Peters. late of Com} t sa mouth, and I can not e¢ that his condition has in pre d, but ins 
Micl V olunte¢ tt e le has been d from manual labor a greater part th 
bh MI MoORRII W 3 read, as follows D A.V. Bowker testifies, on tI th Jur 1887, to treating « nant i ( 
: es ‘ : i a . : ‘ of the eye which had not been able to bear light f Six weeks 
on | 1 Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S which had not permitted h o read evenings for a year; and m¢ ns oth 
itot = e. P rs, 8u mmit the following report ' utions of weakness which need not | repeate ib ‘ 
case a i et forth in the report of the Senate Comm ‘ There is also the t ny of a number « f the i ite neighbors o 
1 is hereto attached : : i farmers, at st of who have known him from boyhood, \ ) 
for d , t rrence of the dis ‘ n testif g that he was a sou x man before « stment; tha 
therefore r 1 nad the pas i th t lanit i 
~ 1 | of t Pr i 
e he] t No. 9l7, bittieth ¢ ess t session j cae : 
; tember 4, 1864, as a } te in Company K, Twen- | pot eet 
\ served until September 6, 1565. H ied oe le 
! i UV a 5 the ind tt t his dis t a, | ‘ nent, it would appear tha ‘ can be no doubt as to the general t 
- 1 of left I . were not connected wit : t claimant ent lthe Army asa strong man, that he ca f L we 
etent testimon in, and that he has remained as ve e 
during the latter part of November, 1364, w on] ‘Your committee recommend the >of th ] 
' i 1and was ruptured on the left side; and Ity vy bead i that the testimo regimental econ, | 
ay women oe ie other le by falling, with a number « I rds in ossession, shows that claima vas ited mea i] 
ten brid and beir ; precip! ate 1 onto the r . ! ' g diarrhea in Ju | and { oth tro ] : 
rt is of the head and left leg, and bay t | : n ter part of said month On medical ex . atic ? ' 
: ona . e « inother, « f kid s ile the per ial de | 
2% 7 t, testific 3 that he w : I 1 | < na very one of t r i tio nts to ar h del 
1 Nov 564, and that claimant fell i ch; he i | 
- os Or 1 out; after daylight claimant showed him | rhe committee are clearly of opinion that this « lition is due to the cla 
een I on the left sid as he remembers it the rupture | t’s military service, and ihat he should be pensioned for the diseas 10 W 
Une of his fist. Flake also testifies that he recollects indis- | to exist by the medical examinations heretofore refe d to, and therefore r 
iently | ruptured on the other side | net fawcmnbie an the aescuspan vine Mill and asic thas it do pas 
t, Dr. 3 e Palmer, says he has “a faint recol- | POT *VOFAMY OF eee ante eer 
ters Ww ured while scouting for bushwhackers, some t e | ihnere peng no objection, the bill was laid aside to ported tot 
8 | House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
1 Char Peter omrades of Pet« testify to having known | 
i er enlistment (in Sweden and America), and to | EDWIN J. GODFREY 
' n 1 in li 1d body” prior to the receipt of the in- | . ‘ . : " ‘ } 
itione Isanc A trom, another comrade, testifies that | The next pension business on the Private Calendar (consideration of 
rely free from her nlistment; that he knew the said in- | which wasasked by Mr. MCKINNEY) was the bill (H. R. 9366) granting 
ot ial tena ao way, One Set be Beew a pension to Edwin J. Godfrey. 
\ ! vce cnew claima re coming to Amer- | Che bill was read, as follows 
: s healthy at enlistment ind fit forservice | xe ¢ enacted, ete., That the Secret of the Interio and he 4u- 
A Peters showed him his ire, incurred in No- | ¢}),orized and directed to place on the pension-roll sul to the provisions l 
i ‘ avs it was al out the s 1 walnut. He also | limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin J. G ate of Com 
7 , urring & second rupture, iile pursuing bush- | }; Second New Hampshire Volunteer Infantr 
| t igh a rotten ige. He also saw this rupture; he |’. ; ; : ’ ' ane 
t ! from the surgeon; after their dischar t | The report (Dy Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows , 
Ne Aa panes mantdid not goto hospit ul for he was The Committee on Invalid Pen ions, to whom was referred the bill (i ‘ 
at iptain, with whom he was a favorite, made his duties | 9363) granting pension to Edwin J. Godfrey, having considered the same, : ? 
ten Minered sola: te —_— port as follows 7 ' : pg ae = ; ; : y 
Sa ; ——. | Claimant was a private in Company B, Second New Hampshire Volunteer 
ae ; + 415 | Infantry. He enlisted in May, 1861, and was discharged August, 1861, for dis- } 
stn fis disability at « ws iS aisO Wn, | abilitw (heart disease), which the regimental surgeon said existed prior to « 
sittee dra y & reasona clusion they presume istment. Soldier,on the other hand, claims that the heart trouble was indu 
yo tine of | by fatigue and overheating at the first battle of Bull Run. The rolls show h 
ofthe t F rted herewit — ded | to have been in battle at Bull Run July 21, 1861, and also his discharge as 
s laid aside to be reported to the House with the 1 m- | On the point of prior soundness soldier furnishes the affidavits of s« il 1 
t it do nass utable s,all of whom swear that they knew him intimate be 
, ii } enlistn never heard him complain of any heart trouble, and t 
, PATTY AM } amining rzeon before whom he appeared for examination for pension 
BURNI I. os i 
| oo ‘ it Di aaa ad : 
6 granting a pension to Erastus B. Burn- | of duty.” F e 
| rhe rejection of the claim was wholly « s cert 
+}, as follows d irge, no other witn«s wearit he exist ise pr 
i I nt i 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- Claimant is indorsed by the leading « i his t has al ‘ 2 
rect ! on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand | tegrity and incap of a fraud upon the ¢ ‘ 
he pension laws, the name of Erastus B. Burnham, late a mem- | Every medical man knows that heart disease yuently foll ue ¢ i 
F, Fifty- i Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, | tion, caused probably by local congestions, This soldier could certainly 
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healt person w ! t have died of this i y; and it is also his convictio 

















that w ‘ ree contributory, the px 
cipa { e ca death was the direct result of the wound. 
br, « the had known the soldier about twenty-fi. 
¥ tha vas att ited to the wound in his arm, whi 
‘ ! i¢ inflamed and discharge pus; that! 
} j é I he received the injury to h 
f ‘ d from w s told affiant, | was suffer 
f id that he @xa ned him after th 
I n e wound inf t was t suflicient to ha 
, 1 \ t . 
i ‘ o i gned by R J. Mohr, M. D., the at 
t Vsi« t ‘ j .lrom wo 
‘ ‘ ted by 1 of rightankie leat 
fy 
é ) I the l c on the « n of the m i 
‘ ‘ used t ry to his right ankle and 
4 I of 
‘ of ‘ iit to the S etary of the I rior t ‘ i 
la t é ‘ s shown that for mo prior to ( 
‘ Yyilo! int rit i hile im ir i l 
t t t j n of the poiso is products the wounds 
ur 
ipp tt tlee th 
a the entt 1 
) to nki ! a i 
{ ‘ ! n ured the 
low i 
r < It t the lirma 
Secretar 0 ‘ i 
i er's ph I | lv 
i Baw tin ‘ ed ‘ 
t yumpl i eb fthat the soldier’s death was mainly refera 
I t v I 
Che bill is rep ed favorabl with a recommendation that it do pass. 


rhere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Hiouse with a recommendation that it do pass, 


MARY L. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (consideration of 


which was asked by Mr. CASWELL) was the bill (S. 1716) granting a 
pension to Mary L. William 
Che bill was read, as follows: 

‘ Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


cted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
ne of Mary L. Williams, widow of Reuben 


























i sO » ¥ 
‘ . f ’ at 1 Company C, One hundred and forty-seventh Regi 
v« \ inteer | itrs 
| t vi AW’ was read, as follows: 
I ( tre 1 Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 171 
o Mary L. W ms, have had the same under consideration 
i iowln repor 
t fc 1 in the report of the Senate Committee on 
i vidow of Reuben Willian late a private in Compan} 
vd | eventh New York Volunteers. He enlisted Augus 
| i January 8,1864. Ile was pensioned at the rate of £2 
ea from the date of his discharge. Onthe3dof March, 
the roils, on the certificate of an examining surgeon, 
wl ‘ ‘ y had ceased to exist 
Ite ] I The widow filed an application for pension in 
J i ‘ ‘ ted nearly three years after, on the ground that he died 
ofp : ic diarrbea, Thetestimony in the case showsthat 
chror diarrhea ‘ »a greater or less extent until he died; and in the 
ol 1is allowance of pension was inadequate and should 
tinued 
i from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions and 
t u lin such cases 
31 ‘ ofthe disease of the soldier with his death, his attend 
an the soldier for nine years, during which 
‘ ed upon to treat him for diarrhea or dis 
illians died on the 12th of February, 1879, m 
or i with enteric or bowel disease, which contributed 
‘ i t i re i 
ant 8 
‘ sdeath from an of acute pneumonia, which 
» | i i rut t ee weeks, and he emphatically connect 
< I ‘ t l re t ’ 
l ‘ n is that death was not the result of chronic diar- 
oO 
rom chronic diart » from the time of his dis 
‘ Ta \ previous, to the day ! death, February 12, 18 
t n fiflee ea ! lb 1 allowed itiful 
| i not | I ~ and that taken 
f vr atte t 
& paint Iwo witness ew him well, and one of 
1} comet ym whe from Is7l to 1879, says he was ne r free from 
eh ‘ ‘ vei t he was greatly debilitated thereby from their de 
: I ‘ miit te i . but he was compel'ed to do it because he was 
a ; 1, except the meager sum of $2 per mouth, which was paid him 
‘ t nd wasthen taken from him 
{ evids e that he had pneumonia three weeks. He also had chronk 
din ‘ I vit had dragged him down fifteen years. It was a strug 
‘ t! vo diseases which should prove the fatal one. His at 
tend } ‘ i vs hedied from pneumonia complicated with enteric or 
ic Pension Office says, ‘ No, it was pneumonia.’ 
ttc elieve this man should have a pension without interval 
Al te to his disability ; that chronic diarrhea and pneumonia 
r his death, one as much as the other; and that th« 
“ ‘ A pe nm 
rted favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 
\ ‘ ir in the conclusions reached in the foregoing report 
an i ‘ \l with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Chere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
» recommendation that it do pass. 


the Hou with 
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MRS. LOUISE SILVERS. 
































| The next pension business on the Private Calendar (consideration of 
| which was asked by Mr. Hupp) was the bill (S. 896) for the relief of 
| Mrs. Louise Silvers. 
Che bill was read, as follow 
| Bett ena ¢ it the Secreta of the t ) e,and heis eby, au 
ed ar re 1 to pia n the pensio ibject to the provisions 
ms of t pens ws, the na [i Louise § ers, widow 
{ hra lver late of Company F, Fourteenth | ment Wiscor Volun 
} 3 
| . i a ‘ = 
Phe report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follow 
I Committe i 1 Px ons, to v ym was referred the bill (S c 
| for tl of Mrs. Louise Si ] the same under cc lerat 
| Vi Senate Com ttee on Pensio report as follow 
| Che husband of the claimant was vate in Company H, Fourteenth W 
} Infantry He died in March, 188 ome years before his death he ap- 
| plied for an invalid pension, which was not allowed. After his death his widow 
i I 1, and her claim was rej -<d on the ground that the diseases of which! 
lied were not due to hist service, The numberof special examinations 
id the ¢ >and money spent show that the claim has been resisted with m 
t n ordinary determination It is a simple case, in which there are no v 
| tricacies except such as are referable to the inconsistencies practiced by th 
| \ in enlisting men and the contradictory testimoney for and « inst tl 
in his deel tion for invalid pension the man makes oath that while in the 
| r ] was seriously injured by being run over by a heavy commissary, 
wagon, the wheels passing over his chest and producing disease of heart and 
ings. It appears from the evidence that he was atfected by these dis I $ 
from the time of his discharge. It pears t , iese discases,f 
j which he was treated continuously from t! imeofh lischarge until he die! 
A number of witnesses testify to their personal kr edge of the occurrence of 
the accident Phey were his comrades in the mark f the 
wheel 
‘Dr. William H. Burtman, of Fort Howard, the home of the soldier, test 3 
that he has practiced medicine and surgery twenty-five vears; that he was ca!led 
| to see Frank Silvers the 3d day of March, 1880, the day before he died; that he 


| found him suffering from disease of heart and lungs; that he had been injured 
| in the chest by having a wagon run over him, which, in i 
| of such a nature and locality as to produce disease of the heart and lungs 
int further deposes and says that he found a scar on the front side of the 
‘ st overthe heart and lungs, which was the result of some severe injury, and 
| from affiant’s best knowledge and belief was reccived in the service and in the 
} 
| 
! 
| 














ine of duty, 

“There is much proof in corroboration of this, but the Pension Office, whi 
has had made eleven special examinations, procured tlie affidavit of the captain 
of the company, who swears that Silvers was not fit for a soldier when he en- 
listed; he thinks he was enlisted for a cook; he was upward of fifty years old 
he had some kind of ailment at the time; was an habitual drinker; does not 








|} remember any accident to him; he doesnot know how he was disabled or what 
} was his disability; whatever it was, he thinks he received it while he was in 
the Navy. 

* This aflidavit is too carelessly prepared to be ofany value as evidence. He 
} thinks the man, being old, infirm,and a drunkard, must have been enlisted for 
cook. The military department does not enlist cooks, and, if it did, it would 


| not select one of the quality described by this captain 
“The Pension Office assumes that the soldier was in the Navy, and it at 
| tempts, unsuccessfully, to prove it; and it premises that his injury from being 
| run over is referable to his Navy service. There is proof, ample in quantity 
| | quality, to show that the man was sound when he entered the service, that 
| his habits were good, and his enlistment papers show that he was only thirty; 
two years old. 
“If he was old, dilapidated, intemperate, disqualified by his disabilities, it is 
very strange that he was accepted, and that the marks upon his breast, whi 
were the proofs of his disqualifying injuries, were not discovered by the r« 


| cruiting officers whose duty it was to enlist only men of suitable age and sound 


| in body.” 
Your committee have very carefully examined the voluminous evidence in 


the case, and, as usual in this class of cases, find much conflicting testimony 


| It may be proper to state, however, that, while soldier may have been slightly, 
| if any, over military-service age at time of his enlistment in October, 1861, the 
| fact remains that he was captured at the battle of Shiloh, Tenn., served after 
clease without any evidence of disability, until February, 1863, when he cam+e 
} under treatment for chronic diarrbea, Later on he was transferred to the Vet 
rve Corps, and in November, 1864, he is shown by the records to hav 
ered from chronic rheumatism. He was discharged upon surgeon’s certifi 
| cate of disability, which sets forth that the soldier is incapable of performing 





|} eran Rese 


tary duty, because of chronic rheumatism and an injury received in the 
| United States Navy when nineteen years of age, also old age, he being fifts 
1 (hre years ofage. Soldieris shown to have been acomplete wreck at discharge 


| and ever thereafter until he died, of heart disease, on March 3, 1880. 

Soldier applied for pension on account of injury to chest by being thrown 
rom and run over by a commissary wagon in May, 1863. In this he is corro! 
ated by eye-witnesses. He is o shown to have suffered from frequent h 
orrhages from the lungs after discharge. 
it is not probable that the injury alle 
e age of nineteen years had any conne 








d tohave been received in the Navy 
x 


tion with hisdeath-cause. ‘ 











Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 


| mnittee are inclined to the opinion that the rheumatism in service was the prin 
| cipal factor in the death-cause, while the injury to the chest was t cause of 
id sc of lungs, from which soldier suffered continuously until ath 

| lhe widow is left without any means whatever, and being over sixty years 
| of age and feeble, must depend upon others for support. 

| 

| 


| There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
| the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. FREDERICKA HAUSER. 
| Thenext pension business on the Private Calendar (consideration « 
| which was asked by Mr. GUENTHER) was the bill (S. 1110) granting 
pension to Mrs. Fredericka Hauser. 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


+, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, d 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
: 7 


i 1 laws, the name of Mrs. Fredericka Hauser, widow of John 
Hauser, late of Company H, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 111 
granting avension to Mrs. Fredericka Hauser, submit the following report: 
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House with the recommendation that it do pass 
ABRAHAM J. 3 
e next pension business on the Calendar (called up } O38 ( 
n by Mr. THompson, of Cal 1) was the bill (H. R. 92 
an increase of pension to Abraham J. Buckles 
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ill was read, as foll 
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The CHAIRMAN. [he Clerk will read the report. 














The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows 
} Hi. ¢ f General ¢ ister, and of TI 
‘ ‘ i { i Sta Cavalry, | o hom, as wel ~ 
th ‘ Kcille i th » of Big Horn, 
hie sal rue A t yeal of awe and in very reduced cir 
stanc i ‘ t feel that it is necessary to recount the great 
i i¢ I i iti ar 3 « 
i i 
t i ~ \ i 1 c i 
‘ rt 
I 
a [A] ) et T t r of the bil ead 
CH M { 1 ) i pt Lin 
{ i ad ne , > 
} n ce nt <« ] eati 
HEADLI t} bill may go over until tl 
j vit } sha ym pelled tocall aqu i 
uM \ | +} hye n rep te 1 
) ' , - 
( ] iin 
CH i] LA r position ot th itieman fi l 
; . . . 
iii I A { 2 i i ) \ 
! ‘> { 
LAIDLA ) wed and I unders Li l 
, i i 
CHIPMAN I know very well that the gentleman from Indiana 
| to iW at his advanced ageto make 
r for himse D gentleman still insist upon 
‘ 
‘ i] I | | { Y ily I do 
CHIPMAN Very well; I do not suppose there is another man 
whole world who would make that objection to this bill. 
ir. CHI TL] Chat may be 
CHA MAN. Che gentleman has the right to object. 
MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be pa 1 
; evidently we can not do anything with it to-night. 
LLEN, of Mich n. Wait a little and let us see. 
CHAIRMAN is there objection to the request of the gent 
m | 
EADLE. vy me to make a suggestion. I ask unan 
CO ut that t bill be reported to the House with the recom- 
mie tio hat the previous question be ordered, and thatthe vote |! 
tit 1 ol { LOT rina full House 
CHAI LAN That would be impracticable, owing to anot 
| mu 
CHIPMAN fit can be done I am perfectly willing. 


fi 
; a special order, and a very important one, 
» morrow, the consideration of the tariff bill, and I shall object to 
ne that is likely to interfere with that. 
MicMILLIN I had just risen to make the same objection made 
ie gentieman trom Indiana. Wedo not know how many roll-calls 


be required before that bill is disposed of. 
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Chen I ask unanimous consent that it go over un 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the gentleman from Indiana is correct in 
his opposition to the bill. The widow of this soldier has been already 
1 large pension, on account of the death of the soldier, by a 











CHIPMAN Will the gentleman allow a correction ? 
Mi LLIN Certainiy, with pleasure. 
CH N. There were two sons and a grandson; all w 
i} ‘ — | y ih: li 1a ay oY 1 4 rm y 
i ine i a wnom THiS Ola ma iS pensioned 18S inomas 
Cu r, a brother of General Custer, and he lett no widow. 
i MILUI> ! he is getting a pension of $50 a month 





g only a pension of $20 a month 


now captain’s pension. So that it is not General Custer at all, but 











r ¢ l ) no Vv ) 
wil tha » over until Wer lay, if that I} the 
re of the H t 
ir. MCMILLIN, I noticed that General Custer’s n; was men- 
tioned, and | presunit l iat it was intended fora member of his fi 
Mr. CHEADLE. 1 would suggest Thursday morning. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Very well; 1 do not object to that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest Friday, that being the 


usually fixed for private bills. 


I I 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Ido not object to that. I request, therefore, that 


the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that the 


pr q 0 rdered upon its passage, with fifteen minutes fo1 
debate allowed o1 1 sid dl that its further consideration be post 
poned until Friday morning n immediately after the reading of th 
Journal, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle 
nan from Mic un 


RECORD—HOUSBE. 


JULY 20, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. Ithink that there 
» now not less than fifteen to eighteen—the gentleman from Indiana 


| . . . 


{ he chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 1n- 














my | 
n t the: re twenty just such cases on the Calendar. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Thereis not another such case. Probably there 
I 0 in the history of the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucl I don Pp ly h 
1 case as this, where a father to be ) dependent 
dead son, but I ean pension ¢ e gone over from 

| L Se 1 Inder the iy nent that they D ap nsidered in 
if House. the 1 vious qu 1 ordered, and fit 1 minute debate 

wed 

[ th when we have g nt n to tl uses that tl 
lou t to be di pose lof he We ought n ca 0 I 
into t business of the day. They are accumulating on the Cal ndars 
until we now have fifteen or tw ity ¢ Vhbich opstruct t ‘ sid- 


eration of other business. 
Mr. CHIPMAN I suggest to th itleman that there 








e this 

M BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken Why not ¢ ] t r 
this evening and disp of i 

Mr. CHEADLE. B t ent fr ] 1 ob d 
Lis &@ quorum on it 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why not allow this ca 

e the same cour t i es hich a quo I ! 

ed ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That is what we are proposing to do to set this 
ill for Friday morning. We propose it shall be l on al ten 
minutes’ debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I di t obje with 1 
ence to the time to be occupied in debate. objection is to tak 





ing the business to which Friday night is allotted 
to the day sessions of the House, which are devoted to other business. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The trouble is that this particular bill 
y one member only. We are blocked atthis point. He 


and turning it over 


is objected to b 
willing that i 
bate. ‘This is different from other bills in that respect. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There are, I understand, 
.bout fifteen or eighteen such cases. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I think the gentler ; in error. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I may be mistaken; but there 
» the cases of Mrs. General Price, Mrs. General Paul, and others. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Allow me a word of explanation. The 









be voted on at a day session of the House without de 








applicant for a pension in this case is no g He is a man eighty 
years old—not a general, but a father of a general. I know hi ind 





snow that he is in destitute circumstances, though he is the father 
of George A. Custer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
gan does not understand the point I make. Iam perfectly willing that 


The gentleman from Michi- 


1 


this bill shall be taken up and considered. I wish the gen in 
| from Michigan to understand that Iam not objecting to the passage 
| of the bill. - What I object to is the arrangement made every Friday 





t by which twenty cases or more which were on the Calendar 
siness of Friday night have been transferred from the night sessions 
| to the day sessions, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman will pardon me if I suggest th 


| there is no day set, as I understand, for those other cases. 





if consent be now given, will be ily case fixed 
There is no other day set for the other case 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is such a discrimination t 


to those cases which precede this‘ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I can not see any injustice init. I woul 
like to do something for this old man be 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu 
his ease be considered and passed; 
is that business set apart for Friday night ought to be transact 
Friday night. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Buta single member is objecting. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Wewould like to pass the bill to-night, 
but we can not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If itis in the power of one 
member to put off cases to a particular day, I think it is a bad precedent. 
If this bill can not be acted upon, let it be passed over on the Calenda: 
exactly as any other case would be. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is equivalent to defeating it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why should not this man be 








put on the same footing as other soldiers on whose cases a quorum h 
been called? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘This is not the case of a soldier, but the fathe 
oldier—a very old man. 
M ;RECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection 


: 
iT. Db 


bill; I do not wish to be understood as opposing it. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Your objection may end in defeating it. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If you will give us ten minutes—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is no trouble about th« 
i time. 2 
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3544) granting a pension t Joseph W. McConnell, have considered the sar 
and submit th j 

The petiti« of t col t t that he enlisted in Company E, Fifteenth 
Regime Ind | J { l,and was discharged for disabilits 
Aurust j ] that wh n camp at Elkwater Vallicy, West \V 
ginia ‘ ‘ 1 f the purpose of building a fire ~ 
cam) | ‘ ‘ ! ling said log from his shoulder, he fe 
shia ' t the hip inch to th eit « 
cer i Le) rene ove the pe 

j I j | ) é ed | lp ‘ 
i lad ty has ti led him more or | ‘ 
“ if 1 ed t Per yn Vepartment ray} ni 
rea né or r ey 1 ‘ 1 said 
he has fa ito fin t oO ( id « ides ho 
and the i ih i it that soon after said rupt 

» hospitals other than 1 gimental hospital; was inthe « und wi 
treatment of strange surgeons, and in the company of and associated wit! 
anid led | I } to him, and all of whose nam 
hi for tle yr one } 

| 1 two or three letters from neighbors and acquaintances sta 
that the timant is in feel l h, and unable to earn a living by mant 
I d that heisa in of ¢ mplary habits and good moral character, and 
that ! tute i iy be re 1 upon astruthful, This is all the eviden I 
the sme may be called evidence, submitted to the committee. 
» medical evidence either prior to enlistment, during his term of sery 

or during all the years that have clapsed since that time, is furnished, nor i 
there any evidence such as is nece iry to base a favorable report upon, and yo 
comupitte must therefore submit an adverse report and recommend that th 


bill do lie upon the table 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask consideration of that bill notwithstanding | 
the adverse report of the committee. The claimant in this case was | 
seventy-two years of age last month. In 1861 he volunteered in the 
ifteenth Indiana Regiment. Soon thereafter, while in the line o 
duty, and carrying wood to make a fire, in crossing a small branch lh: 
slipped on a log and fell, and was ruptured. 


Chere was nobody with him when the disability was incurred. Ii 


was sent to the hospital. We all know that in the early stages of the | 
war hospital records were very incomplete. He was sent among strang-,| 
el strange comrades and strange surgeons—and he does not know the 
names of the comrades with him, nor the surgeon who treated him. He 
was discharged; and the discharge paper simply gives the words, “for | 
disability.’’ I have known the claimant since 1862, and I say that | 


there is no more honorable man living than Joseph W. McConnell, but 
under the law granting pensions the statement of the claimant can not 


be taken at all. Therefore it was physically impossible for him to sub- 
mit to the Department such evidence as would entitle him to a pension. 
lic has been a sufferer since he was ruptured in 1861 until this hour. 


ite is an old man of seventy-two years; all his people are dead; and 
the question presents itself as to whether the Government will give 
him the relief to which he is entitled, or whether he shall go over the 
hill to the poor-house. In cases like this one, where there is no doubt 
of the disability, where no one was present when the disability was in- 
curred, when no evidence can be obtained under the Jaw, it is the high- | 
est privilege of Congress to exercise the right of granting the claimant 
He asks that it be granted according to the rating of the | 


pension 
law. 

[ wish to make one further statement. My colleague [Mr. Jomn- 

iN | knows this gentleman, and, if it were necessary, we could bring 
the certificate of five hundred persons in Vermillion County who know 

| I know there is no medical evidence on 

file of the rupture, and it could not be obtained. , 

Mr. MORRILL. Is there any evidence of any kind on file? 

Mr. CHEADLE. None except his Own statement. 

Mr. MORRILL, Is there a particle of any other evidence ? 

Mir. CHEADLE. ‘There can not b@ any evidence except his own 

tement 

Mr. MORRILL. Why can he not show his condition before he went 
into the service and after he came out of it? 

ir. STRUBLE. Has he made a personal statement? 

Mr. MORRILL. Was he an able-bodied man before he went into 


2 


the character of this man. 


l rvice { 
Mr. CHEADLE. Idonot know; I did not live in that county at 
the time and can not state that fact. 

Mr. MATSON. I think I may safely say that there are no adverse 
reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions if a favorable report 
can reasonably be made. 

Now, in this case I have no doubt that, as my colleague says, the 
claimant is a very worthy citizen and was avery good soldier. Ido not 
question that, though I do not know how long he served. I think my 
colleague did not state that fact. The main reason why an adverse re- 
port is made in this case is because he has never filed an application 
for pension in the Pension Office, because he has failed to follow the 
ordinary channelof the law. If Congress undertakes to grant pensions 
in all these cases upon original applications, they will increase the busi- 
ness of Congress very largely. There is no pretense on the part of my 
friend that this man can not show what his condition was when he 
came out of the service. 

He certainly could show if he was a sound man when he went into 
the service and could show whether he was a disabled man when he 
came out of the service. On that kind of proof thousands of pensions 
have been granted by the Pension Office; and there is no reason why 
an exception should be made in the case of this man. Why should 


J ULY 20, 


my constituent or your constituent be required to go to the Pension 








Office and have his claim passed upon betore he can come to Con- 

and an exception made in this case, when the claimant has not 

exhausted his remedy at ali? That is the ground upon which the ad- 
se report is based. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it not the fact in this case that the 

is such thatit will be no earthly use for him to go there ? 

Mr. MATSON. Ithink not. I think if he would tothe Pensior 

ice and show, as he conld show according to the state it made by 

( ne [Mr. CHEADLE], that he was sound when he went int 

t vice and was ruptured when he came out he could probably get 

per 1. <Atany rate, ought he not to be requ itotry? All the 

rest of the soldiers are required to doit. Congress does not take original 

jurisdiction except in some case where the man was not mustered in, 

r where there is some other good reason, where it is clear and certain 

that he could not get a pension at the Pension Office; but this.is not such 


acase. This is acase where the man probably could geta pension, and, 
no matter how good a man he is, or how good a soldier he was, his case 
ought not to be takéh up by Congress in this irregular way and he be 
preferred above all the other million of soldiers who survived the war. 
Chat is the ground of the adverse report. There is nothing in the re- 


| port that reflects upon the claimant, nothing that makes his case any 
| worse at the Pension Office. He can have the benefit there of his own 


statement and of whatever proof he can produce that he was sound 
when he went into the service and unsound when he came out. Be- 
sides that, there is no testimony here from a single physician that he 


an unsound man now. There is no sort of evidence of it, except his 


own bare statement that he was ruptured while he was in the service. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
MATSON | forget that his own colleague [Mr. CHEADLE] says that he 
knows that the man is ruptured ? 

Mr. MATSON. Does he say he has ever examined him? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No; but any one knows enough to say 
that if he knows that the man wears a truss. 

Mr. MATSON. However that may be, ought this man to be treated 


| differently from all the other soldiers? Ought not he be required to 


show by a medical examination, as all other applicants are required to 
show, that heis ruptured? Whyshonld he be treated differently from 
other soldiers? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will my colleague let me have one minute to 
make a statement which I ought to have made before ? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I forgot to state that this old gentleman and his 
attorneys have corresponded with all his surviving comrades and have 





| satisfied themselves that there is not a living soul who was with hi 


at the time he was injured or who knows that the disability was in 
curred in the service. Now, his own statement would not be taken a 
the Pension Office, and therefore how could he go there with any pro 
pect of success? Hisownstatement would not be accepted as evidence, 
and he says himself that after diligent inquiry he finds it is impos 
sible to obtain the evidence of any of his comrades who know the facts 

Mr. MATSON. Butbythestatement of my colleague the very record 
itself snows that this man was discharged for disability. The law 
makes a prima facie presumption that he was sound when he went int 
the service, and here is a discharge which this man says he has sho 
ing that he was discharged for disability; yet he says that he does not 
want to go to the Pension Office even with a prima facie record, b 
comes here and asks Congress to select him out from all the othe: 
diers and give him a pension without doing what we require all t} 
other soldiers to do. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Ido not want to interfere in this matter 
but on general principles here is a case where a man for whose honor 
and uprightness his Representative in Congress vouches, who assert 


that he has attempted to do just exactly what the Pension Office woul! 


| require, to wit, to find the evidence of his comrades or oflicers, and tha 


he can not doit. Now, it is not a very hard thing to imagine an old 
man out in Indiana who has lost all his relatives, who has drifted awa, 
from his comrades, and is, so to speak, isolated, and here is a man sev- 
enty-two years of age, in regard to whom we are asked to assume that 
he is committing perjury for this paltry pension—a man who has to go 
around holding himself together with a truss! Ido not believe it is 
such an extraordinary case that we can not do justice to it-here. The 
trouble is that we do not do justice to the soldiers, and we need not b 
alarmed about making a mistake if it is on the right side. We know 
two things in this case; first, that the man was sound when he went 
into the service; and, second, that he is unsound now. 

Mr. KERR. How do you know that? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. First by his own statement, and second 
by the statement of his Representative on this floor. 

Mr KERR. Let him go and make his statement to the Commis- 
sioner Of Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. He can just as well make it here. We 
have the power to pass laws here. That is what we are here for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad to be able to agree with our distin- 
guished chairman [Mr. MATson]# The Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions does not make unfavorable reports !n cases that justify farorab! 





| 
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examined and pension him according to the ratings of the law 


| »CHAIRMAN. What motion do the gentleman submit? 
Mr. CHEADLE TI 























iat this bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
] otwithstanding the adverse report of 1 committee 
( t i” ta 10n th ) i CH I it was t 
1 , 
ed to, t e bel uyes 16, noes 23 
Ch { 1 re red on la ig ft | le to be ported to 
' 7 : 
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SY M. STILWELI ° 
> mn ' ’ 
i ext pen 1 busin on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
i v a pension to Jesse M Li we 
[ HAIRMAN Che bill } ) 1 reported from t Committ 
1 In | P< ms adversely 
Mr. ¢ ADI I ask that the bill be passed r, retaining 
DD 
Mr, MATSON. I think I can please the gentleman better. I pro 
pose to ask the House to pass this bill, notwithstanding the adverse 
I 1 to notify m rllea . { intended to do, that 
the coin ee has reconsidered its Ort in this ca ind now reco! 
mends fa ble action 
ir. CHEADLE. Itisa cas 
lhe bill w I id t LiO 
B t l Chat Secreta t I rio id I aut 
ized and inst i | ‘ J M Ww of I isville 
( | 4 z Oo »\ 
t I rensior tthe: ur t s ) rula 
oft ’ s partment 
Ch ¢ ) yy Mr. MATSON) wa g f ws 
I 1 ¢ s case filed d iM gam t t wh ‘ 
Or near 1 Ah a Decem be 1,18 e wass i the sma 
the ick by a com le, Joseph E, Carr, with a hickorv st rc, which greatly d 
ed him and still disables him Che claim was rejected on the ground that 
the al ? ury to back was not received in tl i < luty, and wa 
to the service in contemplatior f law, unde r i 3 From t Ss de 
cision an appeal was taken to the Secretary of the t vho says 
It is shown that appellant wa YT dut nd in front of stentin camp w 
assaulted by Joseph I. Carr, another soldier, and the disa t llegwed to 
been incurred was in no manner incident to or connected with his military 
asa soldier; therefore he was not in the line of duty as con ted 
pension law, and the action of rejection is not error and should not bed 
turbed 
Che « ion in this case has also been affirmed by the President in a veto 
message recently sent to Congress, and the committ therefore submit an ad- 
rse report and recommend that the bi!l do lie upon the table 


Mr. MATSON. This is a case where a man was injured while sit- 
in his tent. After he had come off guard duty and while he was 
engaged in preparing to go to bed—taking off his shoes—a comrade 
struck him without warning and without provocation. In the original 
examination of the case there seemed to be some circumstances point 
ing in the direction of a quarrel, but after careful investigation I be- 
came satisfied there was nothing of that kind in the case. and so re- 
ported to the committee, which directed me to make a favorable report 
to the House. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions adversely, were severally laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed: 
A bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to John S. Coleman; 
A bill (S. 2447) granting a pension to Mary J. Goslee; 


i 1 
I 1 
V { 
i ' 
Ir. M 
t i h 
I i er i 
‘ 4 WAS 
s t W ) 
W 
f 
i Bi 
4’ died 
i ge is ‘ 
4 4 4 
t 
laid le t t 
tit do 1 
Mr. MATSON. I movet 
I VIS! l ask the j 
Mr. MORRILI Reg t 
The motion was agreed to. 
he committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McM 
the chair as Speaker } tein “eo. Mr. DOCKERY 
mittee of the Whole House, ha y l ( 
order, had directed him to report sundr 
dations. 
' Pp 
Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous con t 
consider and lay on the table the vote by which 


No. 749, granting a pension to Louise Paul, was pi 


Mr. LAFFOON. IL object 
Mr. CHEADLE.. Then I want to say this— 
Mr. MORRILL. Regular orde: 


Mr. CHEADLE. I rise toaquestion of privilege 


a Friday night session the question of a quo 
went over to a full House. It w brought upa 
when a quorum was not presen I 
record. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from 
I 

Whole without amendment, were considere 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, were 


third time, and passed, namely 


A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy 


A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. St. S 


A bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to Edwi 



























A bill (Ji. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 
A bill (HL. J } inting a pension to Abraham J. Buckles; 
\ bill (H.R, 51 granting a pension to John 8, Bryant; | 
bill (Hf 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell; and 
j granting a pension to Susan Singleton. 
! r titles, reported from the Committee of th« 
Vi Y nendments, were considered, the amendments adopted, 
i ed ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim« 
eing engrossed, t ere accordingly read the third time, and | 
] ed, name iy; 
\ bill (11. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 
bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge; 
\ bill (HL. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. McIntosh; and 


A bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O'Sullivan. 


[ANUEL H. CUSTER. 
The bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that the 


previous question be considered as ordered thereon, and that the bill 


be fixed as a special order for consideration on the 26th instant, with 
the right of debate for fifteen minutes on each side, was considered, 
the recommendation concurred in, and the order made in accordance 
therewith, 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

The bill (H. R. 3544) granting a pension to Joseph W. McConnell, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with an adverse recom 
mendation, was ordered to be laid on the table. 

NATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee o/ 

the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to 


. third reading; and being read the third time, were passed, namely: 


iird g 
A bill 2105) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Verbisky; 
A bill 692) granting an increase of pension to Enoch G, Adams; 


\ bill (S. 2652) granting a pension to Gustave E. Peters; 


A bill (S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnham; 
A bill (S. 1867) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Ristine; 
A bill (8. 1716) granting a pension to Mary L. Williams; 

\ bill (S. 896) for the relief of Mrs. Louise Silvers; 


bill (S. 1110) granting a pension to Mrs. Fredericka Hauser; 
A bill 1884) granting a pension to Louise Provost; and 
A bill 842) granting a pension to Julia A. Rhoads. 


‘The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were considered, the amendments adopted, and the 
bills as amended ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 2033) granting a pension to Joseph Wirth; 

A bill (8. 888) granting a pension to Mercy A. Cutts; and 

A bill (S. 734) granting a pension to James Hale. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The Committee of the Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (8. 1000) to increase the pension of certain 
soldiers who are utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases con- 


tracted while in the service of the United States; and the same was | 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 
BILLS REPORTED ADVERSELY. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with an adverse recommendation, were considered 
and ordered to be indefinitely postponed, namely: 

A bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to John 8. Colman; 

A bill (S. 2447) granting a pensicn to Mary J. Goslee; 

A bill (S. 2330) granting an increase of pension to William Galla- 


gher; ; 
A bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to John Moore; and 
A bill (S. 2084) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 


Lewis. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes having arrived) the 
Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension 
to Ira E. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 10912) granting a pension to 
Nancy P. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10913) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Littel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19914) granting a pension to John Lossing—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10915) for the relief of James D. 
Walthal—to the Committee on Claims. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 20, 


By Mr. LANDES: 
James Gullett- 


A bill (H. R. 10916) inere ig the pension of 


to the Committee on Invalid Pen 





By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10917 ting a pe yn to 
Lorenzo D. Austin—to the Commiteee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10918) for the relief of the legal re 

+ ‘ £ T-¢ } 4 XT } + ; { ’ t \ ‘ 

Dial ves Of JACOD A, J1CCK 1O Une OMIT > on ¥ atl 

ETITION ] 

Che following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 

under the rule, and referred as follows: 


Petition of N. L. Charman, of Newton 


] claim to the Court of 


By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: 
y lerence Ol hls 


ity, Mississippi, for the r 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of 
ance Union, of Maine, for a prohibitory a 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Memorial of E. G. Ferguson and 
86 others, of Woodruff County, Arkansas, for certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of William Brownand 40 others, 
citizens of Morgan County, and of Jackson Grange, No. 341, of Allen 
County, Ohio, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of John W. Cato, heir of John D. 
Cato, deceased, of Warren County, and of John L. Hyland, heir of W. 
S. Hyland, of Warren County, Mississippi, for the reference of their 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Cjaims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Robert H. Chester, of Madison County; 
of John H. Moss, administrator of Willian Gordon, deceased, of Mad- 
ison County, and of William I’, Brooks, administratorof William Brooks, 
deceased, of Henderson County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of E. A. Wells, of Reading, Pa., 
for payment to soldiers of the late war the difference between gold and 
rreenbacks in their pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 46 citizens of the Second district o1 
Kansas, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. GAINES: Petition of citize 
ginia, for protection against fraudulent evasions of the 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of the heir of John Childs, « 
Obion County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to tl 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: Memorial of Local Assembly, No. 562, Knights 
of Labor, of Washington County, Ohio, for certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Kirkville, Mo., 
House bill 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Oregon, for a prohibitory amendment to the Constitution—-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, in favor of pure food—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of J. B. Greaves, mayor of Edwards, 

Miss., and other citizens, for prohibition in the District of Columbia 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of Andrew J. Loflis, of Tran- 
sylvania County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court : 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of James H. Clark, of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, for payment of his war claim—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitionof William L. Hawkins, of Tate County, z 
and of William J. Hargiss, heir of James Hargiss, deceased, of Lafay- 
ette County, Mississippi, for the reference of their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of Grant Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New York City, in favor of promoting Chief Engineei 


Coul 


} 1" 
the Wom 


menadment 


un’s Christian Temper- 
to the Constitu- 


eee 


ns of Dinwiddie County, Vir- 


interstate-com- 


1 ceased, or 
1e Court of 


in favor o1 


Cates Urn! 


George Wallace Melville—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 48 citizens of the Sixth district of Arkan- 


sas, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

3y Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Margaret A. Singleton, widow of A. 
J. Singleton, of Franklin County, Arkansas, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tempeian: 
Union of Virginia, for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Mrs. G. G. Fisher, of Fultou 
County, Georgia, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel J. Lee and others, heirs of Samuel Lee, and 
of Samuel J. Lee, administrator of William C,,jee, of Henry County, 
and of John F. Morris and A. De Foor, executors of Christopher C. 
Morris, of Fulton County, Georgia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of ] 2 L. | rs, of Natchez, Ad- Mr. ( SON int ; 






































at County. Mississippi, for reference of her claim to the Court of | mair to 1 ite t 
: Claims —to the Committee on War ( ms i the } 
: By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the Wo *s Christ Temperance | | 
Union of New xork, for a pro ory a I ent to the Constitu- t 
tion » the Select Committee on the A cI Tra | | 
B ‘I WARNER: Petition of ¢ y riull, ¢ » Noster, Mo. i M 
we , oO! n ‘ » t ( t on | tl I 
Wa nd Means M 
] ir. WHEELER: Petition of R. 5.5 1, ad trator ate in 
ri J ¢ Skelton. of Jackson Count f Thomas M. Hobbs, of | was t ( 
Lit 1c Count Alabama, for referen r to the Court 
of ( nm » the ¢ 1ittee on War Claiz : 
Mr sO? 
The foll g petition for the proper { ection of the Yellowstone | by 1 ; 
N proposed in Senate bill 283, was i and re- | stor t 
fi t ‘ iittee « he P Ls porte ( t ( 
By M Of B ( ( } York | 3, 188 ‘ ( 
nee 
SENATE. M ° I t 
SATURDAY, July 21, 1888. a 
P re, TarR . D.D The PRESID! 
th ou ul ¢ \ i p ings \ ré 1 and i} ) I 1 Ss, t le 
Mr. COC | ( 
( I I . EMPI YES A NEW } hn Mr I VA 
I 3 l laid 1 tl ena communica- | like to] S 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasur transmitting, in response toa | on F 
resolution of May 1, iS&8s, paper ! { 1 information in re- | the 
lation to employ¢s in the customs service at the port of New York; | failu 
which, with thea pany r documents, was referred tothe Select | Mr. CO 
Committee to ! t Condition of the Civil Service, and or- | to } 
: ae [ 4 Mr 
I I ] I D M \ 3 
T t reso} | l » correct an ¢ in the act mak- | on A 
ing ap artment of Agricult e for the fiscal 
‘ l ) } S r ot purpos 1 twit bv A r 
1 Co yn ) ) itlo vi 
P rio D MEMOR 
M DAVIS p l petition of t n ; 
Min esota pravit i l pa ive O1 Cf in I ‘ 
state mmerce law “1 Was ordered to | M 
Mr. FRY] [ pr it the pet of lL. ] : 
where 1 I e the petition di not 11 - ft] ‘ 
, ge of cel mendment ) é é I 
the leren ( I t { orenized ‘ 
The motion was agreed t M M 
Mr. EVARTS presented the } C. L. Saunders and 17 others, | ,,, 1 ‘ 
pl y tl é ed pla wh was referré Mf 
to the Committee on Finance. 
RI 3 ( M \ s 
Mr. FAULKNER, from t ! 1 Pe ( o ym 
re 1 the following bills, 1 ed \ W ) a ‘ 
ment, l submitted 1 3 there } j 
\ H. R. i re p 1 to Mary C. Davis; | M 
\ H. R. 84 to pl the 1 of J J. Mitchell on the | Motion ' 
H. R. 9314) grant ig a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig. 
Mr. VES ym the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred DES 
the bill (H. R. authorizing the construction of a bridge across Al ; 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Platts: ith, Nebr for MA ‘ t 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. \ i t 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dill The PRESIDEN’ , e treat 3 pel 
(H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Chat- | 5enat , ‘ ‘ 5 
tahoochee River, in the State of Georgia, r ported it with amendments, | 2t0T trom Neva¢ 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the b Mr. . WAR ‘ 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Flint The PRES Ei - irom 
chee Rivers, reported it w 1endments. th Senate | ew 
rom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. | the com . et 
; R. 10527) to authorize the const mn of a bridge across the Alaba Mr. HO 
Z Ri repo ted it witl menamen Mr ys , N 
: Mr. BLAIR, fr the Committee on Pensions, to whom were r« ’ 
% ; 5° - - : aT ou 
; thi ) bi port them severally without amendment, an . ; 
x sub reports t 0 Ir 
2 A bill (H. R. 40 ranting a pension to Eliza Trefren 
A bill (H. R. 8 or the relief of Hannah H. Latham 
& A bill (H. R. 7510) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey: and é 
o A bill (H. R. 9119) grantin pension to Georg 
3 : . t 
Mr. FAULKNER introd i bill (Ss 1) for the relief of George 
W. Graham: whic] as read twi by its title, and, with the accom D 





panying 
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| the courts of the 





| Comptroller of the Currency is the commissioner or whether the 
| of the commissioner has merely been tra 


debate the motio I suppose the business that is now proposed to be 
taken ) e re lar business of the Senate at 2 o’clock. 

e PI [DENT pro tempore It is The unfinished business at 
2 o'clocl 1} bill now moved by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. DAWES J make the motion 

Mr. MORGAN, I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

[r, PLAT Is not the unfinished business the bill (S. 12) to pro- | 
vide for the fe ion and admission into the Union of the State of 
W } tO lor otner purposes ? 

Phe PRESIDENT ; tem) . The Chair was mistaken. Senate 
bill No. 12 was laid aside informally and therefore its consideration 
\ resuined at the close of yesterday’s session, and that will be the | 
untinished busing t 2 o’clocl to-day. 

Ir. DAWI I make the motion that we proceed to the consider- 
‘ of executive busin on » treaty in open session. 

| PRESIDENT p empore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
m0 that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolutions 
offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and the fisheries 
treaty in open executive session, 

Wr, VOORTTEES. The Senator from Massachusetts, I think, will 
concur With me in asking for a few minutes of executive session with 
( | doo Chere is a matter that calls for attention, and I there 

make that req t 
PRESIDENT pro tempo Does the Senator from Massachu- 
modify his motion ? 

Mr. DAWI I do 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. DAWES] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | 

ition of executive business. After four minutes spent in executive 

the doors were reopened. 
[ESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
. ssage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
e amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9859) making appro- 
ions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
orks on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

rhe message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 

\ 1 (S. 692) granting an increase of pe — to Enoch G. Adams; 

\ bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Louise Paul; 

\ bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Julia A. Rhoads; 

A bill (S. 896) for the relief of Mrs. Louise Silvers; 

A bill 1110) granting a pension to Mrs. Fredericka Hauser; 

\ bill (8S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnham; 

A bill (8.1716) granting a pension to Mary L. Williams; 

\ bill (S. 1867) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Ristine; 

A bill (S. 1884) granting a pension to Louise Provost; 

A bill (8. 2105) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Verbisky; | 

bill (S. 2652) granting a pension to Gustave E. Peters. 

rhe message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
owing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence 
ol i te 

4 bill (S. 1734) granting a pension to James Hale; 

A bill (S.8 granting a pension to Mercy A. Cutts; 

\ bill (S. 1450) for the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell; and 

\ bill (8S. 2033) granting a pension to Joseph Wirth. 

‘The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
umendments of the Senate to the bili (H. R. 2972) authorizing the 
President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton, with the rank and 


of colonel, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Hooker, Mr. Town- 

iEND, and Mr, GEAR managers at the conference on the part of the 
lLiouse. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

\ bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry 
and a —— sral of volunteers; and 

A bill (H. 9396) for the relief of General William F, Smith. 


grade 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘The message alsoanndunced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

\ bill (S. 431) grantinga pension to Emma § 
Free, late major of the United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 3608) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury; 

A bill (H. R. 6153) to authorize condemnation of land for sites of 
public buildings, and for other purposes; 


’. Free, widow of Thomas 
5S. 


os 
=”) 





) 


L, 


H. R. 


A bill 


8180) to regulate the liens of judgn 
United States; 


A bill (H. It. 8183) for the erection of a public building at Opel 
La. ; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing and directing the Depar 





ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied b 
the United States courts and officials, to the city of Utiea, N. Y. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tenn \ 
allow me, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that we ma ) 
ceed to consider and finish the bill (S. 1138) to reim}urse the deposit- 
ors of the Free dm: un’s Savings and ‘Trust Compan) losses im ed 
by the failure of said company. The Senator from Kentuck 
BECK | is pre sent, and says he is in favor of the bill. It will take bu 


a moment, I think, to pass it. Fi 





Mr. TELLER. I have no objection unless it leads to debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If it leads to so or if any Senator objects to 
the passage of the bill, modilied as it is, [ sh: all 1 not press it nov 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weare eee session, I believe, Mr. Pre 
dent, with open doors 


Mr. SHERMAN. It can be done by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It creates great embarrassment in 
journalizing to have these irregular proceedings in open executive 


sion or closed executive session. If there be m the ¢ 


will hold that there is unanimous consent given for the consideration 


» objection, 


of legislative business, and the Senator from Ohio will be recognize 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to a call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Subject to a ¢ ill lor the re gul ul 
order, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
| tion of the bill (S. 1138) toreimburse the depositors of the Freedman 
Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said 


comnpany. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Wh 
proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from the Con 
mittee on Finance with amendments. 
The first amendment was, inline11, 
to insert ‘‘as hereinafter provided;”’ 


after the word ‘‘ 


so as to read: 


representatives, ”’ 


That the commissioner of the Freedman's Savings and Trust Compan; 
his successors in office, be, and the sani are hereby, anthorized and d ed t 
pay, or cause to be paid, under such regulations as said commissioner, \ 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, to all deposiicr t 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company whose accounts have been opel 
verified and balanced under existing laws, or to their legal representatives, as 


hereinafter provided, a sum of money equal to the verified balances due 
depositors from said company at the time of its failure, | 


a 
dends which have been or may be declared from the assets of s 


Ount ¢ 


id company 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [should like to be informed alittle about this bi 
Who is ‘‘ the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Co 
pany ?”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Comptroller of the Currency is that offi 
There was formerly an independent oflicer; Mr. Leopold held the « 
but those duties have been imposed on the Comptroller of the Curr 
for a number of years. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. So I supposed; but my doubt was whether t 


1 
a 


usferred to him. 


PEMA or obs thos 


Mr. SHERMAN. Itisso understood. The bill was framed in t} 
Treasury Department. 


Mr. BECK. 


A report was made to us which shows that the Com; 


troller of the Currency is the commissioner and was made so by | i 
I have sent for the report and will get it ina few minutes. 3 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If made so by law, then the phraseology of the 4 


bill is probably right; but if the duties of commissioner were n 
transferred to him as Comptroller of the Currency, then the languag 
of the bill does not appear to be adequate to the purpose. The firs & 
two lines of it are probably right as they are, because it takes in ** t] "s 
commissioner of the escapes oh Savings and Trust Company and h 
successors in office;’’ but the next provision is confined eutirely to t! 
action of the commissioner himself, and it de pends upon the pre 
nature of his office. I do not want to interfere with the passage of t 
bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
is as to the title. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
ment. 


iere 


That duty was conferred upon him by law. 
The duties were conferred upon him, but the ; 


The bill was prepared in the Treasury Dep 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator in charge of the bill says that the : 
Comptroller of the Currency is the commissioner of the Freedma : 
Savings and Trust Company, so that I have nothing further to say 0! 
that point. ; 


The next amendment will be stat ; 
was, in jit 
two hundred thousand;’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance 
nillion, 
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in line 26, after the word ‘‘representatives,’’ to insert ‘‘as he fter 
provided;’’ so as to read: 

And for this purpose the sum of ¢ 00: or so much thereof an may he 
e vy. is hereby appropriated, out of any! in the Treasurv of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, s iamo 4 1e Tre . 
the credit of said commissioner by the Secretary of the T sury for the pu 
poses in this act specified, but no part of the money hereby appro] ited s l 
be paid to anya enee of any such depositors,and tl be t i ef 1 
vided by this act sh sxtend only to those de sitors in whose fav such bal- 
ances LAV en properly verified, and to their heirs and legal representative 





as hereinaiter proviced 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill: 


No payment shall be made under the provisions of this actto any person with- 








out the commissioners being first satisfied that the person receiving the same is 
the original depositor, entitled to the same under the prov ons of t 

the widow. children, or grandchildren, if there be any; if not, then tothe father 
or mother,if any; and if not,then to the brothers and sisters, if any, and ne 


other shall inherit. The money herein appropriated shall be applied only t 
the payment of the claims of such persons in wh« 1 part of African de- 
scent, whose accounts have been properly verified and balanced under existing 
laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishouid be glad to be informed why this race 
distinction is made in the amendment. If there was a lawful de- 
positor who can not prove that he or she in whole or in part was of 
African descent, why should a discrimination be made against him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The answer is that the law itself which created 
this institution made the distinction. No one really is entitled to the 
benefits of the law, and no one was entitled to deposit money in the 
Freedman’s Bank by express provision except he was of African descent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, in order to get rid of the ‘‘race’’ business, 
and still cover the point of the Senator so as to give the money only 
to those who were lawful depositors, I move to amend the amendment 
in line 34, by inserting before the word ‘‘original’’ the word ‘‘law- 
ful,’’ so that it will only cover those who were entitled to deposit in 
the bank. “Then I shall move to strike out the words in line 40, ‘‘in 
whole or in part of African descent.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that question the 
Chair will ask the Senator from Ohio whether the word ‘* commission- 
ers,’’ at the end of line 32, should be in the singular or plural? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It should be in the possessive case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa mere misprint in point of punctuation. 
It is printed in the plural, [t is intended to be in 
the possessive case, so as to read ‘‘ without the commissioner’’ or 
‘*commissioner’s being first satisfied.’’? ‘‘Commissioner’’ would | 
the best form of the word. It is a typographical mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The typographical change will 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to the language of the original law, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, I think, has that before him. 

Mr. BECK. No, I think not. I sent for it, but received a 
statement without the law. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The original act limited the benefits of the Freed- 
man’s Savings and Trust Company to persons of African descent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take that for granted, and accordingly move to 


le or 





** commissioners. ’’ 


general 


5 


That amendment was prepared by the Senator | 


reach that point of only paying the lawful depositors by putting in the | 


word “‘lawiul’’ before “‘ original. If that is agreed to, I shall then 
move to strike out the words ‘‘in wholeor in partof African descent,”’ 
and that will give the lawful depositors who make proof the money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
ful,’’ so as to read: 

Without the commissioner being first satisfied that the person receiving the 
same is the lawful original depositor. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Committee will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 40, after the word “‘persons,’’ strike out 
the words ‘‘in whole or in part of African descent;’’ so as to read: 
The money herein appropriated shall be applied only to the payment of the 
claims of such persons whose accounts have been properly verified and balanced 


under existing laws. 

Mr. BECK. I hope those words will not be stricken out, if for no 
other purpose than to make it perfectly certain what is the intention 
of the proposed law. 
African descent, and so did one or two amendments of that act which 
were afterwards made. Subsequently a number of white men became 
depositors and ran the bank, and ran it to destruction, which is at the 
bottom of all the trouble we are now in. 

If the words ‘‘in whole or in part of African descent’ be stricken 
out and the phrase “‘ lawful depositor’’ retained, it will be a question 
whether the very men who brought all the trouble upon the bank, who 
were themselves the principal beneficiaries, while the original colored 
depositors were ruined and only got 62 per cent. of the whole, will not 


At the beginning of line 34 insert the word ‘“‘law- 
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The original act limited depositors to persons of 


| and that the faith of the Government 
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ple rai the ve have done « 
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m ( and the committee ‘ ‘ t 
it to the p ) bene ] f a » € é . 4 her 
( t words \V h et 1 i on 
( e all the wh sitors to claim tt } 
whl we did tu 1 she Lv | 
The | ) i é n “ 
al ) ent of tl é I 1 Ve M | t 
ame nent of the ¢ } tt on | 
Mr. HOAR I call fox i ord 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have done my duty 
MI HOAI lw ve the call 1 I il 
v and I thought that that would in « é 
of tue I i rwi i l w t i j y 
the « 1 I ilar orde 
The PRESIDENT pro temy . The stion i : » to the 
imend nt proposed by the S¢ i Ve t er 
of the ¢ litt 1 Finance 
Thea to the amend: was i 
The amendment rmended vw acreed to 
Tl 4 ‘T . 
ime ents I i 1 Ue mittee of the VW he 
Mr. VAN( N ! nt, i a to e ( h 
of tl t ting this f ( ig } 
t ‘ y If we} the deposit of t titution for t 
ysses t they ha n i by the fa 2 of the stitut v 
S ld we not pay all other depositors of all other banking i itutions 
chartered under the authority of the United Stat 
I confess, sir, that I can see no reason for it, and before I vote 
the bill. disposing of over a million dollars of money to make good 
defalcations of some dishonest men connected with this institution, I 
should be glad to have a reason given to me for a vote in its favo 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That reason has en given so often to the S« 
in committee and in the S« te t t the & tor ¥ nardon I 
not re t lhe rea 3] Sg r 
pecu 18 ,and t peculiar « ices « ‘ I i 
ir t ( It is not ne sary to repeat t 1 he 
M VANCE I have not re t 5 rtor estion that I 
ex} i and i that I would i f 
by say y thnatt reasons | eu 10 comimitt tua 
he declines to give them pl licly 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator d not e@ ¢ te what I said I 
aid they have been given so often i é i t - te that 
it is not necessary to repeat them. When this subject was dis ed 
the other day by the Senate there we ea number of gentlemen 
on that side of the Chamber and on this side who gave reason 
bill should pass, although it would not be a good rule for us to pay 
depositors of broken national banks. 
Mr. VANCE. Iwas not present when the dis nv had the 
Senate. I was not aware that one had taken p 
Che peculiar circumstances seem to be that the colored people 
the wards of the nation, I suppose, and that they were led to | 
that this was a Government institution managed by Governmentofiice! 


was pledged to make good thei 


deposits, and to see that they were properly treated, et 
The kindest and the best thing that can be done with the 


race in this country is to teach them to depend upon themsel ve 


ward business began ata very early period. It that 

either be the wards of the nation or that they should be ‘ 
freemen, learning to depend upon themselves and not to de} i upon 
the Government—one or the other. 

As wards itis assumed that these persons were so iorant that they 
did not know the risk they were running when they deposited their 
money in a chartered institution; that they belle ed, in their ti 
and implicit ignoranee, that they were to be taken care of by the fait 


of the nation, and that everything that had the Government of t 
United States attached to it meant a solemn guaranty to them of thei 
é 
7 





rights and privileges and property, ete. 
That has all gone by, sir, and at the same time that we ser 


asked, in consideration of their ignorant condition, their cond: 
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of t] me ned out that quite a number of those deposito tion I have mode. t 
we wi } the bill is amended so as to strike them out, The PRESIDENT pro tem . The Chair understands there i 
nd we om i. distinction in violation of the Consti- | objection to the request of the Senator from Ne 
tution of the Un | States, which says that no distinction shall be | ordered. 
m on ¢ race, color, or previous condition of servitude. We} Mr. EDMUNDS. The bills being subject to objection under R 
are to pay the « ly an all that he was robbed of by the officers of | VIII. 
this bank, i th e man is to look out for himself and gets not! PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CHICAGO, ILI 
De Heca e known better. Mr. VEST. I rise to enter a motion to rec e vote by whicl 
the is Wi These colored people must learn | the bil] for the erection of a public } t Ch » just pa 
to distingu.ch in I ness risks just as the white people have | | must make the confession that I have no n that I 
kk to « ! Pi must learn the great truth that every | s nted to ‘the passage of this } except ormal s of w 
m who ¢ s | » philanthropist and friend of the colored man | There has been no meeting of the Comm eon Pub 
is 1 rily so, and that the louder in fact he talks philanthropy | Grounds for some time. the chairman] ' , ro it 
and love of them the more likely he is to steal what they intrust to | eyct cara: vn an of asking Senators on th: r if they will; 
rl have that 1 1 to learn. If one is to be paid I: in | to ré ctegaad. vn ville, and. as I ni . ver ch -natur aca 
i ‘ ng the otn i € is no justice in any other cours uppose I consented: but I notice that this bi s nt of t i 
i P IDENT ] m Will the Senate cur in the amend- ls “i ons and saferuards which are usually put in such 
z made as in Committee of the Whole? | Mr. FARWELL. What bill is the Se itor spea of? 
amendments were concurred in for the erection ofa public buildi1 
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read the third time : Mr. F ‘LL. Ican explain it in a moment. 
\ = us have the yeas and nays on the passage of the Mr. VEST. I have no doubt the object is entirely a proper or 
» that the building ought to be erected, but we have certain rul 
re RMA? if the Senator wants the yeas and nays I would | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds which restrict the 
I t t | should go over until Monday. I am afraid too | tion of these buildings. There is no provision here that this sha 
n Senators are absent. 1 hope the Senator will withdraw the de- done according to the plans of the Supervising A ct of the Ti 
n i let the i take 1ts course. ury Department; there is no provision that a ce be le 
ANCE. I have no objection to withdrawing the demand for | }, tereen this and other buildings, which we al { 
the and nays. Isupposed thata quorum was present. terest of the United States so as to protect the b ling fre 
. SHERMAN, I doubt very much whether there is a quorum, Mr. FARWELL. That is all provided for in this case by 
on account of the number of pairs. There is more than a quorum Mr. EDMUNDS. [It ought to be in the bill. : 
I nt in the Senate, for I have counted, but on account of the pairs ae TEST. Itis notin od bill; and according to the rn} 
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of the roll = sary. We can not trust these matters to any public architect, no 
¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass ? ter how worthy a person he is, and we have never done so. I d 
ill was passed want to obstruct the bill, except that I suggest to my friend th 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN CHICAGO, ILL. | bill be reconstructed. 
Mr. FARWELI Task unanimous consent tohave considered atthis | The PRESIDENT protempor: Does the Senator from Missou1 
ti e bill (S. 14 for the erection of a public building in the city | 2 motion to reconsider e : ai 
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Ur | States not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of erecting upon the | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair di know to a 
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tr. MANDERSON. Mr. President 
EDMUND i call for the regular order. 
LANDERSO I merely wish to make a request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the call for a moment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I simply desire to make a request for unani- 
mous consent. There are on the Calendar a large number of bridge 
bills, mostly House bills, favorably reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. I know that in the case of several bridges that span the Mis- | 
souri River, on the aenieae of my own State, it is important that | 





those bills should become laws at the earliest day, so as to get the ad- 






i on rivers and harbors, and for othe 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that this report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning! 
ness, the Senate resumes the consideration, by unanimous consen 
fisheries treatyas in open executivesession. The Senator from C 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I congratulate the Senate and i 


r purposes, 


The Senator from Verm«< 


gratulate the country that we approach the discussion of this case fron 
what I consider a proper business standpoint; that we are discussing 
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We in the Western country would not be willing that the United 
States should part with its rights and its privileges because we receive 
no pecuniary benefit, because we can not start out fishing smacks and 


fishing flect If the fishery is aright that belongs to the people of the 


United States we want it maintained, and we are in favor of its main- } 


tenance. as we are in favor of maintaining every other right. 

Ve recognize the fact that when the treaty of 1783 was made there 
were three things that stood out paramount in that treaty. First, our 
independence; second, the establishment of our boundaries; and third, 
and not least closely connected therewith, our fishery rights; and we 
should as quickly think of surrendering a portion of the State of Maine 
at the dictation or the bidding of British greed as we would think ot 
surrendering a single foot of fishing ground that properly belongs to 
the nation. And I am glad to say that we do not belong to the class 
of men who purchase peace by the surrender of that which is unques- 
tionably ours. Willing always as we are, as are all the American peo- 
ple, to concede questions of doubtful authority, of a doubtful character, 
we are never to be intimidated by threats of war or suggestions of diffi- 
culties that will be incurred in the maintenance of that which we all 
agree rightfully belongs to us. 

Mr. President, Great Britain might call upon us to surrender a piece 
of Maine that would be so small and so worthless as to be insignificant 
in comparison with the great cost it would be to us to insist upon our 


rights by war, and yet is there anywhere in this country a citizen so | 


mean and of so little spirit that he would surrender an acre of the 
rocks of New England at the demand of Great Britain or of all the 
world? And if so, why should we surrender that which is of equal 
value and the surrender of which would be equal degradation and dis- 
grace? 

Mr. President, we came to these fishery rights exactly as we came to 
our boundary rights, exactly as we came to our territorial boundaries, 
exactly as we came to our independence. It has been said again and 
again that there is not a rod of that country that our ancestors had not 
fought for. If Great Britain succeeded in dominating that northern 
sea and compelling her great rival of that time to yield to her it was 
because the American fisherman made it possible, and made it possi- 
ble too when British love of peace was in favor of its surrender. 

If there is a great British dominion growing up upon our Northern 
border, it is because the New England fishermen, prior to the Revolu- 
tion, made it possible for Great Britain to build and rear this great po- 
itical structure on our north. And so, when our ancestors came to 
this question, they did not say to Britain, ‘‘ We want you should give 
us this;’’ they said, ‘‘ It is ours of right;’’ and from that day to this 
there has never been anybody until it has been heard in this Senate— 
and that, too, within the last two months—who has denied our right. 
The right of Great Britain has been uniformly considered exactly as 
that of a copartner, a cotenant, the United States and Great Britain 
being owners in common. These terms have ali been used again and 
again by American authorities in the defense of ourrights. Nay, they 
have never been denied. No English authority has ever questioned 
our rights as equal in all respects except as we surrendered them by 
the treaty of 1818, and what we did not there surrender is ours to this 
day as much as it ever was, not by virtue of a treaty any more than 
our independence is conceded by virtue of a treaty, not any more by 
treaty than the boundaries fixed between Great Britain’s dominion on 
this continent and ours were fixed by treaty. 

In 1818 we modified the treaty of 1783. Wesurrendered some things 
that were ours, but, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
showed, not without consideration in return. We gave up some things 
and we got others that were considered then an equivalent. It was not, 
as has been said, a surrender; it was not a yielding, for the American 
people at that time were not in the habit of surrendering that which 
belonged to them. They had gone to war with Great Britain for the 
purpose of denying a right that the British asserted, the right of search 
by sea; and when the war was over, and when this question came to 
be settled, our people insisted that we were, so far as the fisheries were 
concerned, as we had been before, and when the negotiations were go- 
ing on for the subsequent treaty it was every where insisted in the United 
States that we would not surrender an inch of territory, nor would we 
surrender a single privilege that was ours under the treaty of 1783. 

Nobody who has studied this question can forget the letter of Mr. 
Adams which he wrote to Mr. Madison, in which he said that he would 
continue the war forever before he would surrender the fisheries. We 
never did surrender. We exchanged with the British for what privi- 
leges we did not have under the treaty of 1783; we took some that we did 
not have, and we gave up some that we did have. And from that time 
up to 1830, a period of twelve years, there does not appear anywhere 
in history that I can find an instance where our rights were questioned 
or doubted to be exactly what we insist now they are. Practically 
they were never disputed until 1841 by any authority that was worthy 
of attention, and practically I might say not seriously until 1843. 

Contemporaneous exposition, then, of the treaty of 1818 is on the 
American side; it is according to our view—a view that has been main- 
tained by everybody connected with this question. Notwithstanding 


the assertion that the great Secretary of State, Daniel Webster, gave 
away our case, notwithstanding the assertion made in this Chamber 
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that Edward Everett gave away this: case, I assert here without fear of 
successful contradiction that nothing of the kind can be found, that 
every act of every administration, from the day the convention of 1318 
was ratified up to the time that this treaty was signed, had been in 
favor of the American idea and the American construction of the treaty 
of 1818, 

Mr. President, in 1841, or perhaps in 1839, one of the British prov- 
inces made claim of a character inconsistent with the construction put 
upon the treaty by the American Government, aclaim which practically 
appears to have slept until about 1543. I do not intend to go into the 
general headland theory. Ido not intend to discuss the question of 
bays with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAy], whom I do not see 
present. It is enough for me to know that all of the public authorities 
in this country have uniformly held one way upon this subject, and it 
is enough for me to know that Great Britain, the real and respectable 
party in the case, had acquiesced in that, and had abandoned practi- 
cally any claim set up either under the headland theory or the broad- 
bay theory. 

Senators who have preceded me have spoken of the Argus and the 
Washington cases as having thoroughly and completely established our 
position. I know the Senator from Delaware who addressed the Senate 
some time since on this subject insisted that the case of the Washing- 
ton did not settle anything; and yet the British Government acquiesced 
in that as a determination not only whether we had a right to fish in 
the Bay of Fundy, but in all other bays of like character and similarly 
situated. Andif there is any headland theory to-day in existence in 
the minds of the British authorities, it is because this Administration 
has revived it; it is because this Administration has brought out from 
the old rubbish of the past this exploded theory that the right existed 
to include as British ground all the sea that was within a line drawn 
from headland to headland, no matter how long it might be or how 
great. But the American Senate and the American people are not 
likely to accept this new discovery of this Administration, and are not 
likely to avail themselves of this old and exploded theory. 

Mr. President, from 1843, the time of the decision in the Washington 
case, down to 1852 there was practical quiet over this disputed ques- 
tion. In 1852 the British Government sent several armed vessels to 
the northern seas where these issues were liable to arise. In 1850, 
before this was done, we had overtures from the British Government 
for reciprocity with Canada. Our people had not taken kindly to the 
idea, and it was thought perhaps then, as seems to be thought now, 
that a little coercion would be valuable; that a little pressure might 
be brought upon us to compel us to yield to their demand, and so a 
British fleet was sent there with orders to look out for the American 
fishermen. 

The matter came into the American Senate, and I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate very briefly to some observations then made. 
The discussion was participated in by the most prominent and leading 
men of that day, notably by Mr. Rusk, of Texas; Mr. Borland, of Ar- 
kansas; Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts; Mr. Toucey, of Connecticut; Mr. 
Mason, of Virginia; Mr. Hamlin, of Maine; Mr. Cass, of Michigan; Mr. 
Soulé, of Louisiana, and a great many others. 

It was asserted then that some of these vessels had been sent into the 
Canadian waters for the purpose of intimidating the Government of the 
United States into the execution of a reciprocity treaty. It is some- 
what interesting to compare now with then the utterances of the prin- 
cipal and leading Democrats of this body. To-day I find, so far as there 
has been any discussion of this question on the Democratic side, every 
Democratic Senator who has arisen has presented the extreme British 
view of the case. Every worn-out and exploded theory, every falla- 
cious argument, every absurdity that has been put forth by Canada 
and repudiated by Great Britain findsits advocates on this floor. And 
I confess myself to some degree of humiliation when I hear astatement 
made by a Senator of the United States as to the rights of this Govern- 
ment that is in perfect antagonism to that which has been declared by 
every Secretary of State who has ever passed upon the question, the 
present Secretary of State included; and my disgust, if I may use the 
term properly in this body, is not modified by the fact that each Sen- 
ator, as he thus advocates British doctrine and the British side of the 
question, declares with his hand upon his breast that heis actuated and 
influenced only by the highest patriotism while his opponents are in- 
fluenced and actuated by only the basest partisan purposes. 

Oh, Mr. President, the Democratic party here and elsewhere will 
not be able to make the American people believe that the long line of 
honorable men who have been heard upon this question, and who have 
stood here and advocated the doctrine that we advocate as to the con- 
struction of the treaty of 1818, were actuated solely by partisan pur- 
poses. Let them explain why it is that they have within a twelve- 
month changed their position on this subject, and in so doing are 
actuated by only high and patriotic resolves. 

Now, Mr. President, I will submit without reading all of them some 
of the remarks made in the Senate in 1852. I wish it would not en 
cumber the REcoRD too much to put in all that Lewis Cass said in 4 
speech of great length on this subject. No Democrat rosein the Senate 
in 1852 to defend the British Government, to apologize for its outrages, 
or to defend its construction of the treaty of 1818. Nay, more; there 
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for our clear rights Submission never yet brought safety and never will ro they paid : 
yield when clearly right is to abandon at once our interests and our honor. and Now, sit t A t the ( 
to show the world how the f er of scorn can be best nted at us.—Hon. I 3 Governm t i t 
Cass (Michigan), August 3. ; ' 
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only complain of, but the purpose for which these 




















ar ‘ f Mr. P j » the Marquis of Salisbury, July ‘ 1887.] 
iny of t s,a technical violation of some requirement of 
] 1 € uction, taken place, it is not easy to deter- 
} i rules were ly enforced in such a manner in the ports 
thie ‘ vessel could sailin safety without carr; ra solicitor versed in 
the rica s of revenue al port regulations 
It necessary to sp y the various cases referred to, as the facts in ma) 
of the ha been a j i he e Her Majesty's Government 
Si the ceiptof I idesleigh’s note the United States Government has 
learned with grave re that ler Majesty's assent has been given tothe act 
of th Par ment « ida, passed at its late session, entitled “An act furthe 
wumend tl vet resp. ng i by foreign vessels,”’ which has been the sub 
ject of observation in t pre 3 correspondence on the subject between th 
( ernments of the United tes and of Great Britain 
By the provisions of this act any foreign ship, vessel], or boat (whethe l 
fishing or not) found within any harbor in Canada, or within 3 mari n 
of ‘‘any of the coasts, bays, « reeks of Canada,”’ may be brought into port 


any of the officers or persons mentioned in the act, her cargo searched, and her 
master examined upon oath touching the cargo and voyage under a heavy pen 
alty if the questions asked are not truly answered ; and if such ship has entered 
i waters ‘for any purpose not permitted by treaty or convention, or by law 


of the United Kingdom or of Canada, for the time being in force, such ship, ves 














or boat, and the tackl gz apparel, furniture, stores, and cargo thereof 

all be forfeited 
It has been pointed out in my note to Lord Iddesleigh, above mentioned, that 
th -mile limit referred to in this act is claimed by the Canadian Government 
t ude considerable portions of the high seas, such as the Bay of Fundy 
the of Chaleur similar waters, by drawing the line from headland to 
headiand, and that rican fishermen had been excluded from those waters 





cordin v 

It has been seen also that the term ‘‘any purpése not permitted by treaty ”’ i 
held by that Government to comprehend every possible act of human int 
course, except only the four purposes named in the treaty—shelter, repa 
wood, and water 

Under the provisions of the recent act, therefore, and the Canadian interpre 
tation of the treaty, ar Ar can fishing vessel that may venture into a Cana- 








dian harbor, or may |} to pass through the very extensive wi 
thus comprehended, n be seized at the discretion of any one of numerous 
subordinate officers, carried into port, subjected to search and the examination 
of her master upon oath, her voyage broken up, and the vessel and cargo con- 
fiscated, if it shall be determined by the local authorities that she has ever even 
posted or received a letter or landed a passenger in any part of Her Majesty’s 
dominions in Ameri 

And it is publicly announced in Canada that a larger fleet of cruisers is being 
prepared by the authorities and that greater vigilance will be exerted on thei: 
part in the next fishing season than in the last. 

It is in the act to which the one above referred to is an amendment that is 
found the provision to which I drew attention in a note to Lord Iddesleigh of 
December 2, 1886, by which it is enacted that in case a dispute arises as to whether 
any seizure has or has not been legally made, the burden of proving the ills 

be upon the owner or claimant. 





occasio 























grality of the seizure shall 
» that note of January 11, 1887, his lordship intimates that this 


in is reply t 
provision is intended only to impose upon a person claiming a license the bur- 


den of proving it Buta reference to the act shows that such is by no means 
the restriction of the enactinent. It refers inthe broadestand clearest terms to 
any scizure that is made under the provisions of the act, which covers the whole 





- ect of protect nstillegal fishing; and it applies not only to the proof 
of a license to fish, »all questions of fact whatever, necessary to a deter 
mination to the legality of a seizure or the authority of the person making it. 


2, 1886. 


Complaint of Mr. Phelps to Lord Rosebery, June 


Recurring, then, to the only re question in the case,whether the vessel is to 





be forfeited for pur sing an inhabitant of Nova Scotia, to be used in 
lawful fishing, it may be rez dmitted that if the language of the treaty of 
818 is to be interpre 1 lite rather than according to its spirit and pla 





intent, a vessel e: j shing would be prohibited from entering a Cana- 
dian port ‘‘for any purpose whatever’’ except to obtain wood or water, to: 
ir damages, or to seek shelter. Whether it would be liable to the extreme 


’ 
penalty of confiscation fora breach of this prohibition in a trifling and harmless 
instance I ght t quite another question, 

Such al ral « truction is best refuted by considering its preposterous con 
sequetr s Ifaves enters a port to post a letter, or send a telegram, or buy 
a newspay to obtain a physician in case of illness, or a surgeon in case of ac 


a 
cident, to land or bring off a passenger, or even to lend assistance to the inhabit- 
ants in fire, flood, or pestilence, it would, upon this construction, be held to vio 
late the treaty stipulations maintained between two enlightened maritime and 
most friendly nations, whose ports are freely open to each other in all other 
places and under all other circumstances, If a vessel is not engaged in fishing 
she may enter all ports; but if employed in fishing, not denied to be lawful, s 

s excluded, though on the most innocent errand. She may buy water, but not 
food or medicine; wood, but not coal. She may repair rigging, but not p 
i the inhabitants are desirous to sell it. If she evenen 
10 other business) to report herself to the custom-house 








chase a new rope,t 
tered the port (havir 





as the vessel question is now seized for not doing, she would be equally 
within the erdiction of the treaty. If it be said these are extreme instances 
of violation of the treaty not likely to be insisted on, I reply that no one of them 
is more extreme th the one relied upon in this case. 


Mr. Presid: t} iestion comes, What are the Canadians after? 
Why have they boarded within two years more than two thousand 
American fishing vessel Why have they gone upon American ves 
els in number more than twothousand, charging them with violation 
of either international law, or the treaty, or locallaw? For what pur- 











rhe que rises whether such a constr on is admissible as 
would convert the treat from being an instrumentality for the protec- 
tion of the inshore fisheries along the described parts of the British American 
coasts into a pretext or means of obstructing the business of deep-sea fishing by 
citizens of the United States, and of interrupting and destroving the commer- 
r intercourse that since the treaty of 1818, and independent of any treaty what- 
ever, has grown up and now exists under the concurrentand friendly laws and 

mercantile regulations of the respective countries 
When I wrote this I hardly expected that the motives I suggested, rather than 
imputed, would be admitted by the authorities of the provinces, and was en- 
tirely unprepared for a distinct avowal thereof, not only as regards the obstruc- 
tion of deep-sea fishing operations by our fishermen, but also in respect of their 
pendent commercial intercourse, yet it will be seen that the Canadian min- 
ter of justice avers that itis “ most prejudicial” to the interests of the provinces 
t hould be permitted to come into their harbors 



























iy pretext 
he correspondence 1 sent to you, tog 

ume subject that bas taken place since the President’s messag 
communicating the same to Congress, will be laid before Con 
lay, and will assist the two Houses materially in the 
the security of the rights of American fishing vessels 
tional law and comity. 

I am, et 


ting to the 


e of December 8, 
ess without de- 
rislation proposed for 
saty and interna- 
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inder 


r. F. BAYARD 


Mr. Phelps, the American minister, in a letter to Lord Rosebery of 


2, 1886, which will be found in Senate Executive Document No. 


said: 


113, page 415, amongst other things, 








The real source of the difficulty that has arisen is well understood. It is to 
be found in the irritation that has taken place among a portion of the Canadian 
people on accountof the termination by the United States Government of the 
treaty of Washington on the Ist of July last, whereby h imported from Can- 
ada into the United States, and which so long as that treaty remained in force 
was admitted free, is now liable tothe import duty provided by the general 
revenue laws, and the opinion appears to have gained ground in Canada that 
the United States may be driven, by harassing and annoying their fishermen, 


into the adoption of anew treaty by which Canadian fish shall be admitted free. 
He adds: 


it is not necessary to say that this scheme is likely to prove as mistaken in 
policy as it is indefensible in principle. In terminating the treaty of Washing 
ton the United States were simply cxercising a right expressly reserved to both 
parties by the treatyitself, and of the exercise of which by either party neither 
can complain. They will not be coerced by wanton injury into the making of 
a new one, nor would a negotiation that had its origin in mutual irritation be 
promising of success, The question now is, not what sh treaty may or might 
be desirable, but what is the true and just construction as between the two n 
tions of the treaty that already exists. 
























That was the sentiment of the American Senate as expressed in the 
Frye resolution, and which found advocacy on the other side of the 
Chamber, notably by the Senator from Alabama, who declared over 
and over again in his speech, as I propose to quote before I quit, that 
we needed no new treaty; that all we needed and all we wanted was a 
proper construction of the treaty of 1818, which he declared was not 
difficult to make; and he went further and said, as I will show, that 
if it was left to him to add to it, he knew nothing that he could add 
that would make it more certain. 

Again, on page 36 of the same document, Mr. Phelps to the Marquis 
of Salisbury, in his letter of January 26, 1887, said: 





The United States Government is not able to concur in the favorable view 
taken by Lord Iddesl h of the efforts of the Canadian Government “to pr« 
mote a friendly negotiation.” That the conduct of that Government has be: 
d ted to obtaining a revision of the existing treaty is not to be doubted; kn 
ts efforts have been of such a character as to preclude the prospect of a succe 
fui negotiation so long as they continue, and seriously to endanger the friendly 
lations between the United States and Great Britain. 

Aside from the question as to the right of American vessels to purchase bait 
in Canadian ports, such a construction has been given to the treaty between the 








































United States and Great Britain as amounts virtually to a declaration of almost 
compete non-intercourse with American vessels. The usual comity between 
friendly nations has been refused in their case, and in one instance, at least, the 
ordinary offices of humanity. The treaty of friends! and amity which, in r« 
turn for very important concessions by the United States to Great Britain, re- 
served to the American vessels certain specified privileges has been construed 
xclude them from all other intercourse common to civilized life and to ur 
maritime usage among nations not at war, as well as from the right to 
touch and trade accorded to all other vessels 

And quite aside from any question arising upon construction of the tr 
the provisions ef the custom-house acts and regulations have been systemat 
ally enforced against American ships for alleged petty and technical violatio: 
of legal require: + a manner s nreasonable, 1 iendly, and unjust 
t nder the privileges accorded by the treaty practically nugatory. 

* & % . * * * 

It has been seen also that the term ‘“‘any purpose not permitted by treaty 
held by that Government to comprehend bie act of t 
course, except only the four pu ses nan treaty—sh 
v l.and wate 

the provisions of the recent act, therefore, and the Canadian interpr 
tati of the treaty, any A ! n fish yess that may venture into a Cana- 


dian harbor, or may have occasion to pass through the very exiensive waters 














n the Ameri 


nto British } 


re was brutal: 


of State and by our minister 


atic language as being 


an indignityto this grea 
because you have the 
I us of all that have 
> question th 


: 1 atic | consider sup) 
pute whe he tary if 1s on record and hi 
ris on record that tl Ty 


ng a necessity in 


‘trated for the purpose « 


? Was not Mr. 


ple 
I 


io not want 


under existing 





6616 


0, and it can not be misunderstood that thi 
need and carried on for an entirely different 


with their cond 


nevotiation was co 





purpose, as I shall show in a moment as briefly as I can, for the pur- 
pose of getting from us that which the Canadian Government had been 
demanding, a reciprocity treaty, and that the Administration were 
parties to this, and that the Secretary of State understood it. His letters 
show that it was not a simple question of fishing, but it was mor 
t! » that 

On the 22d day of April, 1885, Mr. Bayard replied. Whether ther 


had been any other correspondence I know not, except that it is not 


found in the diplomatic correspondence sent to the Senate. 
Mr. Bayard to Mr. West, April 22, 18 
I I lum of April 22, 1885 Personal. } 
DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, April 22,1 
san Mr. Wrest I have on several *occasions lately, in conversation, a 
ited you with my interestin the fisheries memorandum which accom] 





nied your personal letter of March 12 

iformal talks I have had with Sir Ambrose Shea have enabled m« 
e views of this Government upon the proposition made in behalf 

ofthe Dominion and the Province of Newfoundland, and I take pleasure in hand 

if this suits, I shall 

happy to confirm the arrangement by an exchange of notes at your earl t 


eeverai 











ndum embodying the results. 


lam, my « r Mr. West, very sincerely yours, 
T. F. BAYARD, 

Phe H« L. 8S. SACKVILLE WEsT, ete 

I do not know very much about the intricacies of diplomacy and I 
do not know very much about the negotiation of treaties, but it struck 
me as a very singular proposition that the Secretary of State, upon a 
subject which had engrossed the attention of all his predecessors for 
several years on and otf, that had engrossed the attention of Congress, 
should have needed the views of Sir Ambrose Shea, who, I understand, 
is «a member of the cabinet of one of the British provinces. At all 
events the memorandum is the result of informal talks of the Secretary 
with Sir Ambrose Shea. How much of it is the work of Sir Ambrose 
Shea and how much of it is the work of the Administration I do not 
know. So Iam unable to give the proper credit. 

Il find on June 13, 1885, another memorandum: 





Wr. West’s memoranda of June 13, 1885, 


[Memoranda. } 


pi 1 notes according temporary arrangements respecting 
fisheries that an agreement has been arrived at under circumstances affording 
j f y development and extension of trade between the 
United States and British North America 





That is the whole question in a nut-shell 


affording prospect of negotiation for development and extension of trac 
tween the United States and British North America. 


le be- 


{ submit that means reciprocity and does not mean anything else. 
This was the initiatory step towards a reciprocity treaty with Great 
Britain. Mr. West added: 


The government of Newfoundland do not make refunding of duties a condi- 
tion of the the proposed agreement, but they rely on it having 
due consi ition before the international commission which may be ap- 
pointed 


To that Mr. Ba 


A 





eplance ot! 


ird replied, June 19, 1885: 
| Confidential 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 19, 1885 


My Dear Mr. West: I assume that the two confidential memoranda you 
handed to me on the 13th instant embrace the acceptance by the Dominion and 
the British-American coast provinces of the general features of my memoran- 
dum of April 21, concerning a temporary arrangement respecting the fisheries, 
with the understanding expressed on their side that the “agreement has been 
arrived at under circumstances affording prospect of negotiation for develop- 
ment and extension of trade between the United States and British North 
America.”’ 

fo such a contingent understanding I can have no objection. Indeed,I re- 
gard it as covered by the statement in my memorandum of May 21, that the ar- 
rangement therein contemplated would be reached “ with the understanding 
that the President of the United States would bring the whole question of the 
tisheries before Congress at its next session in December, and recommend the 
appointment of a commission in which the Governments of the United States 
and of Great Britain should be respectively represented, which commission 
should be charged with the consideration and settlement upon a just, equitable 
and honorable basis, of the entire question of the fishing rights of the two Gov- 
ernments and their respective citizens on the coasts of the United States and 
British North America.” 

rhe equities of the question being before such a mixed commission would 
doubtless have the fullest latitude of expression and treatment on both sides 
and the purpose in view being the maintenance of good neighborhood and in- 
tereourse between the two countries, the recommendation of any measures 
which the commission might deem necessary to attain those ends would seem 
to fall within its province, and such recommendations could not fail to receive 
attentive consideration, I am not, therefore, prepared to state limits to the 
proposals to be brought forward in the suggested commission on behalf of either 





I believe this statement will be satisfactory to you, and I should be pleased 
to be informed at the earliest day practicable of your acceptance of the under- 


standing on behalf of British North America; and by this simple exchange of 


notes and memoranda the agreement will be completed in season to enable the 
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JULY 21, 





the 20th: 






Mr. West to Mr. F l, June 20, 1885 
( fide il 
Britisu LEGATION, ton, ne2 
Mr. DAyvAarp: I beg to acknowl > the receipt of your confiden- 


I s date, concerning the proposed temporary arrangement 
fisheries, which I am authorized by Her Maiesty’s Government 
to negotiate with you on behalf of the Government of the Dominion of Canada 
and the government of Newfoundland, to be effected by an exchange of notes 
founded on your memorandum of the 21st of April last. 


rhe two confidential memoranda which I handed to you on the 13th instant 












contain, as you assume, the acceptance by the Dominion and the Br h-Amer 
ican coast provinces of the general features of your al ove-mentioned memo- 
randum, with the understanding expressed or it the agreement has 


been arrived at under circumstances afford xf negotiation for the 








development and extension of trade betwee: tes and British North 
America, a contingent understanding to which, as you state, you can have no 
objection, as you regard it as covered by the terms of your memorandum of 
April 21 i ; 

In authorizing me to negotiate this agreement, Far] Granville states, as I have 





already had occasion to intimate to you, that it is on the distinct understand- 
y that itis a temporary one, and that its conclusion must not be held to preju- 
dice any claim which may be advanced to more satisfactory equivalents by the 
colonial governments in the course of the negotiation for a more permanent 
ttlement Karl Granville further wishes me to tell vou that Her Majesty’s 
Government and the colonial governments have consented to the arrangement 
jlely as a mark of good-will to the Government and people of the United 








A remarkable exhibition of good-will to the people of the United 
States to give them that which they had declared without dissent, 
through the only organ through which they could properly declare it, 
that they did not want it continued 





and to avoid difficulties which might be raised by the termination of the fishery 
articles in the midst of a fishing season ; and also the acceptance of such amodus 

endi does not, by any implication, affect the value of the inshore fisheries by 
the Governments of Canada and Newfoundland. I had occasion to remark to 
you that while the colonial governments are asked to guaranty immunity from 
interference to American vessels resorting to ¢ waters, no such immu- 
nity is offered in your memorandum to Canadian vessels resorting to American 
waters, but thatthe Dominion government presumed that the agreement in this 











| respect would be mutual. As you accepted this view, it would, I think, be as 


well that mention should be made to this effect in the notes, 

Under the reservations, as above indicated, in which I believe you acquiesce 
I am prepared to accept the understanding on behalf of British North Ameri 
and to exchange notes in the above sense. 

I have the honor to be, with the highest respect, sir, your obedient servant, 

L.S. SACKVILLE WEST. 

Hon. T. E. BAYARD, ete. 

So, Mr. President, I think it may be assumed that the initiative of 
this proposed treaty was not for the purpose of making a treaty on the 
fishery question, but a reciprocity treaty. The President of the United 
States, agreeable to his agreement with the British Government, sub- 
mitted a proposition to Congress for the appointment of a commission. 
I need not go into that at any great length, except to show the action 
of certain members of the Senate of the United States upon that proposi- 


j tion. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FrY£] offered this resolution: 


Resolved, That,in the opinion of the Senate, the appointment of a commission 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be repre 


| sented, charged with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights o 


| committee upon the Democratic side. 


the two Governments, on the coasts of the United States and British Nort 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 


When that resolution was before the Senate the Committee on For- 
eign Relations were represented not in a partisan way atall. The Sena 
tor from Maine made some remarks, which were followed by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, a member, and I may say the leading member of th 
Mr. MORGAN said: 


In listening to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, and also in what in- 
vestigation I have been able to pwive this subject, [am unable to ascertain that 
the is really any unsettled question between the United States and Grea 
Britain in regard to the fisheries of the northeastern coast. I have inquired of 
Senators who have had long experience in diplomatic affairs of the country, to 
ascertain, if I could, whether there was any open question of damages, any 
claim of damages arising between the Governments respectively out of ar 
supposed breach of our fisheries treaties or our fisheries Jaws; and I can he 
nothing of that kind. The Halifax Commission seems to have settled for goo! 
and all every controversy, sounding in damages at least, which has been pr 
moted or urged by the citizens of the countries on either side. 

I conceive that there is no want of certainty in our treaty relations, and ther 
is scarcely room for a difference in interpretation of what our treaty relations 
actually are. The two treaties which have settled the actual and what we migh 
term the permanent rights ot the people of the United States and of the Dom 
ion country in regard to the fisheries are the treaties of 1753 and 1818. No othe 


gz 








| treaties we have made at all in respect to the fisheries have undertaken to d« 
| fine the permanent, enduring rights either of the British people or of our peop! 


in respect of the fisheries. We have had two other treaties on this snbiect, t 
treaty of 1854 and the treaty of 1871, but they were both temporary in their cha 
acter and both made liable to be suspended by the action of either governme 
after they had run for ten years, and both have been abrogated. So that th 
field is entirely clear in respect of the actual state of treaty relations betwe: 


| the United States and Great Britain, and those treaty relations rest upon t 


President to make the result publicly known to the citizens engaged in the fish- | 


ing on the British-American Atlantic coast. 
I have the honor to be, with the highest respect, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
WESs7. 


Hon. L, 8. SACKVILL= 


treaties of 1783 and 1818. 

He then discussed the question whether the treaty of 1783 had bee: 
superseded by the treaty of 1818, and he differed from the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and some others, and asserted that it had no 
been. He quoted the treaty of 1783, and declared: 


That was all that was said about it. A broader right of fishery than that can 
not be conceived of; no restriction or restraint upon itat all, except that in co 
ducting their business they should not trespass or intrude on private property 





| on the shore in drawing their fish or mending their nets or whatever other use 


they might have for the shore, 





site igh" 
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ol nme! 
not know howto do I be { i th atta 
uation under the statut i 1 3 ¢ 
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the people of the b sh S | a ed States 1 
very much indeed tos : [ 
n 1, the sno sl g a6 
0 ce unde exist : rig , 
el < ist 
13 41 
pe iking on nother ac 
Phe [th ‘ ( 
is,and I » not think ¢ e1 : i 5 
tT + » f 
i y ina wh yave t I ‘ yin rei 
ships were not properly treated . 
phat was the opinion ¢ ithe sS Lor irom Al nawhen he decia 


that our commercial rights were derived fr 
of 1830 in conjunction with our own, 
terms that the right to purch bait ¢ 
that commercial arrangement, and as 


tire from that arrangement made between the 





ours by which we were to pass certain 


certain orders made in council, there was no que 











0 
right to buy ice and bait. He went on to say th 
dignity of the Government of the United States to put in a treat 
provision that we might buy bait and ice. 

This resolution, as everybody rememb« passed with prac 
unanimity or nearly so, there being but ten votes against it in the Senate 





and the Senator from Alabama being one of those who voted fo1 
However, Mr. President, these violations of our treaty rights « 

tinued and it was thought b I 

States with more extended powers than 

A bill was introduced, if I recollect aright 


to arm the Government of the Unite 
the acts already on the statute 
book gave. by the Senator 








from Vermont [ Mr. EpMt NDS nd referred to the Committee on Forei 
Relations, of which the Senator from Alabama, as I have before sa 
is a member, and when the bill came before the Senate the Senato 
from Alabama said: 

Mr. President, was a mem! the committee who rep« 
it received my cordial ap bat Iwas alsoal ‘ 
tee which formulated the bill,and it was carefully « sidered t 
tion with the evidence wh i id been ce cted not « y fror 1 
vestigations under the order of the Senate but 3 ) ‘ é 
State Department as far as we hada ss to the 

Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate to this statement 
made by the Senator from Alabama that he was one of the originators 


of this act that armed the President with power to suspend Canadian 
commerce if he saw fit. 

I call the attention of the Senate to that because I pro 
his complaint made in the Senate that we had acted cowardly in this 
matter; that we were not willing to take the responsibility of det 
mining whether there were violations of the treaty of 1818, and we: 


1: 1 ’ 
not willing ourselves to declare non-intercourse, either limited or to an 


extended degree, but that we had imposed this upon the President, as 
he said, for the purpose of getting the President into difficulty, or words 
to that effect. Yet he announced éo0 the Senate that he was one of the 


originators of it, and that it had his unqualified support; and he de 

fended it in a lengthy speech, I need not say in an able speech. He 

took the American side of the question, and when the Senator from 

Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] attempted to amend the statute of Marck 3 

1587, by giving it more force, as he said, and extending it further, the 
‘ 


~ Alabama was again heard. 


nator irom 


mo On all oceasions it received 
his ung Uaililie d approbation as it received the unqualified 


of every member of the Democratic party in the Senate. 
that side 

yet we are told now that the statute was enacted for the purpose of get- 
ting the Democratic Administration into difficulty. 

When the bill went to the House of Represe ntatives it was ably dis- 
cussed, as the RECORD will show. Not wishing to detain the Senate, 
I shall not advert to each particular statement made by the members 
of the House. I presume Senators have looked up thatdebate. There 
was no objection to the bill. There was a controversy between the 


ap} I yba on 
No man on 


We . . . . . 
er lifted his voice against the bill or voted against it; and 
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( et L be ulil 1 when they now meet 
( irat of the Pre lent and the Secretary 
{ hat ) co up lleges ¢ r ¢ sted for our fis} ; 
‘ nd t could 1 b fishing vessel and a 
( imi ( ‘ ib tine mh Lime 
( 1 autho ( 1 I8“G warned « all I 
e! i } tin lid } Dp wav trom t it coast 
M rd his letter to Sir Lionel West 
ii 
Mr. B wdt rL. West 
D ARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 14, 15 
fthe United States at Halifax communicated to m« 
i derived by |} i from the collector of customs at that port tot 
‘ erican fish vessels will not be pern -d to land fish at that 
try for transport n bond across the province 
rave also to inform you that the masters of the four American fishing v« 
( icester, Mass., Martha A. Bradley, Ratt Eliza Boynton, and Pio 
es neral at Halifax that the subc« 





rinary | 


to keep outside an imag 




















m outside Canso Head toa point 3 miles outside Si 
‘ tl coast, a distance of 40 miles. This line for nea 
re itinuance is distant 12 to 25 miles from the coast. 
rs also report that they were warned against going inside an 
! drawn from a point 5 miles outside North Cape, on Prince Ed 
i i,t point 3 miles outside of East Point, on the same island, a dis- 
{ of ove miles, and that this last-named line was for nearly that entire 
a ‘ l ! es from shore. 
ue K nfor masters of the vessels refi l to that the 
would not be permitted to enter Bay Chaleu 
! ‘ i t be w laware, wholly unwarranted pret 
tions of extra ritoriail authority and usurpations of jurisdictio: y the | 
vineial offic 
It becon iy duty i ging iis information to your notice, to request 





any 1 orders for interference with the unquestionable rights of the 


\ inf en to pursue their business without molestation at any point 
I milesof the shor ind within the defined limits as to whi 
} neiation of the liberty to fish is expressed in the treaty of 1818, may have 





be revoked as violative of the rights of citi- 
is the I ted States under convention with Great Britain. 


l issued, t same may at once 








isk ito bringt subject to the immediate attention of Her Britannic 
in s Governt t, to the end that proper remedial orders may be forth- 
w i i 
t { na nd regretable that qi ions which have been 

© 44 i \ { i States and Great Britain should now be soug! 
te veut 
l e.« 

T. F. BAYARD 

AN , 1 


ir, Pr lent, I was nistaken when I said he had revived the« 

te headland the Here is his own statement that it had been 
deved. I will show before I get through that Sir Charles Tupper 
declared to the Canadian Parliament*that it had been abandoned, and 
‘ y man famili h the history of these transactions knows that it 


bac ‘ pr bic ly abandoned. 
e t n April, 1886, Messrs. Cushing and McKenney, New 
j ind me ng iness in those waters, addressed a telegram to 


{ Secreta { State seeking to know what their rights were. I have 
not t iere, but the answer is sufficient to show what it was. 
ititled to go in these waters, and what are our 





ri n W t there Che reply of the State Department was 
as fo y 
l ’ Cushi l i 
STATE DEPARTMENT, April 9, 
t of t) ght of Ame n vessels engaged in fishing on the high 
« ‘ ‘ in ports for the purpose of shipping crews may possibly in 
\ i 1 of treaty with Great Britain. I expect to attain such an 
4 i will relieve our fishermen from all doubts or risk in the ex 
e) ‘ u ommercial privileges of friendly ports, to which, under 
ex ‘ 3,1 ex ider their citizens to be mutually entitled, 
free : “ 
T. F. BAYARD. 
! St é sed his opinion that while it might be 


’ 4 ' 


diflieuli to say w her we could ship crews, we could buy bait and 
1 buy provisions if the ship was in di 


tress or neededthem. Yet to-day we are told that nosuch rights exist, 
that they never did exist, and that he who asserts it asserts it simply 
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< ' I < Vv t < € I < i} 
ihe ¢ of th cn nia t 1 l e in i r 
‘ z to the le uid bet o to pa th sa 
t of the treat 8, w ‘ » i e fishery 
¥ ! e limit, s { ect the ¢ 1 s r 1¢@ Tri~htto wh 1 
! tions \ i the cit ns of 
l ! » destroy the priv- 
é rt r 1 te \ t é } ¢ 
\lers for the objects o , . ; se 
‘ ning wa 
lly 2 S36, M Bayard co ltoM \ i t f \ r 
inpcuage 
I r OF S1 } ! 
I int duty j mopt to « e te it { > 
port to m« Ur i States « t Ha that the 
sch ( Point, of I nd, 3 arrive t e ™ of Shelburn vova 
Scotia, landed two men, obtained water, and is detained by ruth ities 
rther instruct ire ed 1 Ottawa 
e case as thus reported is an infringeme i ord r hts of inter 
} na spitality nd constitutes a violat < reaty stipi ns \< 
ercial privileges, evinci s 1 unfriendliness to the « zens of the Unit 
» gz itiy tk red, ¢ iwl ! it t res} 
‘ Gi ( t Br I r 
1} ‘ 
BAYARD 
At a later date, July 10, 1886 2 ul ted another outra 
low 
f y sed fo & y if 
D rMENT OF STATE, Wash Tuly 10, 1886, 
Str: Ihave the honor to inform you that I am in receipt of a report from t 
consul-general of the United States at Halifax, accompanied by sworn testi 
mony iting that the Novelty,a duly regi red merchant steam-vesse f the 
Unit ta as been denied the right to ta t h ‘ 
r transship fish in bond to the U 
Itappears that, having reache ling the 
customs office closed on accoun of a he t 
graphed to the minister of marine and ld 
be permitted to do any of the I ived 
reply atelegram reciting with certa t ! 
the language of Artic! he treaty of 18] the hi lions upon tl sig 
are in pending discussion between the Government of the United 
of Her Britannic Majesty; that on entering and cle e 
Novelty on the following day at the custom-house, the collector stated 
instructions were contained in thetelegram the maste 1 rece 
the privilege of coaling beir lenied, the Novelty w nn pe to leay 
without being allowed to obtain fuel necessary for her la\ l yage on a dan 
crous coast 
Against this treatment I make instant and formal protest as an unwarranted 
interpretation and application of the treaty by the officers of the D 
Canada and the Province of Nova Scotia, as an infraction of the laws ‘ 
mercial and maritime intercourse existing between the two countries, and asa 
violation of hospitality and for any loss or injury resulting th ronit ( y 
ernment of Her Britannic Majesty will be held liable. 
I have, et 
T. F. BAYAR 
On the same day uly 10, 1886, Mr. Bayard tte to Mr. West 





To-day Mr. C. A. Bout! rE, M. C. from Maine, informs me that Am 
boats visiting St. Andrews, New Brunsw <, forthe purpo 
herring from the Canadian weirs, for canning, had been driven away by the | 
minion cruiser Middleton. 


se of there purchas 









Such inh 








issuredly without warrant of |: and I draw your tion to it in ord 

that the commercial rights of cit , » United States ay not be thus in 
‘ ed and subjected to unfriend]; intio 
I have, ete., 
T. F. BAYARD. 
uly 16, 1886, Mr. Bayard wrote to Mr. Hardinge as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, Ju'y 16, 1586 

Srr: I have just received through the honorable OC, A. Boure.us, M. C., the 





iftidavit of Stephen R. Balkam, alleging his expulsion from the harbor of St 
Andrews, New Brunswick, by Captain Kent, of the Dominion cruiser Middl 
ton, and the refusal to permit him to purchase fish caught and sold by Cana 
dians, for the purpose of canning as sardines. 

rhe action of Captain Kent seems to bea g 
cial privileges against an American citizen pr 
swful trade and not prepared or intending in 
local law or regulation or treaty st@pulation. 

| trust instant instructions to prevent the recurrence 

lawful treatment of American citizens may be given 
at St, Andrews, and reparation be made to Mr 

i have, etc., 








ross Violation of ordinary commer- 





»osing totransact his customa 


way to fish or violat 

















Acain, July 30, 1886, Mr. Bayard wrote to Sir Lionel West as fol 











iow 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 30, 1886, 
Sin: It is my duty to draw your attention to an infraction of the stipulati 
of the treaty between the United States of America and Great Britain, con l 
October 20, 1818. 


* * * ” * a 


I am also in possession of the affidavit of Alexander T. Eachern, master of tl 
American fishing schooner Mascot, who entered Port Amherst, Magdal« 
Islands, and was there threatened by the customs official with seizure of 
vessel if he attempted to obtain bait for fishing or to take a pilot. 

These are flagrant violations of treaty rights of their citizens for which the 
United States expect prompt remedial action by Her Majesty’s Governmer 








| and I have to ask that such instructions may be issued forthwith to the provin- 


bition of usual and legitimate commercial contracts and intercourse 
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from time to tim I propose briefly to call the attention of the Sen 
ate to this point I submit the letter of Mr. Phelps to Lord Roseberry 
of June 2, 1886, pa 415, in which he details particularly the cases 
wherein t brit Government had irrendered the headland theory 
and the right to ude oul hermen from the bays. 

’ * . 

br a ' ted I I 1 ¢ ! vir . 

f “ ! orl 4 iin na 1exp ‘ ! . 

t eonti 

On th ith of M l M bh tol e Brit minister at Washington 
imunicated officia to the Sec Vy « state of the United States copies of 
the orders addressed by the British Admiutr ty to Admiral Wellesley, ®mmand 

gH Ma t ! | for ont North American station, and of a letter 
fr » th colo »>the foreign oflice, in order that the Secretary 

ight ‘'s th of { ons ! ven to Her Majesty’s and t 
Canadian offic ‘ ployed in 1intaini der at the fi ries in the neigh 
bourhood of the co s of Canada Among the documents thus transmitted is a 
letter from the fo 1 office to the cretary of the Admiralty,in which the fol 
j f 4 ‘ ‘ i ; 

Phe Canadian Government has recently determined, with the concurre 

of lier Majes n ter nere eth tringency of the existi: t sof 
‘ ‘ ne % t ul ritt iy i Se it onc a 

{ ed in violat the la 

In view of this clan l of the questions to which it may give rise, I am 
lirected by Lord Grat e to request that you w | move their lordships to in 
struct the officers of Her Majesty’s ships employed in the protection of the fish 
eries that they are not to seize any vessel unk itis evident and can be clearly 
proved that the offense of fishing has been committed and the vessel itself capt 
ured within 3 miles of land 

In the letter from the lords of the Admiralty to Vice-Admiral Wellesley of 
M , in accordan with the forego!’ng request, and transmitting the t 
ter above quoted from, there occurs the following language: 

‘My lords desire me to remind you of the extreme importance of command 
ing officers of the ships selected to protect the fisheries exercising the 1 yt 
diseretion in carrying out their instructions, paying special attention to yrd 
Granville’s observation that no vessel should be seized unless it is evident and 
can be clearly proved that the offense of fishing has been committed and that 
t vessel is captured within 3 miles of land,” 

Lord Granville, in transmitting to Sir John Young the aforesaid instructions, 


makes use of the following language: 

Her Majesty's Government do not doubt that your ministers will agree with 
them as to the propriety of these instructions, and will give corresponding in 
structions to the vessels employed by them.” 

hese instructions were again officially stated by the British minister at Wash- 
ington to the Secretary of State of the United States in a letter dated June 11 
1870 . 

\gain, in February, 1871, Lord Kimberly, colonial secretary, wrote to the goy 
ernor-general of Canada as follows: 

fhe exclusion of American fishermen from resorting to Canadian ports, ex- 
cept for the purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages therein, purchasing 
wood, and of obtaining water, might be warranted by the letter of the treaty ot 
\x18, and by the terms of the imperial act 59 George ILI, chapter 38, but Her 
Majesty’s Government feel bound to state that it seems to them an extreme 
measure, inconsistent with the general policy of the empire, and they are dis- 
posed to concede this point to the United States Government under such re- 
strictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling, and to guard against any 
substantial invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing which may be reserved to 
British subjects.”’ 

And in a subsequent letter from the same source to the governor-gen 
following language is used: 

I think it right, however, to add that the responsibility of determining what 
is the true construction of a treaty made by Her Majesty with any foreign power 
must remain with Her Majesty’s Government,and that the degree to which 
this country would make itself a party to the strict enforcement of the treaty 
rights may depend not only on the literal construction of the treaty, buton the 
moderation and reasonableness with which these rights are asserted."’ 

[am not aware that any modification of these instructions or any different 





ral, the 
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though in parts more than 6 miles wide, is less than 6 geographical miles in 
widthat its mouth, In the case of any other bay, as the Bay des Chaleurs for 
example, you will notinterfere with any United States fishing vessel or boat, 
orany American fishermen, unless they are found within 3 miles of the shore, 
iction.—You will accost every United States vessel or boat actually within 

3 marine miles of the shore along any other part of the coast except Labrador 
ind around the Magdalen Islands, or within 3 marine miles of the entrance of 
i bay, harbor, or creck which is less than 6 geographical miles in width, or 
le of a line drawn across any part of such bay irbor, or creek at points 
irest to the mouth thereof not wider apart than 6 geographical miles, and if 
cither fishing, preparing to fish, or having obvious]; 1 within the exclusive 
limits, you will,in accordance with the above-recited acts, s at once any ves- 








fishes 








sel detected in violating the law, and send or take her into port for condemna 
” ’ 
tion; but you are not to do so unless it is evident,and can be clearly proved 
that the offense of fishing has been committe id that the vessel is captured 
within the prohibited limits Session Papers, volume LV, No. 4, 1871 
APPEND ( The secretary of sia‘e for the colonies to the gor nor-general 
DOWNING STREET, October 10, 1870, 

Sir: I inclose a copy of a memorandum, which I have requested Lord Gran- 
ville to transmit to Sir E, Thornton, with instructions to communicate with you 
before addressing himself to the Government of United States on the subject to 
which the memorandum relates. 


The object of Her Majesty’s Government is, as you will observe, to give effect 





to the wishes of your Government, by appointing a joint comm on which 
Great Britain, the United States, and Canada are to be represented, with th 
object of inquiring what ought to be the geographical limits of the exclusive 
fisheries of the British North American colonies, In accordance with the u1 
derstood desire of your advisers it is proposed that the inquiry shouid be held 
in America, 

The proposal contained in the last paragraph is made witha view to avoid 
diplomatie difficulties, which might otherwise attend the negotiation. 


I have, ete., 
KIMBERLY. 

Governor-Gencral the Right Hon. Sir Joun Younc, G.C. B.,G.C.M.G 

We have both Houses of Congress and we have the Department of 
State in favor of our construction of the treaty of 1818. We have in 
addition to that the fact that the claim either to exclude us from bays 
or from lines drawn from headland to headland was not set up foi 
many years after; that it was referred to by Secretary Everett in 1843 
as a new claim made by the Canadians, and then not made by the Bri 
ish. We have all these things to justify us in insisting that the con 
struction put upon the treaty by our predecessors is correct. 

I think that is a sufficient answer to the Senators who have accused 
us of partisanship and a desire to antagonize this Administration, a 
well as a reply to the undignified interview in which the Secretary ot 
State recently said, if the Baltimore Sun correctly reports him, that 
the Republican Senators were actuated only by a desire to embarras: 
the Administration. There is nota position that we have taken on 
this subject which has not been taken by the Secretary of State him- 
self. ‘There is not a position that we have taken on the treaty of 1818 
that has not been taken by his minister to Great Britain. 

What do Senators on the other side say? Do they suppose that th« 
Secretary of State and the American minister were simply making 


) 
1 
i 


| claim that they in truth knew did not in fact exist, or have they seen 


rule from that therein contained has ever been adopted or sanctioned by Her | 


Majesty’s Government, 


Judicial authority upon this question is to thesame effect. That the purchase | 


of bait by American fishermen in the provincial ports has been a common 
practice is well known. Butin no case, so far as I can ascertain, has a seizure 
of an American vessel ever been enforced on the ground of the purchase of bait, 
or of any other supplies. On the hearing before the Halifax Fisheries Commis- 
sion in 1877 this question was discussed, and no ease could be produced of any 
such condemnation 
adjudged guilty, either of fishing, or preparing to fish, within the prohibited 
limit And in the case of the White Fawn, tried in the admiralty court o@New 
Brunswick before Judge Hazen in 1870, I understand it to have been distinctly 
held that the purchase of bait, unless proved to have been in preparation for 
illewal fishing, was not a violation of the treaty, nor of any existing law, and 
afiorded no ground for proceedings against the vessel. 

I alsosubmita paper found in Executive Document No. 113, marked 
Appendix b, showing the construction put upon the treaty by the 
British authorities: 

APPENDIX B. 

In such capacity your sdiction must be strictly confined within the limits 
of marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors” of Canada, 
with respect to any action you may take against American fishing vessels and 
United States citizens engaged in fishing Where any of the bays, creeks, o1 
1 
l 


harbors sha 





geographical miles in width, you will consider that 
the line of demarcation extends from headland to headland, either at the en- 
4rance to such bay, creek, or harbor, or from and between given points on both 
sides thereof, at any place nearest the mouth where the shores are less than 
miles apart; and may exclude foreign fishermen and fishing vessels therefrom, 
or seize if found within 3 marine miles of the coast. 

Jurisdiction.—The limits within which you will, if necessary, exercise the 
power to exclude the United States fishermen, or to detain American fishing 
vessels or boats, are for the present to be exceptional. Difficulties have arisen 
in former times with respect tothe question whether the exclusive limits should 
be measured on lines drawn paralleleverywhere tothe coast and describing its 
sinuosities, or on lines produced from headland to headland across the entrances 
of bays, creeks, or harbors. Her Majesty’s Government are clearly of opinion 
that by the convention of 1818 the United States have renounced the right of 
fishing not only within 3 miles of the colonial shores, but within 3 miles of a 
line drawn across the mouth of any British bay or ereek. 

It is, however, the wish of Her Majesty’s Government neither to concede, nor 
for the present to enforce any rights in this respect which are in their nature 
open to any serious question. Until! further instructed, therefore, you will not 
interfere with any American fishermen unless found within 3 miles of the shore, 
or within 3 miles of a line drawn across the mouth of a bav ora creek which, 


not exceed 6 








Vessels shown to have been condemned were in all cases | 


a new light under the manipulation or the advice of Sir Ambrose Shea, 
Joseph Chamberlain, and Sir Lionel West? 

I said I would not take time to discuss the headland theory. It h: 
been abandoned by Great Britain practically for years. Itis abandoned 
now, or would have been but for this treaty. Mr. Tupper in discuss 
ing this question before the Canadian Parliament admitted that it had 
been abandoned. 

So I think I may come to the treaty itself, and see whether there i 
anything in the treaty that is an improvement on the existing orde1 
of things. 

I do not desire to go into any discussion of the right of the Secretary 
of State, or of the President, more properly speaking, to initiate t 
proceeding. I say that it wasa most remarkable transaction, and | 
think it has no precedent in history, with the Senate of the United 
States about to convene, within ten days of its session, that the Presi 
dent should select a commission which should sit here for months dur- 
ing the session, and that he should not send in their names to the Sen 
ate for confirmation. But if the treaty was a good treaty, one cum- 
mending itself to the American people and the American Senate, | 
should be in favor of waiving all these irregularities and of taking tix 
treaty as itis. But such is not the case. 

In the first place, we ought not to treat with Great Britain at all at 
this time. Such was almost the unanimous sense of the American Sen 
ate. It would have been unanimously held a year later, had the que 
tion been submitted, that we ought not to treat at all with all thes 
outrages unredressed, with our ships boarded, taken into port, fined, 
hindered, injured, ruined in their business, and further, the American 
flag pulled down and insulted. Yet that has been done without 
apology worthy of the name for these insults to the flag and the na 
tion. We are asked to treat with Great Britain upon this question, to 


| surrender that which was incontestably ours, as I intend to show when 


I take up the treaty in detail. We have under this proposed treaty 
nothing that we did not have without it. We have no opportunity fo1 
redress for the wrongs inflicted. We have, it is true, for the lowering 
of the flag what they call an apology. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word on that point, because on two 
or three occasions when this question has been up it has been said that 
Great Britain has apologized. I assert that Great Britain has never 
indicated the slightest compunction as to the Canadian conduct, and I 
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Yet we do not deal with Can lf an apology 1e at all. it shou 
yne from Great Britain 5 is hear wha ind of an apolog 
got. Iremembera year agoand! . when this matter was under 
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of Canada, expressi! t I rret of my Gov nt nt tt 
he captain of the Canadian cutter Te rin lower r the | ted States 1 
flag from the United States fish sch r Marion Grim tG cester, Ma 
while that vessel was under detention at Shelburne, Nova Scotia y 
; ‘ 
tor of customs at that porti in infract i the cu 3 rulat : 
I have communicated a copy of t order in council to Her M: i 
ter at Washington of th \ 
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"A. G. RUSSELL, G _ 
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I sure 2 in No. 57 s } t a tre 
R tofa« ttee of the honorable the privy cour for Canada, approved . 
by his excellency the administrator of the Governm« 1 council on the 2¢ t 
October, 1886 ate t ; 
On a report, dated the 4th October, 1886, from Hon. Mackenzie Bowell, for | yot \ that the A 
the minister of marine and fisheries, stating that 1 Monday, the llth October | , 
instant, the United States fishing schooner Marion Grimes, of Gloucester, Mass., | - ‘ 
was under detention at Shelburne, Nova Scotia, by the collector of c1 yms at} U { t i what l tu to 
that port for an infraction of the customs regulations; that while sod ined, t ¢ The 1 + ; ta 
and under the surveillance of the Canadian Government cutter,Terror, the cap- | , 
tain of the Marion Grimes heisted the United States flag 
Che minister further states that itappears that Captain Quigley, of the Terror 
considered such actas an intimation that there was an intention to rescue 
vesse and requested Captain Landry to take the flag down rhis request was st t t < vt 
nplied with An hour later, however, the flag was again hoisted, and 
Captain Landry being asked 1f his vessel had been released,and replying tl 
she had not, Captain Quigley again requested that the flag be lowered I 3 i S 
was refused, when Captain Quigley himself lowered the flag, acting under : o 
belief that while the Marion Grimes was in possession of the customs au ; 
ties, and until her case had been adjudicated upon, the vessel had no ris A 
fly the United States flag. sus : 


Now, here is the apology, Mr. President. Es sfactory do I believe th i 















































The minister regrets that he should have acted v 1e 7 1 . , 
Captain Quigley may have been technically within his right w e the vesse the Ca eer a d et sort to tl oe ; 
was in the custody of the law. -* ne ee Snes cae eee eee 
The committee advise that your excellency be moved to forward a f I id a } 
this minute, if approved, to the right honorable the secretary of state for ei = ; ; 
colonies, and to Her Majesty’s minister at Washington, expressing the regret of a a : -®, = 
‘anadian Government at the o I . 7 . : 
All of which is respectfully submitted for your excelle v’s app 4 . 
JOHN J. McG! 7 “ 
( i 2 - A a 
Mr. President, I assert that no international lawyer in theS € O1 
anywhere will stand up and claim that before u sany ‘ 
right in the Government seizing a vessel to t ( It isa W , 
universal law of the world that the flag flies until n 
termines the question of the right of seizure. So these Canadian , ; 
thorities simply regretted that Captain Quigley acted with undue zeal, ‘ ecu : 
and then asserted the right to pull down the American flag whenever .barrassed and obs 
they ed a vessel, and it is only a question with them of policy and I do not wonder that Mr. Tupper 1 ted te 
1 yt a question of law. oles WH f i 1 that do I us f 
rhe State Department knew that that was not the international + | Blew resident of the 1 1 
t for the Secretary of State himself, in one of his letters to Mr. Phelps, | shat onr interpretation of the treaty. 
$ declares that the Canadians had no right to take down the flag until |... . eh On em ] ra a ah . . : 
it was determined there was a rightful and proper seizure of the vessel nt f ws with se 1 n ; 
Mr. President, how long do you think they would have been with- | gon+ cave ahout the eommer: date shah she ‘ 
out an apology of a proper kind if we had pulled down the British | gccjared to American citizens existed. and v , 
flag floating over a Canadian fisherman? How long do you think it SOIC aoe this Adi tats . : 
would have been before we should have been notified that we we1 eee 
disavow the act of that officer or to make an humble apology ? ccf, rele cage te , ae ; = : 
Great Britain does not proceed in that way when her flag is insulted. 7 sed t e essentia ) { - 
She does not wait. Neither have we been wont to wait when the Amer- | plicit | definite words o 
ican flag was assailed. It is left for this Administration to accept an | <page ammanealacs 
apology which says, ‘‘We had aright to take down your flag; you| Who is at fault, the I t of the I € Secret 
; ought not to complain; we think it was a little undue zeal on the part | of State? Both can not 
& of our officer, and yet the right exists.”’ Out upon such an apology, I now desire to bri y itse I 
: Mr. President : s It ought to make every American ashamed, and ‘it | shall speak of only one ot iI sha 
2 does. I know that there are men in the Democratic party who are } dwell very much on th 
i ashamed of it. [ am sorry to say that they seem to have lost the cour- | In brief. the treaty provid ! n, t comm ) 
& age to say what they must think, and what all honest, upright, brave | be selected by the G yvernment of the United States, and two to 
people must think of such a transaction. | lected by the hG t. a 1 ( ( di er 
Once upon an occasion an overzealous United States naval officer umpire to be selected Ches ommissioners are to be a 
seized two Confederate messengers going abroad. You may remember | the purpose of delimiting the several s. With 
it. It was in the fall of 1861. He seizeda British ship because it was ing for that, the treaty proposes that the delimi t } 
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I can not quote this provision without saying that it is, in my judgment, in 
violation of the principles of natural justice,as well as of those of the common law. 
That a man shou!d be charged by police or executive officers with the commis- 
sion of an offense and then be condemned upon trial unless he can prove him- 


is a proposition that is incompatible with the fundamental 
But itis sought in the 


self to be innocent 
ideas upon which the administration of justice procec ds. 
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present case to carry the proposition much further, and to hold that the party | 


t not only prove himself innocent of the offense on which his 
a 


inculpated mus 
but also of all other charges upon which it might have been 
be afterward brought forward and set up at the trial. 


‘ | was 


scized that may 


condemnation in a Canadian court—seizing him for one thing and com- 
pelling him to prove that he was not guilty of another? Why, Mr. 


JULY 21, 


So, Mr. President, the provision that they shall take nothing from 
these people who are guilty of unlawful fishing, and those who are pre- 
paring to fish, etc., but their fishing vessels and cargoes, is, under the 
circumstances the way the law is administered, an extremely harsh 
provision. But they were not satisfied with that, and further penalties 
are provided: 

And forany other vioiation of the lawsof Great Britain, Canada, or Newfound- 


| land relating to the right of fishery in such waters, bays, creeks, or harbors, pen- 


What will be the opportunity of the American fisherman to escape | 


alties shall be fixed by the court, not exceeding in all $3 for every ton of the 
boat or vessel concerned. The boat or vessel may be holden for such penalties 


| and forfeitures. 


President, it is a cunningly-devised scheme to confiscate the property | 


of American citizens. It is not much better in my judgment, nay, I 
doubt whether it is any better, than the system by which the pirates 
went out and seized the vessels as they passed by. For them, at least, 
there was a chance for a fair fight, but there is none given to these 
men, either before or after. Lord Iddesleigh replied to this by saying 
it was the usual customs law. Mr. Phelps denied it. 
Lord Iddesleigh said 


With respect to the statement in your note that a clause in the Canadian act 
of May 22, I+ to the effect that, * In case a dispute arises as to whether any 
or has not been legally made, or as to whether the person seizing 
wa or WAS Tie 


scizure has 


illewality of the seizure shali be on the owner or claimant,” is in violation of 
the principles of national justice, as well as those of the common law, I have 
to observe that the statutes referred to is cap. 61 of 1868, which provides for the 

sue of licenses to foreign fishing vessels, and for the forfeiture of such vessels 
ishing without a license; and that the provisions of Article X, to which you 
are commonly found in laws against smuggling, and are based 
e rule of law that a man who pleads that he holds a license or other sim- 


1 

take exception 
ilar document shall be put to the proof of his plea and required to produce the 
‘ 


focument, 
| bew leave to add that the provisions of that statute, so far as they relate to 
thie ue of licenses, has been in operation since the year 1870, 
I have, et 


IDDESLEIGH. 
To this Mr. Phelps replied: 


I quote what | 


t authorized to seize under this act, the burden of proving the | 





It is in the act to which the one above referred to is an amendment that is | 
found the provision to which I drew attention in a note to Lord Iddesleigh of 
December 2, 1886, by which it is enacted that in case a dispute arises as to 


whether any seizure has or has not been legally made, the burden of proving 
he illegality of the seizure shall be upon the owner or claimant. 

Jn his rep)y to that note of January 11, 1887, his lordship intimates that this 
provision is intended only to impose upon a person claiming a license the bur- 

i of proving it, Buta reference to the act shows that such is by no means 

restriction of the enactment. It refers in the broadest and clearest terms 

ny seizure that is made under the provisions of the act, which covers the 
of protection against illegal fishing; and it applies not only to 
proof of a license to fish, but to all questions of fact whatever, necessary to 
rmination as to the legality of a seizure or the authority of the person 

1 rng it. 

Chere is no mistaking what this act means. It is not in accordance 
with our acts. We have nothing of that kind on our statute-books. 
Mr. Bayard’s attention was called to it, andin a letter to Mr. Phelps, 
1887, Mr. Bayard said: 

Mr. Bayard to Mr. Phelps. 
DEPARTMENT OF StTatr, Washington, January 27, 1887. 
sin: Your dispatch No. 416, of the 12th instant, transmitting a copy of the 


i e subject 


of January 27, 


note dated the Lith, received by you from the late Lord Iddesleigh, in response 
to your note of December 2, 1886, requesting copies of the papers in the case of 
the David J, Adams, has been received, 

* * : 7 * 7 . 


The concluding part of Lord Iddesleigh’s note seems to demand attention, 
inasmuch as the argument employed to justify the provisions of article 10 of 
the Canadian Statutes, cap. 61 of 1868, which throw on the claimant the burden 
of proving (he illegality of a seizure, appears to rest upon the continued opera- 
tion of article 1 of that statute, relative to the issue of licenses to foreign fishing 
vessels. The note in question states “that the provisions of that statute, so far 
as they relate to the issues of licenses, has [have?] been in operation since the 
year 1870 

it appears from the correspondence exchanged in 1870 between this Depart- 
ment and Her Majesty’s minister in Washington (see the volume of Foreign 
Relations, 1870, pages 407-411) that on the 8th of January, 1870, an order in council 
of the Canadian Government decreed “that the system of granting fishing li- 
cense to foreign vessels under the act 31 Vic., cap. 61, be discontinued, and that 
henceforth all foreign fishermen be prevented from fishing in the waters of 
Canada.” 

During the continuance of the fishery articles of the treaty of Washington 
Canadian fishing licenses were not required for fishermen of the United States, 
and since the termination of those articles, July 1, 1885, this Department has not 
been advised of the resumption of the licensing system under the statute afore- 
said, 

This is an old statute. I desire to call attention to what has been 
said about it heretofore. It does not seem necessary that anybody 
should be cited as authority on a question of that kind. It does Seem 
to me that every fair-minded man will see that the lawis an odious law, 
that it is liable to great abuse, and to bring our fishermen within that 
law is to expose them to great disaster. I have here Mr. Forsyth’s let- 
ter to Lord Aberdeen commenting on this, and I will read it from Sa- 
bine’s Report on lisheries, because it is the handiest book toread. He 
says: 

Well did Mr. Forsyth say that some of its provisions were ‘‘violations of well- 
established principles of the common law of England and of the principles of 
all just powers and all civilized nations, and seemed to be expressly designed to 
enable Her Majesty’s authorities with perfect impunity to seize and confiscate 
American vessels, and to embezzle, almost indiscriminately, the property of our 
citizens employed inthe fisheries on the coast of the British possessions.”” Well, 
too, did Mr. Everett stigmatize it as possessing “ none of the qualities of the law 
of civilized states but its forms;’’ and Mr. Davis, as being “a law of shameful 
character,” and “evidently designed to legalize marauding upon an industri- 
ous, enterprising class of men, who have no means to contend with such sharp 
and unwarrantable weapons of warfare.” 





| 
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| shall be summary and as inexpensive as practicable.”’ 
| that? 


This is the first time that the United States has anywhere recognized 
the right of the Canadian authorities to legislate in such a way as to 
interfere with the rights of American fishermen under the treaty of 
i818. We have asserted over and over again that all this legislation 
was without authority of law, that we would not submit to have the 
Canadian authorities providing what we might do or what we might 
not do, except so far as provided for in treaty; and it is a notable fact 
that Great Britain never ratified or approved any acts of this character 
until 1886—until within the history of this present Administration. 

When this Administration came into power they were not attempt- 
ing and did not dare to attempt to enforce these Canadian laws. It 
was out of an attempt to enforce these Canadian laws as to fishing on 
Sunday that the controversy arose in which the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Evarts, compelled a payment by the BritishGovernment. Now we have 
agreed in this treaty, if it becomes the law, that every petty British 
North American province and Canada and Great Britain can pass any 
law upon the subject of fishing that they see fit, and we are bound by 
it. They fix the size of the meshes of the seine; they fix when it may 
be thrown and when it may be drawn; they tell us that we can not 
fish on Sunday or on the Queen’s holidays, or any other time; and for 
the violation of such laws the American fisherman is liable to punish- 
ment in a Canadian court, administered, as I said before, by a hostile 
people. 

‘They may fish, as it is suggested, in the open seas, as they have done, 
to which we have paid no attention so far; but our men are liable to be 
punished for violations of this kind of legislation, which we shall be 
estopped from complaining of, because we here say they have a right 
to made it it they see fit, and we reserve to ourselves no right of crit- 
icism, They may be taken into a Canadian court where they can be 
fined $3 per ton on their vessel, and a vessel of 100 tons could be fined 
$300, and how often may that be repeated? As often as any officious 
Canada official, moved by his desire to get part of the plunder that 
shall be taken from these fishermen, institutes a prosecution in the Ca- 
nadian courts. 

It is true they have provided in this treaty that ‘‘the proceedings 
But what of 
It may be of some advantage to a poor fisherman who is to be 
ruined to know how quickly he is to be ruined. 
some advantage to his Canadian opponent to put him through the cour! 
on quick time, that he may try him again, because he can be picked up 
for all sorts of complaints. I think there is quite as much for Canada 
in that as there is for us, so far as the prompt proceedings are con- 
cerned. 

Is there anybody living who has studied this question and who knows 
the temper of the Canadians, who knows the difficulties surrounding 
the fishermen, who does not know that where there has heretofore been 
one case of conflict between the Canadians and our fishermen there 
will be a hundred such conflicts under this treaty? Does not every- 
body know that we are opening the door for continued agitation and 
continued trouble? 

It must be evident to everybody that when we surrender to the 
British Government the right to fix the season in which we may fish, 
the methods by which we may fish, the character of the fish that we 
may put in our barrels, and all this, we have subjected our people to 
such a condition of things as renders fishing absolutely worthless, and 
I do not hesitate to say here that, in my judgment—and I believe in 
the judgment of men better qualified to judge than I—that in two 
years they will make it impossible for American fishermen under this 
treaty to fish in waters where our rights are as unquestioned as they 
are in the Delaware Bay. 

‘There is one other provision in thetreaty of which I will not speak at 
length, and that is Article XV. That is where we agree to buy com- 
mercial privileges at an expense, Mr. Tupper says, of about $1,800,000 
a year. 

Mr. FRYE. Limited commericial privileges. 

Mr. TELLER. Limited commercial privileges, commercial privi- 
leges which I insist Canadian vessels have had for fifty years every- 
where in our ports, unless it nay be in some few of the South Atlantic 
ports, and I do not believe they have ever been disturbed in them there, 
but on all the New England coast and in all the great harbors of this 
country they can go and dowhat we propose to pay to the British Gov- 
ernment $1,800,000 a year for, in the removal of import duties. 

The fifteenth article is what they started out for when they began 
this negotiation. Mr. Tupper declared that he came here, and he sup- 
posed that what they were to do was to get up a reciprocity treaty, 
and he cites Mr. Bayard’s letter in proof of it, and nobody can doubt it. 
I do not know that anybody disputes it. So there isa combination, 


It may be also of 
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a union, between the Democr party and t British tv to s 
to them legislation through this fisheries e: ement that 
not hope and could not expect 0 h vise to « 

[ will not go through with this matter in detail. he § f 
Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR | touched itwith ¢ t now ' nrese 
it in a way that it seemed to me ought to have made e\ Am 
blush for his Government. One thing is<« Mr. President 
masterly way in which he presented it caused the Secretary of St 
usually calm and llected, to forget t] h l 
pies, and induced him to submit | ims lf to a newspaper inter 
wherein he speaks of the speech made by the Senator from Massa 
setts in terms more consistent with a fish-market than wit 
matic position, 1 in that same interview he takes occasion 


that the Republican m« mbers of the \merican 
that we are not truthful when we say that w 








proper treaty, that we are moved simply by our hatred of the De 
cratic Administration, and then he slaps himself on the chest and « 
clares that he is above partisanship, and he only of all peo } 
such small and wicked things. 

Mr. President, if there is a disgraceful chapter in American histor 
it is in connection with this negotiation, by w } taken 1 
the Secretary of State to aid and assist the Democratic party by a 


ing it with the Canadian party and the British party 
us that in a hundred years no such exhibition has been made heret 
fore, and it is to be hoped that it will not occur again. It was not 
tended that it should be known; there was nothing said about it, 
if Mr. Tupper had not, in his innocence, mentioned the subj 
Canadian Parliamant, I suppose it would have escaped observation 
cept in a general way. Those who believed this treaty was a surrend 
of American rights without equivalents might have beli 
were some reasons for it, I do not know what; | 

[ know that here is a treaty made by the present Administrat 
which, if it had remained of the opinion that it was all through tl 
year 1886 and through a good portion of the year 1887, it would 
have sent to the Senate. I do not know what influences were brough 
to bear. 








am unable to state 





with Great Britain and Canadaand whether it would or would not assist 
I know that it is a treaty unfit to be made, and 


in the coming election. 
the transaction is one for which the Department and the whole country 
so far as it has had any connection with it, ought to be ashamed. 

Mr. Tupper told us that this was but the beginning, in substan 
that they could not carry this load all at once, but we wefe comi 
the question of free fish and free intercourse between the United 
and Great Britain. 

Tha President told us in his message that he did not think it wa 
worth while to pass upon that question in e treaty, but to n 
contingent. 
he could not modify or change the impost duty laws. He knew 
the duty on fish was part of tl 








he law of the land. The Democrat 





i 
Why, sir, the President of the United States knew that 


1 ‘ 
wud no 


t 


I do not know whether it was supposed it would be popular 


House of Representatives referred that matter in the Forthy- h 
Congress to its Judiciary Committee, and its Judiciary Committee witl 
one accord, without exception, both political parties concurring, r 


ported that it was not in the power of the executive department to n 
gotiate a treaty that should amend, modify, or change tl ] 
But there was an understanding that the Democratic par 
in the House for this purpose, and they did so work. 


I desire to submit some portions of Mr. Tupper’s remarl 
z il 








question, which have already been read in part, and, therefore, I will 


ask to put them in without reading: 


Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do notintend to insul 
of this country who have since 1854 and long bet iaintain i i 
ests of Canada—the interests of British North America—were intimately b« 














up in obtaining free intercourse with the United States for our natural | i 

I do not intend to insult the two great parties in this country by telling 
that they were fools, that they did not know what they were d r. Dow 
the present hour we have adopted the policy on both sides of the House, at 





we have pledged ourselves tothe people to do everything that lay in 


sur powe 


: - - ' . 
to obtain a free market for the natural products of our country with the Unite« 
State, and I say you must answer me the question as to whether that was 
act of supreme folly, or whether it was wise statesmanship on the part of 


parties in this country to adopt that policy, befo: 


as *‘ who pays the duty?” 


> you ask me such a questi 


I say that under this bill which has been introduced and which I believe will 


pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate, where the Republican n 


jority is only one in the whole House, to pass the bill, it requires a majority of 


one only, and I am very sanguine that this bill will pass during the present ses 
sion. Modified it may be, but Iam inclined to think the amendments will 


still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. If this 


is 


the case I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free admis- 
sion of our lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no less than $1,315,- 


450. On coppor-ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid, or there was paid—t 
make it meet the views of the honorable gentlemen opposite more correctly- 
$96,945. On salt, $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill 
I am sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case, from the first copy of the bil 
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables. I an 


o 


} 
i 
1 


sorry to find there is a doubt as to whether the term “ vegetables not specially 


enumerated” will not exclude potatoes, 


In grappling with this policy of making the natural products of the two coun- 
tries free, you do not expect any person who wants to carry a bill to put a heav- 


ier load upon his shoulders than he is able to carry, lest he may break down 


and do nothing. You expect him to take it in detail, and, as I believe, you wil 


find the policy contained in this bill of making those natural products of Can- 
ada free, carried out until you have perfect freedom of intercourse between the 
natural products of Canada and the United Statesof America. Of wool we sent 
last year 1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety of other kinds, upon which 
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able and ingenious, a ough anything bt Itw be used as 
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had it been negotia 
fended as solidly 

Uni iased publi 
steadily tends to appro 
making political capital and preventing a Democratic Administrat 
ing the honor of reconciling international differences, which 


can administration 
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and, according to all reliab 
93%. But with the desire and 





ened to lead to such serious results, the Senate Republicans have 


addressed themselves to the task of falsifying facts, perverting ar 
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h ' d h otl matters as the joint protocolists s d 
n der l n of the plenip ss. With this understand 
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its 1 ne t nged sessions, with that freedo and 1 
exchanye of views wl ature of the negot red, and wit 
which its prog? i n materially har ny agree! 
rendered ve nment. No stenogray oY ) 
minutes or da I agreed upon and s ib ; it t 
ists other than thase al ‘ransmitted to the Senat 
Upon the « sion of the treaty some members of the confere: sat on 
] be city t pr ure of other duties, and it is thus probable that some 
ements were ex ded that otherwise 1 t have been placed in the 
protocols ence had finally adjourned and Sir Charles Tu; 
had retur st was received through the British minister t 
assent be g i a nofacertain proposal which had been sn 
ted by the British plenipotentiaries and declined by the American. I in« a 
copy of the papers referred to, and they were printed in the executive doc 
ment These were at the disposal of Senater HOAR, and prove his charg ) 
have been utterly unfounded I will explain to you the reas ; which led m 
to grant the permission to print the proposal made by Sir Charles Tupper, i 





is as follows 
That with the view of removing all causes of difference in connection with 

he fisheries it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries that the fishermen 

f both countries shall have all the privileges enjoyed during the existe 

he fisheries articles of the Washing treaty, in consideration of a mutual 

rangement providing for greater freedom of commercial intercou 

the United States and ¢ la and Newfoundland.’ 

“This proposition w clined because it necessitated an adjustment of the 
present tariff of the Uni 1 States by Congressional action, which adjustment 
was considered to be manifestly impracticable of accomplishment through t 
form of treaty under the circumstances then existing. 

** Sir Charles Tupper was greatly interested in the acceptance of this pro i 
which had for ts object the abolishment of the duty on fish and fish oi Hi 
government greatly desired that an arrangement to this end should be l 
Therefore, when Sir Charles Tupper returned home, he was confronted with t 
demand, * Where is the free fish and free fish oi] you promised to obtain for. 
‘I did not succeed,’ he was obliged to answer, ‘but I made the effort.’ To 
prove that he had endeavored to accomplish that which the people so greatly 
desired he asked for permission to print bis proposal and our declination. It 
was but fair to grant the request, and it was granted, These facts were known 
to Mr. Hoar, or could have been learned with no trouble whatever 

‘“Ttis true that I made no attempt to secure the right to fish in the jurisdi 
waters of Canada. To obtain this concession it was required that we ac 





~~ 




















tional 


cle > 





the demand of the Canadian Government that its fish and fish-oil be allowe 

to enter into our ports free of duty. I for one did not propose to accede to any 
demand, We determined to obtain our rights, nothing more, and it has cost 
the United States nothing todo so. What a contrast to the result of the Halifax 
commission which met in 1871, and of 


which Senator Hoar’s brother was a 
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tha ! t ’ un, Ju 12, 188 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] the other day 
in juced in the Senate a letter from Hon. Charles Levi Woodbury 





concerning this matter, which is such high authority on this subject 
that Iam inclined to add it also to the letters that appear upon this 
question. The Senator from New Hampshire explained to the Senate 
and to the country who Charles Levi Woodbury was and who he is. | 
ppose there are few men in the country, if there are any, who are as 
well qualified to speak on this subject as Mr. Woodbury; probably no 
one unless it be Mr. Tresecott, who is also a Democratic diplomat and 
who has spoken in the same general ection that Mr. Woodbury has 
So when Mr. Tupper says the entire Democratic party of the country 
are in accord with the ideas of this treaty he is mistaken. That is not 
the fact. 


The letter of Mr. Woodbury is as follow 





s 











Srr: The Chamberlain treaty is now before the Senate. It surrenders ev 
thing the United States have contended for since 1838, when the dispute on the 
3-mile limit began, contentions which the British authorities have assented t 
or temporized about as often as pressed, so that really in no entire year sil 
then have they insisted on enforcing their headland theory. 

The commercial rights of the United States under the azreements of 1830 w« 
utterly abandoned by Mr. Bayard after much previous insistence on their ot 
gation 

rhe rights of common humanity toward our vessels in distress, accorded ever 
where except on the Canadian coast, are ,hhereafter to be allowed only upon 
the condition that the United States shall change its present registry laws | 
repealing them,and enacting such new ones as are acceptable to the Hritish 

Government before going into effect. This of course leaves the humanity of 
; Canada to vessels of the United States in distress withheld until the United 
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« m \ n have after his « 
- 
! 
0 tom t ) read 
= Phat 1 view of the long and faithful services of Bvt 
M ‘ \ W.A rell, United States Army, before and during the late 
3 re ved by him in battle, the President be, and he 
ito nominat ind, by and with the advice and consent of 
{ | n W brevet major-general United States 
A i | ul eneral I l Sta Volunteers, to the position of 
capt the A y of the United States, and to place lm on the retired-list of | 
the Ari \ t ade, tl etired t be t] sed in number 
to th t ] ind parts i n ith are suspended 
for t pury Provided, That from and after uve of this act no 
yp ia ey to the said William W.A | any compensa- 
tion be paid to hiin for any period prior to his appoint nt under this act 
Mr. DAVIS I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the 1o of ite I n lives 
Pr} motion wa wreed to 


MERCY A. CUTTS. 


he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments | 
ntatives to the bill (S. 888) granting a pension | 


of the House of Repre 
to Mercy A. Cutts, which were, in line 2, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll,’’ 


} ‘ 


laws;’’ in line 4, before the word ‘‘ mother,’’ to insert ‘‘ foster;’’ and 
in line 5, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,’’ to insert ‘‘ and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mercy A. Cutts 
foster mother of Enoch F. Cutis, deceased, late of Company A, Thirty-first Maine 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. SAWYER. I movethat the Senate concur in the amendments 
{ 
| 
4 


of the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
JAMES HALE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 734) granting a pension 
to.James Hale, which was, at the end of the bill, toadd ‘‘and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that which he is now | 


receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Hale, Company F, First New 
Hampshire Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


CHANDLER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

‘The motion was agreed to, 

CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS, 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous‘consent was given that 
at the conclusion of the observations of the Senator from Colorado] Mr. 
TeLLer], and the resumption of legislative business, the considera- 
tion of bridge bills on the Calendar should be proceeded with. The 
Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the motion is put, I hope unanimous 
cousent may be given for the consideration of the bridge bills on some 
future day. As I suggested this afternoon, itis of very great impor- 
tance that these bridge bills should be passed soon. They are nearly 
all House bills, and the work upon the structures should be commenced 
during this session. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senate desires to go on with these bills at this 
time, I shall withdraw the motion to adjourn; but I have been in my 
seat since 12 o’clock, and paying attention to the speech which has 
been delivered by the Senator from Colorado, and I should like my- 
self to be permitted to leave. 

Mr. MANDERSON, The bills are in charge of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. As far as I am concerned, I feel like acting in 
accordance with his wishes in regard to the matter whether we should 
go on with them now or postpone them until another day. 

Mr. VEST. The bridge bills ought to be disposed of. I have not 
any special charge over them. I simply reported them from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Iam ready to take them up at any time. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is with- 
drawn, 

Mr. FRYE. There is no division of opinion about the bridge bills. 
They only have to be read to secure prompt action. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Thatisall. I think we can dispose of them 
in an hour or an hour and a half. 

Mr. VEST. I have no special interest in these bills, but I should 
like to clean off the Calendar. I receive letters every day in regard to 
them, but I have no bills in which I am specially interested. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bridge bills 
may be taken up under the eighth rule at the close of the morning 
business on Monday next, and that their consideration be continued 
until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to that. Let us stay here and finish them 
this evening. 


to strike out ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension | 
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-| Mr. FRYE. We may just as well do it this afternoon. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I hope we shall. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA. 
The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Pursuant to the unanimous consent 
hitherto given, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeds to 
the consideration of Order of Business No. 1650, the title of which will 
be stated. 
The Corer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7776). to authorize the construce 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in 
the State of Iowa, and in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and 
to make the same a post-route. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorandum upon the Calen- 
dar before the Chair indicates that the Senator from Iowa desires that 
this bill may be passed over. Is there objection ? 
| Mr. MANDERSON. That is a bill in which I am concerned, but 
the Senator from Iowa intimated to me that, if present, he would ob- 
ject to its consideration. In view of that fact I do not press its pres- 
ent consideration, but I ask that it be passed over, retaining its place 
| on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
place on the Calendar. 


It will be passed over, retaining its 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PONCA, NEBR. 


The bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr., was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill appears to be reported ad- 
versely with a memorandum that the chairman of the committee con- 
sents to it with an amendment. 
| Mr. VEST. The difficulty about that bill was that there was no cor- 
poration named in it, but merely an association of individuals. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. Since the adverse report the individuals named 
| have incorporated under the laws of the State of Nebraska, and the 
| amendment, which I will offer, proposes to put in the name of the cor- 

poration instead of the names of the individuals. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. I move to insert the amendment which I send 

to the desk, commencing after the word ‘‘ for,’’ in line 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3,after the word ‘‘for,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘John Stough, F. M. Dorsey, Baily Davenport, S. K. 
Bittenbender, J. W. Radford, J. G. Massie, and D. P. Sherwood, their 
executors, administrators, and,’’ and insert ‘‘the Nebraskaand Dakota 
Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the laws of Nebraska, 
or its successors or;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Nebraska and Dakota Bridge Company, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of Nebraska, or its successors or assigns, to 
| construct, under and subject to the conditions and limitations hereinafter pro 
| vided, a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Ponca City, Nebr. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. In line 25, of section 1, after the word ‘‘that,’’ I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘Congress,’’ and insert ‘‘ the Secretary of War 
| so as to read: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War may at any time prescribe such rules, reg 


ulations, and rates of toll for transitand transportation over said bridge as m ‘ 
be deemed proper and reasonable. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘time,’’ I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘substantially and materially;’’ so as to read: 

That no bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority of this act 
which shall at any time obstruct the free navigation of said river, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, after the word ‘‘obstruction,’’ at the end 
of line 13, I move to insert ‘‘ or its entire removal;’’ so as to read: 

And whenever said bridge shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, su! 
stantially obstruct the free navigation of said river, he is Lereby authorized t 
| cause such change or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectually ob- 
viate such obstruction or its entire removal, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
request a conference with the House of Representatives on the disagr 
ing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, M: 
SAWYER, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic *and Air-Line Railroad 
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be d te I { I House Board, And such changes may be made from 
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Mr. VEST. I1 that a conference be requested with the Hous 
of Kepresentatis on the bill and amendments, 

The motion \ arreed to. 

By unan consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conf ( on the part ol the Senate, and Mr. V1 Mr. 
PA J ind M M ANDERSON were appoint d. 

rENNI EE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILI rENN. 

rhe } Hf. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge aci 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn., was considered ! 
Committee of the Whole 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with a 
ment 

Che first iment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ com 
pa to ert corporation ;’’ so as to read 

j t tl K SOU rn Railroad Company, a ¢ rporation organized 
’ { 5 tate « rennessee, be, and is hereby, authorized t o1 
» t ! i ta ag etc 

Che amendment was agreed to } 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after ‘‘ United States,’’ 
to strike out ‘hat the bridge authorized to be constructed under 
t} ict shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known 
as & po route o as to read 

That at ! lve | t1 ler this act and subject to its limitations shall be a 
la ilstruct nal reco zeland known as a post-route, and it shall 
enjoy the rig nad } res of other pos nthe | ed States, andtl 
same is hereby decla | to be a post-rout« 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 16, before the word 
‘*hridge,’’ to insert ‘‘ construction of said;’’ and in line 17, after the 





i ‘‘ be,’’ to strike out ‘ built’’ and insert ‘‘ commenced; 





50 as to 
read 

Phat any bridge authorized to be constructed under thisact shall be built and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
eu ver as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that objectthe 
n nipany or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exam 
on a al,a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the !o 

i, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and 1 mile above the proposed | 
ition, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines at high and low 
wat the direction and strength of the current at all stages, and the soundings 


irately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge o1 

es,and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a full 
factory understanding of the subject ; and until the said plan and loca- 
» bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the construction of said 
shall not be commenced. 





bridge 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after¢he word ‘‘act.’’ 
to strike out ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial 
obstruction to the navigation of said river by the construction of the 
said bridge;’’ inline 5, after the word ‘‘ by,’’ to strike out ‘‘Congress”’ 
and insert ‘‘ the Secretary of War;’’ and in line7, after the word ‘‘act,’’ 
to insert ‘‘or its entire removal;’’ so as to make the section read: 


I 


Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved: and any alterations or changes that may be required by the Secr« 
tarv of War in the bridge constructed under this act, or its entire removal, sha 
be made by the corporation owning or controlling the same, at its own expense 
Farthermore, if the construction of said bridge shall not be commenced within 
twoand completed within four years after the passage of this act, all privileges 
conferred hereby, and this act, shall become null and void. 

rr , raa acreed ¢ 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


lhe bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested with the House 
of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VEstT, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


ns 
mn 


OOSTENAULA RIVER BRIDGE, AT ROME, GA, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


Oostenaula River, at or near Rome, Ga. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

Che first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ com 
pany,’’ to insert ‘‘ a corporation,’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Geor- 
gia,’’ to strike out ‘‘ said bridge shall be constructed to provide; ’ 
as to make the section read: 


sO 


That the Chattanooga, Rome and Columbus Railroad Company, a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of Georgia, be, and the same is here- 
by, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Oostenaula River, 
and approaches to said bridge, at or near Rome, in the county of Floyd and 
State of Georgia, for the passage of railway trains. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, line 16, before the word 
“* bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘construction of said,’’ and in line 17, after the 


| bine 
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word ‘‘be,’’ to strike out ‘‘ built ’’ and insert ‘‘ commenced; ’’ so as to 

read: 
That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of nav u 1 of 
i river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and tosecure that object the 


















said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exam- 

ynand approval, adesign and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the lo- 

< . ig, for the space of 1 mile below and 1 mile above the proposed lo- 

cation, the topography of the bank of the river, the shore-lines at high and low 

water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, and the soundings 

irately showing the bed of the stream,the location of any other bridge or 

iges, and shall furnish such other i ition as may be required for a full 

and satisfactory understanding of the s t | the said plan and loca- 

tion of the bridge are approved by the See ary of War the construction of said 
I ige shall not be commenced, 


1e amendment was agreed to 

next amendment was, in section 5, 2, after the word “‘ act,’’ 
‘so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial 
obstruction to the navigation of said river by the construction of the 
said bridge;’’ in line after the word ‘‘by,’’ to strike out ‘* Con- 
and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War;’’ and in line 7, after the word 

‘act,’’ to insert ‘‘or its entire removal;’’ so as to read: 

That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this actis hereby expressly reserved ; 
and any alterations or changes that may be required by the Secretary of War 
in the bridge constructed under this act, or its entire removal, shall be made by 
the corporation owning or controlling the same, at its own expense, 


rl} 
The line 
to strike out 
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gress ”? 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested with the House 


ol 


Representatives on the bill and amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, M: 


SAWYER, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


BRIDGES OVER RIVERS IN LOUISIANA. 


The bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas 
and Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges 
across Bayou Bartholomew, and across Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sa 
Rivers in Louisiana, was considered as in Committee of thx 
W hole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 3, line 9, before the word ‘‘owner,’’ to insert 
‘*the;’’ so as to read: 


That if said bridge or bridges erected and n tained under the authority o! 
this act shall atany time substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation 
of said bayou or river, or shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct 
ich navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of 
said bridge or bridges to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruction 
and such alteration shall be made and all such obstruction be removed at the ex- 
pense of the owner or‘owners ofsaid bridge ; and in case of any litigation arising, 
from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said bayou 
or rivers, or either of them, the case may be brought in the district court of t 
United States of the State of Louisiana in which any portion of said obstructio 
or bridge may be located, 







s 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be re 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested with the Hous 
of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized t 


| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, M1 
| SAWYER, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


4 


BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW BRIDGE AT WARD’S FERRY, LOUISIANA. 
o 

The bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Bayou Bartholomew, at or near Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana, was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section4, line 17, after the word ‘‘ be 
to insert ‘‘commenced or;’’ so as to read: 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built a: 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation 
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object t 
1id company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War. for his ex 
amination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map 
the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and | mile above the p: 
posed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at hi: 
and low water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, and t 
soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any ot! 
bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be requir 
for aa full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the sa 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be commenced or built, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The first amendment was, in section 4, line 17, before the wv 
‘* bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘ construction of said;’’ and in line 18, after t . 
word ‘* be,’’ to strike out ‘‘ built ind insert ‘‘ commenced;”’ so as to at 
( ‘ 
read: ‘ 
That any bridge authorized tot ider this act s 1 ‘ A 
lox ated unde r nd S\ I ect t s I rt ic S¢ ul ty of I ivign I 
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and tos re that « t ame 
said company or corporatior all submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex ae 
ination and approval, a desig rawings of the bridge, and a map of t 
eation, giving for the space o e below and 1 mile above the proposed 
location, the topography of the nks of ve the ore-lines at high i 
low water, the direction and strength of re ata sound 
ings, accurately showing the bed of the t ‘ a rbrid 
or bridges, and shall furnish any other in at 1 as may 1 
full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until tl a 
location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of Wat 
of said bridge shall not be commenced. J 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word ‘‘ by 
to strike out ‘‘Congress’’ and insert ‘*‘ the Secretary of War;’’ so as to 
read l 
That the right to slter, ame d,or1 alt 1 s hereby expressly ré A 
and any alterations or changes that may be required by the Secretary of W I 
in the bridge constructed under this act, or its entire removal, sha bet ; 
by the corporation owning or controlling the same, at its own expens¢ 7: 
sate = it 
Che amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend: Mr. VI ah 
. vil \ l 
were concurred in. ; ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
. he m 1 W 
third time, and passed. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PLATTSMOUTH, i ul « 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to cor dé ‘ SA ‘ ’ 
bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge act 
Missouri River, at or near the city of Plattsmouth r., and H 
purposes, t a ( 
The bill was reported fi the Committee on Commerce witha 
ments. 
Che first amendment was, in section 1, line 16, after the wv 
“*ways,’’ to insert ‘‘on said bridge;’’ in line 17, before the word “‘foot t ut 
passengers,’’ to strike out ‘‘for;’’ in line 20, after the word ‘‘ bridge, 
to strike out ‘‘and all the property belonging thereto or connected 
therewith;”’ in line 21, after ‘*used,’’ to out 
wagon bridge’’ and insert ‘‘also;’’ ne 23, before ‘‘ cable,’’ tosti 
out the words ‘‘ wagons, carriages, stock, steam and after the v 
‘‘cars,’’ in the same line, to strike out ‘‘ foot-] rs, and all road 
travel;’’ so as to read: te t 
And said corporation, its successors or assigns c truct and 
iys on said bridge for carriages, wagons, and foot-pass ers, and may « 
and receive such reasonable toll therefor as may be ap} d i 
by the Secretary of War: Provided, That said bridge may be constructe 
tained, and used also forthe safe and « enie pa oe f ble and t i 
cars 
The amendment was agreed to. 
my 1 = + + 7 


rhe nextamendment was, in section 2, line 5, before the word ‘‘ shall,’ Aw uns at 
to strike out ‘‘it’’ and insert ‘‘the construction:’’ and in line 6, after ge 





> word ‘‘be,’’ to strike out ‘‘built’’ and insert ‘‘commenced 0 as 
to read: 
Sec. 2. That the plan and location of said bridge, with a deta ; 


river at the proposed site of the bridge and near the reto, ex! 
and currents, shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for 1 
until he approve the pl I 
be commenced, 





and location of said bridge the construction s 


{ t ist 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was,.at the end 


The United States shall have the right of way f 





n 3, to add: " 





a postal telegr aph acr 

















said bridge, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to | ©! 

all telegraph companies: Provided, also, That the said | ize may be used by | © A, 

all railroad companies for the ssage of their cars over the same upon such , 

terms as may be fixed by such company or companies and the corpor of the { a 

ing or controlling said bridg and if they not agree, then the chs ¢ 

the use of said bridge by such other company or companies shall be est | The amend 

by the Secretary of War after uring the parties, j Me hill « 
ihe bil 


The amendment was a; 


NTA. 
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bill to be 























t st Lilé 
! it time 
n 1 } 
‘ j 
\ \ I € reque with the House | 
c ( t wd amen t 
l lent itl d 1 
‘ ¢ 1 1 irt Oo tI e ind Mr VEST M 
\ M ON I p le 
V} 
) ceo i W | { »¢ ( 
H. | the ¢ ruc bridge 
4 
t . , 
J ‘ ve 
I I im ion , lin before word inter- 
trikeo i i in line 22, after the word ‘‘ works,’’ | 
| 
{ t the v l i l in line 34, before t word i- | 
to V l "th in line 40, before the word 
. i » st width nd insert ‘‘with:’’ in the same] 
er th to st out ‘‘with’’ and insert ‘* width 
1 the e line, tostrikeo : 
; 
oO l 
! const land built with 
' re w { i t« lence of igation of said river 
wha 3 nece y carry int effect the rights and privileges her 
! iin t i ynpliance with these conditions the corpo- 
‘ rh, ¥ ‘ to comme ig the construction of the said bridge, or of th 
or i the } ‘ es r piers designed to secure the best pra 
t chant way I atior 1d confine the flow of the water to a per 
‘ nd for the guiding of steam-boats and rafts safely through th 
i t said | shall s t to the Secretary of War a pian of t 
and of such acce y worl rether with a detailed map of t! 
tt prop d site of the bridge 1d for a distance of a mile above and below 
the site, tog other with all other information touching said bridge and river and 
necessory works as may be deemed requisite by the Secretary of War to deter- 
mine whether the said bridge, when built, will conform the prescribed condi- 
ons of this act; that, as nearly as practicable, the said bridge shall be at right 
sto, and the piers parallel w , the current of said river; and should it be 
nad eafter that the said bridge or accessory works interferes with the secur- 


id conventence of igation of said 
ct the ri 
in the a 


h they are ned, it 


nav river beyond what necessary to 
ghts and privileges hereby granted, by reason of any de 
works aforesaid to accomplish the purpose for 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to require 


is 
srry ito ell 


falure cessory 





desig 

















essary changes to be made therein in the interest of navigation, at the 
expense of the owners: Provided, That as to any bridge built under this act, if 
1 bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, it shal] be 
elevation above extreme high-water mark, as understood atthe point 
ition, to the lowest part of the superstracture of the bridge, and the spans 
< ill be of such width as may be , prescribed by the Secretary of 
Wat { j also, That if any bridge built under this act shall be con- 
ructed as a draw-bridge, the same shall be cons rteahed ona piven dente -bridg 
with a draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable 
int, and with spans of such width and elevation above extreme high water 
at the point of location as may be required by the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
lhe next amendment was to add to section 3: 
i Secretary of War may, at any time, when in bi a sesuree nt necessary, r¢ 
c th npany ownilr yor controlling said br » tochang the same in any 
t orto entirely remove the structure, all such char vragen entire 1 
moval to be atthe expense of said company; and if refusal shall be made to 
‘ ply with his requirements, the Secretary of War shall cause said changes to 
be made, or the entire removal of said bridge, and cause proceedings to be 


the United States 
d bridge or any part thereof is located for the 


stituted in the of the United States in the district court of 
territorial jurisdiction sai 


name 


vy hose 


ose of recovering from the parties owning said bridge the amount expended 
} ich changes or removal, together with all costs of such litigation. 


agreed to. 


to the penate as an 


18 amendment was 


e bill was reported ended, and the amendment 


WW concul 
were ordered to be engrossed and the bi 





a 
» bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested with the House 

i:epresentatives on the bill and amendments. 

ihe motion was agreed to. 

ity unanimous consent, the 

appoint the conferees on the 


SAWYER, and Mr. MANDERS 





was authorized to 
and Mr. VEsT, Mr. 


President pro tempor 
part of the Senate; 
\N were appointed. 
REPORT ON 
BLAIR submitted the foll 
Committee on Printing: 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. which was referred 


to the 


ywing resolution; 


Resolved, That - extra copies of Senate Report No. 1727, upon the “‘ joint reso- 
hia i proposing an an ndment of the Constitution of the United States in rela 
tion to t manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of 
alcoholic uors,” be printed for the use of the Senate. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the forma- 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for 


er pu 
I nate adjourn. ~ | 

t 5 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m. 
July 23, 1888, at 120’clock m. | 


Was agre anda (a 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 21, 1888. 
» House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chay . 
W. H. Miitpurn, D. D. ; ' 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap] é 
OFFICERS DURING MEXICAN WAR 
The 3PI AK] R ] rid beft » House a letter from ie Se l f 
Interior, in resp pry cmap int ution re V 
» officers who served in the Mexican war and whose names have been 
yppe j om the pension rol 
The SPEAKI This ¢ 1 yn will be referred to the ¢ 
é Pens} g 
Mr. LEE. I would ask that this reply of the Secretary of the In- 
erlor be laid on the Speaker’s table for the present 
rh PEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so order 
rhere was no objection 
PACIFIC RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPII 
The -AKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1426 : 
lementary to the act y 1, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act to aid in tix 
ist tion of a railt teleg iph line ft 17 M l Ih 
o 1 Pacific Oc n, secure to the Govern! 0 
ime for postal, military, and other purposs I 
“1864 r acts amendatory of said 1 l h 
! f Se » thereto. 
"DOC KE! RY. I ask saan consent to non-( ur in t 
umendments of the Senate and to agree to the conferen eq 
> Senate. 
Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House, Mr. DocKERY, Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, and Mr. 


P 


I 





ADDITIONAL JUSTICES SUPREME COURT, DAKOTA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10573) to 
yrovide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of 
Dakota, and for other purposes; with Senate amendments ther 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to non-concur in th: - 


accept and ratify an agreement seeniie with the Shoshone and B 


I 


at 
al 








e amendments, and agree 
Mr. SPRINGER. 

There was no objec 
The SPEAK 


f the Mr. 


to the conference requested by the Senate 
I hope that will be done. 

and it was so ordered. 

ER appointed as managers of the conf 
SPRINGER, Mr. KILGORE, and Mr. 
[OSHONE AND BANNACK ANS, 
AKE R also laid before the House ill (H. 


ty 
viol, 
rence O1 


WARNER. 





Liouse, 
INDI 
The SPE the b 


R. S66 to 





ndians for the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of 
portion of the Fort Hall reservation in the Territory of Idaho, for t! 
poses of a town site, and for the grant of a right of way th: 
\id reservation to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and for 


other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto; which was referred 
to the Ce mmittee on Indian Affairs. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5870) to 


amend the 


Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia for 


the protection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rap 


nurder, 
the Committee on the 


with Senate amen which was referred to 


Dist 


SENATE BILLS AND 


iments thereto; 
rict of Columbia. 


etc., 


RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 





The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills, 
which were severally read a first and second time and referred as 
dicated: 

The bill (S$. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hen: 


holding certain offices—to the ¢ 


t 


ary record of Loren W. 


French—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1951) to prohibit members of Territorial 
Jommittee on the Territories. 

84) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
Hastings—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
The bill (S. 2539) to authorize and direct the purchase of part of a 





The bill (S. 23 


lot adjoining the Senate stables for their ventilation, and for other pur- 


0SCS— 


nds 
Ihbds 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groi 
The bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railroad Company 


of the District of Colum bia—to the Committee on the District of Celu 
bia 


t 


resolutions of the Senate; which were ref 


P 


and ninth annual reports of the 
ical Survey; and 


ain cas 


Che bill (S. 3058) relieving municipalities in the Territories in cer- 


ttee on the Territories. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con 
erred to the Commi 





ttee 
rinting: 

Resolution to authori ze the printing of additiona 1 copies of the eight! 

e Director of the U nited States Geol ‘ 


Ste cw 


Resolution to provide for the printing of the eighth an 


reports of the Bureau of Ethnology. 





7 
1 
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at, and encour ed Hle was to!d that it was for the interest of both countries 
**to have the wt free and uninterrupted intercourse,”’ but that, the unde: 
standing with Britain being good, there could not be recognition of the shipping 
of military supplies and stores 

Practically in this condition did matters remain after the arrival of the com- 
missioners, Franklin and Lee, although they also constantly pressed the argu- 
ment contained in the instructions to Deane, namely, France is the country it 
is tittest for us to obtain and cultivate; the commercial advantages Britain has 
enjoyed with the colonies have greatly contributed to her wealth and impor- 
tance; a great part of that commerce will fall to France, especially, and (here 
is the key of the negotiation) if she favors us now, for our trade is rapidly in- 
creasing, our population is rapidly increasing, we are waxing strong and rich, 
with a great future before us, why not step in now, even at the cost of war with 
Engiand, a war which under any circumstances you momentarily expect? 

French popular sentiment was with us, but to the popular clamor, delicately 
excited by the astute diplomacy of Franklin and his colleagues, was opposed 
the clear and calm judgment of the King’s advisers, men who conceived it their 
duty to obtain for their master every advantage possible from the struggling 
colonies at the least possible expense and risk.. Supplies and stores were fur- 
nished but the assistance was not acknowledged; munitions of war found their 
way across the Atlantic while the fact was denied to England, and, although 
#wome of these very supplies came from the arsenals of the Government, that 
fact even was denied to our own representatives who had forwarded them, and 
who, as a matter of course, knew as much of the transaction asthe minister who 

vermitted and disavowed it. Day after day without tiring did Dumas, Deane, 

Franklin, and Lee press for open action on the part of France. Steadily did 
they receive promises and secret aid, but always were they postponed as tothe 
great step which should produce France openly to the world as the ally of the 
colonies and the avowed enemy of England, Before the eyes of Count Ver- 
gennes was successfully dangled the bait of a practically exclusive share in 
American commerce, but still he hoped to secure this advantage without an open 
rupture with England. 

in this condition did matters rest until the news arrived of Burgoyne’s defeat. 
This news, which reached Franae early in December, 1777, *‘ apparently occa- 
sioned as much general joy as if it had been a victory of their own troops over 
their own enemies,.”’ (‘The commissioners to Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Paris, December 18, 1777.) The negotiations instantly took so long a stride for- 
ward that before the 18th of December it was decided to conclude a treaty of 
amity and commerce, the King becoming fixed in his determination to acknow]- 
edge and support the independence of the colonies by every means in his power. 
Nothing could be more generous and liberal than the whole tone and manner 
of the French negotiations from this time. Once decided and committed as to 
the policy of openly supporting the colonies, there were no half-spirited meas- 
ures, no halting at petty details, no discussion of unimportant trifles, but a gen- 
erous and open support; nevertheless, it was not until Gates’s victory at Sara- 
toga had seemed to turn the tide of events, and while still in ignorance of the 
want and suffering at Valley Forge, that this action so vital to the future of the 
American Republic was taken. 
ance of France prosecuted to a successful issue, and at Yorktown the surrender 
of Cornwallis was made to the combined armies of Washington and Rochambeau 
under the guns of the fleet of De Grasse. 

This brief view of the situation, rehearsing as it does details of most familiar 
history, is only of importance as it relates to what may be called sentimental 
points made in the argument. The treaties of 1778 were made in obedience to 
a popular demand in France; they were made fora consideration then deemed 
valuable by France, and at a moment which then seemed opportune to France; 
but they came to us when the tide was apparently turning against us and the 
aid they promised was generously given us. 

The 30th day of November, 1782, provisional articles of peace acknowledging 
the thirteen former colonies “to be free and independent’”’ were signed at Paris 
by the representatives of the United States and Great Britain: the 20th of Jan- 
uary, 1783, a cessation of hostilities was declared, and the 3d of September, 
1783, the definitive treaty of peace was concluded, France had thus given the 
major portion of the consideration offered by her for the contract of 1778, and 
the United States were free, sovereign, and independent, as she had stipulated 
they should be. 

‘The treaties of 1778 were two in number, that of ‘‘alliance,’’ the one of the 
most immediate, and, in fact, at the time, of absolutely vital importance to the 
United States; and that of “amity and commerce.’’ While separate instru- 
ments, they were concluded upon the same day, were the result of the same 
negotiation, signed by the same plenipotentiaries, and are, in diplomatic effect, 
one instrument. The treaty of alliance, after referring to its companion, the 
treaty of commerce, states that the two powers “have thought it necessary to 
take into consideration the means of strengthening the engagements therein 
made,” and of “‘ rendering them useful to the safety and tranquillity of the two 
parties; particularly in case Great Britain, in resentment of that connection, * 
* * should break the peace with France, either by direct hostilities or by hin- 
dering her commerce and navigation in a manner contrary to the rights of na- 
tions and the peace subsisting between the two crowns;’’ and the two powers 
resolving in such case to join against the common enemy determined upon the 
treaty, which provided that if war should break out between France and Great 
Britain during the war for American independence, each party should aid the 
other, according to the exigencies, as good and faithful allies; thatthe essential 
end of the alliance, called a ** defensive’’ alliance, was the “liberty, sovereignty, 
und independence, absolute and unlimited, of the United States.”’ 

Provision was also made for a possible conquest of Canada, Bermuda, and 
the islands in the Gulf of Mexico, and each party was forbidden to conclude a 
truce or peace with Great Britain without the consent of the other. It was 
further agreed that neither should lay down arms until the independence of the 
United States was assured by treaties terminating the war. Noclaim was tobe 
made by one against the other for compensation, whatever the result, and then 
came the guaranty, out of which afterwards arose so serious complications, na- 
tional and international, which not only drove our country, weak and ex- 
hausted from seven years’ strife, to the verge of war, but also stirred up at 
home a bitter political contest, carried even into the intimacy of a President's 
Cabinet. 

These stipulations are contained in the eleventh and twelfth articles, whereby 
each party guarantied “forever against all other powers’’—first, the United 
States to France: all the possessions of France in America as well as those it 
might acquire by any future treaty of peace; second, France to the United 
States: “their liberty, sovereignty, and independence absolute and unlimited,” 
together with their possessions and their additions or conquests made from 
Great Britain duringthe war. Such, insubstance, was the treaty of alliance; it 
has never been contended, so far as known to us, that France did not fulfill the 
requirements which this instrument imposed upon her during our contest with 
Great Britain. 

The provisions of the other agreement, the treaty of commerce, of importance 
in this case—al : to them briefly—required protection of merchantmen; re- 
quired ships of war or privateers of the one party to do no injury to the other: 
and provided especial, purely exceptional, and exclusive privileges by each 
party to the other as to ships of war and privateers bringing prizes into port. 

The treaty of alliance was not one-sided, for it imposed upon the United States 
a possible duty and burden in the fulfillment of the guaranty of French pos- 
sessions in America ‘forever’ against all other powers. This issue was pre- 
sented without delay. The French revolution began; in 1793 the king was be- 
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headed, when France was instantly brought face to 


face with the powers of 
Eure 


ype, and her possessions in America were soon wrested from her, 





HISTORY OF THE SPOLIATIONS, 
England was in the vanguard of the war, and concluded twenty-three treaties 
wi allies, in which they agreed to starve out the commonenemy. To this 
é as it stipulated that all the ports should be shut against France; that no 


provisions should be permitted to be exported to France,and that these meas- 
ures should be continued and others employed for the purpose of injuring 
French commerce and to bring that nation to just conditions cf peace, (Treaty 
between Great Britain and Prussia, July 14,1793.) The animus of the alliance 
is further shown in the instruction of the Czar, who directed his admiral, in ful- 
fillment of stipulations with Great Britain, to prevent the French from receiving 
supplies, and to that end to seize all French vessels and to send back to their 
own ports all neutral vessels bound to France, stating that while these measures 
were not “strictly conformable to the natural laws of war,” they were justifiable 
when employed against ‘those arrant villains who have overturned all duties 
observed towards God, the laws, and the Government; who have even gone so 
far as to take the life of their own sovereign.”’ 

All Europe, except Sweden and Norway, was now arrayed against the new 

Republic in a bitterness of warfare scarcely with parallel, and which openly de- 
scended to an attempt to starve the French people into submission through an 
attack upon neutral commerce; a course admittedly unjustified by the laws of 
war. Naturally France looked tothe United States for aid, relying upon the 
pledge of the treaty of 1778, and the assistance rendered us in our scarcely-con- 
cluded struggle by her fleet, armies, and treasury. 
The commercial relations between France and the United States were already 
Exceptional favors granted the United States in 1787 and 
178 (1 Foreign Relations, pp. 113-116) had been withdrawn and the equality upon 
which French and British vessels were put in our ports had excited jealousy. 
‘No exceptional advantages had come to France from the war ofthe Revolution, 
and American commerce had reverted to its old British channels,.”’ (Treaties 
and Conventions, etc., Bancroft Davis, p. 985.) 

Jefferson, who had been transferred from the legation in Paris to the office of 
Secretary of State, endeavored to secure the conclusion of a new commercial 
treaty, but unsuccessfully, and in April, 1792, we find him instructing Mr. Mor- 
ris that ‘it wilg&be impossible to defer longer than the next session of Congress 
some counter regulations for the protection of our navigation and commerce. 
[ must entreat you therefore to avail yourself of every occasion of friendly re- 
monstrance on this subject. If they wish an equal and cordial treaty with us 
we are ready to enter into it.’ (3 Jefferson’s Works, p. 356.) In June he again 
writes that “‘ we can not consent to the late innovations without taking meas- 
ures to do justice to our own navigation” (ibid., p. 449), and after the imprison- 
ment of the King he informed Morris that some matters, such “as reforming 
the unfriendly restrictions on our commerce and navigation,’’ might be trans- 
acted even by the revolutionary government, as a government de facto (ibid., 

>», 489). 
: The new French minister, M. Genet, started for the United States in the spring 
of 1793 armed with three hundred blank commissions ‘to distribute to such as 
[would] fit out cruisers in our ports to prey on the British commerce.” (1 For- 
eign Relations, p. 354.) Finally, the condition of affairs caused by the war led 
to the President’s proclamation of neutrality, from which, curiously, and by 
way of compromise, the word “ neutrality’? was omitted, (3 Jefferson's Works, 
591.) 

Genet arrived in the United States the 8th of April, and on the 22d of that 
month the proclamation was issued declaring that **the duty and interest of the 
United States require that they should with sincerity and good faith adopt and 
pursue a conduct friendly and impartial towards the belligerent powers.” 

Already at Charleston, where he landed, Genet had commissioned privateers 
and sent them to sea, asserting this action to be authorized by the treaty of 
1778, and informing the Secretary of State of his wish that the Federal Govern- 
ment ‘should observe, as far asin their power, the public engagements con- 
tracted by both nations; and that by this generous and prudent conduct they 
will give at least to the world the example of a true neutrality which does not 
consist in the cowardly abandonment of their friends in the moment when 
danger menaces them, but in adhering strictly, if they can do no better, to the 
obligations they have contracted with them.” (Foreign Relations, vol.1, p. 
151.) 

In September following Genet asked for fire-arms and cannon to protect the 
French possessions guarantied by the United States, but he was answered by 
the Secretary of War with what he terms “‘ an ironical carelessness”’ that ‘the 
principles established by the President in his proclamation did not permit him 
to lend us so much as a ‘pistol.’’’ (Nineteenth Congress, firat session, Senate 
Doe. 102, p. 219. ) 

The French law of May 15, 1791, which “inhibited Americans from introduc- 
ing, selling, and arming their vessels,’ in France, and ‘from enjoying ail the 
advantages allowed to those built in the ship-yards of the Republic,’’ was sus- 
pended by the national convention the 19th day of February, 1793, when exten- 
sive privileges were granted our commerce (ibid, p. 35). but in less than three 
months (9th May, 1793) seventeen days after the date of the President’s proclama- 
tion, but before news of its contents could have been received, the national 
convention issued a decree ordering the arrest of any neutral vessels laden with 
provisions bound to an enemy’s port. That this was an open and palpable vio- 
lation of neutral rights was not denied, for it was a measure understood to be 
retaliatory to the course pursued by Great Britain, and compensation was 
promised to those neutrals who should suffer by its operation. (Jbid, p. 42.) 

This decree of May 9, 1793, authorized French vessels of war and privateers 
to arrest neutral vessels laden with provisions, the property of neutrals, but 
destined to an enemy’s port, or laden with enemy’s merchandise, the merchan- 
dise to be prize, and the neutral provisions to be paid for, together with proper 
freight and indemnity for delay. The 23d of the same month American vesseis 
were exempted from the operation of this decree (1 Foreign Relations, p 
244); five days later this second decree was suspended; July Lit was again put 
in force; and July 27 it was repealed, leaving the decree of May 9 finally in 
force as against American commerce (3 Foreign Relations, p. 284), Our min- 
ister remonstrated, and the national assembly vacillated; nevertheless the de- 
cree was executed in plain and admitted violation of neutral rights. 

The decree of May 9, 1793, and that of November 18, 1794, directed the seizure 
of neutral vessels containing enemy’s goods, although the treaty of 1775 e: 
pressly provided that “free ships make free goods”’ (Art. XVIII, Treaty of 
Commerce); and further, under an ordinance of 1744 revived for the purpose, a 
foreign vessel having on board asupercargo or officer from an enemy’scountry, 
or whose crew was by more than one-third subjects of an enemy, was adjud ed 
prize, Mere clearance for some of the West India Islands, by decree of Febru- 
ary 1, 1797, subjected neutral vesselstocapture. The decree of January 18, 1795, 
issued by the council of five hundred, condemned neutral vessels carrying any 
British merchandise, and March 2, 1797, came into force the requirement of the 
crew list or “réle d’équipage,”’ which will be more fully considered hereaiter. 
(Doe. 102, p. 160.) 

President Washington, in 1793 (message December 5), spoke of the vexations 
and spoliations understood to have been committed on our vesselsand commerce 
by the cruisers and officers of some of the belligerent powers as requiring atten- 
tion, and suggested that on receipt of proofs, ‘* due measures would be taken to 
obtain redress of the past and more effectual provisions against the future; 
whereupon proof began immediately to be furnished. 
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Before this, the Secretary of State, t 1 Mr. Jeffers 
world assurances of governmental prot ind ; 
I have it in charge from the sident | he said in a of Si st 2 
1793] to assure the merchants of tl { ed States ' 
merce or vigation, that our attent 1 will : paid to \ ries t \ LY 4 ‘ 4 
suffer on high seas or in foreign « a. ¢ 1 f : 
and existing treaties, and that on their forwarding |} er well authenticated we : : : ° 
evidence of the same, proper proceedings w t Loy for t r relic 4 
Mr. Morris had already brought to th on o nis 3” 
foreign affairs ‘the obnoxious acts of t , s 3 ts ' 4 
redress, as “‘theattention of the Government was too s i edt - lia ™ 
itself’? to think of exterior interests and t issembly, at oF I 
executive, would certainly reject whatever s ild no presented to t . 10,’p. 97 it 
(Document 102, p. 31.) y we pledged S 
Meantime our relations with Great Britain had become extr threat rT that very H 
ing, various questions growing out of the Rev t is rem ina of Stat ~ 
and when the inst tions given by the ad ilty J 8, 1793, be ‘ t t+ 7 ner t 
in the United States it was t that iction ild b t \ est . 
These instructions directed the cor 1 ers H [ajes 3 f \ ‘ 




























































































































privateers to seize all vessels loaded w or flour, « il b I vi { 
in France, or toany port occupied by French ar es, and to send vessels 
thus seized into any convenient harbor that the cargo might be pu used by I s went to z 
the British Government and the ships released; alsoto s« ill ships te 
their cargo, bound toa blockad ilso to warn off ler ed 
ure any vessel destined to a por ully | kaded t I t 2 In O 
blockaded. (Foreign Relations 24 e ¢ 5 
Great Britain, when complaint of these orders,a to t ses « 
them upon the insufficient plea t visions were contraband of war. (Fo1 ‘ rsmay re! ‘ 
eign Relations, vol. 1, pp ] Correspondence leading to no 5 ‘ 
pect of a satisfactory result, the President nominated Jay as 1 ‘ - l 
saying to the Sena April 16, 1794) that ‘‘as peace oug! ) pursue i - angua 3 
unremitted zeal bef the last resc whicl flen been the scourg« I y 
nations, and can not fi need prosperity of the United States 1 fens i i 
is contemplated,” he take this ac i F< 1 Relat 3 ! » is toorder ° 
vol. 1, p. 447.) The ins I iy a not o iportance in this t : I 102, | 
connection, as it is su result of his negotiat 1 ithe t t l veve i this pla é 
that bears his name id to compare its important pr s swith our t s l 1 i 3 
ment made in 1778 with the King of Fra 3 alrea cited (and As 
We had promised France that their s 3 of war and privateers might freely lin theat ic 1 i 
carry whithersoever the i the shi and goods take ym enemies A t n « c f t 
that these prizes shoul 1, or seize 1 1, orsearched in ver f to t < t . 
our ports, but might at : 3 + wh ter or refuge w > i thers 
be given to vessels having made prize of her ‘“‘subjects, people, or property. m s sand diffi s t I \ Mr. 8 
{Article 17, treaty of commerce, 1778 I r . { t S¢ I Ss ré { ; 
and for conside nly ava l a ttered M t x 1 t 
treaty in the gave t x s i 1 | “ 
C ing all ve s i ha ( I 3 } i « . 
i yntlict of 3 evident, a at { red by t s 
the time So « it 3 < r 
While the Jay treaty was concluded in November, 1794, its ifications were I i byt str ties,a 1 1 
not exchanged until October the following year, and mean time the British or- | ently overwhelmi i whose « - 
ders in council directing seizure of our vessels and provisions bound t ted be « t ws of « 1 se 
were so enforced Randolph, th i Se f t i é illy if not r i - 
warning, as late y treaty had n« ed i ~ to our - I t syst . 
the President; i in council for se l s : 3 every | e of « zed w 
weighty obstacle to ratification. I do not suppose that su » | ted t ster, Eng i,v purs \ 
starve France will be countenanced,”’ Foreign Relations, t i é - i Spa Ww i tena i ‘ 
endeavor was made by the United States to secure a re} alt; t ports rid of it, did 
der, but without success, and finally our minister in Lon Ir. Adams, was N vere we altogether clear of We had t ! 
instructed that if, after every prudent effort, he found it « noved pe t t lations et to } 
its continuance was not to be an obstacle to the exchan; gs. The | war; we had not p ithe Wes t I 
order was not removed or mod 1; nevertheless ratifi ions of the treaty wer fra i f li yas the ally of Fra t the J t tv. we 
exchanged the following O to he é ex¢ s t ty “ Ww i 
It should here be noted that soon after the exchange acommission was org s red to her by the f 
ized which, among other subjects, was to ascertain the amount of the claims of J t s to criticise the patriot Ame 
American citizens on Great Britain for captures made in violation of inter ! f that day, the lead f s of t 
tional law. After various interruptions the labors of this tribunal closed ir ft f tw 1 brought tl! t - 
February, 1804, when awards considerably exceeding a million and a quar f zh f es S l 
pounds sterling had been made in favor of the United States on account of thes« \ the | ted States of to ates 
claims, (Treaties and Conventions, Bancroft Davis, p. 1014-1016.) This com- |: - 1 population of not far ft 
mission existed by virtue of the sixth and seventh articles of the Jay treaty Res e for the welfa i fut \ é f some tw la 
the latter of which provided that whereas complaints had been made by citi- | half f inhabitants ted yea are, and i 
zens of the United States that during the course of the war “in which His Maj- | on t I ent by the three great 
es is now engaged they have sustained considerable losses and damage by | i e eak in poy at lan < s 
reason of irregular or illegal captures or condemnations of their vessels and s t 8 minent me b 8] tof « ‘ i pat . and 
other property under color of authority or commissions from His Majesty,’ it | |! ge W the polit stions presented ‘ i 
was agreed that where adequate co sation could not then be actually ob be 1 well-trained ju t f e 
tained in the ordinary course of jus ill compensation would be made bythe | We now, as a licial be reat t as tl 
British Government. ; te right ind no jud t of ! pe ‘ 
Note further that these claims wer poliations committed by England to ‘ t yuld be, to re t iny manne n tl s 
starve the French, as the claims now before us are for spoliations committed by Ire lent. his advisers and s tes t \ 37 d 
France to feed her people, and, again, remember, by way of explanation, that | and t ia 
the remedy alluded to in the Jay treaty, as being perhaps obtainable in due istas i ‘ 
course of justice, was a possible recov by thie captured vessel in an action | privat t 4 : s 
against the privateer upon his bond. aiming 
Mr. Morris, proving unacceptabie to t French Government, was recalled at F 
their request, and succeeded by Mr. Mon , who endeavored to secure from his | we at s 
colleague, Mr. Jay, information as to the ter’s negotiation, which wasrefused t ‘ drafts dra ‘ 
as Monroe declined to pledge hims¢ o communicate it to the I hGov- | 1 4 sels pe 
ernment. (1 Foreign Relations, pp.517,700.) France was restive under > sit Ge - the 
uation, and, shortly after the ratification of the treaty, asked whether the Pres th i f g 
dent had caused orders to be given to prevent the sale of prizes conducted into ! p 
ports of the United States by vessels of the Republic or privateers armed under y ) I ) ! af } particular inst 
its authority. Astothis question the Secretary of State informed the Presi- look »’’ the claims of our citizens (ihid., 742), but re arrive 
dent— cree of ¢ } i which pro ted ! 
That the twenty-fifth article of the British treaty having explicitly forbidden | ma 1 make or English ( 
the arming of [French] privateers, and the selling of their prizes in t of | de 5 t reco t 
the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury prepared, as a matter of course, | o1 ed to ment would 
cireular letters to the collectors to conform to the restriction contained in that | the United Sts l after a reparatic t grie 
[article of the British treaty] as the law of theJland. This was the more neces- | Am¢ iG rnment,and w h the Fre Rep » 
sary as formerly the collectors were instructed to admit to an entry and sale LI on Ie » Pp. 74 
the prizes brought into our ports by the French.” I straine ons between t tw : e bett strated 











The Secretary also wrote our minister in London that orders had been given | than by extract from tl Sy not t 
to prevent the sale of prizes brought into United States ports by French priva- | Monr the presence of the ymat 
teers, ‘‘ conformably with the twenty-fifth article” ofthe Jay treaty. Sowehad | cemb« 17 took his official ave Uy 
finally and openly transferred any exclusive rights of France under the treaty By presenting this« 


of commerce to her bitter enemy, Great Britain. 















But we had another obligation towards our former ally, that of guarar ng ry a 
her West India Islands. if ute the 

Long prior to this, Jefferson, while in Paris, had told the British minister there 3 an 
during a discussion as to the effect of the treaties of 1778 in case of war between of ¢ 
France and Great Britain, and told him “frankly and without hesitation,” that ret that 








the dispositions of the United States wou'd then be neutral, and that this would 10us frie: 
be to the interest of both powers, because it would relieve both from all anxiety | perfidious men who meditate to bring them a 
as to feeding their West India Islands; that England, too, by suffering us to re- | sure the good people of America, Mr. Min 








\ said, discloses sentiments 
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lor i olamu ter, because more rous t« ir 
pende i the same time stud sly marke ith ind 
i owards the Governit of the United States. It evinces a disposition to 
| t ‘ yple of tin i States from the Government ~ Such 
atte ts ought to be repe l with a decision whi id 
i I tv i t ed pt | hu pir 
of and # ol ted to be the 1 t i 
ir ‘ re i ul honor, ch . : 
xt page 4 
if a it vk at I P , « 
had of obta ve ifor n, b e had 
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v i ( peace Ay although be r 1 ‘ the 
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‘ Lissioned ¢ » J the purjx endeavoring to 1 
{ ht t« 
) i Vice-} imediately w erry 
1 oO t pre t th t viect of out 
I »T ie n But iterest « ! 
f fy ce, Ove t r ‘ poliation past and f I 
tno an « i Suits a i uries com! t 
re partic ym the ling of J » this day yt 
i in \ g vith one of t Our « 
ve ided th ‘ Tee s to ! 
I t itn gewil r i - l 1a < 
(Js ” .* € 
I t siru ) int ] 
fi j wph in Picker 3] tot 1 », p. 464 ily l 
Ly 
i { great « t « i nt be x to do justice to } ‘ 
and < ens, if in any d them; to obtain justice for t! 
I plied injuries the have co nst us,and to er en 
you yie and manne p as shall most dire it 
BCC these « ects 
| envoys had hardly re hed Paris when another decree was air t 
our tYer yr merchants wh 1 prohibited every vessel that had entered 
I h port from being ad i into any port of the French Repub and 
handed over to condemna n every vessel laden in whole or in part with n 
cl @ « I out of Fx ind or her possessions (Doe. 102, p. 483 i 
i an ministe ested, saying that the decree attacked inte und 
vender if neutral powe that it took from them the p1 
st and lawful industry, as well as an inestimable privilege of conducting t 
fairs as their judgment might direct, and added that acquiescence in it 
i establish a precedent for national degradation which would auth 
as pow Light yosed to practice, Doe, 102, p. 483, et s 
e leaned t lictation, not negotiation With Bonapart il 
It id ‘I eyrand a e head of foreign : 1irs, she was in : a < 
< ry t per rhe result was that without ever being 1 ‘ 
{ OJ ! efore Talleyrand had 1 set to ‘ 
< nds, 1 . ed ster s of France 2 Fore ii ns, | 
ng t i the not« 3X. Y. Z. episode w 1a a 
we ache ' ) s by ividu v ed in th ] ) 4 
the iysterious letters, for a large sum of money as a ec to the directory 
n in additional and much larger amount, as a loan to I’ra Ta : 
later, and over his own signature, proposed a loan, omitting 1 to 
dow and in r e 1 mplained of iy treaty as prin 
grievance ihe dispatches « nh nil an account « 
ing back from the United States in print, Gerry, the 
t Paris on the 26th July, 1798. (Treaties a 
‘ PP é } 
return of the m on created an effect at home ealto Fr 
t i sident said he would never send another minister without assurances 
t ie W Lber é 1, re ected, and honored as *' the representative of a 
ge i I erft and lepende ution,’’ (2 Foreign Relations, page 1‘ 
bu fore June 21,1798), Congress had passed the act *‘ to more effectually 
protect the « merce and coasts of the United States” (May L$ 
the a ispendi relations with France a 
va is other laws of similar import, which will be considere 
me iw 1 a 1 of this cas 
Wa ngeteon mn command of the Army as Lieutenant-General and 
ce rad | cepting said (Annals, 5 Cong.., ¢ 
con t of < y of France towards our country; theirinsidious 
hostility to its Governn t; their various practices to withdraw the affections 
of peo] f i evident y of their acts and those of the 
agents to countenance and ir position; their disregard of solemn 
tr and thela t t s on our defenseless commerce: the 
treatment of our mit ers of peac I their demands amounting to tribut« 
co Lunot fail to excit nr corresponding sentiments W ith those my country 
men have so generally express 
ELLSWORTH MISSION 
TI tate ¥ l t < tin Talley nd, 1@ 
dan sot oT i < ition ed 
Sta id ‘ 8 ’ entia t 
be eceived \ i e I ec, independe 
and powerful na eign Relat a, Dy as an exact con 
pliance with the Pre ient’s condition pr ier pon Oliver El 
worth, Chief. ceo l ; es; Vi sr ec ‘rnor of 
North Carolina (Pat: ing to serve 1 Vans Marray 





traordinary and 


all eor 


minister resident af 1e » commiss 








ministers plenipotent iss and settle by i¢ 
between the United St ce,”’ 2 Foreign Relati 3, Pp. i 





mission, appointed i osed its labors by the treaty sig 

tember 30, 180 
Arriving in Fra they found the Directory no longer in existence, bu 
vated with Napoleon, then become First Consul. Ministers were appointed 
tel ion the 7th April, 1800, powers were exchanged and negotia- 


i 





os 





tions begat 4 7 

The Americans were instructed to inform the French ministers at the open- 
ing that we expected, *‘as an indispensable condition of the treaty,”’ a stipula- 
tion to make our citizens ‘full compensation for all losses and damage which 
they shall have sustained by reason of irregular or illegal captures or con- 
demnations of their vessels and other property, under color of authority or 
commissions from the French Republic or its agents; other points Were urged 
upon them, but for the purpose of this case it is necessary only to note that they 
were to obtain a claims commission, to refuse recognition of the treaties of 1778, 
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g evidence of the existence of war, still they are not conclusive,a 
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ie f a existed to the extent al l.may not | ines . 
with a state of reprisals straining t the sta to th 1 
ten tl t @ hostilities « 1s sture, but still short of 
th of which the parties 
mu € 

il rrencn issued dex erce, but o 
he ground of military ne c tain and he 

hie they refused tg receive our minister, but in that refusal, insolent though 

was othin® to show that war was intended, and the mere refusal t 

a ster does not in itself cons ite a id for ies. 
‘ iene Mr. Lee, in Au very strong ustained th 

j position, for he wrote the Secret f State that there existed wit! 

rant not oniy an actual maritime war, & maritime war authorize 

5 a reeti that consequentiy France nemy, to aid and a 
vhbom would be treason on the part of a citi nited States; but 
can not agree that this extreme position was by the facts or the lay 

Congress enacted the various statutes here r re an 
when one of them, the act providing an addition ith 





@< r¢ 
House, Edward Livingston, who opposed it, said: 
** Let no man flatter himself that the vote which has been g 
ration of war. Gentlemen know that this is the case.”’ 
Those were times of great excitement; between danger of international con- 
1al partisan conflict statesmen could not look at the 








stand the heat of inte 
situation with the calmness possessed by their successors, and those successors, 
with some exceptions, to be sure, regarded the relations between the countries 
as not amounting to war. 

The question has been carefully examined by authorized and competent offi- 
cers of the political department of the Government, and we may turn to their 
statements as expository of the views of that branch upon the subject. 

In 1827 Senator Holmes reported that there had been a “ partial war,’’ but no 
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wing their cargoes not to be contraband should not | 
“smallest parcels | 
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mve el if 


of goods’’ removed (articles 12 and 13); thata French man-of-war meeting an | 
American m hantman should remain out of cannon shot, and send on board 
not more than three men, when, should the merchantman have a passport, he 
might proceed (article 27); freedom of trade was secured and contraband defined 
von after the French revolution the series of attacks upon our commerce be- 
gan, at first veiled under the excuse of mistake,then of a necessary self-defense, 


coupled with promise of compensation, and finally open and undisguised, First 
it was said that the seizures were accidental, as the two English-speaking na- 
tions could not be distinguished by the French sailors. Soon after all neutral 
vessels laden with provisions and bound to an enemy’s port were ordered seized 
as @ war measure, but compensution was promised; and it was then that the 
President and Secretary of State, having already issued the proclamation of neu- 
trality, which greatly incensed France, voluntarily promised protection and re- 
dress to citizens of the United States thus injured by our former ally. 

At this poin§, therefore, we have on both sides an admission of the validity 
of claims arising from the spoliations—the President, in the proclamation and 
cireular letter, the French, in their decrees, as well as ina letter to the Secre- 
tary of State (March 27, 1794), in which the French minister wrote that “if any 
of your merchants have suffered any injury by the conduct of our privateers 
* * * they may with confidence address themselves to the French Govern- 
ment.” (Doe, 102, p, 264.) Nearly four months later the French commissioner 
of foreign relations informed our minister that there should not be a doubt of 
the disposition of the convention and Government to ‘make good the losses 
which circumstances inseparable from a great revolution may have caused some 
American navigators to experience.”’ (July 5. 1794; ibid., p. 77.) Then came 
Genet’s dismissal; Jay was sent to England, and Monroe, succeeding Morris, 
seemed to have progressed so successfully that Washington announced to Con- 
gress (February 20, 1795) * that these claims are ina train of being discussed with 
candor, and amicably adjusted.”” (Waite’s American State Papers, vol. 3, p. 
402.) 

The Jay treaty entirely changed the situation; France violently remonstrated, 
treated Monroe with insult, refused to receive Pinckney, threw off the last re- 
straints upon its cruisers and privateers, and its colonial agents joined with so 
much vigorin the illegal attack upon a peaceful neutral commerce, that “‘ Amer- 
ican vessels no longer entered the French ports unless carried in by force.” 
(Doe. 102, pp. 434, 435.) 

Just complaint was not, however, confined to one side, for we had failed in 
performance of obligations imposed upon us by the treaties of 1778. We had 
undertaken a guaranty of French possessions in America and pledged our- 
selves that “‘in case of a rupture between France and England the reciprocal 
guaranty * * * shall have its full force and effect the moment such war 
shall break out.”’ (Article 12, treaty of alliance.) This guaranty was to endure 

forever.’ It was contended by usthat the casus federis could never occur ex- 
cept in a defensive war. As Secretary Pickering said : 

‘The nature of this obligation is understood to be that when a war really and 
truly defensive exists the engaging nation is bound to furnish an effectual and 
adequate defense in co-operation with the power attacked.”’ (Doc. 102, p. 457, 
Pickering to Pinckney et al., July 15, 1797.) 

Whether the treaty so limited the obligation, or whether France in her strug- 
gle with the allied powers was waging a defensive war, is not now important. 
France certainly believed herself entitled to demand our aid, and understood the 
casus feederis to have occurred. 

At the opening of the war France possessed the fertile islands of St. Domingo, 
Martinique, Guadeloupe, St. Lucia, St. Vincent, Tobago, Deseada, Mariegalante, 
St. Pierre, Miquelon, and Grenada, with a colony onthe main land at Cayenne, 
and ‘in little more than a month the French were entirely dispossessed of their 
West India possessions, with hardly any loss to the victorious nation.’’ (Ali- 
son’s History, vol 3, p. 396.) 

The French colonists urged us to intervene, but the French Government 
thought it wiser for us not then to embark in the war, as it might diminish their 
supplies from America; they would, however, they said, leqye us to act accord- 
ing to our wishes, looking to us meantime for financial aid (1 Foreign Rela- 
tions, p. 688.) This was not a renunciation of the guaranty, nor was it so re- 
garded here. 

A study of the correspondence shows that these provisions of the twotreaties, 
especially the guaranty, constantly hampered our ministers, and Jefferson said 
he had no doubt *‘ we should interpose at the proper time”’ (Jefferson’s Works, 
vol. 43 p.102), while the French Government dwelt upon the “inexecution of | 
the treaties’’ (1 Foreign Relations, p. 658) said ‘“‘they had much cause of com- | 
plaint against us” (ibid,, p. 731), and finally refused to receive Pinckney ‘until 
after a reparation of grievances,’”’ while their minister here demanded “in the 
name of American honor, in the name of the faith of the treaties, the execution 
of that contract which assured to the United States their existence and which 
France regarded as the pledge of the most sacred union between two people the 
freest upon earth.”’ (1 Foreign Affairs, pp. 579 et seq.) 

The claims of France, national in their nature, were thus set up again against 
the claims of the United States, individual in their inception, but made national 
by their presentation through the diplomatic department of the Government. 

it is not for us to say whether the claims of France had any validity in inter- 
national law, because for the purpose of this case it need only be observed that 
they were urged in diplomacy with every apparent belief that the French po- 
sition was tenable. Whether valid or not, they were an efficient arm of defense 
rainst our contentions, and were so used with ability, skill, and success, In 
act there is a recognition of apparent justness in these demands found in the 
nstruetions to the Pinckney mission, who were directed, while urging our 
claims, to propose a substitute for the mutual guaranty ‘“‘or some modification 
of it,’ as ‘‘instead of troops or ships of war” ‘‘to stipulate for a moderate sum 
of money or quantity of provisions *’ to be delivered in any future defensive 
war ‘‘not exceeding $200,000 a year during any such war” (2 Foreign Relations, 
p. 1 and Talleyrand on the other side told Mr. Gerry (June 15) that the 
Nepublic desired to be restored to the rights which the treaties conferred 
upon it, and through these means to assure the rights of the United States. 
‘You claim indemnities,”’ he said, we *‘equally demand them, and this dispo- 
sition being as sincere on the part of the United States as it is on its, [the Re- 
public} will speedily remove all the difficulties.”” (Doc. 102, p. 529.) 

Such was the situation when the Elisworth mission arrived in France. 

The instructions to this legation directed them as an “indispensable condi- 
tion’ to obtain full compensation for all losses and damages sustained by citi- 
zens of the United States from irregular or illegal captures or condemnation 3. 

The French representatives did not dispute the validity of the claims, but 
stood upon the treaties of 1778. To their opening propositions the American 
envoys received a courteous response, which, however, put a new phase upon 
the negotiation, and placed them in a most embarrassing position. Bonaparte 
and his colleagues said in substance (6 May, 1800, Doc. 102, p. 590): The dis- 
charge of damages between the two nations resulting from the “‘ transient mis- 
understanding’’ can be “‘considered ouly as a consequence of the interpreta- 
tion’ given by mutual consent to the treaties. They agreed ‘‘ upon the expe- 
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diency of compensation,” and suggested that the discussion had become confined 
to two points, the principles which ought to govern the political and commer- 
cial relations of the two countries and the most suitable form for liquidating 
and discharging the indemnities due. 

The examination of principles should come first in order, they said, for ‘“* in- 
demnuification can only result from an avowed violation of an acknowledged 
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obligation,” and an “agreement upon principles can alone assure peace and 
maintain friendship.” The French ministers then, alluding to the treaties, re- 
ferred to the second article of the draught submitted by the Americans, which 
provided that the commission suggested should decide claims *‘ conformably to 
justice and the law of nations, and in all cases of complaint prior to the 7th of July 
1798, they should pronounce agreeably to the treaties and consular convention 
then existing between France and the United States.” 

Now, this second article of the draft applied only to claims of citizens of each 
country, while July 7, 1798, was the date of the act of Congress annulling the 
treaties; but the French ministers ignoring this said that they saw no reasons 
for the distinction, as the treaties and convention are “the only foundations of 
the negotiations; ’’ that from them arose the misunderstanding, and upon them 
*‘union and friendshipshould be established; ’’ and they thus significantly con- 
re the principle of com- 
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uniary stipulation 
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preliminary of anewone.” Sothe French were planted sq 
which the Americans were forbidden to consider as existing 
Two days later our ministers explained their position (i 92), and nine days 
later wrote to the Secretary of State (ibid., 607) that their success was still doubt 
ful, as the ** French think it hard to indemnify for violating engagements un 
less they can thereby be restored tothe benefits of them.”’ Soon followed a con 
ference between the plenipotentiaries, when the negotiations were brought to 
a halt, as no further progress could be had until other * powers” or “ instruc- 
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tions,’’ for the two words seem to have been used synonymously, were reccived 
from the first consul. 

The French ministers had frequently mentioned the insuperable repugnance 
of their Government to surrender the claim to priority assured toitin the “com 
mercial treaty of 1778,” urging: 

‘The equivalent alleged to be accorded by France for this stipulation, the 
meritorious ground on which they generally represented the treaty stood, de- 
nying strenuously the power of the American Government to annul the trea- 


ties by a simple legislative act; and always concluding that it was perfectly 
incompatible with the honor and dignity of France to assent to the extinction 
of a right in favor of an enemy, and as much so to appear to acquiesce in the 
establishment of that right in favor of Great Britain. The priority with re- 
spect to the right of asylum for privateers and prizes was the only point in the 
old treaty on which they had anxiously insisted, and which they agreed could 
not be as well provided for by a new stipulation.”’ (Doc. 102, p, 608.) 

The American envoys (July 23, 1800), in answer tothe French arguments, re 
ducing to writing the substance of two conferences, said (Doc. 102, p. 612 

“As to the proposition of placing France, with respect to an asylum for pri- 
vateers and prizes, upon the footing of equality with Great Britain, it was re- 
marked that the right which had accrued to Great Britain in that respect was 
that of an asylum for her own privateers and prizes, to the exclusion of her 
enemies, wherefore it was pliysically impossible that her enemies should at the 
same time haveasimilar right. With regard to the observation that by the 
terms of the British treaty the rights of france were reserved, and therefore 
the rights of Great Britain existed with such limitation as would admit of both 
nations being placed on a footing which should be equa!, it was observed by 
the envoys of the United States that the saving in the British treaty was only 
of the rights of France resulting from her then existing treaty, and that that 
treaty having ceased to exist the saving necessarily ceased also, and the rights 
which before that event were only contingent immediately attached and be- 
came operative.”’ 

Admission of the continuing force of the old treaties might involve admission 
of France’s national claims, and in any event would put her ministers into a 
most advantageous position, giving them as consideration, to be surrendered 
at her pleasure in the new negotiation, what would then be a vested, existing, 
and acknowledged right to the guaranty, the alliance, and the use of our ports. 
Placed in this position, France would be without incentive to action. She 
would start in the discussion of a new treaty with more surrendered to her at 
the outset than she had hoped to obtain at the conclusion, and all that she after 
wards gave up would be by way of generous concession. Whatever the law, 
whether the treaties were or were not abrogated by the act of Congress or th 
acts of parties, the American envoys were not permitted to admit the French 
contention, but were in duty bound toargue that the treaties were without con- 
tinuing force. They followed this course, saying: 

“A treaty being a mutual compact, a palpable violation of it by one party 
did, by the law ot nature and of nations, leave it optional with the other to re- 
nounce and declare the same to be nolonger obligatory. * * * Theremaining 
party must decide whether there had been such violation on the other part as 
to justify its renunciation. For a wrong decision it would doubtless be respon- 
sible to the injured party,and might give cause for war; but even in such case, 
its act of public renunciation being an act within its competence would not be a 
void but a valid act, and other nations whose rights might thereby be beneti- 
cially affected would so regard it.”’ (Doc. 102, p. 612.) 

After further argument, they added that as it was the opinion of the French 
ministers that ‘it did not comport with the honor of France”’ to admit th: 
American contentions, and at the same time be called upon for compensation 
they offered ‘as their last effort’? a proposition which suspended payment of 
compensation for spoliations ‘‘ until France could be put into complete posses- 
sion of the privileges she contended for, and at the same time they offered to 
give that security which a great pecuniary pledge would amount to for her hav- 
ing the privilege as soon as it could be given with good faith,which might per 
haps be ina little more than two years; at any rate within seven,”’ (Jbid., p 
612.) 

The French answered (Doc. 102, p. 615) that they still found no reason to con- 
sider the treaties of 1778 as broken; the act of 1798, being that of one party, 
could not destroy, they said, ‘‘ otherwise than by war and victory,” that which 
was the engagement oftwo. After some further argument they wrote that they 
would not push further their observations, as— 

“Those which they have repeated suffice to establish the rights of Fran¢ 
and to her the honor of a sacrifice which she would make in renouncing t! 
exclusive right of entry into the ports of America for French privateers accom- 
panied with their prizes.” (Jbid., p. 615.) 

As to the proposal of a money indemnity for delay they said: 

‘‘The proposition of the American ministers offers to the Republic at adistant 
time the hope of exclusive advantages, and for the present,and perhaps for 
seven years, an humiliating forfeiture of those rights, and a shameful inferiority 
with regard to a state [Great Britain] over which she had acquired these priv'- 
leges by the services she had rendered to America when it made war with such 
state. When the ministers of France can subscribe to a condition unworthy 
the French nation the price which they would om upon their humiliation, 
would it not be the continuance of a subjection, which they consider to be con- 
trary to the interest of the United States? The dependence of her ally can not 
be for her an indemnity for a national suffering. The French ministers be- 
lieving it to be their duty to insist with their Government upon the immediate 
renunciation of a privilege well acquired, it would be contradictory that they 
should provide for its return at a distant time.” (Jbid., pp. 615, 616.) 

Some two weeks later the French again insisted that the treaties were not 
broken by the state of ‘‘ misunderstanding” which had existed “through the 
acts of some agents rather than by the will of the respective governments” and 
which had not been a state of war, atleast on the side of France. (Ibid., p. 616) 
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Yet, after this opening, ! st i t 12 sm Ww 
the position thus and i i t t ere st 3 
their tone towards the United States is marked by extreme tterness, but they 
finish by consenting to an aboiit 1 ¢ » treatic ndt } i of a new 2 . 
one rhe alternative tle st t 
Either the ancient t ties, with 5 ' ty i . ; 
the stipulation of re« ul le ‘ j ing equality 7 = 
withoutindemnity.”’ (Jbid., p. 618 : ‘ 
lo the first of these proposa irl sters wi ] : Asse! 13 it | t 
volved an admission of the cont y of t es: to the s 1 : 
could not assent, for their first d to « ‘ Ch = taal 0 
come when they must go beyond their instructions and assun personal respon 
sibility. (Doc. 102, pp. 619, 620 ! 
In August, after some delay : parent frict theA . savine thal 
while nothing would be more < Am : t ju a fan‘ ‘ 
just claims of France, nothing could 10re vain t Lf ‘ to dis rst ‘ t .us y 
to her reasons for the rejection ,of her own,” mad propositions | I ers, t 
ibid., pp. 623-625 | of the | if \ 
1) Let it be declared that the former t le ed i eda | I é . 
shall ave the same effect a li I su etw t tw pow a | pres I yy 
had intervened, except so far as they are the present t ia i e s 
‘**(2) It shall be optional with either | the other within seven | vembe L788 
years 3,000,000 of francs in money : be issued forindem- } ' gvotiate furt - on 
nities, and thereby to reduce the rights o privateers and prizes | n ‘ 
to those of the most favored nation, Ar 1 term allows ) ) 3 ‘ 
tion the right of both parties shall be limit of the most favored 
nation.” | I ipparent that this 7 ; J 
rhe third proposition looked to such modification of the mutt s that t exist 3 + 
that military stores should be f d by the one party t ‘ v \ g g ’ 
francs to the other when attacked, but either might within the se I 3 I ed for; t s 
the lump sum of 5,000,000 francs to be freed from the obligation. 17 I a”’ of Se vy I ‘ g was t i 
osition provided indemniti ndividuals, and that ‘* public s sed i i to rat e be 
either side [should] be rest d or paid for;” and the sixth all expunged a place the Ws 
seized by either party and not yet “definitely condemned”’ sl} Id be restored | It isagreed that t present convention s t 
on reasonable proof of it belonging to the othe So they finally agreed tor } years ym the time of exchange of 1 s 
ognize the existence of the treaties, the right of ince to the guaranty and ex- | Na} n thereupon isented (J 
clusive port privileges, and proposed to pay a lumpsum to be e of their obli- | the « vent With am ad J 
gation in the future, for the propositions on subject, while on their face | spa of « t ye s, and w t I € t 
mutual, were in effect for the benefit of the 1 ed States alone, France much | Pr ‘ it by this retre« hn tt two states 
prefering to revert to the statu quo. pretensions w 1 are the « tof the sa 
Later during the negotiations an offer was made by us “to extinguish by an | I t ul $ were ex ged in ‘ 
equivalent of 8,000,000 francs certain claims of France under the former treaties 1iddenda, Was again s ted to the S ind t t t ul 
whid., pp. 626 and 629); but eve l these cess s there was still I of t 8 Ww t dex t sid 1 ; 
satisfactory promise of a result 1 the exist« e of the treaties had in « et A ! x n. 
fect been recognized and *‘ inde ) either side in substance agreed to \ t respec 3 Ww i 
The French now made a counter proj ition continuing “tl treaties t ‘ s ‘ ( ged con- 
as if no misunderstanding had « 1,’ provid Ss tol ‘ ‘ 1 : past 
date the respective losses,’ amend artic f use of ports p s ‘ ‘ ' her 
vateers, which was naturally a capital subject of di ind providir hat i our . spolia s 
if after seven years the seventeenth and twenty-se« les of the tre ‘ oO ~ g i 4 f 4 l- 
commerce were not re-established no lemnities s paid, and, ft t i ‘ so with 
that the guaranty be converted intoa nt of succor for two millions” rede France He itiona t1 ss s j s, and 
able by a capital sum of ten millions. d., pp. 627, 628 the future privileg she desired above : i easily « 
The Americans made a counter proposal, renewing their offer of 8,0 + f secured as by an admiss of t ‘ ‘ S 3 ents. 





frances to be paid within seven years in consideration that the United States ** be She therefore insisted that for ind nity w st t t rhis 








forever exonerated of the obligation, on their part, to furn ‘ r sed to d tl upon ‘ Z ‘ 
under the mutual guaranty,” and that the rights of the Fren ‘ » be ed by the } i and i sters \ 
forever limited to those of the most favored nation, (Jbid., I of we y discuss the par . . \ 









































































the French tersely answered (Jbid., p. 630 ing gling 

‘We shall have the right to take our prizes into our port the Am« i isters sented t ‘ i 4 
shall regulate the indemnities owed by either nation tothe cit t ‘ S it, Fra said ] 1es 
the indemnities which shall be due by France to the citizens ol t uly renounce t j S t t 
shall be paid for by the United States; in return for which t es ‘ d the Pres 
exclusive privileges resulting from the seventeenth and twen t ‘ sof 17 with t and 
of the treaty of commerce and “from the rights of the } v pa i t i« 
eleventh article of the treaty of alliance.”’ sf r 

Matters now again reached a halting point; neither side would yield; Fra In this whole t1 saction t treat : ged ti 
acknowledged her real object to be to avoid payment of indemnity; while t i s ont other Admis t 3 
United States,on the other hand, could not assent to her views as to th t les I e tow i I 
anty and use of ports. In considerable heat the ministers parted Ibid., 632 r id ‘ , 
633.) The next day the Americans made another effort, because, as they wrote ‘ ‘ todo so would s« ‘ st at 
in their journal (ibid., p. 634), “* being now convinced that the door was perfectly H yiven (94 G I i the « i $s 
closed against ail hope of obtaining indemnities with any modifications of the i I 773, the i i 
treaty, it only remained to be determined whether, under all circumstances, it 3@ priv ‘ 
would not be expedient to attempt a temporary arrangement which would ex- | | 
tricate the United States from the war or that peculiar state of hostility in which i t S ss ‘ the 
they are at present involved, save the immense property of our citizens now | put either the 
pending before the council of prizes, and secure, as far as possible, our commercs W t indemnity Art ut : st 
against the abuses of capture during the present war;’’ therefore they proposed er propositions linked togethe t s : é : : 

ibid., 635) that as to the treaties and indemnities the question should be left t ties, and at the same time postpones t scuss ! 
open; that intercourse should be free; then, with suggestions as to property When the I ted States struck o that s i art to uy 
captured and not definitively condemned, and property which might thereafter | leon’s; ’ that by sodoing both states d 
be captured, they asked an early interview. ts object (tha the treaties and these claims } t ‘ J 

The French atill insisted that a stipulation of indemnities involved an admis there was a *‘ bargain,’’ to use Madis s word, isa 

* sion of the force of the treaties (ibid., pp. 935 637), and after argument yposed uid the negotiations which have b 1 recit AS | 

that the discussion of the indemnities, together with the discussion of article 11 Four vears later, Mr. Madis then Secretar \ 
of the treaty of alliance and articles 17 and 22 of the treaty of commerce, be post ne m erin Spa l t ‘ ms i 
poned, but with the admission that the two treaties are *‘acknowled i tted by Fr c re se Was ‘ ’ i 
confirmed * * * as well as the consular convention of 1788;”’ that national | resp t release o i St f L¢ I 
ships and privateers be treate:ias those ofthe most favored nation; thatnational | claims we make on Spain were never adm i i I 
ships be restored and paid for, and that the “‘ property of individuals not yet | by the United States. They made, th 10 par n i 
tried shall be so according to the treaty of amity and commerce of 1778,in con- | 1 could t} luded releas 
sequence of which ardle d’équipage shall not be exacted, nor any other proof ins¢ idants is that M 
which this treaty could not exact.” So after months of negotiation the French | to ational ithe | the Ur 
ministers come back flat-footed upon the treaties as still existing, something | de f « 1erce, the sed ‘ 
which our representatives were forbidden by the istructionstoadmit. Never- | sult to the fl Its 1 
theless this proposal formed the text for discussion, and upon so slightaf la- | against Spain then under d 
tion was built the treaty of 1800. ptthat Sp was the pa nd $ t 

After prolonged negotiation, and after striking out the word “ provisional” in | s mad Fi Ly f inder | i i 
the name or description of the new treaty, the American commissioners signed | ts and t i As Ss 
it, although with great reluctance, “because they were profoundly convinced \ s un Fre a ¢ ees t s i ‘ 
that, considering the relations of the two countries politically, the nature of our | dem iby} “pa Spain 
demands, the state of France,and the state of things in Europe, it was | thei: plead at t! t »f 1300, 
duty, and for the honor and interest of the Government and people of the I ted and it 5 I nn ‘ + er 
States, that [they] should agree to the treaty rather than make none.” vid. rhe s ec kine : ‘ sims i not 
p. 640.) ng else t claims on Spa it the 

The vital effect of this negotiation as explanatory of the treaty of 1800, upon | sequent s thos ) ount priz ‘ 
which the rights of these claimants are founded, explains the rehearsal of its | by | nch | rench cor s 1 t 

details during which the so-called ultimatum of our Government was aban- | and ! Art IX I ‘ 
doned and the contention of the French Government as to the existence of the | finally recogni: ‘lorida purchase [bid., Art. XI; see 
treaties was admitted. also treaty of 1 

_ Starting under their instructions, events had forced the ministers to offer un- | But the negotiations of the Ellsworth mission are c¢ isive that ms 
limited recognition of the treaties of 1778, coupled with a pecuniary equivalent | were not ‘‘ national” in the sense of governmental as opposed t« i It 
to extinguish in the future their most onerous provisions (ibid., 643); even this | is unnecessary to repeat extracts from the correspor ice already g 1, and 
was not accepted, and the French, returning to their original ground, said that ' we need only refer to the project submitted by our ministers, the sth April 
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| ment had adopted them and promised to enforce them,as it did in Aug 


I ) le } is those of divers merchants and other citi- 
zens of the United & Dor, 102, pp. 585-589), thus following their instruc- 
tik v) ie it claims of cur citizens (Ibid,, p. 575.) 
Ir. Pick secretary of State under the first two Presidents, and who, 
al enll othe sfar ur with the situation and with the rights of the parties, 
I that red ** the t claims of our merchants” to obtaina relinquish- 
ment of the Fr i demand, and that 
It wo em that the merchants have an equitable claim for indemnity 
from the United States - . rhe relinquishment by our Government | 
ha en made in consideration thatthe French Government relinquished its 
a ifora renewai of the old treaties, then it seems clear that, as our Goy- 
€ ' it applied the merchants’ property to buy off those old treaties, the sums 
| ould be reimbursed.’ Mr. Clayton’s speech, 1546.) 

M ‘i n,as we have seen,said to Spain that the claims were admitted 
by ind were released “ for a valuable consideration,” and he termed 
the on a ** bargain.”’ 

] in the Meade case, in which his opinion was given in 1821, five years 
pi 8 report upon French spoliations, said that while a country might not 
be bour go to war in support of the rights of its citizens, and while a treaty 
extinction of those rights is probably binding, it appears 


Phat the rule of equity furnished by our Constitution, and which provides 
that private property shall not be taken for public use without just compensa- 
tion, applies and entitles the injured citizen to consider his own country a sub- 
stitute for the forcign power 

in this conclusion Chief-Justice Marshall strongly concurred, saying to Mr. 
Preston that 

Having been connected with the events of the period and conversant with 
the circumstances under which the claims arose, he was, from his own know!l- 
edge, satistied that there was the strongest obligation on the Government to 
compensate the sufferers by the French spoliations.”” (Clayton’s speech, 15i6 

And he repeated to Mr. Leigh distinctly and positively “ that the United 
States ought to make payment of thesé claims,” 

This view of the distinguished jurist and diplomatist is sustained by forty- 
five reports favorable to these claims, made in the Congress, against which 
stand but three adverse reports, all of which were made prior to the pul : 
tion of the correspondence by Mr. Clay in 1826. Besides Marshall, Madison, 
Pickering, and Clay, the validity of the cl 









aims has been recognized by Clinton, 

Edward Livingston, Everett, Webster, Cushing, Chéate, Sumner, and many 
other of the most distinguished statesmen known to American history, and 
while opponents have not been wanting, among the most eminent of whom 
were Forsyth, Calhoun, Polk, Pierce, Silas Wright, and Benton, still the vast 
weight of authority in the political division of the Government has been stren- 
uous in favor of the contention made here by the claimants. 

lhe judiciary has seldom occasion to deal with the abstract rightof the citizen 
against his Government; for in a case raising such a question the individual is 
without remedy other than that granted bythe legislature. The question of 
right, therefore, is usually passed upon by the political branch of the Govern- 
ment, leaving to the courts the power only to construe the amount and nature 
of the remedy given. Still judicial authority is not wanting in support of the 
position that bv the agreement with France the United States became liable over 
to theirindividual citizens. Lord Truro laid down in the House of Lords as ad- 
mitted law— 

‘** That ifthe subject of a country is spoliated by a foreign Government he is 
entitled to redress through the means of his own Government. But if from 
weakness, timidity, or any other cause on the part of hisown Government no 
redress is obtained from the foreign one, then he has a claim against his own 
country.”’ (De Bode ws, The Queen 3 Clarke’s House of Lords, p. 464.) 

The same position is sustained by that eminent writer upon the publie law, 
Vaitel, who held that while the sovereign may dispose of either the person or 
the property of a subject by treaty with a foreign power, still, ‘‘ as it is for the 
public advantage that he thus disposes of them, the State is bound to indemnify 
the citizens who are sufferers by the transaction.’”’ (Book 4, chap. 2. 

Napoleon, from his retirement in St. Helena, testified that by the suppression 
of the second article of the treaty of 1800 the privileges which France had pos- 
sessed by the treaty of 1778 were ended, and the “just claims which America 
might have made for injuries done in time of peace" were annulled, adding 
that this was exactly what he had proposed to himself in fixing these two 
points *‘as equi-ponderating each other.’’ (Gourgaud, Memoirs, vol. 2, p. 129.) 

Finally, Senator Livingston, familiar with the whole subject as a contempo- 
rary, in his report upon itto the Senate, said: 

the committee think it sufficiently shown that the claim for indemnities 
was surrendered as an equivalent for the discharge of the United States from 
its heavy national obligations, and for the damages that were due for their pre- 
ceding nonperformance of them, If so, can there be a doubt, independent of 
the constitutional provision, that the sufferers are entitled toindemnity? Un- 
der that provision, is not this right converted into one that we are under the 
most soletnn obligations to satisfy? To lessen the publicexpenditure isa great 

j e duty; to lessen it at the expense of justice, public faith, and consti- 
tntional right would be acrime. Conceiving that all these require that relief 
should be granted to the petitioners, they beg leave to bring in a bill for that 
urpese, 
, Che word “national” has been largely used in argument in allusion to the 
different kinds of claims at different periods brought into the discussion, and is 
a convenient word if clearly understood in the connection in which it is used. 














\ll claims are *“‘ national” in the sense of the jus gentium, for no nation deals as 
to questions of tort with an alien individual; the rights of that individual are 
against his Government, and not until that Government has undertaken to 
urge’ his claim—not until that Government has approved it asat least prima facie 


valid —does it become a matter of international contention; then, by adoption, 
it ia the claim of the nation, and as such only is it regarded by the other country. 
rhe name of the individual claimant may be usedasa convenient designation 
of the particular discussion, but as between the nations it is never his individual 
claim, but the claim of his Government founded upon injury to its citizen. Na- 
tions negotiate and settle with nations; individuals have relations only with 
their own governments, Other claims, sometimes the subject ofargument, rest 
upon injury to the State asa whole; of these an apt illustration is found in the 
so-called “indirect” claims against Great Britain, disposed of in the arbitration 
of 1872, and in the claims advanced by France for injury caused by noncompli- 
ance with the treaties of 1778. 
rhus, while all claims urged by one nation upon another are, technically 
speaking, “‘national,’’ it is convenient to use colloquially the words ‘‘ national ” 
and “individual” as distinguishing claims founded upon injury to the whole 
people from those founded upon injury to particular citizens. Using the words 
in this sense, it appears that in the negotiations prior to the treaty of 1800, and 
a effect he instrument itself, national claims were advanced by France 
vidual claims advanced by the United States. France urged that 
i been wronged asa nation; we urged that our citizens’ rights had been 
invaded, If ‘national’ claims had been used against *‘ national ”’ claims, and 
the one class had been set off against the other in the compromise, of course the 
agreement would have been final in every way, as the surrender and the con- 
sideration therefor would have been national, and no rights between the indi- 
vidual and his own Government could have complicated the matter. 
But in the negotiation of 1800 we used “individual” claims against “ national” 
claims, and the set-off was of French national claims against American indi- 
vidufal claims, That any government has the right to do this, as it has the right 














? 
to refuse war in protection of a wronged citizen, or to take other action w 
at the expense of the individual, is most beneficial to the whole people, is too 
clear for discussion. Nevertheless,the citizen whose property is thus sacrificed 
for the safety and welfare of his country has his claim ag at country; he 
has a right to compensation, which exists even if no re in the ex 
elsewhere is given him. A right often exists where there is no 





most frequent illustration of this is found in the relation of the s 
sovereign, the citizen to his government. 

tseems to us that this “ bargain’ (again using Madison’s word), by which 
the present peace and quiet of the United States,as well as the ire 
perity and greatness,were largely secured,and which was brought : ut byt 
sacrifice of the interests of individual! citizens, falls within the intentand mean- 
ing of the Constitution, which prohibits the taking of private property for pub- 
lic use without just compensation. We do not say that for all purposes these 
claims were “ property ’’ in the ordinarily-accepted and in the legal sense of 
the word; but they were rights which had value,a value inchoate, to be sure, 
and entirely dependent upon adoption and enforcement by the Government, 
but an actual money value capable of ascertainment the moment the Govern- 
ust, 
1793, and constantly thereafter. That the use to which the claims were pat was 
a public use can not admit of a doubt, for it solved the problem of strained re- 
lations with France and forever put out of existence the treaties of 1778, which 
formed an insuperable obstacle to our advance in paths of peace to the achieve- 
ment of commercial greatness, 

































TREATY oF 1803. 
The defendants urge further that the treaty of 1803 finally disposed of all pre- 
tensions of citizens of the United Statesin regard to these spoliations. 
One of the principal objects of this treaty is found in the instructions to Mr. 
Livingston, our minister, wherein the Secretary of State directed his particular 


attention to claims embraced in the fourth article of the treaty of 1800, describ- 





ing themas arising from: “ (1) Cases of capture wherein no judicial proceedings 
have been had; (2) cases carried before French tribunals, and not definitively 
decided on the 30th September, 1800; (3) captures made subsequent to that date.” 
(Madison to Livingston, September 28, 1801, Doe. 102, p. 701.) 

Accordingly Mr. Livingston, in January following, complained tothe French 
Government of infractions of the existing treaty (of 1800) in relation to “ vessels 
taken after its signature,” “‘ vessels previously taken where no judicial proceed- 
ings had been had,” “ vessels on which no definitive sentence had been given 
before that day,” or which were removable to the council of prizes; these are 
fourth-article claims embraced in the modus vivendi therein provided, Claims 
for vessels which were to have been restored are clearly not claims which had 
matured prior to September 30, 1800, when the treaty was signed. (Ibid., p. 704.) 

In the next month (February 24, 1802) Mr. Livingston speaks of the differences 
as “‘debts,”’ about which he must transmit to his Government a statement of 
the measures about to be adopted by France, “ with a view either to afford it 
the satisfaction that it will always feel in contributing tothe interests of Franc« 
* * * orof putting a stop to credits that must be ruinous to its citizens al- 
ready suffering under heavy losses sustained by the detention of a considera- 
ble capital in the hands of the French Government,”’ (Jbid., 708.) Itis thus 
apparent that these claims, in the view of the negotiator, rested substantially 


| on contract, and it is further apparent from the text of the note that these con- 
| tracts were for supplies to the French fleets and armies. 


This is the first subject of negotiation ; the second isas to the council of prizes, 


| about which there were “daily complaints of their entire disregard of the 


treaty,’ so much so that when a vessel was ordered restored it was sent back 


in a damaged state and charged with cost of “‘ detention, storage, etc.” Fourth- 
article claims these, as we have already seen. 

Livingston later (April 17,1802), in discussing the fifth and second articles of 
the treaty of 1800, says: 

“ The fifth article expressly stipulates that all debts due by either Government 
to the individuals of the other shall be paid, but as this would also have in- 
cluded the indemnities for captures and condemnations previously made, and 
it was the intention of the contracting parties, by the second article, to preclude 
this payment as depending on a future negotiation, it was necessary to except 
from this promise of payment all that made the subject of the secondarticle. * 
* * Qn its [the second article] being erased, the fifth article stands alone as a 
promise to pay, with the single exception of indemnities for captures and con- 





| demnations.”’- (Jbid., 717.) 








| 


And he adds that so far as relates to indemnities for captures and condemna- 
tions which had been made previous to the signature of the treaty his demands 
could not be supported, 

It seems hardly necessary to quote further from the correspondence, which 
shows that Mr. Livingston not only never had in mind, but expressly exeluded 
second-article claims, directing his attention first to debts, ‘“‘ confirmed by 
treaty,’”’ as he says (ibid., 729), and second, to vessels seized during or after the 
negotiation of the treaty of 1800; that is, claims ‘“‘confirmed,” to use his word, 
by that treaty’s fourth and fifth articles. 

The distinction between different classes of claims then existing between the 
United States and France must be clearly marked out before the treaty of 1803 
can be properly understood. The second article of the treaty of 1800 covered 
claims forillegal seizures and condemnations which were tied to the treaties of 
1778. But all the illegal captures were not covered by that second article, for 
the fourth article treated of others; that is, of “* property captured, and not yet 


definitely condemned, or which may be captured before the exchange of ratifi-. 


cations;”’ and this property, it was agreed,should be restored; that is, while 
the negotiations of the Ellsworth mission were proceeding the French decrees 
remained in force and spoliations had not stopped; the cases of some seize: 
American vessels were then pending before the French tribunals, and these 
were the ones to be restored if not “definitely condemned” by the time the 
treaty became a law; others might be seized pending the discussion and before 
exchange of ratifications, in fact such seizures were made, and these also were 
to be restored. 

Additional proof that this fourth article was in effect a mere modus vivendi is 
found in its concluding paragraph, which provides that it shall take effect from 
the date of signature, not from the exchange of ratifications, and that if any 
property should be condemned—that is, condemned in the future—before know!- 
edge of the stipulation “shall be obtained, the property shall without delay be 
restored or paid for.”’ 

Now, the property covered by this article, to wit, that then before the tri- 
bunals, or which might thereafter come before the tribunals before the new 
treaty took effect, never was restored or paid for, although spoliations contin- 
ued for some time, It is important here to note the distinction between the 
position as against the French Government, of cases pending during the nego- 
tiation or which might thereafter arise, and that now before this court wherein 
the condemnation had occurred before. 

This case and those like 1t were ‘‘claims to indemnity "’ merely; the property 
had disappeared and could not be restored, the French tribunals had de‘ini- 
tively acted and payment for it would be made only upon admission by the 
United States of the continuing force of the ancient treaties; while,as to then 
pending cases the property could be restored, or in case of mistaken sale its 
value could be easily and immediately ascertained, and the fourth article abso- 
lutely promised restoration of payment. 

The agreement of 1803 is contained in three instruments forming the contract 
by which we acquired Louisiana; they give no rights to these claimants, as 18 
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TREATIES OF 1819 AND 183}, 

This court is forbidden by the act conferring jurisdiction not only to examine 
claims embraced in the treaty of 1803, which we have considered, but also those 
allowed and paid in whole or in part under the treaty of 1519 with Spain and 
those allowed in whole or in part under the treaty of 1831 with France. 

The refe ce heretofore made in this opinion to the Spanish treaty is suffi- 
cient t how its inapplicability to vessels seized on the high seas by a French 
privateer, taken to a French portand there illegally condemned and confiscated; 
so that treaty may be thrown out of the consideration of this case, 

The treaty of 1531 is aclaims treaty, by whichthe French Government, “in or- 
der to liberate itself completely from all the reclamations preferred against citi- 
zens of the United States for unlawful seizures, captures, sequestrations, confis- 
cations, or destructions of their vessels, cargoes, or other property,”’ agreed to 
re 25,000,000 franes to the United States for distribution (Article I), while the 

‘nited States on their part agreed to pay to France for claims, described in lan- 
guage somewhat similar, the sum of 1,500,000 francs (Article III). As to other 
claims each country opened its courts to the citizens of the other,and finally 
France abandoned its demands under the eighth article of the Louisiana treaty 
in return for a reduction of duties upon French wines. 

The wording of this treaty is broad enough at first glance to sustain the de- 
fendants’ contention that these claims are included in it; but treaties and stat- 
utes, like every other document, must be read in the light of the facts as they 
existed at the time. A treaty now made with Great Britain providing a settle- 
ment of ‘all claims’’ could not be held to reopen the proceedings of the Geneva 
arbitration and to authorize payment of claims there dismissed, for the award 
was final, both as to what was allowed and as to what was refused. Nor could 
a similar general convention with France permit an opening of the proceed- 
ings of the Franco-American Commission with possible payment of claims there 
refused and declared forever barred. 

Such treaties look not to dead issues, but to living, pending claims, forming 
at the time a subject of contention between the Governments, and not to those 
universally regarded as finally settled. Claims of the class of the one at bar 
had been disposed of in 1801, when the President and Senate concurred in Napo- 
leon’s stipulation as to the second article, and since that time, although they had 
been constantly pressed upon the United States as an obligation of that Govern- 
ment to ils citizens, they nowhere appear as a subject of discussion between 
the nations, France, by the treaty of 1831, desired to liberate itself from claims 
‘preferred against it’’ by citizens of the United States, but these spoliation 
claims were not then being preferred against it; on the contrary, since 1801 the 
claimants had turned theirattention exclusively to the United States, recogniz- 
ing the force and effect of what was called the ‘‘retrenchment of the second 
article.” The French Government clearly understood this treaty of 1831 as ex- 
cluding all American claims of every description originating prior to the trea- 
ties of 1803. (Ex. Doc,, 22d Cong., 2d sess., No. 147, p. 165.) 

Our commissioners who distributed the fund also so uuderstood it, and re- 
quired every claimant to show that his “claim remained unimpaired and in full 
force against France” in 1831. (Ex. Doc. H. R., Twenty-fourth Congress, first 
session, No. 117, p. 4.) But these spoliation claims had not only been impaired 
but destroyed as a French obligation by the treaty of 1800. One hundred and 
five cases of captures made prior to September 30, 1800, were presented to the 
board and rejected. 

A broad distinction is made in the remedial statute (January 20, 1885), between 
the claims described in these different treaties of 1803, 1819, and 1831. As tothe 
treaty of 1803 the act does not extend to claims “ embraced ”’ in its provisions ; 
as to the treaty of 1819 the act does not extend to claims “allowed and paid in 
whole or in part’’ under its provisions; as to the treaty of 1831 the act does not 
extend to claims “allowed in whole or in part’’ under its provisions, It is not 
contended that this claim was “allowed in whole or in part’’ under the pro- 
visions of the treaty of 1831. 

ABROGATION OF TREATIES OF 1778. 

We have not considered the point that the treaties of 1778 were abrogated by 
the act of Congress passed in 1798. That question, which the ablest minds of 
the period were unable to solve, and which proved an ever present and endur- 
ing obstacle to all negotiation until forcibly removed by Napoleon, with our 
concurrence, we fortunately are not forced to deal with. The rights of this 
claimant rest upon no convention, but are founded upon international law. 
‘Treaty or no treaty, a foreign nation can not be permitted to confiscate an Amer- 
ican merchantman engaged in legitimate commerce upon the high seas be- 
cause his crew-list does not fulfill the requirements of that nation’s local ordi- 
nances, 

That the act of Congress was binding within the jurisdiction of the United 
States and was necessarily to be so regarded by our courts does not now admit 
of question. The treaties were, however, not only part of the supreme law of 
the land wherein they were replaced, within the jurisdiction of the Constitu- 
tion, by alater supreme law, to wit, a statute; but they were also, as between the 
two repubiics, contracts, which one of the parties attempted toannul. Treaties 
containing no clause fixing their duration are, under certain circumstances, 
voidable at the option of one party; whether there existed in 1798 such circum- 
stances as authorized and made valid an abrogation of the treaties of 1778 by 
the United States was the very question left unsettled by the treaty of 1800, the 
one question upon which by no possibility apparently could the parties agree. 

For the same reason we find it unnecessary to examine how far the French 
violated the agreement by their treaty of 1786 with Great Britain (15 Martens 
Recueil de Traités, 2d edition, vol. 4, p. 155), or the effect, by way of abrogation 
of these agreements, of the Jay treaty, or the change in the form of govern- 
ment in France. 





TITLE. 

Some argument has been made as to the ownership of this claim, based upon 
the provision of the statute that the court shall determine “ the present owner- 
ship, and if by assignee, the date of the assignment, with the consideration paid 
therefor.”’ (Sec. 3.) 

Whatever may have been the intention of Congress In inserting this provision, 
its terms are perfecily clear; the findings of fact show in this case that the claim- 
ant is the administrator with the will annexed of the owner of the Sally, and 
show all other facts necessary to a decision upon the subject, except as to one 
of the defendant’s points; as to this we can not agree that Congress intended 
this courtto perform what is in effect a physical impossibility and to throw upon 
us the task of probate courts in the investigation of the rights of thousands of 
descendants and devisees of the original claimants, who are now scattered, in 
all human probability, to the four quarters of the globe. To ask this court to 
go back to the year 1800and follow from that time down the succession of every 
then existing claimant is to ask us to do that which under our jurisdiction and 
powers would be an impossibility. e 

A much more reasonable interpretation of the act appears upon its face, and 
applying that interpretation to this case we have found that the claimant, as ad- 
niinistrator of the owner of the schooner Sally, is the owner of the claim. We 
consider it no part of our duty under the statute to place ourselves in the posi- 
tion of a court of probate and report to Con the manner in which any ulti- 
mate recovery should under the laws of the thirty-eight States and eight Ter- 
ritories of this Union be distributed among the numerous next of kin or devisees 
of the original claimants and theirdescendants, Theadministrators are officers 
of those pe courts subject to their jurisdiction and control, and presumably 
have filed adequate bonds for the honest and proper performance of the trust 
reposed ir them. 
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Congress asks us for two facts: First, the present ownership. The owner, 
both in law and equity, the Supreme Court has said, is the administrator (Vil- 
lelonga’s case, 23 Wal., p. 35), and that suffices for this particular case. Sec- 
ondly, Congress asks, where there has been an assignment, not only the name 
of the present owner, but the date of the assignment and the consideration paid 
therefor. Of course these facts will be reported when such a case is presented. 

So we reach the end of this opinion as unlike the usual judicial expression in 
its form and supporting authorities as are the cases before us unlike those ordi- 
narily submitted to a tribunal of the law. We are, however, for the moment 
invested with some of the powers and jurisdiction belonging to the political 
branch of the Government, and upon us is imposed an examination not usually 
or naturally committed to a judicial body. We have been required not to in- 
vestigate legal rights, based upon the doctrines and principles of the common 
law, but to inquire into and to report upon the ethical rights of a citizen against 
his Government; rights which are never enforceable except by the consent of 
the sovereign—in this country the legislature—as whose substitute we act to 
the limited extent prescribed and marked out by the remedial statute. 

The result which we have reached is supported by resolutions passed in each 
of the thirteen original States, by twenty-four reports made to the Senate by its 
committees, by over twenty similar reports made to the House of Representa- 
tives, by the fact that while three adverse reports have been made, one to the 
Senate and two to the House, no adverse report has been made in either body 
since the publication of the correspondence in 1826, and by the further fatts 
that the Senate has passed eight bills in favor of these claimants, and the House 
has passed three of these, of which one is the present law, the other two having 
been vetoed, one by President Polk, substantially upon grounds not at this 
time important; the other by President Pierce for reasons which we have con- 
sidered very fully in this opinion, and with which, after the most careful and 
painstaking consideration, we can not agree. 

The arguments of counsel for claimant, marked as they were by ability, in- 
dustry, and a frank desire for a just ascertainment of the rights involved, have 
been of great assistance to us; while the learned assistant attorney for the 
United States has presented the defense with a zeal and force of argument 
a we do not find in the history of the long discussions it has heretofore re- 
ceived. ° 

The Chief-Justice and all the judges concur in this opinion, and we shall, in 
accordance with the statute, report to Congress the conclusions of fact and law 
in this claim, together with a copy of this opinion, which contains (using the 
words of the statute) the conclusions which, in our judgment, affect the liabil- 
ity of the United States therefor. 

No. 505.—George Holbrook, administrator de bonis non, estate of Edward 
Holbrook,deceased, vs. The United States. 

Nos. 249 and 252.—Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non, estate 
of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, vs. The United States. 

Davis, J., delivered the opinion of the court. 

The defendants demur generally in these cases upon the ground that the pe- 
titions do not state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action, and they also 
move to strike out certain evidence as inadmissible, Theargument, which was 
very general in its nature, has proceeded upon the understanding that the de- 
tails of each case are to be considered at a later stage of the proceedings. It is 
unusual for general principles to be presented in a particular case when the 
case itself is not to abide the result reached by the court, yet, in view of the 
novelty of these claims, their age, their number, the peculiar jurisdiction con- 
ferred by the remedial statute, and in view of the importance to counsel of 
some light from the court in aid of the novel responsibilities cast upon them, 
we think it our duty tosomewhat overstep the usual forms of judicial procedure 
in support of substantial right and justice. 

Three cases are presented together—one on behalf of the owners of the 
schooner Delight, the othertwo on behalf of the insurer of the vessel and cargo. 

The demurrer applies to all of these. Taking the petition of the owner’s ad- 
ministrator as a model upon which to discuss the general question of form, we 
find it alleges the Delight to have been a duly registered vessel of the United 
States; that the claimant is, and his intestate was, a citizen of the United States; 
that the schooner sailed from Boston for Saint Bartholomew’s,and during the 
prosecution of her voyage was “‘illegally captured on or about the 19th day of 
July, 1799, by a French privateer called the Courageuse,’’ and, with her cargo, 
condemned as prize at Guadeloupe by a French tribunal,in violation of the 
law of nations and the treaties between the United States and France. 

In considering the demurrer to this petition it must be remembered that we 
are not here to enter judgment under this act, but toadvise Congress; to report 
to that body our conclusions of fact and Jaw. In performance of this duty we 
do not feel authorized to throw a case out of court because of some technical 
defect in form not going to the merits, and which may be remedied without in- 
jury to the defendants. 

It is urged that the use of the word “illegally”’ before the word “ captured” 
is bad pleading, as involving a conclusion of law. This point may be passed 
with the observation that in our opinion the word is at most mere surplusage. 
The averment that the vessel was seized by a French privateer during a com- 
mercial voyage, at a date when, as we have heretofore held, this nation was at 
peace with France, and that she was afterwards condemned, is sufficient alle- 
gation of illegality in the capture. 

We are not quite so clear about the averment of place of seizure, which it is 
urged should affirmatively appear as upon the high seas, and at this early stage 
do not think it advisable to announce any opinion as to the presumption con- 
tended for by the claimants that a vessel prosecuting a voyage across tle 
ocean, and seized during that voyage, is seized upon the high seas, 

Should future argument show this point to be important, the claimant will 
have leave to amend in accordance with the facts developed. We conclude the 
petition to be sufficient in form, and the argument made for the defense as _ to 
the validity of claims of this class against France and their assumption by the 
United States having been fully considered in the case of William Gray, admin- 
istrator, decided after the argument of the case at bar, we overrule the demur- 
rer upon these points. 

There remain to be considered in this connection the position and rights of 
insurers. One of the petitions alleges that Brooks, as agent of underwriters, 
insured the Delight against loss ‘‘ from dangers of the sea, fires, enemies, pirates, 
assailing thieves, restraints, and detainments of all kings, princes, and people 
of what nation and quality soever, barratry of the master, and of the mariner 
and all other losses and misfortunes that have or shall come”’ to the vessel, and 
alleges further that insurance was paid after capture, that said Brooks repaid 
to each underwriter the amount underwritten by him, receiving in return an 
assignment of all the interest of such underwriter. 

The other important allegations, such as those concerning ownership and 
condemnation, are substantially the same asin the owner's petition. 

The only interest the Government appears to have in a question of this hind 
is that there shall not be a double payment or @n overpayment on account of 
any one loss, so that in effect we have but to solve the rights of the owners ani 
insurers as between themselves, which are determined by principles of insur- 
ance Jaw already well settled by the courts. y 

Insurance is a contract whose object is indemnity, for which the consideration 
received by the insurer is twofold: first, his premium; second, his hope of re- 
covery should a loss occur, his spes recuperandi. 

This hope can not exist unless there is a reasonable prospect of some recovery. 
It can not exist where a vessel has sunk at sea, but it does exist where a vessel 
is simply stranded but not become a total wreck, ‘‘ where any part of the prop- 
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: - | 
lin t fat ss that w 
’ : vhat ts a ¢ 
nd t | s to the lerwrite1 ‘ 1 ' 
he is called upon to satisfy the exige y of the policy, and he do iu a 
North of Engiand I.S. ins. Co. rs. Armstrong, L. I Q. B., 244 to % t ) 
peller Monticello rs. Mellison, 17 How >» Mercantile M ne Ins. ¢ ( | t @ 
et al., 118 Mass ; Shaw vs. United States, 8 C. Cls., 488; Dozier l ed | de stot su tes r ‘ la 
States, 9 C. Cls., 342 j | iim and ¢« 1 dow ent w t ably 1 ‘ fT 
As long agoas 1 Vesey, sr.. Lord Hardwicke, in ca f ar l seizure As ‘ ‘ ‘ nt, f c t the 5 ‘ 5 
held that the person originally sustaining the loss was ! é | of g 3 
satisfaction made to him, the insurer, so that if compenss r ‘ por i 
seizure the assured stands as trustee for the insurer in p a < Ww ts € i at 
has paid Randal vs. Cochran, 1 Ves. Sen., 97 In ano cast ‘ ‘ é ‘ 
covery was had in the court of commissionersof Alabamaclaims for the k ‘ of « er party’s1! s. as as 
a vessel by a Confederate cru whereupon the insurer sued the claimant, t 
owner, and recovered (Burnand vs. Rodocanachi, L. R.5,C. P. Div., 424 j é > 
In one New York case( United Ins. Co. vs. Scott, 1 Johns., 106) the cour i 


that right of ownership in a captured vessel passed to the underwriters 
abandonment and payment of total loss; in another similar case (Robins: 
United Ins, Co. 1 Johns., 592) the 
bring trover against the owners for a cargo captured, abandone¢ 
while the case of Gracie held ndonment useless, and in the ¢ 


400 
nity claims this court ruled (Hubbel vs. United States, 15 C., ¢ 


urers were sustained in the 










































































derwriters who had paid losses sustained by reason of the capt | 
of a vessel and cargo by ¢ nese piratescould participate in an | s I i 
paid therefor. ‘ s 
Jn some cases after payment of the insurance the assured executed an instru- ! 5 
ment, called a cession, inthe natureofa ment, by which they transferred ‘ 3 ) ‘ t i ‘ tw ed 
to the insurer all rights to the property, and to any recovery on account of it = ithe Fre i Rep co 
but the insurer’s right is n« ased upon that instrum« as the Supreme Court of 1 \ xchar i t } 
held in Comegys vs. Vasse (1 Peters, 193) where the absence of an assig ient | i j y pe » the ¢ t ‘ 
was set up against the underwriter. The court said that | this act einafter | i 
5 “The law gives to the act of abandonment, ill the eff 3 Phat the - f this t 
; which the most accurately drawn assignment w« | Ace ‘ 1 betw i 
a So Justice Washington held in Hurtin rs, The Com} y | ed ont 1a 4 
é 1 Wash. C. C., 400 | N s ms. growing t . : 
f “Ifa cession, as it is called, had been necess: I | pa ‘ I s t i 
i complete there might be something in the argument; but this is is st Si} ci led on 22d da f Fe 5 
é The abandonment amounts to a legal transfer of rights of t sas wert ved ! 
4 to enable the underwriters to pursue, to m: ind to recovel! c “ el States 1] f 
} as effectually as if a regular deed had bee to ther i J 
* comes to be made a question whether the abandonment is invalid the cession | & 2 t tis here { t s 
i is refused, we must say it is not; because such an instrument Lot me . Eg “ n 
to pass the right of the insured to the underwriters « t s here 
The authorities are entirely united on this point, an car eno d | ~ I t - € i 
of the validity of claims made by insurers who have paid loss by illegal capture, | « , t t ‘ 
condemnation, and confiscation of vessels included in the descriptions of t i t un siz the 
of January 20, 1885. ; i 1 paid 
t Remembering that the loss in cases where the vessel } heen captured i- | J t t t t 
demned, and confiscated is a total loss, a “‘ constructive” total loss. as la 1 oath aff I 
times called, and that abandonment is, therefore, unnecessary, we ha clear | i 
rule for our guidance in determining the amount of compen | ‘ i 
Q the underwriters. Kentsaid they were entitled to reimbursem« i “ 
j Court that they were entitled to be reimbursed the t paid; I 1 Har d 
q wicke that they should recover in proportion to what they paid; the Su ‘ { 
Court, again, “‘the insurers are entitled only to damages to recovered frot : I i s 
an injury for which they have paid, and to such proportion only of those dar ct , t At ( : 
ages as the amount insured bears to the valuation in the policies (The P 5 ass s, to 
= 105 U. S., 635), the underlying principle in the whole matter being the ract | t ‘ es : 
of insurance, which is o of indemnity id.), therefore the insurer stands } s l 
the place of the insured to this extent, that he can recover indemnity or satis- | legal 
faction; that is, what he paid under hi ntract. He hasthe right tobe made | Sex ri t f the Seers 





whole, but nothing further. { 08 fter t e of f hroug 
There is no substantial contention as to the fact that the premium received, | or otherwise. a sf lence and ime 
being part of the interest insured and paid, constitutes part of the insurer’s 





mentioned as can be obtained from abroad, which, t evi- 
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cle irtment of State, or which may be filed 
in t D 1 before the court by the claimants interested 
the ‘ { { t the same shall not be removed from the 
fil t 

\ ] i the recor l of the pre -dings of the court 
an ‘ the shal i ted in the Department 
© 

I i rin wh year the court sha 
I to ¢ f yund b id its conclusions in 
« i i re o yt ported 
f l ! l be ta ito be 1erely advisor 
to 1 fu 1 not conclude either the claimant or Con- 
t nted t l t if eriod of t 

ears limited by t ‘ ba ] 

tnd me in t cons t United States to 
t j ‘ 

( ( 44 AND OTHE 
> Hooper rato1 The Unit C 2 l other 

I J., delive l pinion of the court: 

J s court has now « | three opinions upon general 1es raised in tl 
French spoliations « rhe first related to the broad questions as to the va 
lidit wainst | nee the « 18 as aclass, and the resulting liability of tl 
Uy 1 States to the « I t the second was directed more especially to forn 
of p of evid ind rights of insurers; while the third disposed 
of at t defendants for a rehearing of the general questions d 

: (4 tr vs. The I d States, 21 C. Cls. 
; ' ad States, 21 C. Cls. R., p.é 
Cus r} 2. Cls. R., supra.) 

\ ha and submitted to the court 
cert 1 of them. Those questior 
shall now proceed to « 18 3 well as two points which were sent back by the 
court ! fart t 

I [ON OF T TREATIES OF 1778. 

it irged by the cl 1at the treaties of 1778 remained in force, not 
standing the abrogatir t July 7, 1798, until the final ratification of the trea 
of 1800, and that these t prescribed the rule by which all the spoliation 
claims are to be measure is position is denied by the Government. 

1 the pur s branch of the case the period of the spoliations m 
a led into t that prior to July 7, 1798, and that subsequent thereto and 
prior to the ratification of the treaty of 1800. 





ic to have be 
show. 


stantial favors to the 


s position on both s 
rept years will cle: 
ational convention granted 


As to the first period, we find tl n consistent 
} a few citations cove ae 


February, 1793, the 





























Ui d States, among them ope ning the porta of the colonies to American sh 
and anting to produce c: ried in American bottoms duties the same as th 
imposed upon French vessels (Senate, Nineteenth Congress, First session, Docu- 
ment No. 102, p. 35). This was followed by the decree of March 26, 1 granting 
! favors to what the convention called their ‘‘ally nation” (ihid., p. 36). Soon 

fter this M. Le Brun, the ministerof foreign affairs, replying to a complaint from 
0 minister, Mr, Mot aid that he had requested the minister of marine ‘to 
I ent int future t vessels of our good allies frum being exposed to the at- 
tacks of our ships of war and privateers” (ibid., p. 38). Upon the 9th May, 1793 
{ p. 42), the con tion passed a deere © authorizing the arrest of neutral ves 
BE ulen whi or in part with neutri peopen riy and bound to an enemy p 
or laden w enemy merchandise. 

Mr. Mor mediately demanded that the United States be exempted from the 
operation of s decree as contrary to the terms of the treaty of commerce (ibid 
yp. 44). Ilis juest is complied with, the convention's action in this regard be- 
ing based } enth article of that treaty (ibid., p. 46). Now occurred a 
oul s ine I lative history. Five days after the passage ot = @ ex 
emption the « versed its action. Mr. Morris protested (ibid., p. 47), 

6 Ist J ihe convention again decreed “‘that the vessels of the United 

ta I ymprised in the dispositions of the decree of the 9th M: conf 

! ly | tee article of the treaty cengeeses ee ht ey, 1778." 
J tht cept was annulled and the United States were again thrown 
under the effect of the original decree of the preceding May (ibid., p. 50). Mor 
ris wrot efferson, then Secretary of State: “ The decree respecting neutral bot 
1 t respects the vessels of the United States, has, you will see, been 
bandied about ina shameful manner. Lam told, from Havre, thatit is bythe force 


violate our rights have been obtained ; 
and circumstances this idea seems to be 
f rior to this Mr. Morris had written the mi 
r that the matter be fixed definitely, 


ations which 


venta 


of money that the determi 
mparing t 


supported” (ibtd., p 


ant im « dia 


} 
too well 














ister of forcign affairs askin otherwise ‘ , 
must expect to see tl pecies of dispute multiplied, in which eupidity on the 
one and and fear on the other will give place to calumnious insinuations, which 
lead uninformed per » think that the interests of individuals might influenc¢ 
the national decisions" (ibid., p. 47). This note was followed by the exe mption of 
July, soon afte ich Morris laid before the foreign office more specit > charges 

i p. 51), notwithstanding which the exemption was again reversed. nail 4 


saction the existing force of the treaties of 1778 was nowhere denicd, 
two exceptions was expressly admitted. 
At this tii Genét was carrying on bis objectionable course in the United 


States under e shelter, as he contended, of the treaties, whose binding effect Mr 


trar 
the 


ind in 





















Jetferson did not deny, while he disputed Genét’s construction of them (idid., p. 

, et Be +) 

Mr. Morris still endeavored to secure exemption from the May decree, but 
out success if wrote, during October, 17938, that in effect the m 
of foreign affairs had a owledged and lamented to him the impropriety { 
decree ble to } ul r the greater influence for the repeal of 3 
driven to ot ty of exercising a step which it is not possible to justify. 
There is no use in arguing with those who are sady convinced, and where no 
g£ Lis to be expect ; may follow. I have, therefore only stated the 
question on its true ground © to you in America to insist on a rigid per 
formance of the treaty or sl k to the equal state of unfettered neutrality’ 
(il p. 75). * 

Mr. Monroe now su ded Mr. Morris in Paris, and eseihon pease sd he “felt 
extremely embarrassed how to touch again upon their [the French] infringement 
of the treaty of commerce, whether ill on them to execute it or leave that 
question ¢ round I had placed it. * * * Upon full consideration I 
concluded that it was the1 t safe and sound policy to leave this point where it 
was before id ,pé I idently made a distinction between “advising 
and pressing” the execution of the treaty and insisting upon its execution. In- 


stead of demanding its execu 
part of Fran fearing that 
demand for the ¢ 


counter recution 


le this communication Monroe 





1asaright he advised itas a politic act on the 
decided course on his part would lead toa 

by the United States of the guaranty clause. 

received from the Secretary of State a rather tart 

ponse, of which this is tl important paragraph (ébid., p. 87). 

‘The fourth head of inquiry stated in your letter shows that you were possessed 
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aid ay 
of cases which turned entirely upon the improp y ands ) 
certainly the fact. ‘ow, without the abrogation of the decree, so far as it 
presented those cas¢ redress which you were instructed to demand could 
not be ed. In tr there was no cause or pretense f relief it 
n t] lof that decree having violated t { j 
l tot inevitable con ym that the d e, if « i i tu nstan< 
l be no less acisagreeavie, und « sequenuy ti bi op 
ances ought to be prevented, a circumstance which « ld ’ hed « 
a total repeal?” 
Soon after this the conve 
of commerce of 1778 (ibid 
derstanding on each sidea 
At this time commence 
been doing in Englar t 
tored between the two Re] Ss, and 
louded by the rumors from England. 
which contained the text of the Jay ti 
d that, after « lerabl 
United States to declar ur Gove 
respectto our treaty with Gt t Brit 
fr lly to them” (ibid., p. aco 





ywed, in March, 1796 ¢ 





sreupon foll 








complaints of the French Gov rt nent 

States,”’ in which an infraction of the ti 

ance, and in answering which Monroe | 
ent the enduring force of 


t those treaties. 
The Jay treaty was \ 


threatening « 


itl 


oud burst. 














Che minister fairs it { he directory regarded 
the hotf th tipuiat 8 
ft fl : ‘ engaveme h 
two 1 trea f con ot 
17 2 . . 

After this, ¢ en st t ‘ tive tory . If founded in 
regarding the stipulations of the treaty of 1778 which concern tl rality of the 
r as altered and suspended in their most essential parts by this act, and th 
t we fail in its duty if it did not modify a state of t ! i never 
have been consented to up 16 conditi of the most (ibid., 
p. 14 Monroe argued in re ‘that the treaty of ated 
closing with a renewal of his « l of French con rican 

‘ nimer . 
Pinckney was now ordered out to succeed Monroe, but before he reac is 
rance gave notice of intended reprisals (ibid., p. 147), and in October 





tive Directory’s decree ot 1796, with notic 
iat it would be applied to the United States, and that his functions as minister 
s suspended (idid., p. 145). The decree provided that France should wee‘ 
neutral vessels, either as to confiscations, as to se ypture 8, in the san 
manner as they shall suffer the Eng a ede Sn ane i 


received a copy of the Execn 








irches or ¢ 





Ir 
ill 














ion of his Government, however, the French minister was careful to state that 
the ordinary relations subsisting i tween the two p ople, in vil _—= the co 
ventions and treaties, shal! not on this account be suspended.” Pinch kne arrived 
but was not received, and Monroe was dismi l with langu whic Adams 
des tudiously mar : es towards the Go nment ot the 
Un : Ss. 
Chis brings us to the clos ver stra 
two countries had become, leay l 
the treaties; on the contr as fonud 
Lo . 
Tn February, 1797, the French minister of foreign af 








he treaty in a fallacious argument as to the 
dentally that “the Federal Government doubtless had 1 
he treaty of 1778 as obligatory upon the two nations” (il 
The decree of the E utive Dir of 
upon neutrals, speaks of the treaties as existing 
treaty (ivid., p. 160). In April succeeding. the 


role a of 





Mar 
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Ci «a, 


in 





ectory 





mu Of an Z 





nati 









sel is excused as in accordance with treaty; and this is again done i fo 

ing November. The instructions to Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry (Jnly 15, 179 

recognized the treaties as still in force (ibid., p. 453); and the 18th March, 1798 
Uleyrand based his complaints upon them (ibid., p. 493). Finally Congress found 

it necessary by statute te declare the treaties abrogated ; vction clearly useless 

if they were non-existent; an action which in effect admitted their continuing 

force to that day. 


s the 
® abrogating 


The treaties of 1778, particularly the treaty of « 
tant one for our purposes, were in existence until the 


ommerce, wh impor 


passag 








e of 





act. Whatever disputes occurred between this country and France during th 
disturbed period following the conclusion of the Jay treaty arose from differences 
of interpretation of various clauses of the Franco-American treaty, and on neither 











side do we find seriously advanced a contention that the treaties were not in exist- 
ence and were not binding upon both nations. The United States dis ly 
urged their enduring force, while the French departed from this position only in 


that the Jay treaty introduced a modifi ion mto their 
treaty with us, of which they were entitled to the benefit. 
We are of opinion that the treaties of 1 so faras they 
nations, constituted the rule by which ¢ rences betw 
were to be measured r February 6, 1778, : vefore July 7, 
As to the period after July 7, 1798: On that date the abrogeting act pass 
1e Congress was approved by the President and became a law within the ju 
tion of the Constitution; a law replacing to that extent the treaties, and bi 
ng upon all subordinate agents of the n ation, inelt its courts, but not nu 
essarily final as the annulment of an ex stween two sovereign 
owers. 


A ti 


this (if it be a departure) at 
modified the law of 


the two nations 












uding 


contract b« 





at inite duration and which contains no clause 


y which on its faceis of indef 





























providing for its termination may be annulled by one of the p arte s under certain 
circumstances. As between the is in its 1 1 nd if the 
consideration fail, for example, impo t is ken by « 
party, the other may, at its option, it termit J ¢ United States ha 
so held in regard to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 3 to wl Mr. Frelinghuy 
then Secretary of State, wrote Mr. Hall, minist in Central Ameri 
1 

Clayton-Bulwer treaty was voidable at the option of 1 St 
This, I think, has been de nstrated fully on two g nds First, that the c 
sideration of the treaty having failed, its object neve ving been accomp 
the United States did not receive that for which they covenanted ser 
that Great Britain has persistently violated her agrecment not to colonize the 


tral American coast.” 











Here concur two clear reasons for nt sideration 
ive breach of contract. 
Abrogation of a treaty may occur by change of circumstances, as— 
“ When a state of things which was the 3 of the treaty, and one of it 






th 


as abrogat« 


conditions, no longer exists. In most of the old treaties were inserted 
sula rebus sic stantibus, by which the treaty might be construed 
when material circumstances on which it rested « hang ed. Te work this ctle 

is not necessary that the facts alleged to have change: d should be material condi 
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gotiations, but shall, under the standard set for us, inquire afresh as to claims’ 
idity ’ against France Even if this were not so, still there is nothing in the 
of the Executive, after the act of 1798, tending to show an intention to recog- 
he continuing existence of the treaties. On the contrary, the whole argu- 
nt procee upon the opposite hypothesis | 
Claima mtend that not the act of 1798, but the agreement to expunge the | 
e of the tre of 1800 terminated the treaties of 1778. The rescission 
of that artic t ul ! pute as to the existence of these 
t tics il re ved um of international discussion 
prepared t as valid the cont on of France 
thie at al had substantial value. 
A « m tmay be admit hav Vi for urposes of otiation or compro 
se Without an adm or lat is true in privat 
d ‘ ‘ ons of national pride, tra 
citi ‘ m, and | ni y and often are of 
mo ous import 
Counsel u that Fra sisting the treaties romained in force should be 
bound by t i ul they 1 the apt illustration that if the two nations had 
reed at the tir iy indemnitiecs Fiance would have been held to the 
treat es I i ption is probably correct France having obtained the 
benefit a ed woul justice be bound by the corresponding obligation. 
sentit ’ l lebet et onue. But that is not this case, for France 
‘ rely f d to eure rec ition of the continuing force of the treaty. 
J reaty of 100 contained a provision that “property captured and not yet 
( cor nned” should be restored upon production alone of the passport | 
of 17 These captures must, in almost all instances if not in all, have taken | 
place equent to the annulling statute, and it is urged with much force that if | 
ihe treaties were non-existent France was entitled to demand the proofs required 
bv the general law of nations; as she expressly yielded this point and, as to these 
cases, agreed to abide by the treaty rule, therefore it can not be doubted (urge 
counsel) that had these « ns pow before us been taken into the treaty of 1800 
t would have bee ibjected to the same standard 
Perhaps they would have been. France, obtaining treaty recognition, would 
have been bound byt ty rules; but this did not occur, and as France failed to 
obtain treaty recognition is she therefore to be bound by treaty rules because in | 
one instance she made a special exception in specific terms? Wethink not. A | 


law of nations only in so far as it contains provisions to that 
s may covenant that as between themselves the law of nations | 
articular instances; except in those instances that law remains | 








Vhe treaties had served their purpose; the conditions which they contemplated | 
had changed. Whatever may have been the jastice of French complaints of our | 
course with Great Britain, and whatever may have been her rights under the cir- | 


cumstances, still she had so invaded the rights of the United States to free com- | 
meres in innocent cargoes upon the high seas that a case was presented of such | 
' 
| 





lof such active infraction of the treaties that this coun- 
try was in a position te proclaim them ended. 

Free ships, free goods, had become a dead letter. The passport which the treaty 
prescribed as a sutlicient protection was disregarded, and various other aggressions 
upon the shipping vf the United States were committed, aggressions admittedly | 


failure of consideration and 





‘ 

















1 (den by the treaty provisions 
Ve are of opinion that the c:rrcumstances justified the United States in annull- 
ing the treaties of 1778; that the act was a valid one, not only as a municipal stat- 





ute but as between the nations; and that thereafter the compacts were ended. 
We fail to find any agreement by France as to these claims to submit to the treaty 
rules after July 7, 1798, the treaties not being recognized by us, and we conclude 
that the validity of claims not expressly mentioned in the treaty of 1800, which 
arose after July 7, 1798, is to be ascertained by the principles of the law of nations 
ree d at that time, and not by exceptional provisions found in the treaties 
of 





INSURANCE TO COVER. 


Insurance to cover is that amount of insurance which in case of accident will 
entirely reimburse the insured for his loss. It includes not only the value of the 
property, but also the cost of the insurance procured to protect it. 

Phillips in his work on insurance thus states the question argued here (§ 1221): 


rhe premium on the premium is to be included in computing the amount to | 


be insured in order to cover tho interest and replace the exact value of the sub 
ject in case of total loss.” 
Some of the claimants ask that they be allowed unpaid premiums of insurance 
. an element of the value of property lost, and if so that such premium be allowed 


the able arguments and briefs of counsel for claimants on these questions have 
been listened to and examined with great care. Whatever difficulty we might 
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statute is that we shall not be conciuded by the President’s position in these ne- 
i 
| 
| 


JULY 21, 


may by law have” (9 2). This statute, therefore, authorized private armed ves. 
sels to take any armed French vessel *‘ found within the jurisdictional limits of the 
United States or elsewhere on the high seas” (§ 1), and to recapture American 
vessels taken by the French. (See acts May 28 and June 25, 1798.) 

Many of the vessels whose cases are before us carried armament of some kind, 
and several are shown to have hada special license, commission, or authority 
issued probably by virtue of the power given the President in the last two acts 
of Congress. 














Che marked distinction between the act of June and that of July is in this: 
Ihe former permitted defense only except in the matter of recapture, while the 
latter authorized attack, but attack only un armed vessels. Nowhere in the stat- 
utes is there any permission given to molest French merchantmen, although 
France was then engaged in the acts of illegal seizure and condemnation from 
which the spoliation claims arose. Defendants urge that the arming of a mer- 











ntmanu and the presence on board of a special lice under the acts cited de- 
stroyed any right of recovery as against France and consequently as against the 


United States : 





y > 


We have held (Gray's case, 21 C. Cls. R., 375) as to the relations between t 
two countries during the period in question that ‘‘no such war existed as operated 
to abrogate treaties, lo suspend private rights, or to authorize mdiscriminate 
seizures and condemnations; that, in short, there was no public general war, but 
limited war, in its natare similar to a prolonged series of reprisal Chere was 
not what Wheaton calls ‘‘a perfect war,"’ but a war “limited as to places, persons, 
and things;” the Congress authorized hostilities, but only on the high seas or 
within the jurisdictional limits of the United States, and then only by certain 
specified vessels upon certain specified vessels. 

As far as Congress anthorized and tolerated it so far might we proceed in he 

ile operations, and the word ‘‘enemy" goes the full length of this qualified w 
and no further (21 C. Cls. R., 371). The hostilities were confined on the one side 
of the United States toattack on French armed ships and to recapture of our own. 
The capture of enemy mercantile shipping is an important mark of a state of war, 
one of its principal incidents, and it is significant of the relations between the 
two Goveruments that not a movement was made by Congress or the Executive 
in this direction. 

A privateer is an armed vessel belonging to one or more private individuals, li 
censed by Government to take prizes from an enemy; its authgrity in this regard 
must depend altogether upon the extent of the commission issued to it, and is 
qualified and limited by the laws under which the commission is issued. (The 
Thomas Gibbons, 8 Cranch, 421.) 

Letters of marque and reprisal may theorctically issue in time of peace (articles 
of confederation signed 1778, article 9), as they form a ‘‘mode of redress for some 
specific injury which is considered to be compatible with a state of peace and per- 
mitted by the law of nations”’ (Kent, vol. 1, p. 61). The commission authorizes 
‘*the seizure of the property of the subjects as well as of the sovereign of the offend. 
ing nation, and to bring it in to be detained as a pledge or disposed of under judi- 
cial sanction, in like manner as if it were a process of distress under national 
authority for some debt or duty withheld” (ibid.). Speaking very technically, a 
letter of marque is merely a permission to pass the frontier, while a letter of re 


he 


























| prisal authorizes a “taking in return,” a taking by way of retaliation, a captio rei 


unius in alterius satisfactionem. The colloquial uso together of the two names, 
letter of marque and letter of reprisals, leads sometimes to misunderstanding as to 
the differing effect of each, one being a simple authority to depart, the other an 
authority to seize property in compensation for an injury committed. 

The licenses or commissions of 1798 contained no hint of intended reprisals, for 
no authority to seize a French merchantman is contained in them, although the 
French had long been capturing our commercial marine. There was, however, ex- 
press authority to seize armed vessels and to recapture American vessels; that 
is, in its essence, authority to defend, not to attack. 

Within the limits prescribed by the Congress there was war; limited, imperfect 
war, not general public war, but war complete as to the vessels engaged in it tothe 
extent only of the powers given by the Congress. Following in the path marked 


| out by the Supreme Coart in the prize cases which came before them during this 


| 
} 
} 
upon the theory of insurance to cover. 
| 


find were the matter bere presented for the first timeis removed by the precedents 
established by the Sapreme Court. In the Anna Maria (2Wharton, 325) the court 
allowed * The value of the vessel and the prime cost of the cargo with all charges, 





ud the premium of insurance, where it has been paid, with interest.” In Mal- 
ley vs. Shattack (2 Cranch, 458) the court said (citing The Charming Betsey): 
‘In pursuance of that rule the rejection of the premium for insurance, that 


premium not having been paid, is approved; but the rejection of the claim for 
outtits of the vessel and the necessary advance to the crew is disapproved. Al 
though the general terms used in the case of The Charming Betsey would seem 
to exclude this item from the account, yet the particular question was not under 
the consideration of the court, and it is conceived to stand on the same pvrincip! 
with the premium of theinsurance, if actually paid, which was expressly allowed.”’ 

Following the Supreme Court we shall allow premiums of insurance when ac- 
tually paid, and not otherwise. 








ARMED VESSELS. 


In cases heretofore submitted a question arose as to the effect upon claimants’ 
rights of the following facts, or either of them, should they or either of them be 
found to exist: 

A. That the vessel acted as a privateer. 

B. That the vessel possessed the license or authority described in either the 
act of June 25, 1798, or in the act of July 9, 1798, authorizing the class of seizure 
described in those acts or in the act of May 28, 1798. 

These questions were ordered to be and have been reargued. 

The provisions of the three laws above recited are very different in effect, that 
of the latest date being the one most important in the consideration of these cases. 
‘The act of May 28 (1 Stat. L., 561), ‘to more effectually protect the commerce and 
coasts of the United States" empowered the President to give certain orders to 
the armed vessels of the nation and contained no illusion to vessels owned by in- 
dividuals. The actof June 25 (ibid., p. 572) authorized “the defense of the mer- 
chant vessels of the United States against French depredations,” and to that end 
allowed the commanders and crews of such vessels to *‘ oppose and defend against | 
any search, restraint, or seizure” attempted by a French vessel, to ‘‘repel by | 
force any assault or hostility’ on the part of such French vessel, to “ subdue and 
capture the same" and to retake any American vessel captured by the French. | 

The act of July 9 (ibid., p. 578), gave to private armed vessels specially commis- | 
sioned the same license and authority ‘for the subduing, seizing, and capturing 
any armed French vessel, and for the recapture of the vessels, goods, and effects 
of the people of the United States, as the public armed vessels of the United States | 








period, and of which Bass vs. Tingey is a fair example, we are led to the conclu- 
sion that where a private vessel was fitted for the purpose of attacking armed 
French vessels, and of recapturing American vessels seized, she fell within the 
rules of war, and if captured, became legitimate prize. The relations of the two 
nations being strained to hostilities within certain distinctly defined bounds, within 
those bounds the active agents of either Government were subject to the rules of 
wa", and vessels intending to seize must submit to seizure. 

It does not, however, follow that every vessel having a special license under 
the acts of 1798, or every vessel having some armament on board, falls within this 
rule. Long within the memory of men now living many portions ef the ocean 
since freely opened to commerce were infested by pirates who boarded peaceful 
merchantwen, plundered the vessels, and mardered the crews, or dragged them 
to the horrors of slavery. The literature relatiug to the early part of the century 
is filled with anecdotes based upon the outrages of such freebooters, and the heroic 








| deeds of those sent out by the different Governments to capture or destroy them. 


Vessels tempting these waters found it advisable to carry some armament, so that 
failing eflicient convoy, or in case of other accident, they might bo prepared to 
cope on comparatively equal terms with these robbers cf the sea. 

At the particular period we now are considering, to the danger from pirates in 
some parts of the world was added the danger from French privateers who acted 
in so illegal and unjustifiable manner as to call from Lord Stowell this opinion : 

‘It has certainly been the practice of this court, lately, to grant salvage on re. 
capture of neutral property out of the hands of the French, and I see no reason 
at the present moment to depart from it. I know perfectly well that it is not the 
mod+rn practice of the law of nations to grant salvage on recapture of nentral 
vessels, and upon this plain principle, that the liberation of a clear neutral from 
the hand of the enemy is no essential service rendered to him, inasmuch as that 
same enemy would be compelled by the tribunals of his own country, after he had 
carried the neutral into port, to release him, with costs and damages for the in- 
jurious seizure and detention. This proceeds upon the supposition that those 
tribunals would daly respect the obligations of the law of nations; a presumption 
which, in the wars of civilized nations, each belligerent is bound to entertain in 
their respective dealings with neutrals. 

‘‘ But it being notorious to all Europe, in the present war, that there has beena 
constant struggle maintained between the governing powers of France, for tl 
time being, and its maritime tribunala, which should most outrage the rights of 
nentral property—the one by its decrees, or the other by its decisions—the liber 
ation of neutral property out of their possession has been deemed, not only in t] 
judgment of our courts, but in that of neutrals themselves, a most substant 
yenefit conferred upon them, in a delivery from danger against which no clea 
ness and innocence of conduct could afford any protection. And a salvage 
such service has not only been decreed, but thankfully paid, ever since these wi 











hostilities have been declared and practiced by France, against all acknowledged 


principles of the law of nations and of natural justice. When these lawless ar 


irregular practices are shown to have ceased, the rule of paying salvage for the 
liberation of neutral property must cease likewise. 


o * * * ” * * 





proof is offered that the maritime tribanals of France have, in any degree, 
corrected either the spirit or the form of their proceedings respecting neutra 
property generally ; and, therefore, I shall not think myself authorized to depart 
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ong tothe tribunals totake notice of any step that a foreign pow¢ r 
nstituting a state of war between France and itself. 

r condemnation demanded of the said ship Fame and of her cargo | 
because of the said letter of marque can not be founded upon any law, and can 
not and ought not to be pronounced rhe said ship besides, not having opposed 
any sistance, suffered itself to be visited at the summons which was made to 
it by the said privateer Phere is, then, no occasion to accede to the demand 
of the captors upon this point See Record in case Nathaniel Richardson, ex- | 
ecutor of Joshua Richardson et al. rvs. The United States, No. 5343.) 

iliis case Was appealed to the civil tribunal of the department, and thence to | 
the council of prizes, which latter tribunal, on the 13th December, 1800, released 
the vessel and cargo in accordance with the judgment of the two lower tribuna!s 

The Pégou carried ten cannon She was provided with muskets and muni- | 


tions of wat 

The law officer of the French Government having charge of the case ma | 
the following points among others (see Pistoye et Duverdy, Prises Maritimes, 
vol. 2, p. 51 } 

“It is not enough to have or carry arms to deserve the reproach of being 
armed for war (p. 52). 

Wararmarment is for purely offensive use. This is shown when there is no 
object in the armament but attack, or at least when everything tends to prove 
that such is the principal object of the enterprise * * * But defense is a 
natural right, and means of defense are legitimate in sea-voyagesas in all other 
occurrences perilous to‘life. A vessel having but a small crew, whose cargo 
was considerable, was evidently intended forcommerce, notfor war. Thearms | 
found in this vessel were not intended for violence or hostility, but to prevent 
them; not to attack, but todefend. The pointas to war armament, then, seems 
to me unfounded.” 

The Pégou was disc red with damages to her captain. 

In the case of the Friend, of Bostoa, a letter of marque had been found on 
board; the vessel was armed for defense; there was no resistaace; summons 
from the privateer was obeyed, and the master’s instructions directed him to 
avoid acts of offense and to be prudent. The commissaire of the Government 
urged that these were not reasons for capture. The vessel was condemned on 
other grounds, (Pistoye et Duverdy, vol. 1, p. 501.) 

Further, Article IV of the treaty of 13800, which relates to “armed” and “ un- 
armed" merchantmen, shows that France did not stand upon the point urged 
here by the defense, but admitted the right of armament to the extent at least 
of the cases now before us, as its courts did in the cases cited above. 

It is worthy of remark that two classes of license or commission were allowed 
by the acts of Congress. ‘he first act authorized instructions from the Presi- 
dent as to defense only, except that the recapture of American vessels was per- 
mitted, The second act allowed capture of armed Frenchmen. In theabsence 
of proof as to which document a vessel possessed there can be no presumption 
that it was issued under the latter rather than under the former statute; in fact 
the presumption, which always favors what is natural, might lean towards the 
possession of instructions under the first act when it appears that the crew was | 
small, the armament light, and th@object of the voyage commercial in its nat- 
ure 

The distinction must not be forgotten between a legal and justifiable seizure 

and an illegal and unjustifiable condemnation. The seizure of a vessel may be 
successfully defended upon grounds which would not support a subsequent 
condemnation, and * prize courts deny damages when there was probable cause 
for the seizure, and are often justified in awarding to the captors their costs 
and expenses,”’ even when the vessel and cargo are decided not good prize and 
are returned to their owners. (The Thompson, 3 Wall, 155; Jecker vs. Mont- 
gomery, 13 Wow., 498; Murray vs. The Charming Betsey, 2 Cr., 64.) 
» that a vessel fitted for the purpose of seizing French armed ves- 
sels and of recapturing Ametican vessels was, when taken, legitimate prize 
an actor in the limited war defined by Congress; but that the mere arming of : 
merchantman whose object was trade, subordinate to which was the provision 
for protection, did not authorize seizure and condemnation even if an instrue- 
tion or license under either of the acts of 1798 were found on board. In these 
cases, as in every case arising between nations, technicalities must be thrown 
aside, and the very essence and spirit of the transaction must be discovered by 
the light of the facis peculiar to each case, 




























BLOCKADE IN WEST INDIES. 

It is urged by the defendants that the British possessions in the West Indies 
were ina state of blockade, and oceupied in such a manner as properly to be 
regarded in astate ofsiege. That, therefore, the condemnations of vessels bound 
for those ports with cargoes otherwise innocent were legal and justifiable. The 
argument has turned more particularly upon vessels bound for Martinique so 
that for purpose of illustration we will consider the case of that island, formerly 
a French possession and captured by England during the war. 

The defendant's argument assumes that Martinique was blockaded; that it was 
practically ina state of »; that its predominant character was that of a port 
of military naval equipment; and therefore the seizure of neutral vessels bound 
to that port was justified, although the cargo was otherwise innocent. 

The law of blockade is so clear that while a few citations may be given for 
the sake of illustration they seem to us hardly necessary. 

Kent says: 

“The law of blockade however, so harsh and severe in its operation that in 
order to apply it the fact of the actual blockade must be established by clear 
and unequivocal eviden and the neutral must have had due previous notice 
of its existen and the squadron allotted for the purpose of its execution must 
be competent to cut off all communication with the interdicted place or port; 
and the neutral must have been guilty of some act of violation, either by going 
in or attempting to enter, or by coming out with a cargo laden after the com- 
mencement of the blockade. The failure of either of the points requisite to es- 
tablish the existence of a legal blockade amounts to an entire defeasance of the 
measure, even though the notification of the blockade has issued from the au- 
thority of the Government itself. 

‘A blockade must be existing in point of fact,and in order to constitute that 
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void, and have no sanction in public law. The ancient authorit f 

to a strict and actual siege and blockade. The language of Grotius is op; ’ 
obsessum vel portus clausus, and the investing power must be able to apply its 
force to every point of the blockaded place, so as to render it dangerous to at- 
tempt to enter, and there is no blockade of that part where its power can not 


be brought to bear.”” (Vol. 1, pp. 144-5.) 

The United States have contended that a blockade must be effective to 
valid (note b, to Kent, vol. 1, p. 145) and admitted the principle even as to 
own ports during the late war, This question has been very ably discussed in 


1 late note from the Secretary of State, Mr, Bayard, to the mir r represent- 





ing the United States of Colombia, in which, after citing authorities, the Secre- 
tary reaches the following conclusions: 
“Afler careful examination of the ithorities and precedents bearing upon 





this important question, I am bound to conclude as a general principle that a 


ports held by its 
enemies, whether foreign or domestic, can have no international validity and 
no extraterritorial effect in the direction of imposing any obligation upon the 
governments of neutral powers to recognize it or to contribute towards its en- 
forcement by any domestic action on their part 

*“Such a decree may indeed be necessary asa municipal enactment of the state 
which proclaims it, in order to clothe the executive with authority to proceed 
to the institution of a formal and effective blockade, but when that purpose is 
attained its power is exhausted. If the sovereign decreeing such closure have 
a naval force sufficient to maintain a blockade, and if he duly proclaim such a 
blockade, then he may seize, and subject to the adjudication of a prize court, 








vessels which may attempt to run the blockade. If he lay an embargo, then 
vessels attempting to evade such embargo may be forcibly repelled by him if 





he be in possession of the port so closed. But his decree closing ports which 
are held adversely to him is, by itself, entitled to no international respect. 
Were it otherwise, the de facio and titular sovereigns of any determinate country 
or region might between them exclude all merchant ships whatever from their 
ports, and in this way not only ruin those engaged in trade with such states, 
but cause much discomfort to the nations of the world by the exclusion of ne- 
cessary products found in no other market.”’ Note, dated April 24, 1885. See 
also Hall, International Law, 22 257 and 260; 3 Phillimore, 311 and 516; case of 
The Sarah Star, Blatchford’s Prize Cases, 69-87; Lawrence's Wheaton, pp. 575 
et seq.) 

William Seott thus laid down the rule: 

To constitute a violation of blockade three things must be proved: First, the 
existence of an actual blockade; second, the knowledge of the party supposed 
to have offended ; and, third, some act of violation, either by going in or com 
ing out witha cargo laden after the commencement of blockade.”’ (The Betsey, 
1 Rob, Adm., p.92. As to Berlin and Milan decrees see Woolsey, 2 206.) 

Therefore to justify seizure the blockade must be effective, notice must have 
been given and there must be an attempt to violate it. 

Was Martinique effectively blockaded? 

Defendants have referred us to no authority to show that it was, and we have 
made such examination as the sources of historical investigation on this sub- 
ject afforded without finding any statement to that effect. The records of the 
numerous spoliation cases in this court which have been brought to our atten- 
tion throw no light on the subject, asthey proceed upon the fact that the con- 
demned vessel was bound to an enemy pori or laden with enemy produce and 
the condemnations rest upon French decrees. 

An examination of the history of Anglo-French naval operations directly af- 
fecting the West Indies discloses the following events: 

February 2, 1794,an English expedition sailed from the Barbadoes to attempt 
the capture of Martinique, then under the command of General Rochambeau. 
This expedition consisted ofthree ships ofthe line, eight frigates, four sloops, two 
store-ships,and one bomb, under command of Vice-Admiral Sir John Jervis, 
carrying something Jess than 6,100troops, commanded by Lieut. Gen. Sir Charles 
Grey. The French garrison was insignificant in number, consisting only of 
some 600 men, including 400 militia, while at Fort Royal was a 28-gun frigate, 
and at St. Pierre an 18-guncorvette. Possibly a privateer ortwo wasalso avail- 
able. The Britisharrived offthe island the5th of February, and someidea may 
be gained of the heroic defense of the French from the fact that with the over- 
whelming force at their command the British did not obtain a surrender until 
the 22d of March. 

The forts were garrisoned, Lieutenant-General Prescott was given command, 
a small squadron, under Commodore Thompson, was left to co-operate with him 
in case of attack, and the rest of the expedition embarked the 3lst March to at- 
tack St. Lucie (James’s Naval History, volume 1, page 217 et seqg.), which sur- 
rendered without the loss of a life upon the 4th of April. Then followed the 
conquest of Grande-Terre, another expedition having taken the three small is- 
lands adjacent to Guadeloupe, called the “ Saintes,’ and on the 20th April all 
Guadeloupe and its dependencies surrendered, comprising the islands of Maric 
Galante, Desirade, and the Saintes, at an expense of two British rank and file 
killed, four rank and file wounded, and five missing. A French 16-gun corvette 
was eaptured in this expedition, but was not deemed fit for service. 

Early in June a French squadron of two frigates, one corvette, two large 
ships, armed en fliite, and five transports anchored off the village of Gosier, 
Guadeloupe, and began disembarking troops commanded by Victor Hugues, 
bearing the title of commissaire civil. After skirmishes with the British garri- 
son and French royalists, in which Hugues’s troops were successful, a consider- 
able force of vessels and men were sent by the British todislodgethem. There- 
sult was the withdrawal of the British from Grande-Terre the 3d July, just one 
month after Hugues’s arrival. In October the French received re-enforcements, 
took Basse-Terre, and the 6th October, 1794, were again masters of Guadeloupe, 
except a small port called Fort Matilda, which, so tenacious was the resistance, 
they did not capture until December 10, 

At the close of the preceding year the British had obtained possession of Cape 
Nicolas Mole, Jérémie, and other French villages in San Domingo, and in Feb- 
| ruary, 1794, other places on the island fell into their hands after trifling resist- 
ance. In Maya strong force was sent by the British against Port au Prince, 
which surrendered June 4. In December the British post at Cape Tiburion was 
attacked and captured by French troops, assisted by three armed vessels (ibid. ), 
| As soon as news of Hugue’s victory reached France there were dispatched to 
his assistance a 50-gun frigate, a 36-gun frigate, two corvettes, an armed shipor 
two, and eight or ten transports, with three thousand troops and suitable stores. 

‘The arrival of this important re-enforcements inspired Victor Hugues with 
designs against the other ceded islands, Having not only troops but transports 
to convey and ships of war to protect them, this demon of republicanism, whose 
barbarity, as fully accredited on several occasions, was of the most revolting 
description, readily contrived to land soldiers at Sainte Lucie, St. Vincent, Gre- 
} nada, and Dominique. Artful emissaries accompanied the troops, and soon 
suceeeded in raising a ferment in the islands which they visited. The negroes, 
Caribs, and many of the old French inhabitants revolted, and dreadful were 
the atrocities perpetrated upon the well affected. * * * The British troops, 
thinly distributed from the first and since reduced by fatigue and sickness, could 
offer in general but a feeble resistance to the numbers of different enemies op- 
posed tothem. The garrison of Sainte Lucie, numbering 2,000 men, evacuated 
the island on the 19th of June” (1795). By the 27th of June the“ rebellion” in 
Dominique had been quelled “‘by the few British troops stationed there, as- 
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warlike equipment, then theirseizure is justifiable. (The Comerceen, 1 Wheaton, 
382.) 

Bluntschli thinks it against * gute sitte’’ to treat trade in provisions as contra- 
band even if it serves the hostile army’s use (Mod, Véikerrecht, 2 807). Heffter 
(Kuropdisches Volkerrecht, 7160) holds that belligerents may take measures 
against the export by neutrals of doubtful articles, articles occasionally contra- 
band, only when a destination for the enemy’s government and military forces 
can be shown on adequate grounds. Ortolan denies that provisions and ob- 
jects of prime necessity may be considered contraband, except in cases not per- 
tinent to this discussion (Vol. II, 179). Hautefeuille goes much further and ad- 
mits as contraband only arms and munitions of war ready for immediate use, 
fit to be used as such and for no other purpose. (Droits des Nations Neutres, 
II, 419.) 

Kliber leans the same way and holds that presumptions are in favor of free- 
dor of trade (7 288),and Martens states that the law in Europe prior to the first 
armed neutrality, 1780, considered as contraband only articles of direct use in 
war. Vattel sanctions the seizure of provisions ‘in certain junctures when we 
have hopes of reducing the enemy by famine ” (Liv. III., ch. 7, see. 112), but 
Wheaton believes be intended to carry the principle no further than to the case 
of a besieged city; and commenting on Grotius, Wheaton reaches the conclu- 
sion that the latter sanctions the seizure of provisions, not bound to a port be- 
sieged or blockaded, only when made for preservation or defense ‘under the 
pressure of that imperious and unequivocal necessity which breaks down the 
distinetions of property,’ and this power should not be exercised until all 
other possible means have been used, then not if the right owner is under a 
like necessity, and even then restitution shall be made as soon as possible. 
Bivokershoek and Rutherfurth concur in this view. (Wheaton, pp. 556 to 558.) 

Wheaton expresses no definite opinion for himself, but clearly leans to the 
side of freedom towards the neutral. 

In 1763 (May 7), Mr. Jefferson instructed Mr, Pinckney in relation to a fear ex- 
pressed by the latter that the belligerent powers might stop our vessels going 
with grain to enemy ports, that “such astoppagetoan unblockaded port would 
beso unequivocal an infringementof the neutral rights that we can not conceive 
it will be attempted.”’ This instruction was followed by another dated Septem- 
ber 7, 1793, in which Mr. Jefferson, after stating that in time of war neutrals are 
free to pursue their ordinary avocations of agriculture, manufacture, and com- 
merce, with the exception of not furnishing to either belligerent “ implements 
merely of war for the annoyance of the other, nor anything whatever to a place 
blockaded by its enemy,’ proceeds to define these “ implements” as follows: 

“ There does not exist, periiaps, a nation in our common hemisphere, which 
has not made a particular enumeration of them in some or all of their treaties 
under the name of contraband. It suffices for the present occasion to say that 
corn, flour, and meal are not of the class of contraband, and consequently re- 
main articles of free commerce. A culture which, like that of the soil, gives 
employment to such a proportion of mankind, could never be suspended by 
the whole earth, or interrupted for them, whenever any two nations should 
think it propertogotowar. * * * Ifany nation whatever hasa righttoshut 
up to our produce all the ports of the earth except her own and those of her 
friends, she may shut up these also, and so confine us within our own limits. 
No nation can subscribe to such pretensions; no nation can agree, at the mere 
will or interest of another, to have its peaceable industry suspended and its citi- 
zens reduced to idleness and want. * * * 

“It is not enough for anation to say weand our frends will buy your produce. 
We have a right to answer that it suits us better to sell to their enemies as well 
as their friends. Our ships do not go to France to return empty. They go to 
exchange the surplus of one product which we can spare for surpluses of other 
kinds which they can spare and we want; which they can furnish on better 
terms and more to our mind than Great Britain orherfriends. Wehave a right 
to judge for ourselves what market best suits us,and they have none to forbid 
us the enjoyment of the necessaries and comforts which we may obtain from 
any other independent country.” 

Mr. Randolph, denying that food can be universally ranked “ among military 
engines,’ admitted thatcorn, meal, and flour are so in case of “‘ blockade, siege, 
or investment.” In the late Franco-Chinese war France endeavored to make 
** rice "’ contraband, and, referring to this contention, Mr. Kasson, our minister 
in Berlin, wrote as follows to the Secretary of State: 

* * * “But more especiaily I beg your attention to the importance of the 
srinciple involved in this declaration,as it concerns our American interests. 

Ve are neutrals in European wars. Food constitutes an immense portion of 

our exports. Every European war produces an increased demand for these 
supplies from neutral countries. The French doctrine declares them contra- 
band ,not only when destined directly for military consumption, but when go- 
ing in the ordinary course of trade as food for the civil population of the bellig- 
erent government. 

‘If food can be thus excluded and captured, still more can clothing, the in- 














etruments of industry, and all less vital supplies be cut off on the ground that 


they tend to support the efforts of the belligerent nation. Indeed, the real prin- 
ciple involved yoes to this extent, that everything the want of which will in- 
crease the distress of the civil population of the belligerent country may be de- 
clared contraband of war. The entire trade of neutrals with belligerents may 
thus be destroyed, irrespective of an effective blockade of ports. War itself 
would become more fatal to neutral States than to belligerent interests. 

‘The rule of feudal times, the starvation of beleaguered and fortified towns, 
might be extended to an entire population of an open country. It is a return 
to barbaric habits of war. It might equally be claimed that all peaceful men of 
arms-bearing age could be deported, because otherwise they might be added to 
the military forces of the country.” 

Martinique was neither blockaded nor besieged. It undoubtedly had a British 
garrison and was a refuge and sometimes a rendezvous for British armed ves- 
sels; at the same time it had a large civil population to be fed then, as it is now, 
largely by the products of the temperate zone. Its predominant character was 
not that of a port of naval or military equipment. 

We do not consider that a provision-laden ship bound for Martinique was 
properly condemned on the ground alone that she was bound to a British port, 
nor do we consider the fact that the port had once been French complicates the 
situation. There 1s nothing in the law of nations which justifies or makes valid 
as against neutrals such decrees as those issued during this war by the French 
and English. Russia admitted these decrees were contrary to the law of na- 
tions. France promised to pay for captures made under them, England and 
Spain did pay the United States. (See authorities cited in Gray,adm’r, v. U.S., 
21 ©. Cis. R., p. 340.) 

If either party desired to reduce the other by starvation there wasa plain and 
acknowledged legal method to obtain that end; that is, by the establishment of 
an effective blockade, That neither was able totake this course is not a reason 
that the commerce of neutrals should be suspended on the penalty of having 
their merchant vesselsand cargoes confiseated. Toadmitsuch adoctrine would 
be to impose in time of war a worse burden upon the neutral than that borne 
by either belligerent, and would shut it up in its own ports, or oblige it to fur- 
nish, in protection of its commerce, a naval force competent to compete with 
the belligerent, which by paper decrees, unsupported by effective acts by its 
municipal law, attempts to interfere with the recognized and natural rights of 
neutral trade. 

We do not understand that in the negotiations of 1800 the French denied the 
justice of claims similar in principle to the one now suggested, and the treaty 
of 1778 in terms conceded the right to trade with the enemy. The commerce of 
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the United States was principally in agricultural products, certainly not in mu- 
nitions of war, A most important complaint was as to that part of the bellig- 
erent decrees which directed seizure of neutral property on the sole ground of 
destination to an enemy port without regard to the character of the- cargo, 
(See Treaty Commerce 1778, Articles XII, XIII, XXIII, XXTV.) 

It seems to us clear that this class of claims was contemplated by the treaty 
of 1800 and the act of 1885. ; 


BURDEN OF PROOF IN PRIZE PROCEEDINGS. 


The burden of proof in prize proceedings is on the seized vessel. The author- 
ities concur in this general statement, but the principle is not technical and is 
not to be pushed beyond its proper natural intent. Seized vessels always ap- 
pear before the court under the taint of suspicion; that taint it is incumbent 
upon them to remove, as it isin their power alone to doso. What the court 
looks for is the fact. If it appear that the vessel was innocently pursuing an 
honest and legal voyage, whether that appear by papers or otherwise, then the 
vessel should be released. No particular papers, no specified character of evi- 
dence is marked out and defined as indispensable to attain this end. 
is easily supposable in which a merchant vessel has lost its papers by 
an accident, or by theft, or by robbery committed by a pirate or privateer, or 
through suppression by the captor, and it would not be admitted—the fact of 
their non-production being explained, and the vessel’s honest character being 
shown—that because some particular document was not on board she therefore 
should be condemned and confiscated. The onus prosandi is on the captured 
vessel; which means no more than that she must explain away suspicious cir- 
cumstances, 





REPRISALS. 

The learned counsel for the defense contend that the United States first vio- 
lated the treaties of 1778 by the proclamation of neutrality of 1793, by refusing to 
guaranty the French possessions, by refusing to grant the promised harbor 
privileges, and by concluding the Jay treaty. Therefore ‘it was the right of 
}rance to retaliate upon the United States for these violations; and whatever 
she did, or whatever was done by her authority in such retaliation prior to and 
during the limited war existing between the two countries, whether by capt- 
ures, seizures, condemnations, or confiscations of American property, vessels 
or cargoes, was justifiably done.” 

In another form substantially the same contention is made, defendants claim- 
ing that the acts of France complained of by the United States were authorized 
by the law of nations; that whether reparation was to be made by France de- 
pended upon comphance with her demands; that as the United States did not 


| acquiesce in those demands, but by the annulling act of July, 1798, practically 


notified France that they would not do so, “from that moment France owed no 
compensation for those confiscations and the matter was res judicata,” 

In considering these propositions it will strike any oue who has studied the 
correspondence or will refer to the extracts made from it by us in this and our 
previous opinions on the spoliations question, that France never took this 
point. It will be remembered that the decrees at the outset were admitted by 
all parties to be illegal, and excusable only on the ground of necessity; that 
while this admission was not by any means consistently adhered to, still Eng- 
land and Spain came back to it in effect when they compensated the United 
States for losses—England through a commission organized under the provision 


| of the Jay treaty, Spain in the treaties relative to the Florida purchase. 


France did not seriously ask us to enforce the guaranty and apparently 
did not wish us to do so, however much we may have feared such a demand 
on her part, and however much some of her agents and her colonists may have 
desired it. The vital point of difference was the Jay treatv. We have already 
discussed that instrument and stated that it was in conflict with the provisions 
in the Franco-American treaties of 1778. France did not contend that the Jay 
treaty abrogated the treaties of 1778; on the contrary, her whole argument, 
down to the ratification of the treaty of 1800, was based upon the premise that 
the treaties were of enduring force. The decree itself which ordered seizure 
of neutral property bound in United States vessels to enemy ports, set forth as 
a reason for its enactment that the Jay treaty modified, not annulled, the trea- 
ties with France, and that France was entitled under the treaties to any benefit 
this modification might give her. 

France did not deny at any point of the negotiations which led to the treaty 
of 1800 her liability for claims known by the generic name of *‘ spoliations,”’ but 
claimed in return for payment recognition of treaties, a demand which was not 
granted, andthe contention remained embodied in the second article, which was 
stricken out. Thus wascompleted what Madison calied the “‘ bargain” by which 
we released “spoliations” in consideration of release from all obligations founded 
upon the treaties of 1778. A striking illustration of the French position, if any is 
needed after the detailed statement of the negotiations which has heretofore 
been made, is found in Article IV of the treaty of 1800, which agrees to return 
prizes captured under the decrees, now termed by the defense decrees of retali- 
ation, when those prizes had not been already definitively condemned. 

Acts of retaliation are admitted to be justifiable under certain circumstances, 
They may exist when the two nations are otherwise at peace, but they are in 
their nature acts of warfare. They depart from the field of negotiation into that 
of force, and, as is war, are justified by a successful result. To term the decrees 
of France and the acts of their privateers under them “ acts of reprisal’’ does 
not alter the facts or the legal position. That position has been defined by the 
Supreme Court of the United States as limited partial war. We, following the 
path indicated by that tribunal, have defined it as “limited war in its nature 
similar to a prolonged series of reprisals.” 

The result of that partial limited war, the result of the negotiations for set- 
tlement, the agreement reached by the two parties which made the Govern- 
ment of the United States liable over to its citizens, we have heretofore considered 
so much in detail that we shall not now repeat it, and we need only state briefly 
the result heretofore reached by us, and in which we, after re-examination, are 
confirmed, that the acts of France now in question, whether called “ reprisals ”’ 
or acts of limited warfare, were contended by the United States to be illegal, 
were admitted so to be by France; that France stood ready to make the com- 
pensation made by England and Spain for similar acts on their part, provided 
we would admit certain claims of her own, which we declined to do; and 
finally, by the substitution of the existing second article of the treaty for that 
agreed upon by the negotiators, these claims were surrendered in considera- 
tion of a release from the French demand. 


SALVAGE, 


The case of the Two Brothers presents a claim for salvage paid an American 
man-of-war for rescue from a French privateer. 

The broad principle of prize law forbids an allowance by way of salvage to 
the captor of a neutral in possession of a belligerent. The reason of the rule is 
plain: salvage is remuneration for aid in case of danger, and a neutral vessel in 
the hands of a civilized belligerent is not in danger, for it is to be presumed that, 
if innocent, she will be discharged by the prize-court with damages for deten- 
tion. Some of the prize-courts in France were at certain times during the dis- 
turbed period between 1792 and 1801 very fair and just in their treatment af 
neutral property. We have in our opinions on the spoliations cited instances 
of a reasonable judicial application of the law. . 

Unfortunately, however, the fair administration of justice, which before tae 
Revolution and since has characterized the learned and able officials who have 
there filled the offices of the magistrature, was interrupted during the period 
now under consideration, Setting aside the charges made of ulterior and im- 
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be no objection that reference will be made. ~ 
r ’ ; 1 2 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


A will (S. 431) granting a pension to Emma 8. Free, widow of Thomas | 
8S. Free, late major of the United States Army; 1 t 
A bill (H. B. 8180) to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees e| 
the cou ol ie United Les ; a 

bill (H. &. 6153) to authorize condemnation of land for sites of} 1. 
pu buildings, and for oe rs 
it reso;ution id, Axe 163) authorizing and directing the De- 
partment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been oce upied , 
by the United States cow and officiais to the city of Utica, N. ¥ 
A bill (H, Rt. 6153) for the erection of a public bu ier etiam E 
La and 
bill (H. RR. ¢ 3) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury. ? 
CHANGE O REFERENCE. | 
The SPEAKER. The bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Pierre 
Bottineau ha cos improperly referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. It should go to the Committee on Pensions, and if there | ij j 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL, 
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The interests of his Territory and my own are id cal, and I make 
his correction in fairness to the ger tleman and in justice to myself 
SONAL EXPLANATION 
= McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, before the tariff bill is disposed of 
to correct a statement made by myself on June 28, when th 


. ' ; 
itieman from Calilornia | Mr. FELTON | oceci pied the oor m 





some rem irks with reference to the paragraph placing quicksilver on 
list During that discussion I made the statement that quick 
ver was selling in the San Francisco market at $50 per flask. Upon 


} 
nvestigation I find that I was mistaken in that regard, and should 


ve stated, as I intended to state, that it was selling at 50 cents per 


und. It is proper that I should make this correction 
TARIFF. 
Several members called for the regular order 
} 


The SPE a R. Fhospedia order for tosday at half past 11 o'clock 
s the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 
noe Clerk re: a as follows: 
vill (H.R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in: tion tot 
oletion of te revenue, 
r. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent to correct a verbal mistake 


LANE, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, pre- | in noe bill. During the consideration of the bill in Committee of the 


Whole cotton-seed oil was by inadvertence put on the free-] in two 


euted the following r port ~ | 
In sue Hovsr or Representatives, July 2, 1°38. | places—in line 67 and line 96. J ask unanimous consent to strike ou 
Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed tocloseall perforations | line 67. 

in the floor of the Hall of Representatives where such may be practicable and Th PFAKREP re + +] , , T rats 7 rel 

. , - ie » aiit sik. 1e€ gentiem ym as ar. OD 5 
to enlarge the openings in the floor along the walls of the Hall, and to procure | PEAKER rt on Mieman Ir yr . [11s] 
seats or sofas to be place a: long those walls. The cost of said,work and the pur- | Wnanimous consent to strike out line 67 of the bill. p 
chase of seats shall not exceed $ ,000,to be paid for out of the contingent fund of } Mr. MILLS. The same language has been put in in two pia 


the llouse i 
Your committee is impressed with the impossibility of keeping the air-ducts 
of the Hall free from dust and other sources of defilement under the present ar- 
rangement. It is } roposed, in order to correct this evil, to close all the open- 
ings in the floor which may be practicable, and, in order not to cut off the in- 
fiux of fresh air,to increase the openings in the floor around the wallsof the Hall, 
and such other places as may be found suitable, toan extent at least equal to 
the area of those closed. The openings around the wall should be covered with 
seats or sofas similar to those which run diagonally across the floor outside the 
railing. Itis thought that this change will greatly lessen the danger of the air- | 
ducts becoming fouled, as sometimes now hi appens, The cost of the improve- | 
ment is estimated at $3,000. Yourcommittee recommend the passage of the res- 
olution | 
. LANDES. Iask that the report be printed and laid on the | 

tab 5 ton the present. 
Tl here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ROOMS FOR SELECT COMMITTEES. | 
| 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, offered the following resolution; | 


ss 


which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: | 





Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims and the | 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized and empowered to re- 
tain the use of the committee-room now occupied by them in the Butler Build- | 
ing during the recess and during the second session of this Congress at the same 
rent as is now paid; and that the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury | 
Department be also authorized to occupy a room in the said building at the rate | 
of £50 per month during the balance of this session and during the recess and | 
the second session of this Congress; and the Clerk of the House is hereby di- 
d to pay all of said rent out of the contingent fund of the House. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that on Saturday 
next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, two hours be set 
apart for the consideration of such measures as may be called up by 
the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
son | asks unanimous consent that on next Saturday, immediately 
after he reading of the Journal, two hours be set apart for the consid- 
eration of measures reported from the Committee on Printing. Is 
there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

PATRICK H. WINSTON, JR. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Claims be discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (S. 212) 
for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr., and that it be now considered 
in the House. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

BLOUNT. I object. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DUBOIS. In a debate in which I took part a few days ago, in 
arguing in favor of the amendment introduced by myself, that ‘‘a com- 
bination of lead ore with silver or gold ore shall not exempt such lead 
ore ~ payment of said duty,’’ 1 inadvertently alluded to the hon- 
orable Delegate from Montana in such a way as to give the inference 
either that he was not in favor of the amendment or that for some 
reason he did not care to express himself on this floor. 

In previous and lengthy conversations with the gentleman from Mon- 
tana | knew that his sympathies were not only with the amendment 
but that he intended to so expresshimself fully. Had he not been una- 
veidably absent from the Chamber on that day he no doubt would 
have corrected me at the time. 


recle 





Mr. BREWER. I object. 


Mr. MILLS. I move to amend by striking out the line already in- 
dicated, and also by striking out the word ‘‘per’’ in line 191, whichi 
another verbal mistake. It ought to read ‘‘one-tenth of 1 « ] 

: 1 


pound,’’ but now reads ‘‘one-tenth of 1 per cent. per pound.’’ 1 offe: 
this amendment and move the previous question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it in order to move an amendment to thi 
bill now ? 

The SPEAKER. 


lemand 


Amendments are in order prior to the deman 


/ the previous question. The gentleman from Texas has offered an 
| 4 


amendment and demanded the previous question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Was his amendment in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is in order to offer amendments prior to the de- 
mand for the previous question. The gentleman has moved his amend- 


| ment, and now demands the previous “quest ion. 


The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the amend 


| ment proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. We do not understand what it is, 

The SPEAKER. It will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 67 of the bill strikes out the words “ oil, cotton-seed;”’’ and in lin 


strike out the word “ per,”’ making it read “ one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. MILLS. These amendments merely correct clerical errors. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the report of the Treasury Departm: 
shows that we have now in tho United States over $1,900,000,000 in 
gold, silver, and paper money. Of this amount, exclusive of bullio: 
there is securely locked within the vaults of the Treasury the sum « 
$600,000,000, Of this latter sum one hundred million is set apari 
secure the redemption of the Government Treasury notes; one hu: 
dred. and nineteen millions is set apart to secure the redemption 
gold certificates; two hundred millions is set apart to secure t! 
redemption of silver certificates, and ninety-eight millions to seen 
the redemption of banks which have failed or are in liquidation. 
After al] demands against the Government have been provided f 
there is left a balance of $129,000,00U, which represents the s: 
wrung from the people by excessive and unjust taxation. 

When I make this statement, sir, I have said enough to arrest th 
attention not only of Congress but of the whole country. But th 
is not all. Under the rates of taxation now existing the excess of 
receipts over expenditures is increasing over nine millions of dollars 
per month. To take from the people this large excess not required 
for any just and necessary expenditure of government, even if don: 
by a just and equitable system of taxation, would be vicious aud 
hurtful enough; but when we remember that taxation is levied no: 
upon the wealth of the country, not upon its Jands and houses, i! 
bonds and stocks, its gold and silver, but upon the products of labo 
as they go from production to consumption, and consumption neces- 
sary to sustain human existence; when we remember that the bur- 
den falls heaviest upon those least able to bear if, and that th 
amount required by law is so much taken from the annual supp!) 
that must satisfy the necessary wants of life, and that the sum of tho 
exaction so required is equal to $47.10 on every $100 of taxed artic): 
it is enough to startle the country and arouse it to action. 

But this is not all of the vicious consequences that flow from unjust 
and excessive taxation. Wrongs never go alone. They are gregari- 
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{ powe avert the peril. | \ 
the President in his message define the situation when he said it was 
not a question of theory, ta question of condition, that confronted 


us. Onthisside we have made an honest elfort to relieve this condition 
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of affairs. We have brought before the House a bill which ; 
lessen the inflow of money into the public treasury and permit t Mr. Snea : 3 
excess to remain where it rightfully belongs,in the pockets of the | jnto th 3 from fo ‘ 
people. By existing law the average rate of taxation on dutia name w 
goods imported is $47.10 on every $100 worth. Appla \ { , 
The bill now pending when reported by the Com eon W { , thev w 
and Means reduced the average rate from $47.10 to $4 But coy , 
amendments which have been adopted in the Com tee of € | our consuls j : 3 t 
Whole have restored to the dutiable list many articles which we | ware jn t | ed State » 1882 " L 
had placed upon the free list, and raised the duties on other articles | shire, Enela 173, per cen | 
which we had reduced, so that the average rate of duty on dutiable | than thet R f 
goods by the bill as ame nded iow $42, 9 on every $LUU wor! h n- ‘ < 10ug > 
ported. This is $4.61 reduction on the present average rates on each | fae I : of 
$100 worth imported. | cens ‘ ~~ 34 ‘ 
The total reductions on the revenues derived from imports by the | Why st a f tha 
bill as amended amounts to 850,591,636, of which $30,832,791 are | o { ‘ t r lits 
reductions on the dutiable list and $19,752,845 are reductions from | rhe 1 ts ietals \ 
articles placed on the free list. These are small reductions exceed- | average of 40.77 u ! 
ingly moderate, yet this bill has been stigmatized as a free-trade meas- | pending his is a re 
ure. A proposition to make a reduction amounting to less than $5 | porte a I isnot y 
in a hundred is met with a storm of denunciation and characterized | ¢ 2 nd 3a long wa to \ 
by the combined interest protected against competition as a free trade | iron f1 ‘ er 
proposition that is to ruin all the manufacturing interests of the } the tax of $6 per ton w @ pI 
country. Is$42.29 of taxation on every $100 worth of dutiable goods | The reduction of the duty on steel 1 
imported free trade? It seems to me an enormous rate of taxation. | leaves a duty higher than it was ft 
It is a rate of taxation that if levied on the wealth of the country | per cent. In 1870 thi y 3 cha 
would not be permitted to stand forone hour. What State in the| ton. The equivalent ad valorem i I 
Union imposes a rate of taxation equal to 5 per cent. ? | seemed areduction. Do 
Taxation in the States is levied on lands, houses, bonds, stocks, | preventing undervaluation 
notes, horses, cattle; in short, on all kinds of property. The owner | under h spe ( 3 
sees and realizes fully what he is doing when he pays taxes on his | came down to $26.69 perton in 1879 the dut 
property, and no party and no administration could remainin pow remaining the same per ton, amounted to 
one hour in any State in the Union that would impose a tax of $ i© present « itant duty be re ed? § 
the $100 of property. It could not be collected. It would produ l ly in 4 intry as in E 
insurrection. But a tax of $42.49 levied on the products of labor, I received a letter a few days ago 
and concealed and disguised by the methods of indirection adopted : ictnre who said he ce l 
in its collection is boldly proclaimed a free-trade measure. Ina ta total cost of $16 p i 
jority of the States the rate of taxation does not reach $1 on th Lverage pl of thesteel 1 
for State and county purposes, and there are but few cities . From 1875 to 1878, inclusive, s rails 
United States, extravagant as they generally are in their muni ed States tha England, and cheaper her 
administrations, that support a taxation of 3 per cent. odueed at a lower cost here than i ) A 
And yet this bill, carrying a taxation of $42.49 per cent., is chara » made cheaper here for four years 
terized as a “‘ free-trade measure.” The term “‘ free-trade” seems to | 1875 to 1878 1 01 fe i t 





have a double meaning. Some gentlemen seem to understand that | average English t year is 6; 1 
free-trade means an absolute exemption of our foreign commerce from | price for the same time w 37.15; diilerence in price, » tail 
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duty, $17! Now, if the Steel Rail Association could make rails as 
cheap in the United States in 1878 as they could be made in England, 
they could do it in 1887, and the $16.97 difference in price was put 
in the pockets of the manufacturer. It is claimed to bein the inter- 
est of the laborer, but he only gets from $3 to $5 per ton; the bal- 
ance goes to the manufacturer to make millionaires of men that they 
may build castles in Scotland and go coaching through her mount- 
ains. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

We have reduced the duty on steel rails to $11 per ton. It is 
equivalent to more than double the entire labor cost of the rails. 
Why should not this reduction be made. There is but one reply all 
along the line. Itisfree trade. On wood and wooden ware we found 
the present rates averaging 18 per cent. and we reduced them to 
17.40 per cent. That is too small to require further notice. 

On sugar we reduced the rate from 78.15 per cent. to 62.31 per cent. 
This is the largest reduction made on any schedule except the woolen. 
The reduction of the revenue on sugar proposed by the bill is 
$11,759,799, and excepting the woolen schedule is nearly twice as 
much as all the others combined. That is a heavy cut, but nobody 
seems to be distressed about it. 

The complaint about sugar is that we did not reduce enough. We 
have dealt more harshly with sugar than with any article we have 
left on the dutiable list. Yet gentlemen on the other side tell us we 
have been sectional; that we have protected sugar and rice and 
aimed at the destruction of Northern industries. The charge is ab- 
surd. We have not looked at the section where any article is pro- 
duced in order to determine what we would do. We have tried to 
deal fairly with all, and in doing it we find that we have cut it far 
heavier than iron, or glass, or earthenware, or woolens, or cottons, 
or hemp, or jute, or flax. In short, the cut on sugar is nearly twice 
as much as all the others put together, except woolens. [ Applause. } 
But, on correct principles of taxation, there ought to be a higher duty 
on sugar than on any other article on the dutiable list. 

As Democrats, we believe that a tax is a tribute from the private 
property of a citizen exacted by law for the support of Government. 
We believe, with the commentators and economists, that it is a bur- 
den, and that it ought to be so laid as to be as light as possible on 
the tax-payer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we get by the present duty on sugar and mo- 
lasses about $58,000,000 per annum. According to the estimate of 
the gentleman on the other side who offered the amendment provid- 
ing for free sugar and a bounty to the sugar-grower, the present rate 
of duty affords protection to the domestic sugar-grower equal to 
$6,000,000; so that the whole cost to the people is $64,000,000. In 
order to get $62,000,000 of revenue from manufactures of iron and 
steel, and woolen and cotton goods, the people have to pay $500,000,000 
to $600,000,000. We produced in 1880 $670,000,000 of all manufact- 
ures of iron and steel. It is certainly over $700,000,000 now. We 
produced about $275,000,000 each of cotton and woolen goods. These 
figures I have from the Bureau of Statistics. 

Now if protection protects, and that is what it is for, it increases 
the price of the domestic product nearly as much as the price of the 
imported product plus theduty. This is admitted by the gentlemen 
who offered the proposition for the sugar bounty and by those who 
supported him. This is admitted by the constant arguments made 
by the other side, that if we reduce cottons and woolens and iron and 
steel to 40 per cent. they will be ruined. This argument admits 
they are getting more than that now. Of these three branches of 
manufactures we are producing to-day fully $1,400,000,000 worth. 
If they are protected 40 per cent. it costs the people $560,000,000 to 
get $60,000,000. 

Now, which is the better tax to keep, the one that brings $58,- 
000,000 with $6,000,000 of bounty, or that which brings $60,000,000 
of revenue with $560,000,000 of bounty. Believing that a taxis a 
burden, and that it ought to be as light as possible to the tax-pay- 
ers, I would keep a high duty on sugar and lower the duties on cat- 
ton goods, woolens, and manufactures of iron and steel. If the rate 
of 40 per cent. on these three articles only raised the price of the do- 
mestic produce 30 per cent. it would increase their cost to the peo- 
ple over $400,000,000. Why then should we repeal the duty on sugar 
and keep the high duties on the others. The duties on the others 
ought to be lowered and the duty on sugar ought to be put at the 
revenue standard and kept there. 

The duty on provisions by existing law is 24.33 per cent., and we 
leave it at 23.39. The reduction is 94 cents in a hundred dollars. 
This is a very moderate reduction. We might have gone further 
without injury to any interest. 

The average rate of duty on manufactures of cotton by existing 
law is 39.99 per cent. We leave it by the pending bill at 39.07. A 
difference of 92 cents in a hundred dollars will hardly drive the cot- 
ton manufacturing industry off this continent. The whole labor 


cost in cotton manufactures averages 21.6 per cent., and there is but 
little difference between this country and England in the labor cost 
of cotton goods. Butif England paid nothing for herlabor, we have 
left duty enough to nearly double the labor cost here. The present 
revenues from cotton goods is nearly $12,000,000. We reduce it 
$277,000, Where does the free-trade skeleton hide in this schedule ? 

Hemp, jute, and flax goods we found at $28.10 in the existing 
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law, and we leave them at $21.94. There is a reduction of some- 
thing over $6 in the handred, but that occurs by putting a large num- 
ber of items of hemp, flax, jute, manilla, and sun and sisal grass on 
the.free list. Still the reduction is very small. 

Now we come to wools and woolens. We found the duty on that 
schedule under the existing law averaging $58.81, and we have left 
it at $38.69; a reduction of $20 onevery $100 worth. Thisreduction 
seems large, but it was caused by eliminating wool from the calcula- 
tion and putting it on the free list. The reduction on dutiable woolen 
goods amounts to $12,000,000. But the woolen manufacturer is not 
injured; he is benefited. The woolen manufacturer by the existing 
law gets compensation for the taxation on wool and 35 per cent, 
protection for the manufactured product. By our bill we give him 
free wool and 40 per cent. protection on his manufactured goods. 
Instead of being injured, he is positively benefited to the amount 
of $5 in the hundred more than he is by the existing law. I want 
to read at this point what the woolen manufacturers said to Con- 
gress a number of years ago. In 1866 they addressed a communica- 
tion to the United States Revenue Commissioner to be submitted to 
Congress, in which they said: 

The committee do not hesitate to affirm that, independently of considerations 
of general public policy deman Jing a duty on wool, the woolen manufacturers of 
this country would prefer the total abolition of the specific duties, provided they 
could have all their raw material duty free and an actual net protection of 25 per 
cent. [Applause on tlfe Democratic side. ] 


This is signed by the executive committee of the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers, and by John L. Hayes, their secretary. 

After the internal-revenue tax was placed upon the domestic pro- 
duction the manufacturers came and said to Congress: ‘‘ Now we 
want compensation for this, too.” They had compensation for the 
tax on wool, and now they wanted compensation for the tax of 10 per 
cent. imposed by the internal-revenue laws. The duty was raised 
to 35 per cent.; but they are fine diplomatists, and a short time after 
that they came before Congress and got the internal-revenue tax on 
woolen goods repealed. But the 35 per cent. still remains, although 
they had said that 25 per cent. protection was all they wanted. 
Now we give them free wool and 40 per cent. protection, and still 
they say to us ‘‘ Your bill is a free-trade measure.” [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] 

On the schedule embracing books, papers, etc., the duty under 
existing law is $22.13, and we left it at $22.06, a reduction of less 
than 10 cents on a hundred dollars. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have gone through with the schedules of tho 
billand I come to the free list. We have placed upon the free list ar- 
ticles amounting in round numbers to $20,000,000. The largest item 
is wool, $6,390,000. Why have we put wool on the free list? They 
say that this is full free-trade. They say to us, ‘‘ When you strike wool 
out ofthe taxable list you have shot out the middle link in the 
chain and the chain is parted.” Is that true? Why, sir, somebody 
put cotton on the free list afew years ago. They shot the middie 
link out and parted the chainthen. There were millions of our fel- 
low-citizens who were affected by that missing link in the chain of 
protection, but the chain was parted, and parted by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, who have been so loudly crying free-trade 
atus. It is our greatest exporting product; it gives employment to 
millions of laborers. It had a duty of 3 cents a pound, but they 
removed it and put cotton on the free list, and they did right. There 
could be no justification for its tax, as there can be none for a tax 
on wool. 


In 1872 hides were put on the free list and by the same party that 
boasts itself the special champion and friend of protection. Did the 
chains part then? This is a great cattle-growing country. It is a 
great sheep-growing country. We produce all sorts of hides, 

But when we propose to touch wool, which affords in winter the 
clothing of 60,000,000 people, we strike at the combination that has 
made this protective tariff, and they say, ‘‘ You shall not touch it ; 
that is free trade.” Let us see whether it isor not. The first tariff 
law that ever was enacted by this Government after the Constitution 
was adopted—the joint product of Alexander Hamilton, James Mad- 
ison, Thomas Jefferson, anc George Washington—embraced in its 
title the declaration of the principle that it was made to encourage 
home industries ; and the method adopted by them to carry out that 
policy was to put wool on the free list. There it remained until 
1824, the fathers and founders of this Government never proposing 
to disturb it during all thattime. And in all that grand array ot 
talent there was only one, perhaps, who could have been accused of 
leaning toward free trade; and that was he who wrote the great 
Declaration, and in one line o fit indicted the King of Great Britain 
and arraigned him before the bar of mankind for cutting off our 
trade with all parts of the world. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

We are proposing to reduce the price of woolen goods by taking 
the tax off wool. It is not raised by skilledlabor. Itscarcely employs 
any labor at all. There has been a great deal of — mani- 
fested on the other side for the sheep. They tell us by heavily tax- 
ing the wool more wool will grow on the back of the sheep. _ It is 
the back of the man we are caring for on this side of the House, 
and we propose to bring down the price of woolen clothing so that 
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poor people can get enou eh to wear in winter. But we are met at 
the threshhold with & pro} osition from the other side to increase t] 
duties on wool and woolen manufactures $16,000,000. This w 
practically prohibit the il rtation of either wool or woolen goods. 
Embraced in this schedule which they demand is one of the most 
remarkable propositions that has ever been submitted to a legisla 
tive body, and that is that the chea 
carpet wool shall not be manufactured into clothing, as itis be! 
done to day, because the better wool is kept out of the country n¢ 
bv high duties. How is this law if enacted to be carried out? Are 
we to have Pinkerton detectives examining people’s clothing, and if 
some garments are made of carpet wool, instead of clothing woo] 
grown on Amet aa ranches by alien flock-masters, are the garments 
to be taken off the back of the people ar yd contiseated ? Our people 
are to ds Ly wearing r ca irpet wool in their clothing because the duty 


on the clothing w ool ke eps itout. Out of 114,000,000 pounds of wool 
l. 





' ; : 
p wool that now comes in 


imported in 1887, over 80,000,000 pounds was carpet woo! 

And now the wool manufacture 
and their allies are determined that we shall not even wear carpet 
wool, On the 14th day of last January they met in this city, in “‘a 


dark-lantern room,” and agreed on a schedule that raises the duti 


rs and wool-growers’ associations, 





on wool and woolen goods so high that neither can be imported 
Now, what are oul pe ype l »> do ior woolen nora Mr ° De rere 
the statistician of the Agricultural Department 
says in his official report that we only grow 265,000,000 pounds 

wool. Others say more, but we put it safely when we say our prod- 





uct does not exceed 300,: 00,000 pounds. Our annual cous 
about 600,000,000 pounds. Now if we refuse the importation of 
foreign wool to satisfy the wool growers, and refuse the importati 
of woolen goods to satisfy the wool manufacturers, what are we to 
do for clothing a suppose they expect the opie to go naked and 
vote the Republican ticket. [4 pplat ise.] Bat we say to you we 
shall have ple nty of good woolen clothes. Serve the Lord and vote 
the Democratic ticket. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side 

Mr. Speaker, we have put wool on the free list not only to cheapen 
the clothing of the people, but also in order that we may give to our 
own workmen in this country the making of the $44,000,000 worth 
of woolen goods that are annually imported. [Applause.] Instead 
of importing from $45,000,000 to $50,000,000 worth of woolen goods, 
which we are now compelled todo because you will not let us import 
the wool, we propose to admit free all the wool that our people re- 
quire and let our own people make these woolen goods, and thus in- 
crease the demand for their work, and in increasing the demand for 
their work increase their wages. Fheianed oT 

Sir, the main object in this bill, the great central feature, is that 
it is a bill to better the condition and increase the wages of our la- 
boring people. [Applause.] We are the gre atest manufacturing 
people in the world. We are the greatest agricultural people in the 
world. We are the most skilled people in the world. We are the 
most intelligent people in the world. We hav: ee handsomest men 
and the prettiest women in the world. [Laugh 


te and applause. } 
All we want is for our Government to take its all ¢ hand out of 





li 
our business, [Ap plause on the Democratic side and c1 ies of ‘*That’s | 


it,” ‘*'That’s the point.” ] 

We say to the sect Call upon the people and tell them 
how much you want to support an honest, economical administ1 
tion. We will give you what you want for that purpose; we will 
give it to you cheerfully; but we are not going to be standing 
around as paupers, craving the protection of political power, wh: 
our own intellects are superior to the intellects of any people on th 
globe. [Applause.] We can not only manufacture all these woolen 
coods, but we can manufacture our own cotton, two-th rds of which 
we are now exporting to foreign countries for manufacture and then 
buying back a large amount of it in the shape of cotton goods. 

We are the greatest cotton-growing country in the world; we are 
the greatest ore-producing nation in the world; we have got all 
the elements to make us the greatest manufacturing nation on earth. 
We can give employment, additional employment, to all our wage- 
workers at fair wages and keep them constantly employed if Con- 
gress will only let us alone. [Great applause on the Democratic 
side.] We ask you to remove as far as you can these barriers. Let 
us have free raw materials that we may reduce the cost of the prod- 
uct, for the cost of the product is to determine the standing of our 
goods in the market, and if we can produce an article ¢ heape r than 
anybody else iu the world can produce it we will take the market 
away from them and hold it against them. [Applause. } 

Why, then, should not we have all these raw materials free? Why 
should not we put our manufacturers upon the same basis with the 
manufacturers of other countries? Why should not we have the 
opportunity to contest with them in all the markets of the world? 
Why should not we demand that this Congress shall undo the work 
of previous Congresses who have imitated George III, as Mr. Jefter- 
son says in the Declaration of Independence, by cutting off our trade 
with all parts of the wees 1? Give us a fair field and an open fight 
and that is all we ask. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] And, 
Mr. Speaker, that fair field and open fight we intend to have. [Re- 
newed applanse.] We are going to have it, and without trying to 
“fry the fat” out of anybody either. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. } 


il 


XIX——417 


and ¢ t protectionist, 
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Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, what further have we done? W 
hemp, and jute on the free list, from which was derived a 1 
of $1,700,000. Well, our friends say we oug »ha ( , 
They say ‘*‘ You are ruining the flax and the I » industri 
country; “ you are ruining industries in which a very large a if 
of capital has been invested, and we ar ing to extend tl 
dustrie and produce sunn and sisal grass after awhile, a ‘ 
make a vast field of « mployment for our peop \ a j itab - 
dustry for the country.” 
What isthe fact? We have been trying this thing for: 
and the industry is passing away with all the fost« g ca 
bestow uponit. Withall the milk we can give to the babe 
fused to prosper, and but a short time ago a gentleman on 
| side of the House, when they had made up their minds to i 6 the 
little infant sugar that they cai nursed so long, said they f i that 
the money they had expended upon it had been utterly thi nawa 
and wasted; sugarrefused to be nourished, the little infant was dying 
there was not i ghost of a chance for its recover ma t reason 
they wanted to throw it aside was that i sased to prosp r, and 
they felt justified in slaughtering it. [. ‘ »on the Democrati 
side.] Now, acting on the principle of their own philosophy, here 


e have found that the flax, hemp, and jute business, that for years 


we have been nursing; that for years with all of the paternal care 


_ 





and ten lerness that could be bestowed upon it | 8 not] spered, and 
Poe away ; it is dying, itsoon must depart; and hence I repeat 
j in the light of their own philosophy, and learning the lesson from 
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that side of the House, we took it and put it on the free list. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Another thing: we have taken opium, $468,000 worth of medic- 
inal opium, a medicine for the relief of the sick and the suffering, 
not an ounce of it grown in the United States, and that also we put 
upon the free list. But they do not want free opium; it is whisky 
they want; they refuse opium altogether. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Have we endangered any one industry by this 
change ? Have we hurt anybody? is there a business enterprise in 
the United States that will be harmed by it because we give the 
people cheap medicine, and of the best kind, for the suffering, sick, 
and perhaps the dying? And yet they demand that the duty shall 
be put upon opium too, because by releasing the duty it might be 
considered a step in the direction of “ free-trade.” 

Well, what next? We have got cotton-ties on the free list. The 
duty collected on these is $121,000 annually. Nearly all these cotton- 
ties are made in foreign countries, as lam informed. They can not be 
made as cheaply here as in other countries and brought here with 35 
per cent. duty. That was the rate prior to the tariff of 1883. That 
rate was retained in the tariff of 1883. There was some gentleman on 
the other side who said cotton-ties could not be made at 35 per cent., 
and proposed to increase the duty in order to keep out cotton-ties 
and give our manufacturers the right to make them; but Mr. Mor- 
rill, the great living father of protection, refused to disturb the duty 
of 35 per cent. on cotton-ties. The consequence is that it is a mere 
revenue duty, and the revenues are not needed, but they still con- 
tinue te come, and the surplus revenues continues toincrease. The 
result is that we get $121,000, not needed in the present condition or 
the Treasury, and we propose to help to relieve this condition by re- 
moving the duty to the extent of $121,000 on cotton-ties. Yet, be- 
cause we do that, we are called sectional. 

My friends out throughthe Northwest, have you ever realized the 
fact that to a very large extent your prosperity is dependent upon 
the prosperity of the Southern plauter? Have you ever thought 
that it might be well to enable these poor people to buy more horses 
and more mules and more hogs and more of your bacon and lard 
and flour? For years and years you have been sending these things 
to us as the chief consumers of your great products, and we have 
been enabled to purchase them from you by the profits we make on 
the production of cotton. But just in proportion as you overtax 
your customers to that extent do you cripple their capacity to buy ; 
for just in proportion as their capacity to buy is crippled, your ca- 
pacity to sell is crippled. 

We have bristles, $174,000. These we put on the free list to help 
manufacturers make brushes and give more employment to our people 
and give them better wages. These bristles, Il am told, though I do 
not know whether it is true or not, come chiefly from Russia. They 
have acertain quality of stiffness which makes them superior to other 
kinds and better than any that can be produced here. As Isay, we 
have put them on the free list. Does that injure any industry ? 
Who is hurt by such an arrangement? Notone. And yet our friends 
on the other side turn up their eyes in horror and say, here is another 
evidence of free-trade that we are foreing upon the people. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

And then we come to the article of currants, Zante, or other kind. 
These do not grow in this country, either. They come from but one 
spot on the whole globe. My friend over there [ Mr. Cox] knows where 
theycome from. Hehas been on this little island in the Gulfof Corinth. 
It has a peculiar climate and soil solely adapted to produce them, 
and with temperature and other conditions that make it possible to 
producethem. There alone are they produced, and they are brought 
to this country and placed upon our market. We propose to put 
them on the free list. It does not disturb a single laborer employed 
in the production of currantsin this country; notone. None of them 
are grown here; none can be produced here, and yet our friends on 
the other side cry out again, ‘‘ Another evidence of free-trade.” You 
must tax the people in their food ; you must tax the people in their 
clothing; you must tax them in their implements of labor, and if 
you want anything free, take a free drink of whisky. [Great laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Here is lumber. We have put it on the free list to shelter the 
people in the Northwest from the terrible and rigorous climate of 
that region. We Democrats say to our poor people it is time for you 
to be considered. Prior Congresses have released the taxes on banks, 
the tax on domestic manufactures, the taxes on railroads, the taxes 
on telegraph companies, the taxes on express companies, and the 
taxes for buying and selling exchanges. All the wealth of the 
country has been released, now the Democratic party is again doing 
business at the old stand and says we intend to hunt the men who 
are living in sod houses and give them free lamber. [Applause., ] 

Well, we found ostrich feathers with a tax of $25.07. There are 
no ostriches in this country. This is not yet an infant industry in 
the United States. Ostriches are not found on the western prairies, 
nor in the northern woods, nor along the Gulf coast, but our ladies 
want to wear the ostrich feathers sometimes in their bonnets, and 
we do not need the money, and why should we not let them come in 
free ? 

When we again inaugurate Grover Cleveland on the 4th of March 
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next we will want all the ostrich feathers to adorn the hats and bon- 
nets of our ladies as they join in the procession aud keep up with the 
band-wagon. [Applause. ] 

I have been told, Mr. Speaker, and I see evidences of it, that my 
poor scalp is marked asa trophy toadorn the belts of those who “ re- 


| ceive the sole benefits of the tariff;” that my head, too, is doomed 


to the basket. In my district the enemies of the Democratic party 
and the friends of this combination are mustering their clans for a 
tremendous effort, and they say that they intend to vacate the seat I 
have held so long. I see from the public prints that money is being 
poured into the district I represent, and all the elements of opposi- 
tion are organizing and mustering for the fray; but I want to say to 
them here, once for all, that the people of the Ninth Congressional dis- 
trictofTexasare not forsale, [Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I have political enemies In my district; there are men there who 
have given me many hard blows in former contests, which I have 
returned in kind. They will vote against me; they will do their 
best to defeat my return to the Fifty-tirst Congress. Their opposi- 
tion comes from principle. But all the tortures of the Inquisition 
could not induce them to exchange their manhood for money, and 
all the money that can be extorted from the combination could not 
buy one of their votes. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, before I conclude I want to refer to the celebrated 
suit of clothes which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MCKINLEY] ex- 
hibited to the House during the delivery of his speech on the 17th of 
May. In the speech which I made in the opeuing of this debate I 
said if a laborer who was earning $1 a day finds a suit of clothes 
which he could buy for $10 without the tariff tax, the suit could be 
procured by ten days’ work, but if Congress at the instance of the 
manufacturer puts a duty of 100 per cent. on the clothes, he would be 
required to work twenty days to get the samesuit. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY], when he came to answer me, produced 
a suit of clothes which he said was identical with the suitof which I 
spoke, and which he said could be bought in the city of Boston, Phila- 
delphia, New York, Chicago, and Pittsburgh for $10. 

I have been at great pains to trace that very suit, and have 
followed it back to the manufacturer and procured all the items of 
its cost. I have got its exact cost and its exact weight. Its total 
cost was $6.68. Its labor cost was $1.65. Its weight was 4 pounds 
and 4 ounces. It required, so say the wool manufacturers, 4 
pounds of woolin the grease to make 1 pound of wool cloth, then it 
required 17 pounds of greasy wool to make the 4 pounds and 4 ounces 
of goods. The duty on that wool is 10 cents a pound, or $1.70 for 
the suit. Therefore the cost of that suit ‘‘ without the tariff tax” 
was $4.98. Instead of that being a $10 suit of clothes “‘ without the 
tariff tax,” it was a $4.98 suit. Now for the protection of that suit 
that cost, with the wool duty added, $6.68, there is a tariff tax of 40 
cents per pound for compensating the manufacturer for the duty he 
advanced on the wool that amounts to $1.70; then there is a tax of 
35 per cent. for his own protection which amounts to $2.33, the whole 
protection amounting to $4.03, which added to the $6.68 makes 
$10.71. Of course the manufacturer had to undersell the foreign 
suit, and to do so dropped under him 71 cents, and sold his $4.93 
suit for $10 with the help of the tariff. 

These are the facts about your suit of clothes. I am told that suit 
of clothes is to be photographed and sent out as a campaign docu- 
ment, All I ask is that the fact be photographed on the brain of 
every voter that the actual cost of that $10 suit of clothes was less 
than $5; and that the tariff made it cost $10 worth of labor to pur- 
chase it; and but for the tariff it would have cost only $5. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

My friend from Ohio, when referring to that subject, said it was 
‘the old, old story” that he had readin Adam Smith. This reminds 
me of the incident in regard to the boy who had stolen his brether’s 
marbles. The little fellow who had been wronged went to his mother 
in tears and said, ‘‘ Brother has stolen all my marbles.” The mother, 
addressing the culprit, said, ‘‘ My son, don’t you know you have done 
wrong? Don’t you know the Lord will be angry with you for tak- 
ing your brother’s property without his consent? You found him 
asleep and you rifled his pockets. Are you not ashamed of yourself? 
Don’t you know you have done very wrong? Don’t the Bible say, 
‘Thou shalt not steal’?” ‘‘ Yes, mother,” the boy replied, *‘ that is 
the old, old story; Moses said that 4,000 years ago.” [ Laughter. ] 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, it is the old, old story. The story of wrong and 
oppression. The story of the strong spoiling the weak. It is the 
old stery that has come down to us through all the ages. We aro 
commanded not to steal nor to take our brother’s goods by wrong, 
but to do unto him as we would have him do unto us. We stand 
here to-day in the eyes of the American people, and in their name, 
and demand that the Government shall stop taking their propery 
and giving it to others; shali stop taking their money not needed 
for the support of the Government. From every part of the country 
they are calling upon us for justice. They are appealing to us for 
protection in its better and higher sense. They are appealing to us 
to take the hand of the robbers out of their pockets and let them 
have the benefits of their own labor and enjoy the rewards of their 
own toil; and, Mr. Speaker, we intend to do it. [Loud and pro- 
longed applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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e Clerk read as lolioy g - 7 
In line 120, after the word “baling, is t i other so t t the clause 
amended will read \ 
[ron and steel cotton-ties or hoops ling or other purpos iot thinner vv 
than number 20 wire gauge.”’ ae : 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays ; } 
e yeas and nays were ordered 
Mr. MILLS. Let the amendment be clearly stated, Mr. S; r 
so that the House may understand the question. 
i umendment was again read. 
Ir. KELLEY. May 1 ask the precise form of the vote, so that there 
may be no mistake on this question? M N DERSO? :, said: J 
The SPEAKER. The Committee of the le ¢ of tl M LBI ) 
Union amended the item in relation to cotton-ti ng tl [x tl y 
words *‘ or other purposes ’’ after the words ‘‘ for baling,’’ used in t the De 
bill reported from the committee; and this vote is being taken upon : 
agreeing to that amendment recommended by the Committee of th 
W hole on the state of the Union. } l 
‘Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do I understand that hoop-iron for other pur- 
poses than cotton-ties was placed upon the {ree-list ? } 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman must construe the lancuag 
himself. The committee inserted the words in that connection rl} aga 
other purposes.’’ [Cries of ‘*‘ Questio 
Che question is on agreeing to the amendment which has just been 
read, on which the yeas and nays have bee ered, and the Clerk will . 
call the roll. | Mr. : 
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Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. Houk. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I now demand the previous question—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question is still operating up to th 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, my distinguished colleague from Penn- 
sylvania| Mr. RANDALL] is absent from the House by reason of severe 
illness. 


quest that I have it read at this time. 
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Laidlaw Nichols, Rowell. Thompson, Ohio 
Laird, Nutting, Russell, Conn. Turner, Kans 
Lehlbach, O’ Donnell, Ryan, Vandever, 
Lind, O'Neill, Pa. Sawyer, Wade, 
Lodge, Osborne, Seull, Warner, 
Long, Owen, Seymour, Weber, 
Lyman, Parker, Sherman, West 
| Mason, Patton, Sowden, White, Ind. 
| McComas, Payson, Steele, White, N. Y. 


He sent me the letter which I hold in my hand, with the re- | 
I therefore ask the unanimous | 


consent of the House to have it read before the roll-call is begun, and | 


for that purpose I send it to the Clerk’s desk. 
TheSPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the reading? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the letter. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
WasuinetTon, D. C., July 19, 1888. 


My Dear Sin: Ifa vote on Mr. Miu.s’s tariff bill is to be takenon Saturday, | 


the 2/st instant, I fear my strength, by reason of recent illness, will not permit 
my presence in the House on that day; and, if absent, I want youto secure me 
a pair with some one who favors that bill, as I would, if present, record my 
vote in opposition to it, Give this immediate care, as 1 do not wishto be mis- 
understood, I want it announced and distinctly known that I am opposed to 
the passage of tiie bill in question. 
Yours, truly, 
SAM. J, RANDALL. 
Hion. WILLIAM H. Sownpen, 
House of Representatives. 


[Great applause on the Republican side. ] 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 
‘The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 162, nays 149, not voting 14; as follows: 
YEAS—162 


Abbott, Cummings, Lanham, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss Dargan, Latham, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, lowa Davidson, Ala. Lawler, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Fla. Lee, Sayers, 
Anderson, Ih. Dibble Lynch, Scott, 
Bacon, Dockery, Macdonald, Seney, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Barnes, Dunn, Maish, Shively, 
Barry, Elliott, Mansur, Simiaons, 
Biggs, Enloe, Martin, Smith, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Matson, Snyder, 
Biand, Fisher, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Blount, Fitch, McClammy, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ford, McCreary, StahInecker, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brower, 

bryce, 

Buckalew, 
Burnes, 

sSurnett, 

Bynum, 


‘ampbell, Ohio 
‘ampbell,T.J.,.N.Y 
andler, 

‘urlton, 

truth, 

atchings, 
‘hipman, 

luredy 


lement 


Ss, 
obb 
‘ockran, 
‘ollins, 
‘ompton, 
‘orbran, 
owles, 
‘OX, 
rain, 
risp, 
ulberson, 


i i fi i fi fin i i lim mm 


Adams, 

Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 


Baker, N.Y. 
Buker, IL 
Bayne, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 


Boutelle, 
Rowden, 
bowen, 
Brewer, 


‘ampbell, F., N.Y. 


Forney, 
French, 

Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glass 
Grimes, 
Hall, 

Hare, 

Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C, 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Va. 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Johnston, N.C. 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Landes, 


Lane, 


McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
McShane, 
Mills, 


Montgomery, 


Moore * 
Morgan, 
Mors .» 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Phelan, 
Pideock, 
Rayner, 
Rice 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 


NAYS—1Li9. 


Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Bunnell, 
Burrows, 
Rutler, 
Butterworth, 
Cannon, 
‘aswell, 
‘headle, 
Mark, 
‘ogswell, 
‘onger, 
‘ooper, 
Crouse, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Darlington, 


~nAaAm a 


Browne,T.11.B., Va. Davis, 


Brown, Ohio, 


De Lano, 


Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Flood, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Gest, 

Golf, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Thompson, Cai, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 

Yoder, 


Carlisle, Speaker. 


Hayden, 
Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hermann, 
Hires, 

Hitt, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 

Hovey, 
Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Kean, 

Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 

La Follette, 


McCormick, 
MecCullogh, 
McKenna, Phelps, 
McKinley, Plumb, 
Merriman, Post, 
Milliken, Pugsley, 
Moflitt, Reed, 
Morrill, tockwell, 
Morrow, Romeis, 


Perkins, 
Peters, 


Stephenson, Whiting, Mass, 
Stewart, Vt. Wickham, 
Struble, Wilber, 
Williams, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio Yardley, 
Taylor, J. D.,Ohio Yost. 

Thomas, Ky. 

Thomas, Il. 

Thomas, Wis. 


NOT VOTING—l4. 


Symes, 


Belmont, Glover, Maffett, Whiting, Mich. 
Browne, Ind. Granger, Perry, Woodburn, 
Davenport, Hiestand, Randall, 


Foran, Hogg, 
So the bill was passed. 
When the names of Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, Mr. BROWER, Mr. Fircn, 

Mr. Hopkins of Virginia, Mr. Smiru of Wisconsin, and Mr. NeLson 

were called and they voted in favor of the bill, there was applause on 

the Democratic side. 

When the names of Mr. Buiss, Mr. GREENMAN, Mr. MERRIMAN, 
and Mr. SOWDEN were called and they voted against the bill, there 
was applause on the Republican side. 

When the roll-call was concluded, the Speaker directed his name to 
be called, and he voted in the afiirmative. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

After the recapitulation of the vote the following additional pair was 
announced: 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. WoopsuRN, on all political questions and 
on the tariff bill. If present, Mr. GRANGER would vote for the bill 


Spooner, 


| and Mr. WoopBuRN would vote against the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. My colleague, Mr. TuomMAs M. BROWNE, is ab- 
sent, by reason of sickness, at Capon Springs, W. Va. If he were 


| present he would vote ‘‘no.’’ 





The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. [Pro- 
longed applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MILLS moved the previous question on the adoption of the 
title of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and the title was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the title of the 
bill was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
tlemen having reports to make from committees be allowed to deliver 
them to the Clerk for reference to appropriate Calendars. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

LIFE-SAVING STATION. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with Senate amendments the bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wisconsin, 
and at other places therein named, in which non-concurrence was recom- 
mended; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. COMPTON also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with amendment the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate 
the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railroad Company,; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH FRANCTS. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 62) in recognition of the serv- 
ices of Joseph Francis; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


Pa er i eon 


Soda t 
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GENERAL JOSEPIT WARREN. Cc s G I I 
Mr. STAHLNECKER also, from the Committee on the Library, re- a nA lo I . 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2392) for the erection of a monument | Cox Glas Rog 
to the memory of General Joseph Warren, who fell at the battle of ; . b-- care oe 
Bunker Hill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | > Ha K Stewart 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered D Ha M K 
to be printed. | Di Hook ; : 
ELIJAH POTTS. } H \ 
Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported > ~ ~ = . 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8522) restoring the name of Elijah Potts | | La oO 
to the pension-rolls; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | ! Lee 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- | NAYS 
dered to be printed. | Ab . 
WILLIAM FAIRBANKS, Adan Doug 5 J i 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | rem a _ + ; 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Anderson, Mis Farqu s 
Fairbanks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | Anderson, Kans Fink L$ a 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered | ab oats Ma Sher 
to be printed. | Baker, N.Y Flood Ma S 
W. H. TIBBITS. | BakerJi, Ford, Tats = 
E : : : |} narnes Fu McAd = 
Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported | Bay | MeClat Sow 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3830) for the relief of W H. Tibbits; | Bis Ga Z Met S 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- - a : aed re 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | Bliss Goff Mel ‘ 
DANIEL J. OCKERSON. i cee aa anemia 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- | € . Mesha z art, \ 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9794) for the relief of Daniel J. | p70), een . 
Ockerson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | B: Hayden § 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | Brown, 0 Hayes. Mi I 
be printed. oe Hh lerson, Mi ‘ > 
MRS. HARRIET N. CAMPBELL. | Bu Hendet ( M , 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, + tottaag 7 ee eee 1 ‘ 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3141) for the relief of Mrs. Har- | Bynu Hires Oat 
riet N. Campbell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | ‘ c. oe a J wns ; 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | ({°"! TINY 7, kins Va Oo " Vassiuben 
ordered to be printed. | Cann fopkins, N. ¥ oO Wad 
SIMON T. IRWIN. pine H ‘ : M 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, | Casw: Hunte P \ 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10300) for the relief of Simon | ©: 5 ’ am v 
| T. Irwin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | > ; a Pe We 
: on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered | Cla Johnston, N.( Perk \ 
to be printed. i. Keat * rs 
M. F. VANCE. | Cevetion aren Phely 
| Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- | Crist Kert Post 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2009) to restore the homestead right | &19)°°: a Tien + nd 
to M. F. Vance, of Akron, Colo.; which was referred to the Commit- | Cumm Laffoon Ric : 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- | Dalze La Follett Roberts 
panying report, ordered to be printed. nt peer pal ~e ; 
JESSE A. CORN. De I Laird R C 
Mr. McCREARY also, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, | = 7 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2316) restoring the right of pre- | NOT \ 
emption to Jesse A. Corn; which was referred to the Committee of | ®* cere aaa 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- | Bt Grange M 
ing report, ordered to be printed. | B I Haug oD 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TILL WEDNESDAY. mag icone a \ s 
Mr. McMILLIN. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it | Hoge Rand : : 
r . . . ; Cutchec ri I Y 
be to meet on Wednesday next. I make that motion in compliance | paringtor Holmes, Romeis 
with the request of a number of the members on both sides of the | Davenport Maffett Saw 
House. So the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was not agre« 


Mr. McCREARY.* I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen hav- | 
ing reports to make from committees be allowed to hand them to the | 
| Clerk. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
; The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
; Mr. BOUTELLE. As this is the twenty-seventh anniversary of the 
first battle of Bull Run, I move that the House take a recess until 8 | 
o’clock thisevening. [Applause on the Republican side of the House. | 
Mr. ROGERS. This is a Waterloo. 


On motion of Mr. LONG, the reading of the 1 
ing was dispensed with. 
The following additional pairs were announced 
Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. GRANGER, on this vote. 
Mr. McComas with Mr. Hoaa, until Friday next. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above orded 
Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until & o 


rare ; ce » m. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent that Monday and Tues- I A Memper. Mr. Speaker, what is the busin viaiellalaaiiid’ 
day be set aside for the consideration of legislation reported by the | evening session? ” 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Shearer This evenien hes been set anart | 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman | 4:5), of bills of a ceneral nature rerorted from the Committee on Indian 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that when the House adjourn to-day Depredation Claime : 
it be to meet on Wednesday next. -TAWELER | ; aa M Mr B 
. r Mr. LAWLER hope the gentieman I 1 Missouri I b> 
Several MEMBERS. Yeas and nays. 


will not press his motion. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, and 
agreed to—ayes 105, noes 10. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas and nays are demanded. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 205, not 


e 7 5 The House accordingly (at 2 p. m.) took a recess until 8 o'clock p 

q voting 40; as follows: 

j YEAS—79. sweseniien aitietions 

: Allen, Mass. Belden, Browne, T.H.B., Va. Burnett, | EVENING SESSION, 

{ Allen, Miss. Bland, Brown, J.R., Va. Cheadle, The recea vine exnire e ge reassembled at & 

: Andemen. iil. Blount, Bryce, Gieanentes a Che r having é cpire d, the House reassembled a 

‘ Atkinson, Bowen, Buckalew, Cobb, The House was called to order by Mr. McMILLIN ~ peal pro 


Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ark. Burnes, Cockran, | tempore, who directed the Clerk to read the following 





6662 


louse OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., July 21, 1888. 
I hereby designate Ilon. I ron McMILuin to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at ti sion Of th Ile th evening 
JNO. G CARLISLE, Speake. 
iH Joun B. CLAB! 
‘ rk: lirou fhe ntalirea, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special order 
under which this evening session is held 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, Thaton 
p.m.,for the purpose 


tee on Indian Depredation Claims; the said sess 
10 p.m 





iturday next the Ilouse take a recess from 5 until 8 o'clock, 


f considering public measures reported by the Commit- 
on to terminate not later than 


ADJUDICATION AND PAYMENT OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, if it be the pleasure of the 
House, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for 
the adjudication and payment @f claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions, and move that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be pat upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill, after which the Chair will ask for objections, 

The Clerk read the bill by title. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, before the House proceeds to 
the consideration of this bill I desire to say that it is the only one that 
I shall call up for consideration to-night, and if it meets the approbation 
of the House, I shall ask that the Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims be discharged from the further consideration of various bills and 
petitions upon this subject which have been referred to it. I suppose 
the next thing in order is the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
ask unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that the bill be considered by sections ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to have the bill read, because I wish 
to make a motion that the amendments recommended by the commit- 
tee may be acted upon as an entire proposition and disposed of by one 
vote. . 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask that the amendments recommended 
by the committee be read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, before asking further action on 
the bill I propose that the House now agree to the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendments or any of them? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
ment in explanation of this bill, because it is quite an important meas- 
ure. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. After the amendments are acted upon so as to 
perfect the bill, I will either make a statement or the report can be 
read in explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope that we shall have the explanation before 
we are asked to act upon the amendments. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Then let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Is a separate vote demanded upon the 


The Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8990) ‘‘to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,’’ have duly considered the same, and report 
thereon as follows: 

“That with certain amendments thereto, which are indicated in writing at- 
tached to the printed bill herewith submitted, the committee recommend the 
passage of the bill.’ 

Early after the foundation of the Government, Congress, with a view to pro- 
mote and secure tranquility and peace with the Indian tribes, and to discourage 
from private and personal revenge the citizensof the States and Territories who 
might suffer by the crimes and misdemeanors of the Indians, undertook, on be- 
half of the Government, to redress such crimes and misdemeanors, and to guar- 
anty to such citizens indemnity for any loss of property This wise and proper 
,xolicy upon the part of Congress and the executive department has been ad- 
coal to, except only in partial indemnity to suffering citizens of the States and 
Territories in which the Indians reside. This adherence is shown in the acts 
of Congress from May 19, 1796, down to the present time, and as well also in 
treaties with various Indian tribes made by the executive department. (See 
Appendix A.) 

In the promotion of this general policy the Government placed itself under 
similar obligations, by general laws and treaties, to the Indians against whom 
depredations may be committed. (See Appendix B; see Appendix C for refer- 
ence to treaties.) 

Under these laws and treaties a vast number of claims have arisen. These 
claimants have appealed for years to the Government to redeem its solemnly 
plighted faith for indemnity and compensation for their losses. 

Prior to 1859, through the ageney of the War and Interior Departments, a few 
citizens were paid and compensated, In the year 1859, by act of Congress, Feb- 
ruary 28, the pledge of indemnification out of the Treasury of the United States, as 
then existing, was repealed, but the obligation to pay for depredations out of 
annuities due to tribes, members of which had committed the same, was contin- 
ued; yet, by joint resolution of Congress of date June 25, 1860, it was declared 
that the act of Congress referred to ‘ shall not be construed to destroy or impair 
any right to indemnity which existed at the date of said repeal.”’ 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a state- | 
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By all of the acts of Congress subsequent to that date the Government either 
directly or impliedly assumes the responsibility of indemnification to its citizens 
who ‘in its peace,” and in the lawful pursuit of his or their business, incur 
losses of property from depredations committed by Indians. 

tut since 1859 the Government has (and even when the citizen is invited by 
its legislation to file his claim with one of the Departments for examination) in- 
hibited payment “on account of said claims’’ unless a “ specific appropriation 
therefor by Congress’’ has been made. 

In the later acts of Congress special provision has been made for the exam- 
ination of this class of claims by the Interior Department, and report thereof 
and thereon required to be made to Congress. From time to time these reports 
have been made, but action on said reports has been slow; indeed, so slow and 
limited as practically to deny these claimants the justice of payment to which 
they are entitled. And yet it is due to this Congress and its immediate prede- 
cessors to say that the delay is not occasioned by any want of sympathy for the 
claimants or any denial of the merits of their claims. 

The change of policy in the mode of payment made in 1859, and continued 
since, has resulted in the accumulation in the Interior Department of a large 
number of claims, estimated as high as——in number, aggregating in amount 
about $15,000,000, 

By this policy it is evident that a final judicial examination of these claims is 
devolved upon Congress. Hence is witnessed an amount of work thrown upon 
that body that a conscientious discharge of the labor so imposed would absorb 
not only the constant attention of any committee, but of the body of Congress, 
and to the exclusion of all other business, if pursued as the interests and merits 
of the claimants would seem to require. 

This examination and allowance of claims by Congress is and will be neces- 
sarily embarrassed by the fact that in adjusting and providing payment from 
annuities due to various tribes of Indians for depredations committed by mem- 
bers thereof Congress should know not only the amount of the fund drawn on, 
but in making a present draft should further know the amount existing and 
likely to follow of the same character. 

Another result of postponed action in consequence of this change of policy in 
payment since 1859 isthe unquestioned fact that, with the exception of two or 
three tribes, the payment of admittedly meritorious claims would exhaust the 
annuity funds, due and to become due to the Indians, for years. The exaction 
of payment under this state of facts would involve possibly the domestic peace 
and security of a large part of the country; if not, it would devolve the duty 
and burden of their support upon the Government. In this aspect of the ques- 
tion the committee invoke the attention of the House and the country to the 
views and opinions of the honorable Secretary of the Interior as expressed ina 
letter addressed to this committee. (See Appendix C.) 

Fully appreciating the justice of the demands of the claimants, now before 
Congress and the Departments of the Government, for depredations committed 
by Indians, and recognizing the moral and legal responsibility of the United 
States for their indemnification and payment, and being satisfied that a proper 
and speedy adjustment of the amounts due each party, as well as the determi- 
nation of relevant and important adjunct questions, can not be had, at least for 
years, under existing modes of considering them, this committee has reached 
the conclusion that justice to the claimants, justice to Congress, and justice to 
the Government concur in demanding that atribunal distinct and judicial in 
character, whose decisions, deliberately and judicially had, would command 
the respect and confidence alike of Congress and of the country, should be or- 
ganized and charged with this duty, and hence the committee have carefully 
prepared and do recommend this bill, amended as proposed, to the favorabic 
eonsideration of the House. 

The committee in framing this bill have sought to be as liberal in securing 
for this class of claimants a speedy hearing and adjudication of their claims as 
in their opinion was possible, in view of all the embarrassments by which their 
consideration is environed. 

To no elass of its citizens is the American Government more indebted than to 
the heroic men and women who, as pioneers of our civilization, abandoning 
homes of comfort and ease, risked life and property to secure homes, wealth 
and progress as the heritage of those who should follow in their pathway A 
cheerful compensation for their losses, so incurred under the guaranty of the 
Government, is the deserved reward of their sacrifices. 


APPENDIX A. 
GENERAL LEGISLATION ON CLAIMS FOR DEPREDATIONS COMMITTED BY INDIANS, 


I —Act of May 19, 1796, sec. 14 (1 Slat. L., 742). 

And be it further enacted, That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe 
in amity with the United States, shall come over or across the said boundary 
line into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and 
there take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other property, belonging to 
any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, or of either of the territorial dis- 
tricts of the United States, or shall commit any murder, violence, or outrage, 
upon any such citizen or inhabitant, it shall be the duty of such citizen or in- 
habitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to make application to the su- 
perintendent, or such other person as the President of the United States shal! 
authorize for that purpose, who, apon being furnished with the necessary docu- 
ments and proofs, shall, under the direction or instruction of the President ofthe 
United States, make application to the nation or tribe to which such Indian or 
Indians shall belong for satisfaction , and if such nation or tribe shall neglect or 
refuse to make satisfaction. in a reasonable time, not exceeding eighteen months, 
then it shall be the duty of such superintendent, or other person authorized, as 
aforesaid, tomake return of his doings to the President of the United States, and 


| forward to himall the documents and proofs in the case, that such further steps 


may be taken as shall be proper to obtain satisfaction forthe injury. And,inthe 
mean time, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United 
States guaranty to the party injured an eventual indemnification: Provided 
always, That if such injured party, his representative, attorney, or agent, sha! 
in any way violate any of the provisions of this act by seeking or attempting to 
obtain private satisfaction or revenge by crossing over the line on any of the 
Indian lands, he shall forfeit all claim upon the United States for such indemni- 
fication: And provided also, That nothing here contained shall prevent the lega! 
apprehension or arresting within the limits of any State or district of any In- 
dian having so offended: And provided further, That it shall be lawful for the 
President of the United States to deduct such sum or sums as shall be paid for 
the property taken, stolen, or destroyed by any such Indian out of the annua! 
stipend which the United States are bound to pay to the tribe to which such In- 
dian shali belong. 
II.—Act of March 3, 1799, see. 14 (1b Stat, L., 747). 


And be it further enacted, Thatif any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe 
in amity with the United States, shall come over or cross the said boundar} 


| line, into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United States, anc 


there take, steal, or destroy any horse, or horses, or other property belonging 
to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, or of either of the territorial dis- 
tricts of the United States, orshall commit any murder, violence, or outrage upon 
any such eitizen or inhabitant, it shall be the duty of such citizen or inhabitant 

his representative, attorney, or agent, to make applieation to the superintendent, 
or such other person as the President of the United States shall authorize for 
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property taken or destroyed, if he,or any of the nation to which he belongs, 
shall have sought private revenge or attempted to obtain satisfaction by any 
force or violence, 


fof 


III.—Act of March 30, 1802, sec. 4 (2 Stat. L., 141). 


And be it further That if any such citizen, or other person, shall go into 
any town, settlement, or territory belonging or secured by treaty with the United 
States to any nation or tribe of Indians, and shall there commit robbery, larceny, 
trespass, or other crime against the person or property of any friendly Indian 
or Indians, which would be punishable, if committed within the jurisdiction of 
any State against a citizen of the United States; or, unauthorized by law, and 
with a hostile intention, shall be found on any Indian land, such offender shall 
forfeitasum notexceeding $100, and be imprisoned not exceeding tweive months; 
and shall also, when property is taken or destroyed, forfeit and pay to such In- 
dian or Indians to whom the property taken and destroyed belongsasum equal 
to twice the just value of the property so taken or destroyed; and if such of- 
fender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the said just value, what- 
ever such payment shall fall short of the said just value shall be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States: Provided, nevertheless, That no such Indian shall 
be entitled to any payment out of the Treasury of the United States for such 
property taken or destroyed, if he, or any of the nation to which he belongs, 
shall have sought private revenge or attempted to obtain satisfaction by any 
force or violence, 


enacté 


IV.—Aet of June 30, 1834, sec. 16 (4 Stat. L., 731). 


And be it further enacted, That where, in the commission, by a white person, 
of any crime, offense, or misdemeanor, within the Indian country, the property 
of any friendly Indian is taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had 
for such crime, offense, or misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sen- 
tenced to pay to such friendly Indian to whom the property may belong, or 
whose person may be injured, a sum equal to twice the just value of the prop- 
erty so taken, injured, or destroyed. And if such offender shall be unable to 
pay a sum at least equal to the just value or amount, whatever such payment 
shall fall short of the same shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United States: 
Provided, That no such Indian shall be entitled to any payment, out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, for any such property, if he, or any of the nation to 
which he belongs, shall have sought private revenge or attempted to obtain sat- 
isfaction by any force or violence: And provided also, That if such offender can 
not be apprehended and brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be 
paid out of the Treasury as aforesaid. 


V.—Sections 2154 and 2155, Revise™ Slatutes. 

Whenever, in the commission, by a white person, of any crime, offense, or 
misdemeanor within the Indian country, the property of any friendly Indian is 
taken, injured, or destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, offense, or 
misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced to pay to such friendly 
Indian to whom the property may belong, or whose person may be injured, a 
sum equal to twice the just value of the property so taken, injured, or de- 
stroyed. 

If such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least equal to the just value 
or amount, whatever such payment shall fall short of the same shall be paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, If such offender can not be apprehended 
and brought to trial, the amount of such property shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury. But no Indian shall be entitled to any payment out of the Treasury of the 
United States for any such property if he, or any of the nation to which he be- 
longs, have sought private revenge, or have attempted to obtain satisfaction by 
any foree or violence. 

APPENDIX C, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 24, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
16th instant, inclosing, with request for the views and opinion of the Depart- 
ment thereon, the following resolution adopted by the Select Committee on In- 
dian Depredation Claims, House of Representatives: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to give his views as 
to the wisdom and policy of providing in bills which may be passed by Con- 
gress for the relief of individual claimants, or in bills of a general character for 
ciaims on account of depredations committed by Indians, that payment may 
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propriated,explanations,ete. | 


Ten installments, unappropri-| Vol. 15, p. 584, |........ sveceneces $300, 000. 00 
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21, 


JULY 








be made out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, with- 
out regard to the fact that, under treaty obligations, some of said claims may 
be paid from annuity funds. . 
** And further, That the Secretary be requested to inform this committee asto 
he status of the annuity funds belonging to, or which may under existing laws 
belong to, any tribe or tribes of Indians; which funds may be held subject to 
claims on the part of citizens of the United States for depredations committed.”’ 

In response thereto I transmit herewith a copy of a report, dated 22d instant, 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, wherein he states ‘that the annuity 
funds of all of the Indian tribes, except the five civilized tribes and the Osages, are 
such that if taken from them for the paymentof any claim, however just, would 
subject them to conditions of such dependency and want as would tend to drive 
them to acts of hostility and crime, and thereby necessitace additional appro- 
priations for their support.”’ 

The Commissioner gives a tabulated statement showing the liabilities of the 
United States to Indian tribes under treaty stipulations, taken from his annual 
report for 1887, 

The non-payment of the claims of citizens of the United States for depreda- 
tions committed by Indians can not, to any very large extent, be chargeable to 
neglect on the part of the claimants in presenting their claims for adjudication. 
Many of these claims have been reported by this Department from time to time 
to Congress for allowance, for which no provision or authority of law for their 
payment has been made. The use of small sums from time to time from the an- 
nuities of Indians for the payment of just claims for depredations committed by 
the tribe or members thereof would not have wrought such hardships and em- 
barrassment as will result from absorbing the whole or the larger portion of 
their annuities as they may hereafter be appropriated in the payment ofthe ac- 
cumulated amounts of such claims charged against them. The disappearance 
of game and the attention and efforts that the Indians are now giving to indus- 
trial pursuits have increased their necessities for the use for their benefit of the 
funds payable to them under existing treaties and laws. The progressof their 
civilization would be interrupted by the diversion of their funds wholly or to 
any very large extent for the payment of such claims at this time, 

The delay in making final adjudication of such claims has been a severe hard- 
ship upon such of the claimants whose claims are just and who were entitled to 
pe »rotected by the Government from the depredation upon their property by 

ndians, 

I do not think that there should be any further unnecessary delay in the pay- 
ment of such sums as have been and shall hereafter be ascertained to be justly 
due on such claims. If the Indians have no funds or annuities, or, if they have 
such funds which will not, all things considered, bear the draft of such pay- 
ments as may be justly charged against them, I think the payments should be 
made out of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and an ac- 
count be kept of such payments under the head of the tribes or bands com- 
mitting the depredations, to the end that such payments may be charged up 
against any funds that may hereafter accrue to them as proceeds of sales ofany 
surplus lands within their reservation which may be disposed of for them under 
the general allotment act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat., 388), or otherwise. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1588, 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your reference, the in- 
closed letter and resolution of House Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, and in reply thereto would respectfully submit the following report: 

First. That the annuity funds of all the Indian tribes, except the five civilized 
tribes and the Osages, are such thatif taken from them for the payment of any 
claim, however just, would subject them to conditions of such dependency and 
want as would tend to drive them to acts of hostility and crime, and thereby 
necessitate additional appropriations for their support. 

second, Forfurther answer to said resolution, I herewith inclose a tabulated 
statement taken from my annual report for the year 1887, pages 293, 294, 295, 
296, 297, and 298, showing the liabilities of the United States to Indian tribes 
under treaty stipulations, 

Very respectfully, 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
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and Comanches pended under the tenth article treaty ated, at $90,000 each. 2 10, | | 
of October 21, 1887. | } | 
BD eadk stosvispncccees Purchase of clothing.................0sssseseessees Tenth article treaty of October ....... do.., BER CRG Fincismsends cose cccesilonvessooscedeenies FupeniaapaePeesbadeeee 
21, 1867. | 
iRisienniennnecnend Pay of carpenter, farmer, blacksmith, | Fourteenth article treaty of Oc- | Vol. 15, p.585, I Betis farprcnccschtedenticss covandecclenstesrensocite socess 
| gniller,and engineer. tober 21, 1867. 214. ! 
| ee Pay of physician and teacher.........-.-..000/ se. ilienctsssesnenens Pe ee eS ee Cn arse ce 
Arickarees, Gros | Amount to be expended in such goods, | Seventh article treaty of July 27,| Treaty not NINE Belbccs Capcecedubcscuetlsnksn sbeehd usa nvebeansdtend 
Ventres, and ete.,as the President may fromtime | 1866, published, | j 
Mandans. to time determine. | | 
Assinaboines.. ..... .do lt itencieneen-nstsscrunsidansghinctaatislines O.............., 30,000.00 
Blackfeet, Bloods, ......... do Eighth article treaty of Septem- |......do.... 75, 000, 00 





and Piegans. ber 1, 1868, 


Cheyennes and | Thirty installments, provided to be ex- 


Ten installments, unappropri- 





Vol. 15, p. 596, 








Arapahoes. pended under tenth article treaty of ated, at $20,000 each. 213, 
October 28, 1867. 
nn Purchase of clothing, same article. ..........| soe: cecceesssses sseseesseessees eee eeeees aspinieieae ial ae | ee 
NE iesalteetioks j Pay of physician, carpenter, farmer, |....... shi eeceitvicinpinniinernsselhaaieaiiasaell Vol. 15, p. 597, NOT bt gen xdea dita outensieninenieeiivenes 
blacksmith, miller, engineer and é1 
teacher. 
Chickasaw... Permanent annuity in WOOdS..........0. 0000+) sssesserseressesesenesceens omhtewenmitiiiinnd Vol. 1, p. 619... ....... 
Chippewas of the Forty-six installments, to be paid tothe | Five instaliments, of $1,000 each, | Vol. 9, p. 904, v seaienpeasineense 
Mississippi. chiefs of the Mississippi Indians, | due, } ¢€3 | | | | 
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Na of tre 1 7 iN mber of insta ents ws . =o =o 
I riated, explana t Las s=,- 
- te ~ 7 = 
Chippewas, Pilla- Forty installments mi q Seven installments, of $22 f Ve I “ $158 0 
ger and Lake goods, $8,000; and for} il- each, due v 
Winnebagoshish ity, $4,000, I i 
bands. 
Choctaws Permanent annuitics . Second article treaty of Nover Vol. 7, p. 99 . 0. OF 
ber 16, 1805, $3,000; thirteenth 2; vol. 1ll,p 
article trea of October 18 614,213; v 
1820. $600; second article treaty l 
of January 20, 1825, $6,000 \ 7, p. 235 
Choct Provisions for smiths, et Sixth ar le treaty of October 18 Vol,7, p. 212 “ 
i820; ninth article treaty « 6; vol. 7,p 
January 20, 1825. 236,29; vol 
7, p. 614, 21 
Do Interest on $390,257.92, articles 10 and 13, . Vol. 11, p. 614 19 89 ¢ 2 
treaty of January 22, 1855. 13 
Creeks Permanent annuities Treaty of August 7, 17% \ 7, p.se i I 0. 0 
Do sida do Treaty of June 16, 1802 Vol. 7, p.69, 22 Ou 
DO oncesoore seveccees| cososcees do Treaty of January 24,182 Vol. 7, p. 287 20), 000 sn 0.00 
4 
eer Smiths, shops, ete ; o AbD ccuscennenenion Vo p. 287,28 « 2 1. 00 
Do ° W heelright, permanent 4 rreaty of January 214, 182 ind Ve p.287.238 “ 0). 00 
August 7, 1856 v L,p.700 
Do . see, Allowance, during the pleasure of the | Treaty of February 14, 1833, and \ p.419,25 $840. 
President, for blacksmiths, assistants, treaty of August 7, 155¢ vol. L1,p.700 2 
shops and tools, iron and steel, wagon- 600. 0 
maker, education, and assistants in 1, 000. 00 
agricultural operations, etc. 2, OOO. Ot 
Do -| Interest on $200,000 held in trust, sixth | Treaty of August 7, 185 Ve p.700 wm). Of 10, 000. 00 
article treaty August 7, 1856. 
Do Bie Interest on $675,168 held in trust, third | Expended under the direction \ 14, p.78 758. 4 00 
treaty June 14, 1886, to be expended ofthe Secretary ofthe Int I 
under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 
Crows..... .| For supplying male persons over four- | Treaty of May l Vol. 15, p. 651, », 000. 00 
teen years of age with a suit of good, stallments, o i ) 
substantial woolen clothing; females estimated. 
overtwelve years of age a flannel skirt 
or goods to make the same, a pair of 
woolen hose, calico, and domestic; | 
and boys and girls under the ages 
named such flannel and cotton goods 
as their necessities may require 
DO.00e.cccccessecccres For pay of physician, carpenter, miller, | Treaty of May 7, 1868 Vol. 15, p. 651, 4, 500. 0 
engineer, farmer, and blacksmith ) 
Do .-| Twenty installments, for pay of teacher | Twoinstallments, of $1,500 each Vol. 15, p. 651 100. 00 
and for books and stationery. due. 7 
Do.. . Blacksmith, iron and steel, and for | Estimated at i Vol. 15, p. 651 1, 500. 00 
seeds and agricultural implements - 
Do : Twenty-five installments, of $30,000 | Nineteen installments, of Act f April 570. 000. 00 
each, in cash or otherwise, under the 000 each, due. 11, 1882 
direction of the President. 
Gross Ventres. Amounts to be expended in such goods,| Treaty not published (eight 000. 00 
provisions, etc.,as the President may ticle, July 13, 1868 
from time to time determine as neces- 
sary. 
Iowas Interest on $57,500, being the balance on eit Vol. 10, p.1071 2,8 A) ” 
$157,500. ) 
Kansas... vseeoeee) Interest on $200,000, at 5 per cent odamines ; i Vol. 9, p. 842, 0. Of 0.00 
; 
Kickapoos ........+ | Interest on $88,175.68, at 5 per cent Vol. 10, p.1079 4, 408.78 - 5 
Miamies of Kansas} Permanent provision for smith’s shops | Say $411.43 for shop and $262.62 | Vol. 7, p. 1 1. 05 
and miller, etc. for miller. ) 
Do eéeon one -| Interest on $21,884.81, at the rate of 5 |......... : / Vol. 10, p.1004, 1, 094, 24 aa4 8 
per cent.,as per third article treaty of 
June 5, 1854. 
Miamies of Eel | Permanent annuities Fourth article treaty of 1795 Vol.7,p.51,24 1, 100. 0 22, 000. 00 
River. third article treaty of 1805 
third article treaty of 1809 
} | 
Molels. ..............:| Pay of teacher to manual-labor school Treaty of December 21, 1855 | 000. 00 
and subsistence of pupils, ete | 2. 
Nez Percés............| Salary of two matrons for schools, two Treaty of June 9, 1863. Vol. 14, p, 650 3, 500. 00 
assistant teachers, farmer, carpenter, ) 
and two millers. | 
Northern Chey- | Thirty installments, for purchase of | Eleven installments, of $12,000| Vol. 15, p. 657, 132, OOM 
ennesand Arap- clothing, as per sixth article of treaty | each, due } 
ahoes. May 10, 1868. 
Do | Ten installments, to be expended by the | One installment, of $30,000, du d 100. 00 
Secretary of the Interior, for Indians 
engaged in agriculture. 
Do -seee| Pay of two teachers,two carpenters,two | Estimated at Ve 5, p. 658 000. 00 
farmers, miller, blacksmith, engineer, | 
and physician. | 
Omahas Twelve installments, fourth series, in | Seven installments, tourth s« Vol. 10, p.1044 70, 000. 00 
money or otherwise | of $10,000 each, due. § 
Osages. sae Interest on $69,120, at 5 per cent., for ed- | Resolution of the Senatetotreaty V p. 242 ; 156. 00 0 
ucational purposes. January 2, 1825. 
Do ese Interest on $300,000, at 5 per cent., to be | Treaty of September 29, 1865 y 4, p. 687, x 00, 00 


paid semi-annually,in money orsuch | 
articles asthe Secretary ofthe Interior | 
| may direct, 
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was « 10t in reference to its duty to the citizen, but in this M: I 
I At l pi to that period the Government of the United | lieve 
st was and had been making treaties with the Indians by which | bey: 
indemnification or payment for property stolen or destroyed was pro- 
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claims. This is a matter of simple justice to these poor claimants dis- 
tant from the seat of Government, many of whose claims are now on 
file informally; yet if the plea of the statute of limitations should be 
made it is feared a number of honest, just claims might be excluded. 
Some of these parties injured have filed their claims with the Indian 
agent, to whom at first under the law complaint was required to be 
made, Hence many parties who have made their complaints with the 
Indian agent have ignorantly supposed that this was a formal filing of 
the claim. 

Now, it was the opinion of the committee that these parties in com- 
ing before a court should not be held by any technical rule 

Mr. PETERS. There is one case in which the claim was never filed 
with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or even with the Indian agent; 
but the party had a bill presented to Congress, which was passed by 
this House in the Forty-third or Forty-fourth Congress, but never 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Some of these claims have been rejected by the 
Interior Department, some of them have come to this House and been 
rejected here. Isuppose under the terms of this bill all those cases 
will come in. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This bill removes the bar absolutely, as I 
understand. I may be wrong. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. ‘Theintention of the committee was to place 
these parties, who have, in one way or another, appealed to the Gov- 
ernment, appealed to its agents, in some shape that they shall through 
some tribunal have a hearing of their just claims. They can not, and 
I regret to say it—I regret that the history of your proceedings in Con- 
gress shows it—they can not or have not been able at least to obtain 
justice from Congress, the last tribunal to which an appeal could be 
made. And in saying that in behalf of the committee I do not wish 
to reflect upon Congress. I have data, and in proper shape will apply 
it, for I had occasion to turn recently to the remarks of our distinguished 
Speaker at the close of the Forty-eighth Congress, when he alluded to 
the fact that during that Congress about ten thousand bills and joint 
resolutions had been presented, and he called the attention of the 
country to the fact that owing to the number of private claims and 
demands being made, it was impossible, in the very nature and order 
of things, that these claims could be heard in Congress. And he 
spoke, and voicing the honest sentiment of the House, and the honest 
sentiment of the country, when responsive to the demands of individ- 
uals for justice, of the necessity for the appointment of tribunals that 
ought to be provided by law for the hearing and adjudication of these 
claims. I submit the following extracts of the Speaker’s remarks as 
pertinert to this proposed legislation: 





[Extract from Recorp, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, page 2572. ] 

In the first Congress the House of Representatives consisted of only sixty- 
seven members, less than the present membership of the Senate. Now there 
are three hundred and twenty-five, besides the delegates from the Territories. 
From the organization of the Government to the close of the Twenty-fifth Con- 
gress,a period of fifty years, there were introduced into the House, as shown by 
its records, 8,777 bills and joint resolutions, while during the two sessions of the 
present Congress 8,630 bills and joint resolutions have been introduced—almost 
as many as during that half century. 


{Extract. Forty-eighth Congress, second session, pages 2572-3. ] 


It is evident that unless some constitutional or legislative provision can be 
adopted which will relieve Congress from the consideration of all, or at least a 
large part, of the local and private measures which now occupy the time of the 
committees and fill the Calendars of the two Houses, the percentage of business 
left undisposed of at each adjournment must continue to increase from year to 
vear, It is not reasonable to suppose that an alteration of the Constitution can 
be effected, but it is worthy of serious consideration, whether a general law 
might not be enacted which would authorize the several Executive Depart- 
ments and the courts of justice to hear and determine these matters under such 
rules and regulations as would amply protect the interests of the Government, 
and at the same time secure to the citizen a more expeditious and appropriate 
remedy than is now afforded. If this shall be done time and opportunity will 
be afforded here for the deliberate consideration of those great public questions 
which the Constitution has committed to the legislative department, and some- 
thing might be done to promote the welfare of the whole people without neg- 
lecting the special interests of any. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me just there? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Before answering the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, let me say that I have further turned during this session to the 
proceedings, and I find that up to this date nearly fifteen thonsand bills 
and joint resolutions have been presented to the Fiftieth Congress. I 
exhibit here an official statement, prepared in the Clerk’s office, show- 
ing the exact number: 


[First session Fiftieth Congress, July 19, 1888,] 





Te owme DiTis Senter OG ovcico0cc css ccsiscncesecss seccecencencénevtvescoccovconecevesncccsans 10, 896 
House joint resolutions introduced...........cc0c-seceeeeseereeeneececetees 201 
- 11, 097 
Senate bills introdwced,.....cecescsccsvessss socccecccscesssescencsosssncscooscensececcess 3, 356 
Senate joint resolutions introduced .,..........ccccsceseecscssereenereesreceeeees 99 
— 3,455 
Total both Housed..........ccccssoscssensossncbsosesovsseos sens . scecgcvcespsensavessoeoees 14, 552 


The great body of these represent private claims. The percentage of 
increase since the close of the Forty-eighth Congress shows the wisdom 
of Mr. Speaker CARLISLE’S suggestions. 

The allowance of ten hours’ daily work in the consideration of each 
of these bills and joint resolutions would require several years’ constant 
and uninterrupted labor. 
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I speak the voice of the committee when I say that when we came to 
the consideration of these claims, on looking over the field we knew 
that in justice to ourselves, in justice to the House, in justice to these 
claimants and to the Government, we could not possibly devote that 
time to the examination that their merits and astern sense of duty and 


justice demanded. It was utterly impossible. 


Mr. HERMANN. Let me say to the gentleman right there that the 
clerk of our committee has tabulated the claims recommended by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and shows that over six thousand claims have 
been certified. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Notcertified, but that is the numberof claims 
existing on file. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know whether the gentleman can 
state the amount covered by these claims in dollars? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The amount is mentioned in the report at 
$15,000,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is my friend sure that that is what they will amount 
to, or does he state only what appears of record? Does my friend 
undertake to speak of claims outside of the record? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ido not suppose that outside of that there 
will be many, because since 1885, when Congress provided for the filing 
of these claims in the Interior Department, during that year and 1886 
and 1887, and up to the present time, they have been filed. I think 
practically they are all in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is most likely that the claim agents will find a 
good many more when this bill gets through. 

Mr. RYAN. I think not; I think the great bulk of these claims has 
been presented. 

Mr. SYMES. Iam confident that there are but a few more of them. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the impression of all who have examined the 
subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Permit metosay, Ido not believe there will be that 
when the whole question is opened and the liabilities ascertained, over 
three or four million dollars found justly due to claimants of all classes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish my friend from Tennessee to state— 
not that I am hostile to this measure—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to see if I have a correct apprehen- 
sion of this measure. The question of amount, whatever it may be, 
if justly due, ought to cut no figure 

Mr. HEARD. That is exactly my view. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. For I would rather see an empty Treasury 
with honor to the Government than an overflowing Treasury with the 
Government claims dishonored by a disregard of its just obligations. 

Now, this Government, from the foundation of it up to the present 
time, has been paying certain Indians 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Not from the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, for agreat many years, I understand, 
by treaties and by statutes, we have held these Indians liable for dep- 
redations committed by any member of the tribe upon the property of 
other Indians or upon the property of white men. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And have agreed to indemnify them for 
trespasses committed by the white people. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. That is correct. Jta lex scripta. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Exactly. Now, during that time no tri- 
bunal has been organized for the purpose of adjudicating these claims, 
and they have been acted upon, as far as any action has been taken, 
in this House. Hence they are referred here, and the result is that 
they are not permitted to have such examination as ought to be made 
of them. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. It is impossible to examine them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand the purpose of this bill is to 
establish a tribunal which shall take up—first removing the bar of the 
statute of limitations—take up the cases in their order, and endeavor 
to determine how much shall be paid to the whites for depredations 
committed by the Indians, and how much is due to the Indian tribes 
for trespasses committed by the whites, and that the findings of the 
court upon the evidence so taken shall be reported to Congress for its 
action. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. No. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A moment. I see I was in error there, 
and that their adjudication shall be final. If the judgments they may 
find, for I may call them judgments, are against the tribes, then the 
payment may be taken out of their indemnity funds. 

Mr. SYMES. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then how would it be paid? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ifthe gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Pardonmeamoment. I have my mind run- 
ning on this just now, and will state that when these findings of the 
court are submitted to the Department, as provided in the bill, the 
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Secretary of the Interior shall annu tra { Cor a list of 
such findings, and report what 1 t or ot Ie 
available for the lig idation of an llmns f nd I va by 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH { nnd tood that the bar of the stat 
limitation descril t ) as 

Mr. WI NI | nos tatic 

Mr. LA he a ! Mr. W RD 
aliow m ) i l [ i t } ) 

Mr. BUTI 2WORTH And t en ict s rendered 
‘ 1 whe 1 theft a cy F I ) ol t ( 
fund, to which my friend called attention, these claims are to be pa 
Now, the only objection that occurred to me is this: In the f st p ‘ 
there is some qu { ha ig the stat { I t ré 
moved; and in the next piace th ma bes ( ec »> na 
the court to sit in Washington to settle the ] Ss: a f we pay t ‘ 
claims out of the annuity, we may absolutely deprive the Indians of 


what is due to them for their maintenan 

Mr. SYMES. This does not provide for paying them out the annu- 
111es. 
Mr. WHITTHORN! Chere is no statute of limitati thin 
indemnity; that is more a term than anything « 


Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Then has my friend any objection t ¢ out 





Mr. WHITTHORNE N CC rit 
tribes are protected from d: V the G 
ernment being responsible t he ite mn 
also indemnified for depreda Indians 
the fact that the indemniticat ot the f 
the claimants, because they have ay iled to every t thev could 





When the matter was under the control of the War Department the 


appealed to the Secretary of War, and then when it was brought unde 
the Interior Department they appealed to the officers thereof, and then 
to Congress. They have made every appea lt h been no fault 0 
theirs; it has been no fault of individual members of Congress, bu 

is a fault which arises from the want of time on the part of Con 

and the officers of the Government tq determine these « Now, t 
indemnification is by the Government out of its funds Is ( ‘ 


act of 1859 out of moneys due to Indians. 

Mr. SYMES, Ifyou read the report it states the fact about it. } 
will see it does not remove at all the obligation of the Government to 
eventually determine the controversy as to whether the claim should 
be paid by the Government ornot. It only removes that under the act 
of 1834 had provided that under the order of the President or by the 
direction of the officers of the Interior Department the money shot 
be paid out of the Treasury, Congress having nothing to do with it. 

It left that class of claims against the Government of the United 
States under the solemn terms of these different acts of Congress tl 
the Government will in the mean time consider this controversy as to 
how they should be paid the indemnity from the Government 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. In keeping up with the inguiry of the 
tleman from Ohio, I want to say that although the Government has 
had this annuity or trust fund in its hand, the payment of these claims 
can not now be made to the claimants out of that, because you hav: 
reached a point where, if you attempt to pay honest claimants out of 
the annuity fund, it will leave the Indians as paupers and depender 
upon the Government for their support. 

There are but a few tribes with whicl 
tary of the Interior suggests that in t 
to the Indians and from lands which by the act of 1887 it is provided 
may be sold of their reservation, the Government of the United Stat 
can indemnify itself and pay the claims out of the common 1 
wherefore it is provided in this bill that this judicial tribunal shall 
make a report to the Secretary of the Interior that he may keep an ac- 
count of the fund, and when he makes a debit there is a credit given 
for it in such fund as may be on hand or accrue as stated, and after 
doing that the Secretary of the Interior reports the condition of the 
fund, and his suggestion of how and in what manner it can be paid, 
and it comes to Congress in that shape. You can see very well how 
the interests of the Government are protected in seeking to do justice 
with these claims. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in doing all this, and in bringing this measur 
before Congress with a view of a speedy relief to the claimants, and 
doing justice to all parties, economy has been consulted. Here is a 
provision for the sum of $40,000 per annum to be appropriated for the 
support of the entire court and its officers annually. Under the gen 
eral provision of existing laws there are $20,000 appropriated for the 
conduct of an investigation which lacks the formalities of a legal in 





it ean be done. Lhe secr 





ie future, out of the funds 








vestigation, which fails to reach final justice, and which loads Con- 
gress and consumes its time; and when you eliminate the $20,000 now 
paid to this investigating bureau of the Indian Department, and come 
to sum up all, you will find that in providing for the expenditure otf 
$40,000, as is done in this bill, you are making no extravagant in 
crease of expenditure, indeed no actual increase except co nomine in 
the officers provided for the adjudication and payment of these claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. The court is only temporary. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The court is intended to be only temporary. 





Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How much do you propose to pay the | 
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cision upon any question, and this commission is nothing more nor less 


than a nisi prius court; that is, a court that finds in the first instance | 


the facts and the law [here should certainly be some appellate tri- | 
buna! to which the party may apply if the decision is adverse to him. 
Mr. MORROW Che gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] 


alluded to the fact of a commission having been created by the law 
providing appropriations for the su; port of the Indian Department. 
Chat commission, I believe, was er: ot d in 1885, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, There was no commission created; but there 
was given an authority to investigate. 

Mr. MORROW, That investigation has been going on, as I under- 
stand, up to the present time. 1 would like to inquire whether there 
have been any reports based upon that inquiry, and, if so, whether 


Congress has acted upop any such reports and paid the money declared 
to be due? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Since the authority given in 1885, I do not 
think a singlesuch claim has been passed by Congress—possibly three 


or four. 

Mr. PERKINS. A great many have been considered and reported. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sit 

Mr. PERKINS. But no appropi 
of the claimants. 

Mr WHITTHORNE. No, sir A great many reports have been 
made by committees on such cases, but none have been finally acted on 
by both Houses. Possibly, as Lhave said, three or fourmay have been. 
I now yield to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN ] 


m has been made for the relief 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, those of us who have been in Congress | 
| the Attorney-General to cause an appearance to be made on behalf 
| of the defense. This bill has been amended by the words in italics, 


any considerable length of time have learned (if we have learned any- 
thing) that this is the worst tribanal in the world in which a claimant 
against the Government can seek for justice; not because Congress is 
disposed to be untair or unjust, not because it is indisposed to do right, 
but because the very conscientiousness of members teaches them the 
absolute impossibility of their doing exact justice between claimants 
and the Government. 

When I was assigned by the Speaker as a member of this Committee 
on Indian Depredation Claims I intended to enter upon the work, as | 
have always entered upon all committee work, with great earnestness 
and seriousness. I have been zealous and industrious in attending to 
my committee duties ever since I have been in Congress, I have 
rarely ever missed a meeting of any committee to which I have been 
assigned. I have never left unreported any committee work assigned 
to me for report. But when a basket full of these claims came to me 


as niy share at the first assignment after the organization of this com- | 
mittee, and when I commenced going through them, I found it an ab- | 


solute impossibility for me to verify ths ex parte proof which accom- 
panied them. Iam a lawyer, and [require legal evidence on all matters 
of this kind presented to me for determination as a member of the 
House or as a member of a committee. Sir, the means have not been 
placed at my disposal or at the disposal of the committee to try these 


cases. No member can undertake to do it. That is why the Secre- | 


tary of the Interior has said that his expression of approval or disap- 
proval upon these claims is absolutely perfunctory. 

The Government has assumed the responsibility of indemnification 
in these cases. These depredations have been committed both upon 
the Indians and by Indians upon the citizens of the United States. 
Justice is absolutely denied the sufferers; and unless Congress shall 
organize a tribunal with full and final jurisdiction to determine these 


matters justice will be forever denied and the Calendars of Congress | 
will remain forever loaded with these claims. Once in awhile a dex- | 
terous, shrewd, smart, managing member. or agent operating on amem- | 


ber, may get a case through, perhaps one case in a Congress, while jus- 
tice is denied to all others, and even a hearing is refused to all the rest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen talk about the bar of limitations. It 
is neither right nor just to allow any bar of limitations to be set up in 
these cases. We were asked in theconsideration of this bill to allow the 
findings of the Secretary of the Interior in any case to be made conclu- 
sive upon the court; that is, if he approved a claim and recommended 
payment, that the court should be compelled to found a judgment upon 
that recommendation. Of course we could not permit such a provision 
to go into the bill. 

When our committee met to consider the matter, we gave a full and 
patient investigation to the subject, and conclude d that we ought not 
to permit any bar of limitations to be set up. There would be a re- 
sulting wrong against somebody if that were permitted. We concluded 
in the « committee, concluded after consulting together and examining 
the mass of claims before us so far as we could, that but one course was 
possible for us to pursue, and that was to report a provision creating 
tribunal for the adjudicagjon and trial of these cases. We limit its ex- 
istence to a period in the year 1891. It is entirely possible for the 
work to be finished by that time, and entirely possible for justice to 
be done. When Congress finds itself unable to perform its duties in 
respect to the liabilities which had been deliberately assumed by the | 
Government, and continued to be assumed by it from year to year and 
from period to period, then Congress should create some other ‘tribunal 
which can hear and determine the cases and administer justice. 


| to enable itself to unload all of these 
| they can get justice. It will be a great deal for the claimants to get 





| 


It has been asserted, moreover, by members of Congress that this 
Government has but one single class of creditors to whom it pretended 
to be just, and that is the bondholders. No other claim against the 
Government has any assurance whatever that it will ever get a hearing 
or an adjudication. Congress has been laboring through three terms 

| claims and send claimants where 





their money appropriated even after they get a judgment on the claim. 
it will be a great deal and a great labor. The work of appropriations 
— be left to Congress, where the Constitution places it. 
ADAMS. " ill the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 

es gard to the formation of this bill ? 
Mr. DUNN. With ple asure. 
Mr. ADAMS. I desire to direct the attention of the gentleman to 
the words in italics at the top of page 4. 

And whehever in the opinion of the court 

Mr. DUNN. Iam not sure that I have a copy of the bill printed in 
that form. I have the original bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will direct the attention of the gentleman to this 
language: 

And whenever in the opinion of the court the interest of the Government o1 
Indians may require it— 


in 





Notice is to be given to the Attorney-General of the United States, 
who shall cause an appearance to be entered on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. As the bill was originally drawn it required the defense, who 


| is either the Government or the tribe owing the annuity, or the Gov- 


ernment asa holder of the annuity, to be invited by the court, and 


which I have read, where provision is made that this shall only be done 
when in the opinion of the court the interest of the Government or the 
Indians may demand it. 

t occurs to me, as there is always a defense, this being a judicial 
proceeding—the Government being the defendant in proper person 
when it is to pay a claim out of its own money, and a defendant of the 
trust fund when the money is to bé paid out of the funds of the Indians 
held by the Government—that in either case there should be an ap- 
pearance on the part of the Government through the Attorney-General. 

Mr. HEARD. To what part of the bill does the gentleman refer ? 

Mr. ADAMS. To the top of page 4. 

Mr. LANHAM. Before the gentleman from Arkansas answers the 
question will he permit a suggestion? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. As an unqualified friend of the bill, I merely wish 
to say that one-half of the time allotted to us this evening has expired, 
and if we do not pass the bill within the next hour the probabilities are 
it will not be passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend certainly does not expect to pass an im- 
portant bill like this without proper inquiry. 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly not; but it has been explained, the report 
is quite explicit, and that is all the time we have. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know; but still it is a matter on which we are 
vote, and of course it is proper that we should understand its effect. 

Mr. LANHAM. It has been carefuliy considered by the Committee 
on Depredation Claims; it meets the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

BLOUNT. But as a member of this House called to casta vote 
upon it, I want to have a careful consideration of the measure. 

Mr. DUNN. The point raised by the gentleman from Lllinois is a 
matter of detail, which I presume the committee will not stickle 
about. It wasa point that was discussed at some length, and it was 
thought bestto provide in this way. It will perhaps save a good deal 


to 


| of expense to the Government to dispense with the employment of 


special attorneys in certain cases where it is manifest that the Govern- 
ment will not need them. 

Mr. ADAMS. Precisely. 

Mr. DUNN. And the court on looking over the case can determine 
whether or not it is necessary. 

Mr. ADAMS. In cases where the amount is small or where the 
facts are so clear as to admit of no question. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous questio 
upon the passage of the bill and amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood this bill was to be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that such was th 
arrangement made by consent of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I hope the gentleman will not ask the previow 
question on the bill until the amendments have been considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is demanded, the bill will have 
be considered by paragraphs. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I hope the Honse will proceed to the cor 
sideration of the bill, and that there shall be no further debate, on!y 
as the bill may require explanation. 
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ints, it peared, had f i I the many years | ‘ 
7 in¢ I Lv y } i 1a y »>wa 1e@ ™ 
t I ) caiied my ttention to a letter of one ¢ t sé 
very men, which had en filed there many years p! is lenou ] 
ing l it 1 l ec! ns 10 
port of that statement. But as s got an in st in th 
t proposed to rob these poot her¢ nd is p y 
{ 1 here ii at ti Dey nt 
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Mr. BLOUNT. That is all very good. 
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white men 
e de} if proved, are carried to the S« 

for him to have the claim audited in th 
’s oflice, and there sent tothe Appropriations Committee to make 
ion for them, and this Congress has paid a claim of $40,000 for | 
predation of a white man upon some Indians. | 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idonot know by what authority the Ay 
C mittee can make such a payment. 

Mr. HEARD. In pursuance of law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under treaty stipulations with some of the Indians 
if a depredation or robbery or anything of the kind is committed on 
the Indians and it is proven, the Government of the United States | 
comes responsible, and the claim, when proven fully, is sent to the | 
Treasury and audited in the proper n sent to Congress } 
to he paid by the Committee on Appropriations as an audited claim. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know of my friend whether he says that 

Indian depredation claims ang audited by the Treasury Depart- 
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I do not say that the claims for which this bill 


sisted. 
: ~ I 
vides have been so audited, but I say that there are treaty stipulatio 
with certain tribes —— 
Mr. BLOUNT. But we are talking about these claims, and I ha‘ 


never understood that these claims have been audited by any officer 

Department. On the , my information is that 
r have been audited. 

ir, SAYERS rhe gentleman must not misunderstand me. 

laims have been audited 

‘T. Then why talk about other matters? 
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Mr. BLOUN’ I | take great pleasure in doing so when it is in 
orde 

[Cr of ‘Read! Kead !’’] 

The SPEAKER Pp tempore. If there be no objection, general de- 
bate will now be regarded as closed, and the bill will be read by sec- 
tions for amendment 

Lhere was no objection. 


Mr. PERKINS. IL ask that the bill with the amendments reported 
by the committee be regarded as the measure now under considera 
tion, rather than the bill as originally introduced. 

Mr. BLOUN' I think we had better go on in the re 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, et Phat the President is hereby authorized to nominate, and, 
by and with the advic ind consent of the Senate, to appoint, three commis- 
sioners, one of whom shall be designated as chairman,and who shall hold their 
oflices until the 3ist day of December, 1891, when the same shall expire and all 
the functions and privileges thereof shallcease. If either of said commissioners 
shall not be so appointed during the present session of the Senate, the Presi- 
deut may make such appointment during the recess thereof, but the appointee 

all hold no longer than until the end of the next session thereafter ensuing 
during which the President shall nominate to the Senate as aforesaid. In like 
manner any vacancy subsequently occurring shali be filled Kach commis 
sioner so appointed shall receive a salary atthe rate of 4,000 per annum. Each 
before entering upon the duties of his office, take 


gular way. 


of said commissioners shall 
end subseribe the oath required by law 
Sic. 2. That such commissioners shall constitute a court to be known as the 


“Court of Indian depredations,”’ and as such shall possses jurisdiction and au 
thority to inquire into and adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all 


claims of the following classes, namely 

First. All claims now authorized to be made or presented by any act of Con- 
gress, remaining in force, to the Secretary of the Interior or to any other officer 
of the Government 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheClerk has not completed the read 
ing of the section, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am willing that the whole section be read, but 1 
supposed that under the rule the bill would be considered by para- 
graphs; that the several clauses in this section would be treated as sep- 
arate paragraphs. With that understanding, I was about to address 
myself to the first subdivision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that when the 
reading of the section has been completed, amendments can be offered 
to any part of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

a different practice. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of section 2, as follows: 


I accept that ruling of the Chair, though I have seen 


Second. All claims by Indians, under the protection of any treaty with the 
United States, who, while residing and being upon any lawful reservation pro- 
vided for them, shall have suffered a loss of property through unlawful destruc- 
tion or taking by white men, or by Indians of another tribe or nation then be- 
longing tothe United States and not authorized to be upon the reservation where 
such destruction or taking occurred. 

Third, All just offsets and counter-claims to any claim of either of the pre- 
ceding classes which may be before such court for determination. 

for such purposes, the said court shall have authority to issue subpcenas for 
witnesses, to be signed by its clerk or one of said commissioners and attested in 
the name of the chairman; to make rules and regulations, notinconsistent with 
law, to govern the methods of procedure and practice in and before such court, 
the appearance of parties in person or by attorney,and all matters pertaining 
and needful to thedue performance of the duties of said court; and to preserve 
order and punish for contempt. Such regulations of practice shall be so pre- 
scribed as to provide for the expeditious, just, and fair disposition of such claims 
as may come before the court, without unnecessary technicalities, according to 
the rights of claimants upon the merits. No claimant shall be required to ap- 
pear by attorney,and every case submitted by the claimant in person shall re 
ceive prompt and careful consideration in its order. Butif any claim shall be 
prosecuted by attorney, notice shall be given by the court,in such form as it 
may prescribe, to the Attorney-General of the United States, and it shall there- 
upon be his duty to cause his appearance to be entered on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment or ofthe Indians charged with liability and thereafter properly to rep- 
resent and defend the interests involved. 


The amendments reported by the committee to section 2 were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, strike out “now,” and insert “ for Indian depredations.” 
\fter the word ** Government,” in the third line of the second paragraph, in- 


JULY 21, 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
com mittee whether or not there is a statute of limitations against these 


| claims. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. No, sir. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Was not a statute of limitations passed in 


| the Forty-seventh Congress? 





sert: ** Provided, That in determining the liability of the United States to pay | 


these claims, or any part thereof, the question of limitation as to the time and 


manner of presenting them as prescribed by statutes shall be waived by the | ! . ; : 
: E r - | ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, the said court may appoint 


court.” 

Lefore the word “ notice,”’ 
the court the interest of the Government or Indians may require it.”’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope, Mr. Speaker, my friend from Tennessee 
| Mr. WHITTHORNE] will allow the proviso submitted as an amend- 
ment to the second paragraph of section 2 to be struck out. That is 
the proviso in these words: 

Provided, Thatin determining the liability of the United States to pay these 
claims, or any part thereof, the question of limitation as to time and manner of 
presenting them as prescribed by statutes shall be waived by the court. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I agree to the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. PERKINS. It oceurs to me that this amendment should not 
go out. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
bill to pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment to insert the proviso just read will be disagreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to strike out the second paragraph, com- 
mencing with line 14, down to line 21. 


You had better allow it to go out, if you want the 


in line 36, insert, ‘‘ and wherever in the opinion of | 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Never. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the re- 
maining amendments proposed by the committee. 

The amendments to the section were adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
insist upon his amendment? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer a further amendment, 
as a separate paragraph, to come in after line 24, after the word ‘‘ de- 
termination,’’ as follows: 

And the aforesaid court shali not consider any claim which has been rejected 
by any officer authorized by law to consider the same 

Mr. HEARD. I would suggest the word ‘‘ adjudicate ”’ 
‘ consider, ’’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well; if that is more in accordance with the 
legal phraseology of the bill, I have no objection to that change. 

Mr. SAYERS. That might prove an injustice in many cases, fo1 
instanve in the case of a claim that was filed too late. There area 
great many just claims which may not have been filed within the time, 
and were rejected solely on that ground. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know how many there are; they may be 
fifty years old. There ought to be some limit, and not reopen all ad- 


~ 


judicated claims. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. I propose a further amendment to the amend- 
ment, which Isend to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clork will read the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The aforesaid court shall not consider any claim which has been heard and 
rejected by any Department or officer of the Government authorized by law to 
adjudicate the same. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I now offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said court shall not have jurisdiction of any claim that has been hereto- 
fore adjudicated by an authorized officer of the Government, unless it be shown 
to the satisfaction of the court that injustice has been done the claimant 

| Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. See ApPpEN- 
DIX. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have a word to say, and shall occupy but a mo- 
ment. That amendment changes materially the effect of the amend- 
ment I have offered. I do not see why that provision should apply to 
this class of claims any more than to the claim of a white man, us m)5 
friend has seen fit to suggest, who has a claim before any officer of tlie 
Government. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I trust the gentleman from Mississippi will 
withdraw his amendment and permit us to accept that of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The amendment of Mr. STOCKDALE was rejected. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BLOUNT was adopted. 

Section 3 of the bill was read, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the said court shall hold its sessions in the city of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, and the Secretary of the Interior shal! provide for 


| the said court, its clerks, and employés, hereinafter authorized, suitable rooms 


with necessary furniture, fuel, lights, books, and stationery. Two commis 
sioners shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business, but no com 
missioner shall participate in any hearing or proceeding in which he has any 
pecuniary interest, directly or indirectly, or in which he isof kin to any claim 
ant. A docket of all claims, showing the date of presentation, number, name 
of claimant, subject-matter, amount of claim, and the adjudication, and also «a 
record of the proceedings of the commission shall be kept by the clerk. Sub- 


a secretary, a stenographer, and messenger, and such additional clerks as may 
be from time to time found necessary. The secretary shall receive a salary ot 
$2.00, the stenographer a salary of $1,200, the messenger a salary of $840; and 
additional clerks, if any, such compensation as shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend 
ments: 
After the word “ stationery,” in line@, insert as a proviso: 
p 


** Provided, That whenever in the optInion of said commissioners the interests 
of the Government may require it, the said court may hold a session or sessions 
at or near the scene of the alleged site of the depredations for which a claim or 
claims are filed before it.”’ 

In line 14, strike out the words ‘‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior.”” Begin a new paragraph with ‘‘ The,’’ where it occurs atthe en: 
of line 14. Add to line 20,after the word “and,” where it occurs the second 
time, the words “subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior ;"’ and 
in line 20, after the word “dollars,” insert ‘ per annum.” 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. LI ask that the section be read os pro- 
posed to be amended. There are quite a number of amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can hand the gentlemen a bill with the printed 
amendments incorporated. Wehave but a little time left now to diz 
pose of the bill. 
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tional te imony, when h evid 
er be necessary to a just determination of the « ns, a isaid nt sioners cle t ¢ ! 
before taking such additional evidence, shall give thirty days vi 5 a a 
lication in some newspaper most cony l most ‘ to vd i a 
claimants, of the 1e and place of the taking of said addit al testimony. A11e a nents reported tne ny ‘ ‘ ‘ 

The amendment was rejected. os r the word "pers , 

Section 4 of the bill was read, as follows nd ert word _ ea - . 

. . . : i were agreed ft 

Sec, 4. That immediately upon the organization of said cout eretary 0 3 
the Interior shall cause to be delivered to it all papers jen ihe ¢ rK 1 section 7,a s 
proceed! s now on file or of record in the Department c I S 
office « oO ssioner of Indian Affairs, and the Sk sha ted t ‘ 
like mann er all such papers, records, and proceedings in the Depar I ‘ 
ment of War, relating to any claims not he retofore a ijudicated by | ( read t follow ; 
the nature hereiubefore ir Other and additional « ims n . 
sented to the court by petition, setlingt l < nary and <« se ore ers s 3 Sa 
without unnecessary repetition 1¢ facts upon wh h such ciaims are based i : s it said rt sha i 
cluding the circumstances immediately connected with the commission of the fW rt DD. ¢ { t ses 1 
wrongs complained of, persons by whom committed, the proj tor J ‘ t . s 
destroyed, and any ot! s connected w n 3 I S< é 
the proper adjudication of the cases involve yea 
fied by the affidavit of the claimant, his agent I ; : wa eed 
bv the court In considering the merits of , ‘ 
all testimony and reports of special agents - ‘ as SEES ea . . ‘ 
either of the Departments aforesaid, or in ‘ i ry 3 ¢ e ori t g 3 
Indian Affairs, and all such testimony as1 ‘ 
tions of the commission, and all reports of 
vided, shall be entertained by the court " i 
in its judgment is r t and proper, with« { s 
of evidence in courts of law But every case > ts i by ; uorul at t ‘ sary,t the s i . 
least, of the court, acting jointly and not | “ ‘ 
the conclusion in respect to facts and of law thereon shall be so jointly found th 
and determined. Each ofsaid commissioners and their secretary is authori ‘ t i artr ‘ l t s Y 3 ‘ 
to administer oaths to witnesses t t | ‘ 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- i WHIT! NI t evious qu the ¢ 
ments: I ent i third reading t 

After the word “‘affairs,’’ in line 5, insert ‘‘or the office of the Secretary of the ¢ evi lestion Was tered, and t f 
Senate, or the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives the VAS ¢ ered to be ¢ ro Wd read a 

\lso in line 16 insert after the word “ persons” the words ‘class of persons el | t was according !y re i thet l tim ba } 
tribe, or tribes;’’ and in line 27 strike out the word ‘‘ commission” and A VLIPTu x : 4 
* court.” | THO .E move € t 

The amendments were adopted. sean : ; oe ; 

The Clerk read section 5, as follows: ne tad 

: | tt tion was agreed t 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Int yr may t t to ex 1 ‘ - NUT AGT ‘ j a 
cial agents, who shal! each be paid a salary of 2 )per annum, and the fu er Af, OL ‘ HaulMious USE : ‘ ‘ A 
sum of $3 per day for traveling expenses for each day actually employed ir leave to } it remarks in regard to this Db 
traveling or absence from home upon official duty Each such agent shall hav was » obiectior t , , lere 
power to administer oaths, to take depositions,and to procure investigations af a : ' 5 ry 
and they shall perform such duties as may be required by the court and l ‘il. LAND il et t rt 
its direction, and shall make report tothe court in writing of their proceedings mot \ rreed to 1 ‘ t 9 o'F% 15 
and of all evidence taken in any case which they shall be directed to investi } ' the Hous lio d 
gate. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follow a ‘ 

: \1 BILI 

In line l, after the word “Inter insert upon the requirement of the said : vat ‘ an 
court . 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘ procure” and insert ‘‘ prosecute and rread as indicated beiow 

In line 12, after the wore nvestigate,’’ insert The Secretary of the Interi j I OQUNT \ | Hi. R } to a 
shall cause the accounts of said agents to be audited and approved, sucha ‘ ‘ nat ( . 
counts to be sworn to by the agents and vouchers produced showing how many bas . : ; od ' , S ; “ 
days they were so employed, and each item of such necessary expenses . | ‘ 1) L1ison-—to t ( I { ‘ 


Mr. STOCKDALE. I move tostrike out section 5. te 

[Mr. SrocKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi moves ip 
to strike out section 5. ta cr S we 

The motion to strike out the section was rejected a ea a ee 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the court shall make, after inquiry and adjudication, a special Wi 
and separate report upon each claim before it, in which shall be succinctly stated = 
the facts found by the court in respect to the loss or destruction of the property By I . bill 
or other circumstances of the injury which forms the basis of the claim,and the | of Henrv Menhenitt—to the Committee o1 
nature and quantity of property lost or destroyed, the value thereof in deta 
the tribe of Indians or other persons by whom the wrong was committed, and 
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4, 
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the amount determined to be due to the claimant, if any, by reason of the facts Chan n the reference of bil ppre ! t 
and such amount shall not in any case exceed the value of the property lost or | following cas¢ ime 
destroyed at the time of such loss or destruction; and shall adjudge the liability r} ay ry . f =e 
of the United States, or of any tribe of Indians, for the payment of the amount _ ae * 4 1Voll ' ' . 
sofounddue. If any such claim be disallowed, such conclusion shall be reported | the Committee on Invalid | ) to the ¢ nt tee on War ¢ 
in like manner; and any claim so adjudged to be disallowed shall be thereafte: 
forever determined and barred accordingly. Such reports shall be addressed 
to, and filed with, the Secretary of the Interior, and be accompanied by all th« . 
testimony and papers on file in the said court in relation thereto; and the S« Che following petitions and pape were laid on the Cle 
retary of the Interior shall annually submit, through the Secretary of the Trea-- under t : nd referred eat z 
Al i Ait Ait emliti i Lit as it} ows 


ury, to Congress, an estimate for the payment of the amounts allowed against . ae : 
the United States, and when, in his opinion, the amounts adjudged to be charge- By M BAYNE: Petition of Sewickly Counci ‘Oo. 1i0,a 











ableagainst any tribe of Indians should be paid by the United States, aseparate | suvius Council, Junior Order of United Ameri in Mecha 0 
estimate for such sums; and theSecretary of the Interior shall annually trans- | 1.4} P fx > Senate bill 553 4 aii re 
mit to Congress, by communication to the Speaker of the House of Represent- | 24784, + 4.,10 lavor of Senate bill oou—to the Committ a POrcigL 


atives, a list of the claims embraced in such estimates, giving the general particu- | Affairs. 
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By Mr. BURNI Mi rial of J. G. Hollingsworth, for reduction of 
certa t t Cor on Ways and Means. 

j r. ( J tion of W. D. Andrews and 101 others 
citizens of Dolivar County, Mississippi, for amendment of the interstat 
commerce Inv to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHEADLI Petition of 17 ex-soldiers of Clinton County, 
Indiana, in vor of the $8 a month service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

0, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of In- 
diana, for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. | 

Also, petition of William Becker and 25 others, citizens of the Ninth 
district of Indiana, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 


By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of citizens of Cuyahoga Falls, 
favor of House bill 8716 to the Committee on Labor. 

by Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 8386, and of Local 
Assembly No. 102 of New Orleans, La., in favor of House bill 8716 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LEE (by Petition of W. G. Steother, heir of Eliza- 
beth M. Steother, of Fauquier County, Virginia, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: Petition of Morris J. Harris, jr., administrator 
of M. J, Harris,Creek Orchard, Lincoln County “entukey, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of O.T. Butler, for increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of woolen manufacturers, 
wool dealers, and others, against the Mills bill—to th 
Way sand Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Duncan H. McPhail and 27 others, citi- 
zens of Peoria County, Illinois, in favor of the passage of certain amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law— to the Committee on Commerce. 

\lso, petition of A. D. Metcalf and 41 others, citizens of the Tenth 
district of Illinois, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of the wage-workers of Beaver Falls, Pa., 
praying that the tariff be revised, and the taxes on the necessaries of 
life be reduced—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of William M. Cox, for refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Resolutions of the Odin Township Demo- 
cratic Clab, of Odin, Iil., in favor of the Mills bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Ohio, in 
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Committee on 





The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of J. R. Crane and 19 others, of Bridport, Vt. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 23, 1888. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- | 
proved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the’ Senate a communica- | 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of July 17, 1888, certain information in respect to the re- 
moval of the National Quarantine Station from Ship Island to some 
other point in the Gulf of Mexico under the provisions of the act of 
March 15, 1888, authorizing such removal and making an appropria- 
tion therefor; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Commissioner of Education, transmitting resolutions adopted at the 
annual session of the National Educational Association of the United 
States, recently held in San Francisco, Cal., indorsing the work done 
by the Bureau of Education, and favoring the erection of a suitable 
building exclusively for the use of that bureau; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Tangipahoa Parish, Louisi- 
ana, and a petition of citizens of Travis and Williamson Counties, 
Texas, praying for the passage of certain amendments of the interstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. 


I present a memorial of the Beard of Trade, of Jackson- 


ville, Fla., remonstrating against any legislation to the end of giving 
some protection or trade-mark right to Key West manufacturers of 





| owned by the shipper. 
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cigars in the use of the word ’ 
: referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of certain citizens of the county 


| of Osage, in the State of K&nsas, calling attention to the alleged viola- 
tions of the interstate-commerce act, and suggesting an amendment 
| especially providing that no railroad subject to the provisions of the 
interstate-commerce act shall transport any commodity in any car 


[ move that the petition be reler 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presenteda petition of citizensof Hillsborough County, 
Florida, praying for such disposition of the Fort Brooke military res- 
ervation in that county as will not conflict with the rights of settlers 


thereon; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ments and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; and 

A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrum. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3331) to grant to the city of Chadron, Nebr., the 
right to lay pipe lines across certain tracts of land, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2715) for the relief of certain parties who have paid 
$2.50 per acre for United States Government lands reduced in price to 
$1.25 per acre by the act of Congress approved June 15, 1880, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 1585) providing for the location of serip issued un- 
der the acts of August 31, 1852, and June 22, 1860, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3366) to provide for an American 
register for the steamer Saginaw, of New York; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

JOHN F. COOK, 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
report the balance due, if any, to John F. Cook, as collector of taxes, for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 18380, 

PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional copies 
of House bill No. 9051, *“‘to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue,” as passed by the House of Representatives, said 
copies to be delivered to the document-room of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. How many copies does the resolution propose to print? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Five hundred copies of the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives. They will be placed in the document-room. 

Mr. BECK. Is not that very few for us to have? There is demand 
for it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The reason for fixing that number is that there 
has been a large distribution of the bill from the House, and the Sen- 
ate Committee on Printing thought it would delay until later in the 
session, and then perhaps recommend the printing of more copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to th 
same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TORPEDOES AND TORPEDO EXPERIMENTS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Naval Affairs have reported 
an amendment of the Naval appropriation bill proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 for torpedoes and torpedo experiments. I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed for the use of the Senate a paper on that sub- 
ject prepared by Lieutenant Jaques, of the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT proiempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 


ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjust 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising unde: 
the eight-hour law be printed as it passed the Senate, there being sev- 
eral amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HANNAH H. LATHAM. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R 
8506) for the relief of Hannah H. Latham, It is a pension bill on 
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Mr. Dotrn. Is a conference report in order, Mr. Pres 























The PRESIDENI : ré ‘ { 
Mr. Epmunps. |! elca ‘ ‘ 
report be printed, so that w y V i 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair es not wy 7 
report the Senator from V« ont refers t eb ' { to 
ference report submitted by the Senat« t oO ) W be 1 oO , 
by the Secretary 
The Chief Clerk read as follows , 
Report of s committee of ¢ . a 
Hou ) um dme of the > < ‘ 2 
pr t t nstruc hn, rep 4 i r I i \ 4 
ont ha s ifor other } Ont 
What occurred was that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANI 
SON } aske d unanime i conset t i i isivd ol the = ; 
of the Senator from Colorado Lr. TELLEI leries trea 
bridge bills on the Calendar n t be considered. Il was not a 
that the conference report had come from the House of Representa 
or whether the conference report had been ipbmit il to the Senate 
10t, and not seeing the Senator from Maine | Mr. FRYE] in his s« 
simply wanted to ascertain rat I iS I e forthe 
sideration of | lL prev t consi ion « . , ; 
conference report. { had in s way i fered ; 
the conduct of ) I he « r n of Com ; 
tee on Commerce. I desired to mal » statement of what occ 
It is quite natural that this should have occurred, because when | 
asked the question the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. Epwunps] treated aad 
: ; . . . : oo. t h ¢ 
it as if something had been done about a conference report, but I wa 
not aware that any such conference report was before the Sena ay 
. a W it 1 : 
rHE FISHERIES TREATY. ha Sanatar ’ 
i ‘ heh } AVill . 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere be 1 urther mornine | i ‘ an: : s 





ness, that order is closed. re the same prop 








Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed, as in open exect two 1] iS O1 
session, to the consideration of the resolutions of the Senator from A] 12 itive 
bama [Mr. MorGAN] in reference to the fisheries treaty. n the Senat 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The itor from Massachu nsideratio y the Senate 
moves that the Senate proceed to the cons m, in open execut t 
session, of the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama and the fi sa substitute witho 


eries treaty. e Senator 1 
eMr. MORGAN. Mr. President— mo 1estion as |] 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is not debatable. is resolution, which 02 
Mr. MORGAN. I raise a question of order upon the motion. My | with him and to have the ordinary op! 


resolutions were offered in open legislative session. They are legisla- | the Senate, whet! 
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So I do not want to get the matter into a tangle. 
gZ0 into open executive session, let that of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire go in likewi 
Mr. CHANDLER Will the Senator 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr], when the Senator from Alabama 


illow me? 
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| 


If my resolutions | 


After, I think, the remarks on the treaty by the | 


moved that his resolutions be postponed until the next Monday when | 
. * cS | 
the treaty was to come up in regular order, I certainly understood it 


to be his desire that his resolutions should be considered in connection 
with the treaty. The Chair has that impression; I think that was the 
impression of the Senate; and also the Senator from Ohio is correct 
when he says that he understood distinctly that the precedence of the 
resolutions presented by the Senator from Alabama was reserved. 

{ offered the resolution which I presented in order to bring it before 
the Senate, expecting it to be considered in connection with the treaty 
and the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama, and I intended when- 
ever the Senate came to a vote on the resolutions of the Senator from 
Alabama to move my resolution as a substitute for one of his. 

Under these circumstances, I can not understand why the Senator 
from Alabama is not willing to allow his resolutions and the resolution 
which I presented to be considered in connection with the treaty, and 
to allow the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] to go on with 
his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is only a question of order; nothing else. Iam 
willing to have it in one form of open session or another form of open 
session; it makes no difference with me. 
under our rules which arise upon this treaty we shall find ourselves 
very much embarrassed, or at least I would, in getting the Senate to 
consider my resolutions at all, 

The treaty is before the Senate for consideration and nothing else. 
The rules of the Senate are very specific as to the manner of our action in 
considering treaties. They are to be considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and open to amendment, and when the Senate has come to a 
final conclusion as to what the text of the treaty ought to be to suit its 
judgment, then a separate resolution is to be moved, which is tolie over 
for one day unless by unanimous consent it is taken up sooner, and on 
that resolution the question of ratification is taken. I do not know 
how I could interject my resolutions into a proceeding of that kind. It 
would be entirely irregular. 

So it has been my purpose all the time to keep the resolutions where 
they belony, in the legislative session. I think we had better discuss 
and determine the resolutions, which relate to the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee on a question of great policy and public duty 
that is presented in that report, on the legislative Calendar, and not 
put them into this new-fangled idea of an open executive session. You 
can not work them in; there is no way that you can get consideration 
of them that I can understand under parliamentary rules. 

Mr. DAWES. I will inquire of the Senator what is to hinder him, 
whether it be in open executive session or in legislative session, from 
moving the words of his resolutions, wherever they may be, as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. MORGAN, 
1 wait for three or four weeks to get a chance to debate my resolutions, 
and then have them put in where the Senator from New Hampshire 
may choose to call them up or not? 

Mr. DAWES. 
order, that after his resolutions were in executive session he could not 
move the same resolutions. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can move the same resolutions in legislative ses- 
sion, 28 a matter of course. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see any difficulty. 

Mr. MORGAN, I can do that, but I do not care to put myself en- 
tire'y under the control of any Senator here in what I conceive to be 
a part of my public duty. I insist that my resolutions are legislative 
resolutions, and have not gone by the vote or consent of the Senate 
into open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama took oc- 
casion, the Chair thought, with something of asperity, to deny the cor- 
rectness of the recollection of the Chair. The Chair can only say that 
he has been actuated by a sincere and scrupulous desire to protect what 
he conceived to be the rights of the Senator from Alabama as suggested 
by him. Ifthere was an error it was unintentional, In the absence 
of the Senator from Alabama the Chair repeatedly announced the pre- 
cedence of the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama, believing that 
to be what he desired. 

The Senator from Alabama stating that his resolutions are not to be 
hereafter considered in connection with the treaty, but are to be placed 
upon the legislative Calendar where they were first assigned, that order 
will be pursued. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] moves that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration, in open executive session, of the fish- 
eries treaty. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. FRYE. Pending that I desire to submit a conference report. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me just one moment to 
say to the Chair that I had not the slightest idea of reflecting in any 





I understood the Senator to anticipate some point of 


| jection ? 


But when we get to questions | ° 
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feeling or term of asperity upon the action of the Chair? I merely 
wished to take issue with the Chair upon what I saw was @ very clear 
mistake, as I thought, that I had made a motion to carry my resolu- 
tions into the open executive session. I entirely exonerate the Chair 
from any sort of intention or purpose to embarrass me or my resolu- 
tions in regard to this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Fryr] 
desires to submit the report of a committee of conference. Is there ob- 
The Chair hears none. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes ot the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9859) ‘* making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors for the fiscal year ending June 30,1889, and for other purposes,’’ 
having met, after full and tree conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Thatthe Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18, 20, 27, 39, 64, 65, 82, 
94, 99, LOL, 111, 112, 115, 119, 120, 121, 122, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 
149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 157, 158, 160, 173, 150, 181, 184, 186, 192, 193, 194, 196, 197, 198, 
199, 201, 202, 203, 205, 206, 216, 217, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 254. 

That the House recede trom its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 
37, 40, 41, 42, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 
77, 78, 79, 81, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 95, 96, 97, 98, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 
109, 110, 113, 114, 116, 117, 118, 123, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 138, 139, 140, 141, 148, 156, 159, 
161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 171, 172, 174, 175, 177, 178, 179, 182, 185, 187, 191, 195, 207, 
208, 209, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222 , 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 237, 
, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 55, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 
65, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 27 ‘ . , 276, 277, 278, 279 , 280, 281, 
_ 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 300, 301, 302, 303, 
304, 305, 396, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 319. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $20,000;”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
mentasfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$35,000;’? and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amend ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $225,000; ”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, anc agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $25,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $500,000 ;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words added atthe end of the para- 

























| graph, and in lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the amendment 


insert: ‘ Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended until the title to 
the lands forming said islands shall be acquired and vested in the United States, 
without charge to the latter beyond $300,000 of the sum berein appropriated ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 


I can do that asa matter of course, but why should | 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' $300,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at theend of the amendment proposed: * Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent the expeudi- 
ture of thisappropriation ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed amend so as to 
read: ‘Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: To complete existing project;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Inlieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $180,000; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48and 49: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48 and 49. and agree tothe same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken 
out and inserted amend the paragraph so as to read: ‘Improving harbor at 
Tampa Bay, Florida, from outer bar to Mangrove or Busby Point;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $25,000;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same’ with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 
the words: “if approved by the Secretary of War;’’ andthe Senate agree to th: 
same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$35,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$50,000;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $300,000;’’ and fhe 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted substit ute 
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and add after line 13, page 24, of the bill, the follow r 
War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three en 
the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to thoroughly examine the 


The Secretary of 


ineer officers of 








Ohio River, below Pittsburgh, as tothe practicability of the improvement of the 
navigation of said river by means of ovable dams; and said board shall re 
port on or before the first Monday in December next as to the feasibility and 


advisability ofsuch project of improvement, the number of dams required, the 
location, with cost of same, together with cost of maintainir m after com 
pletion of the project rhe Secretary of War sh port to Con 


gress at its next session, together with the views of himself and the Chief of 








ull transmit said re 











Engineers of the United States Army thereon, The sum of $10,000, or so mut 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in th 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to pay expenses of said board and survey 


and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered l24,a to the same with a 
nendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted and in- 
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sert: ‘‘Romerly Marsh, Georgia: To pay for completing the existing pro 
$1,633.77 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede fro ts disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add to the words proposed to be inserted the words 
**Including the channel over the bar at the mouth und the Senate agree t 
the same 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed insert ** $175,000 and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 169, andagreeto the same with amend 
ments as follows: Strike out the semicolon after the word “‘river”’ in line 


page 35 of the bill,andinsert a comma. Strike out the word “‘also”’ in the first 
line ofthe matter to be inserted. Strike out the semicolon at the end of the mat 
ter proposed to be inserted, and insert a comma, Strike out the word “also 
in line 2, page 35 of the bill, and insert the word “and ;” and the Ser 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and agree tothe same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out all of the matter proposed to be inserted down to 
and including the word “‘shore”’ in line 5 ofthe amendment. Amend the last 
clause of the matter proposed to be inserted so thatit shal) read “ ifin the opinion 
of the Secretary of War the interests of commerce require it ;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 176: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 176, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: After the word ‘‘and”’ in line 9 of said amendment insert the 
word ‘‘further;”’ strike out all after the word “ cities,’ in line 10, down to the 
end of the amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 183, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the words “ by the 
river and harbor act approved August 5, 1886, for the examination of said canal, 
and of the Illinois and Michigan Canal bya Board of Engineers ;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 188: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out and 
amend by striking out the words “and fifty’’ in line 24 of page 4l of the bill; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $200,000 ;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House recede from its disagreemeet to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: Strike out the period after the word “ navigation,”’ in line 22, 
page 42 of the bill, and insert a semicolon, and in lieu of the matter proposed to 
be inserted in said amendment insert *‘ and $50,000 of said sum, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, may be expended in improving and strengthen- 
ing Sny Isiand Levee, where it crosses Snicarte Slough or other sloughs, and in 
repairing washouts in said levee ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 200: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out and add 
after line 4, page 44of the bill, ‘at Helena, Ark., $75,000 ;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out with an amendment 
changing the sum appropriated to ‘‘ $250,000;’’ and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 210: That the House recede from its disagree ..ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 210, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $1,000,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 
under surveys, after line 8, page 53, of the bill the following: ‘“‘ The Secretary 
of War is hereby directed to make an examination and report to Congress as to 
the necessity for the establishment and maintenance of public moorings for the 
protection of shipping in the open and exposed ports on the nortern coast of Cali- 
fornia, at Fort Ross, Fish’s Mill, Fish Rock, Shelter Cove, Trinidad, and such 
other places as may be deemed advisable by him;”’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 249: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 249, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment strike out “one” and in- 
sert ““two;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 282: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 282, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Amend said paragraph so as to read ‘“‘ Trent River, to 
Upper Quaker Bridge; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 318: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 318, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Amend the paragraph so as to read: “ For a survey of 
Minnesota Point, at Superior, at the west end of Lake Superior, to ascertain 
what, if anything, should be done to preserve the same from the inroads of the 
lake, and for the protection of the harbor, together with the cost thereof;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 320: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 320, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Add the following proviso after the word “‘engineers,”’ 
in line 26, page 62 of the bill: ‘‘ And provided further, That the Government shall 
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Mr. BUTLEF. I move thatthe $+ | i to 
of the bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of t 1 t 
District of ¢ l l | Sa ve ] b ré ) 

‘ nD 

lr} I yt The Chair can entertain t 
only 1 nt of the Senat Mass s Mr. D 
who ex utive session 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator 1 Ma tts to ‘ 
to call up this bill I am obliged to be absent 

Mr. DAWES I understand t ‘ t 
fore I will yield 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate pr to ( on 
of the bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the Chu of t Asee 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in ¢ ‘ 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on the District of C 
bia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting « and 
in 

I ta 1 2 and assessme s, gen 1 d spe« it st and 
« Was yrton, D. ¢ wowned and k i ( t As 
‘ i, | and ¢t same hereby a r tted 

I umendment was agreed to 

rhe bill was reported to the Senat umende nd dment 
was yri¢ rre¢ in 

l bill was ordered to b 1 for a third reading id tl 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER Iam much obliged to Senat rom M - 
Pv 

PRESIDENTIA APPROVAI 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. I 
PRUDEN, one of his secretari announced that the President had on 
the 19th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint reso 
lution 

An act (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridg 
and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a brid el 


the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss 





An act (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier 

An act (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. Jon 

An act (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martha N. Kellogg 

An act (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine K. Whittlesey 
604 ; : 


granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman 
n act (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin 

granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; and 
oint resolution (S. R. 96) authorizing the District comm 


to designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin. 


Ss 





The message also announced that the President had, on the 2.)d in- 
stant, approved and ed the foilowing acts 





An act (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchi 

An act (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Om 
Nebraska, the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a 
new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon; and 

An act (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ar} 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. DAWES] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration in 
open executive session of the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senate is now in open ¢ 
tive session. The reading of the Journal of the last open ¢« 
session will be dispensed with, if there be no obje« tion The Chief 
Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 
1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first article thereof 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, 1 am aware that the debate upwn t! 
subject is well-nigh exhausted, and ordinarily I should feel that pro 
priety required that it be now turned over to those who have it in 


charge for such considerations as they might desire to submit in con- 
clusion before the vote is taken. But there are some re 
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may occur to Senators why I have felt that the Senate might indulge 
me in ‘a fi rematr pon the treaty, notwithstanding the condition 
ot the de to ¥ 1 I have alinded. I therefore venture to tax 
till further the heated weariness of Senators while I ask them to listen 
to a few observations upon one feature of this discussion. 

There has been*"m 1 debate upon the text of the treaty, its mean- 
ing, and its scope. I shall dis that point with the single remark 


that in my judgment it does not become us in this day to approve any 
treaty about the meaning and scope of the phraseology of which there 
can be honest debate in the Senate of the United States. 

As to the historical argument, until the elaborate and in my opinion 
unanswerable arguments drawn from that source by my colleague [ Mr. 


HoAR]| and others who have pursued the debate in that line shall find 
some answer, I shall not venture to trouble the Senate with any re- 
marks in that field. 

As to the rum and olasses argument of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GrorGr],in which he found so much delight, about which 
he lingered so long, and which he left so reluctantly, I have only to 
say that I shall not contend with him in that controversy. I shall let 
his rum and molasses argument remain where he left it, for I can as- 
sure him that whether it reels with the one or sticks in the other, it 
is alike impotent in this debate. 


I can assure him that the title of the United States tothe northeast- 


ern fisheries has about it no uncertainty either as to its date or its | 


origin. Long after the treaty of Utrecht, on which he dwelt and be- 
hind which the Senator concealed so much of what he had to say, the 
French Government erected a fortress at Louisburg for the avowed 
purpose of destroying the fishing rights of the British nation in those 
waters. ‘They were thirty years in building it, and spent $5,000,000 
in erecting a fortress for that purpose more formidable than any that 
has since been erected upon this continent. 

But in 1745, 4,000 New England men, exactly 4,070, of which Con- 
necticut furnished 516, New Hampshire 304, and Massachusetts 3,250, 
organized an expedition at their own expense and under their own 
commander and captured that fortress. Its guns were spiked by the 
garrison which fled at their approach. 
county, whose descendants are now my own neighbors, with twenty men 
under him, drilled out the spikes of the cannon and turned them upon 
the town. 

Years afterwards, when that fortress had gone back into the hands 





A blacksmith from my own | 
| willing to abide by it to the letter. 
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not a pleasant sight to look on the different colors onthat map. If by 
the approval of this treaty the condition of things shall undergo on 


that map still another change, like the changes which it has undergone 
up to now, it will be the result alsoof diplomacy. You see the colors 


| now. By and by, if this treaty shall be approved, other colors also 


must be substituted upon the points indicated by the red lines, and he 
who shall hereafter look upon that map and then upon the map that 
our fathers delivered to us, will comprehend the vaiue to the United 
States in this regard of the diplomacy which has dominated in those 
waters. 

The first departure, the first surrender, was in the treaty of 1818, 
and out of it has grown all our woe. I quite agree with those who 
have discussed the question heretofore in saying that we made the con- 
cessions which have brought upon us all the controversy and all the 
trouble that have followed from 1818 to this day. We made it for what 
we termed, what we believed then, was an equivalent consideration, 
We bought for the 3-mile limit the right of fishing vessels to go 
into harbors for the purpose of shelter and repairing damages therein, 
of purchasing wood and obtaining water, and for no other purposes. 
Reading that at the present day, and in the light of the liberalized 
commerce of these times, it sounds like a beggarly consideration for 
this renunciation: 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed 
or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
are dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned 
limits. 


y It was thought at the time to be an equivalent consideration. As I 





| have said, the negotiators on the part of the United States were sadly 


mistaken. They had, as Sir Charles Tupper said to Sir John A. Mac- 
donald, but to wait. Everything comes to him who waits in a good 
cause. The portsof the colonies would have been open not only to the 
fishermen, but to all the full privileges and hospitalities of commerce 
in a few years had they been content to wait and abide the irresistible 
progress of events. 

But, sir, that treaty was ratified. That treaty is the bond of to-day. 
It was a hard bargain, but those whom it affects most seriously are 
Whatever was nominated in the 


| bond, the pound of flesh exacted of our commissioners and the A meri- 
| can people at that time, is theirs, it shall be faithfully rendered; but it 


of the French, it was again retaken by New England men, who followed | 


from their victory there Wolfe to the siege of Quebec, where there were 
more men from the New England colonies than from all the other Brit- 
ish colonies on this continent. 

The blood and prowess of the New England fishermen won for the 
British crown whatever fishing rights it ever had in those waters, and 
the same man who planned the siege of Louisburg in the first fight 
threw up the intrenchments thirty years later at Bunker Hill, and the 
very same drums that headed the column in the triumphal march into 
that city in 1745 were heard again at Bunker Hill. It was at Bunker 
Hill, at Saratoga, and at Yorktown that the United States won from 
Great Britain what their same blood won for Great Britain thirty years 
before. 

The Declaration of Independence is the title of the United States to 
the fisheries in the northern ocean. The treaty of 1783 is but the re- 
cital. When that treaty was adopted the rights of the United States 
in those waters were precisely the same as the rights of the British 
crown. Whatever a British fisherman could do there, a citizen of the 
United States could do, and wherever a British subject could drop a 
line, by his side could stand an American citizen and do likewise. 
Whoever could measure the rights of Great Britain in those waters 
measured at the same time the rights of the United States there. They 
were tenants in common, 

Mr. MORGAN. This is a very interesting statement of the Senator, 
in which I fully coneur. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 

etts if his information of the rights of the colonies in regard to fish- 


Mr. DAWES. Some time when the Senator and I have leisure and 


ing is that Canadians prior to the Revolutionary war had the same | 
fishing rights upon allof the coasts down to Georgia that we had up in 
Canadian waters? Wese they mutual colonial rights? 


there is anything on which the American people entertain one settled 
fixed purpose, it is that it is only to the letter that the bond shall be 
exacted. 

The present treaty is an experiment of a new administration in this 
field where so few laurels have been gathered heretofore by the diplo- 
macy of the United States. It were well worthy of any administra- 


| tion to contemplate all the difficulties that have arisen, all the demands 


of Great Britain that have been set up and opposed and condemned by 
every statesman and administration since 1818 under that treaty. It 
were well worthy the ambition ofany Administration to consider whether 
it is not in their power to recover ground heretofore lost, and if possi- 
ble restore, if not absolutely, as nearly as may be the condition of 
things which our fathers delivered over to us. If the present Admin- 
istration had entered into the negotiation with any such purpose as 
that, and with any such spirit as gave notice to those whom it met that 


| they were not there for further concession, but that they were there 


for observance of the mutual obligations the two countries had entered 
into, in my opinion a far different result would have been attained 


| than the treaty before us. 


I am not otherwise engaged, as I am just at this moment, I will sit at | 


his feet, and, as | know, learn about that feature of the case. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon for the interruption. I did not sup- 
pose it would be regarded as such. 

Mr. DAWES. What I propose to say te-day will have no reference 
to that point, and therefore the Senator will know, without any disre- 
spect, that I desire not to be turned off from the line of my remarks. 

If to-day the title of the United States to fishing rights in those 
waters falls short one particle of the title which the United States had 
when the treaty of 1783 was signed, it is the result of our diplomacy. 
The map to-day will enable any one to discern whether we have suc- 
ceeded in maintaining the rights we then unquestionably had, and it 
will determine whether we are to-day standing where we did then in 
the possession of co-equal and co-extensive rights in those waters with 
Great Britain herself. 

To those who keep in mind just how we obtained those rights it is 


The treaty before us is not put by either its negotiators or its friends 
on this floor upon any such consideration as that it was an attempt to 
recover, least of all that it had succeeded in recovering, one foot of the 
ground lost in the past, and lest under circumstances and conditions 
which have brought upon the country all of its embarrassments. It is 
put upon the condition that concessions have been added to the con- 
cessions heretofore made, and those concessions, it is thought by its ne- 
gotiators on our part and the friends of the treaty here, are to be justi- 
fied upon the ground of the extravagance and enormity of the unjusti- 
fiable demands which the British Gevernment has been making for 
seventy years—demands that no American statesman, until the con- 


| sideration of this treaty, ever sought to justify or failed to denounce. 


This treaty is commended to the Senate of the United States and to 
the country as a treaty of peace; that it composes difficulties without 
attempting to show that they are composed by maintaining the ground 
we have hitherto maintained, by compelling Great Britain to recede 
from any of her attempts at encroachment hitherto persisted in; but, 
on the contrary, it is commended as a treaty of peace because the con 
sequences will otherwise be most disastrous, and this without regard 
to what we have conceded to obtain it. If this is not accepted, the 
continuance of Great Britain in these annoyances and aggravations 
more intense and more persistent are held up here as the result of s 
rejection of this treaty. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massachusetts 
kindly tell us who that has favored the ratification of this treaty has 
made any such argument as that? On the contrary, every one who hus 
spoken in defense of this treaty and in favor of its ratification, as | 
know, has contended that there has been no concession, actual or in- 
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may be the effect upon this work here in this Senate, that the Cana- 
dian people shall know that he in all the steps taken was true to their 
traditions and to their policy, and he says to the Canadian parliament: 

The Americans have maintained that what we termed our exclusive right to 


shut them out of all bays was not well founded in the treaty. They have main- 
tained that they had an indefeasible right under that treaty to approach within 
3 miles of the shore of any bay or indentation. 

My honorable friend shakes his head— 


That was Mr. Mitchell— 


but I hold in my hand authorities, and I could give them to him by the score, 
in which they have again and again maintained that position and demanded 
that right. 

Mr. Mircne tn. Did not Great Britain for forty years enforce her construction 
of that treaty of 15187 

Sir Cuarves Turprer. I can only say that nobody knows better than my 
honorable friend that Great Britain induced him to recall his ‘regulations and 
instructions, after he had issued them, and restricted his jurisdiction, to within 
3 miles of the shore. 

Mr. Mircue.ty,. And why? Because Great Britain could control the Govy- 
ernment of this country, and I had to do it; that is why. 

Sir Cuarnces Turper., Never mind, my honorable friend’s inquiry was asto 
the position of Great Britain, and 1 give it tohim. Great Britain has always 
contended, and has rightly contended, for technical exclusion from any bay, 
and the crown officers of England have sustained that contention. Butmy hon- 
orable friend knows that it is one thing to hold a technical construction, and it 
is another to undertake to enforce it, 

Mr. Mircnen,, Will the honorable gentleman let me put one question to him? 
lie states that Great Britain has held a technical construction of the treaty of 
1818. I would say that Great Britain has actually enforced her technical con- 
struction for forty years. And with reference to what the honorable gentleman 
says about exclusion from bays, the first decision 


The attention of the Senator from Delaware may be attracted by 
this 


and with reference to what the honorable gentleman says about exclusion 
from bays, the first decision was given in reference to the Bay of Fundy, where 
the headland on one side was American and the headland on the other was 
Canadian or Nova Scotian, That was the first give away ot our treaty rights. 

Sir CHARLES Tupper. My honorable friend then means that for the first forty 
years Great Britain held a particular view which she has abandoned for the last 
forty years, 


You will observe, Mr. President, with how much more ability the 
case of the Washington is argued in this Senate Chamber than it is be- 
fore the Canadian Parliament. 


Mr. Mrrcone ii. I donot mean that. I will say what I mean if the honorable 
gentleman will let me. I say that for the first forty years Great Britain legiti- 
mately enforced that contention and the Americans recognized it. Under the 
decision in the case of the Buy of Fundy, one side of which was American and the 
other side Nova Scotian, it was held that bay was not exclusively an English bay, 
and upon the decision in that case our rights were given away and suspended 
by England, and were not enforced as strictly as they had been before. 

Sir CoArLes Tuprer. Well, I do not intend to be drawn into a discussion by 
my honorable friend, because I do not question very much his statement; but 
1 want to ask him whether he thinks a right which is technically claimed but 
practically abandoned for forty years,is gaining in strength. I take a different 
view 


Then he goes on to quote authorities which have been already read 
here, and I will take no time to repeat them, authorities sustaining 
the statement that Great Britain, without formally giving up, had 
abandoned the headland theory, and which led Sir Charles Tupper to 
say ‘‘practically that what was done in the Bay of Fundy was to be 
the rule,’’ and quotes Mr. Everett, who was our minister at the time 
that case arose, as saying: 

Mr. Everett thought that the negotiations were now in a most favorable state 
That is 


Interpolates Sir Charles— 


after the Bay of Fundy was given up Mr. Everett thought that the negotia- 


tions were in a most favorable state for a full and satisfactory adjustment ofthe 
dispute, 


Mr. Everett ‘‘had the fullest assurance ’’— 

Sir Charles Tupper is quoting him— 
that the British Government contemplated a further extension of the same 
policy by the adoption of a general regulation that American fishermen should 


be allowed freely to enter all bays of which the mouths were not more than 6 
miles in width, 


And the home government thereupon, in 1870, by special instrue- 
tions, which I shall putin, directed the then Government of Canada to 
permit a fishing vessel to go anywhere in all the waters of the northern 
coast except within 3 miles of the shore. 

The instructions are as follows: 

DISPATCH FROM HOME GOVERNMENT TO CANADA, JUNE 6, 1870. 

With those objects, they think it advisable that United States fishermen 
should not be excluded from any waters except within 3 miles from the shore, 
or in the unusual case of a bay which is less than 6 miles wide at its mouth but 
spreads to agreater width within. It will, of course, be understood and explained 
to the United States Government that this liberty is conceded temporarily and 
without prejudice to the rights of Great Britain to fall back on her treaty rights, 
if the prospect of an arrangement lessens, or if the concession is found to inter- 
fere practically with the protection of the Canadian fisheries. 


All this Sir Charles Tupper puts in support of this declaration: 


I think I have satisfied my honorable friend that, as far as Her Majesty's 
Government were concerned, while they maintained the abstract right under 
the treaty, they were unwilling to raise the question of bays, and the result is, 
as my honorable friend knows, that for the last thirty-four years, certainly since 
i8}4—and I will notgofurther back than 1854—-there has been no practical inter- 
ference with American fishing vessels unless they were within 3 miles of the 
shore. in bays or elsewhere. 


This was the statement to the Canadian Parliament of what was the 
condition of the headland thecry when these negotiators met. If there 
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have fallen into ‘‘innocuous desuetude”’ it is this headland theory, 


and nobody can doubt that a spirited stand in any negotiation touch- 
ing the treaty difficulties and misunderstandings between this Govern- 


| ment and Great Britain on the part of our negotiators would have 


brought at once its public renunciation. Yet, sir, instead of that, what 


was done ? 


Sir Charles Tupper, with the frankness which I have had occasion to 
commend, tells us what was done with this headland theory. 

Mr. GRAY. Give us the date of that. 

Mr. DAWES. This is the speech of Sir Charles Tupper in the Ca- 
nadian Parliament, April 10, 1888. 

I say, when we met these gentlemen and they proposed to us this 10-mile 
limit 

Instead of attempting to recover what we lost in the unfortunate 
treaty of 1818, instead of an effort to regain anything, the first thing 
that the American negotiators did was to extend the 3-mile limit to 5. 

I say, when we met these gentlemen and they proposed to us this 10-mile 
limit and said ‘‘if you give up the extreme contention that no bay, however 
broad its mouth, can be entered by an American fisherman, we will agree to 
take the 10-mile limit,’ and when they met us further and said that in addition 
to that they would take up and consider the question of any special bays we 
thought ought not to be open to foreigners, then we took this question up, as 
we were bound to take it up, and found a solution by mutual concession. In- 
stead of giving in to their contention that they could go into the Baie des 
Chaleurs within 3 miles of the shore we made a treaty by which they can not 
And the honorable gentleman knows that 
the Miramichi Bay and a number of other bays that we consider of vital im- 
portance to be kept free from any kind of intrusion have been conceded to us. 

‘ * * - * * * 

When we accepted this 10-mile delimitation, which was all that appears to 
have been aimed at by any Canadian Government, the extreme limit that any 
person had proposed as a matter of delimitation, we made it a condition of 
the acceptance of that restriction that certain bays should be exempt from its 
operation, 

What is the consequence, Mr. President? Here are bays; look at 
the Bay of Chaleurs [indicating on the map], 16 miles across, from 
which we absolutely are excluded by this treaty. They haveno claim 
at all to“exclude us from the Bay of Chaleurs, except by the headland 
theory, and they have either had conceded to them that to which they 
had no right whatever or they have had established the headland theory 
so far as that bay is concerned. So of the Bay of Egmont, 17} miles 
across. Nothing but the headland theory ever gave them any exclu- 
sive claim in the Bay of Egmont, and if they have by this treaty ex- 
clusive right there it is because they have revived the dead headland 
theory. So of Miramichi Bay, which is 14} miles wide. 

It is proposed by this treaty to exclude us absolutely from that bay. 
They have never had any claim to exclude us abselutely from it except 
by the headland theory, and by the headland theory revived, volun- 
tarily offered by our commissioners, we are to be excluded absolutely 
from it. So of Fortune Bay, which is 114 miles and 104 miles*-over 
21 miles across. Just look how that is measured [indicating] run- 
ning like the letter V so as to strike an island which would be excluded 
absolutely if it had run straight across. They never hada right to ex- 
clude us from Fortune Bay, except under the doctrine of the headland 
theory; and yet our commissioners have negotiated and voluntarily 
yielded the headland theory to the exclusion of Fortune Bay, and so 
with the other bays. Methinks that if I had been one ot the negotia- 
tors, Fortune Bay,the scene of the last and almost only brilliant achieve- 
ment ofour diplomacy in those waters, would havé been the last to be 
given up to the exclusive occupation of those from whom one spirited 
stand at least of one of our diplomats wrung from England justice to us 
in that bay. But, no; all of these bays 10, 15, 16, 17 miles across, in 
which they never asserted any right except under the headland theory, 
are given up to their exclusive occupation. 

Mr. GRAY rose. 

Mr. DAWES. The Bay of Chaleurs, which by name 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator object to my interrupting him? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DAWES. Inone minute. The Bay of Chaleurs; there is one 
other, which by express order of the home government, the Canadian 
authorities wére forbidden to hinder our fishing in, which has gone into 
this negotiation and been sold to the British Government. 

Mr. GRAY. 
Miramichi, the Bay of Egmont, and all those bays which he indicated 
on the map, had been claimed by Canada on the headland theory, I 
do not exactly understand what he means by ‘‘ headland theory.’’ If 
he has an interpretation in regard to that theory which admits of a 
remark like that, we differ entirely as to what the h -adland theory is. 

But I wish to ask the attention of the Senator to the language of the 
specification in the treaty of 1818. We renounced the right to take or 
cure fish within 3 miles of the bays of His British Majesty’s dominion 
and the bays of Chaleurs, Miramichi, and Egmont, and all the bays he 
has indicated, are bays nominatim, are known as bays and come under 
that classification, and, therefore, come within the word and letter, to 
use the language of the Senator just now, of the treaty of 1818, and 
we are excluded by the treaty of 1818, not upon any headland theory, 
but by the express language of that treaty, the letter of our bond, to 





has been anything in American politics which could justly be said to | use the expression of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The Senator says that the Bay of Chaleurs, the Bay of 
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Mr. DAWES. I promised the Senator, as well as I might be able, 
that I should talk to the point that this was not a treaty of peace and 


that I would not vex the Senate with any discussion of the meaning of 


terms, but I read what the home government instructed the Canadian 
Government in respect to their b 
Senator’s phras« 

Until further instructed, theref 
fishermen unless found within 3 é 
drawn across the 1 ith of a bay or 
miles wide, is less than 6 geograph 
of any other bay—at Bay d 

y United States fis) 





vs and such bays eo nomine, to use the 





are I 
My argument is that the Brit 
termined not to exclude Ameri 
not within 3 miles of the shore 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague will 
there, which I know has not esca 
well as I do, but which I would 

Not only is this the concession 
practice and demands of the Bri 
years, but Mr. Rush, who was our 1 
the treaty of 1818 and for several } 
soon followed him, and Mr. Marey, , 
that England made no such claim for the first forty years aft 
treaty of 1818. The claim fin all that time; so you 
have the entire period fi » present time—a period of 
seventy years—with the he seizures of the Argus 
and the Washington, wher ment of the British Gov 
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( r ggestion I 
know that the claim was only technical | the time and never en 
forced, but what my colleague says is a very strong aid to the ar 
ment I have been making. 

Now, I want to call back th tention of the Senate to what wa 
done with this headland theory, with this 3-mile limit, and all that. 
It came from our negotiators; it was a voluntary concession, not asked 
for by the other side, if there is any truth in the statement of Sir 
Charles Tupper, who said: 

Isay when we met these gentlen nd the proposed to us this 10-m 
limit, and said: “If you give up the extreme contention that no bay, however 


broad its mouth, can be entered by an American fisherman. we will agree 
take the 10-mile limit; ’’ and when they met us furtherand said that in additi 
to that they would take up and consid the question of any special bays w 
thought ought not to be open to foreigners, then we took this question uy 
we were bound to take it up, and found a solution by mutual concession I 
stead of giving in to their contention thatthey could go into the Baie des ¢ 
leurs within 3 miles of the shore, we made a treaty by which they can not enter 
the Baie des Chaleurs at all. 


Then he turns around to Mr. Mitchell and say 


And the honorable gentleman knows that the Mi 
of other bays that we consider of vital importance t 
of intrusion, have been conceded to us. 


And for what? For this old, defunct claim of the headland theory 
and for a voluntary extension of the 3-mile limit to 5 miles! I donot 
know that I wonder at a desire to keep from the knowledge of the 
Senate any of the steps which led 

The President of the United States, in communicating this treaty to 
us, said: 


Che uninterrupted navigation of the Strait of Ca: 3 expressly lL for 
first time affirmed 

















up to the result 


I want to read this once more beeause there is in it much for com 
ment. 

_ The uninterrupted navigation of the Strait of Canso is expressly and for th 
first time affirmed, 

Permit me to say that it is no such thing. The language of th 
treaty is this (mark the difference between it and t ; 
President): 

Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of the St 
of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States 

That is all. Does it mean that no other vessels of the United States 
can be permitted to navigate the Straits of Canso? Is it proposed by 
this treaty that whenever a merchant vessel of the United States shall 
pass the Straits of Canso it must get leave of Great Britain? Does the 
merchant vessel that passes the Straits of Gibraltar stop and get leave 
of Great Britain, or does the merchant vessel that passes the Straits of 
Magellan stop and get permission of Great Britain that it may navigate 
those waters ? 

Yet Sir Charles Tupper says expressly to the Canadian Parliament 
that— 

They confined it to fishing vessels. 

_ We provided simply that nothing in this treaty should interrupt the free 1 
igation of the Straits of Canso, as previously enjoyed by fishing vesselsto w 
we confined it. 

I have said that I am not to vote for a treaty in this day the phrase- 
ology of which is open to honest debate in an American Senate. Who 
is right as to the construction of this clause in reference to the Straits 
of Canso, the President of the United States, who says that it secures 
the free navigation of those straits, or Sir Charles Tupper, who says it 
is confined, as the treaty says it is, to fishing vessels that enjoyed it 
before? 
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a ; sla tcc eat catia at ia cuisecsnaieamieene 
French fishing v 1d was immediately prosecuted for violation of | No, they were the last people to complain of their own outrages in 
& local law a rb tl ng of bait to foreigners. They might | the matter of the fisheries: but simultaneously, I say, it came to be 
to-morrow deter! that there should be only so much bait purchased, | understood that the accession of the present dr iinistration to power 
and we } rreed to conform toit. They might to-morrow pass a | was Canada’s opportunity. Sir Ambrose Shea, an oflicial of the Gov- 
local law in Newfoundland, or in Nova Scotia, or in the Dominion, | ernment of Newfoundland, was on his way to this capital, if not sim- 


that bait should only be purchased within certain periods of clos 
season, as it is called, and we are bound to submit, and we are asked 
by American negotiators to surrender what I have stated, and to accept 


this among the concessions. 


pt 
In reference to it I would like to have 
the Senate take note of what Sir Charles Tupper says of the idea of 


submitting to the local law: 


Dn 
i 





I am glad to know that Mr. Bayard had too much respect fo eop! f 
Canada—and he bas since learned in the most conclusive manner svi 
were well founded—to come to any ot r conclusion than that no Canad 
would ever consent to be legislated for by any other country in the world. 


at we are asked to submit our rights pertaining to the fishing in 
these waters, that we onee enjoyed asthe price of our blood and valo 
to the local law of Canada and the Provinces. 

‘There is one more reason why I think this can never be a treaty of 
peace. The reciprocity treaty of 1854 admitted free of duty “‘ fish of 
all kinds, products of fish, and all other creatures living in the water, 
being the growth and produce of the said Provinces of Canada, New 
Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward’s Island,’’ and after tha 
Newtloundland. 

The treaty of 1871 admitted free of duty fish-oil and fish of all kinds 
(except the fish of the inland Jakes and of the rivers falling into them 
and except fish preserved in oil) being the produce of the fisheries of 
the Dominion of Canada or of Prince Edward’s Island. 

The present treaty proposes that when we admit free of duty fish-oil 
whale-oil, seal-oil, and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil 
being the produce of the fisheries—mark the difference—carried on by 
the fishermen of Canada, Newfoundland, and Labrador, wherever ca: 
ried on, we shall receive the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and 
harbors of Canada and Newfoundland for these three purposes: 


1. The purchase of 
and outfits. 


2. Transshipment of cat« 








rovisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
for transport by any means of conveyar 
Shipping of crews 

How came thisdifference to creep into the treaty? The other treaties 
confined free fish to the fisheries the produceof the Dominion. In this 
treaty it is provided that the produce of the fisheries, of the fishermen 
of Canada, wherever those fisheries may be, are to be admitted; and 
put alongside of it are two other things in this treaty for the first time, 
*whale-oil”’ l-oil.’’ 


and ‘‘seal-oil. 
tiow came 





whale-oil and seal-oil to be inserted for the first time in 
this treaty? When the treaties of 1854 and 1871 were negotiated, 


whale-oil and seal-oil had almost passed out of the pursuits of fisher- | 


men. There was no product of whale-oil orseal-oil at thattime. But 
since then the whales of the Northern Pacific have yielded wonderful 
and marvelous products to the daring fishermen of the United States, 
and seal on that coast are coming to enter into the pursuits of most of 
the enterprising fishermen of the country. Here the provision creeps 
for the first time into this treaty, that the Canadians shall be per- 
mitted to bring whale-oil and seal-oil free of duty into our markets. 

‘They are looking to the Northern Pacific. They are looking to the 
wealth that is there in those cold ocean inlets, where the whale is com- 
ing to be abundant, and they are providing that the fishermen of Can- 








ada shall side by side with our fishermen bring them into the ports of 
Portland and San Francisco free of duty; and whenever seal-oil shall 


come to be a valuable article of merchandise they are to bring it i 
free of duty. Whenever the time shall come that this provision shal 
develop, if it becomes a treaty, into the full significanceof those word 
then it will be found. if not before, that the treaty will cease to be a 
treaty of peace. 

But, sir, the treaty will fail utterly as a treaty of peace for another 
reason. Canada herself has failed of obtaining that for which she en- 
tered into this negotiation, and she will not rest till she has obtained 
it, She is boasting, it is true, of what she has got so far as the fisheries 
are concerned, like the man who whistles while he passes through agrave- 


i 
} 
] 
i 


yard; but the people of Canada will find no consolation or satisfac- 
tion when they come to consider also that they have utterly failed in 
that for which they entered into the negotiation. Sir Charles Tupper 


has stated in the Canadian Parliament that he is responsible for this 
negotiation. He said 

In regard to my position in that conference, I have already shown the House 
l largely I am responsible for what has taken place. The conference was 
initiated from the interview which took place between myself and Mr. Bayard. 
i tly asked to serve as one of Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries on 


that important missiot 


i was subsequer 





| think Sir Charles Tupper is mistaken in imagining that he initiated 
this negotiation. However large a share he had in the negotiation 
and management, and however largely his impress from beginning to 
end 1s left upon the whole transaction, nevertheless there was another 
Somehow it came to be understood simulta- 
neously in the different parts of the British dominions on our north, 
and among all those interested in British dominion on our north, that 
the accession of the present Administration to power was their oppor- 
tunity. It was not that they had any grievance about the fisheries. 


flicial here before hit 
OMicial bere eiore him. 








r with the vuguration, almost immediately upon it, con- 
for the purpose of instituting commercial negotiations on ac- 
it of his own province alone, under cover of fisheries difficulties. 
He made no secret on his way here of his errand. He talked with 
whomsoever he came in contact about the purpose. He came here 
and was introduced to this Administration by the British minister. 

About the same time Mr. Wiman, a Canadian, whose residence is in 
Brooklyn, a man of large enterprise and efficiency and executive abil- 
ity, devoted entirely to the expansion of commercial relations between 
the Dominion of Canada and this country, appeared here and had a 
conversation with the Secretary of State. ‘Thereupon Mr. West, the 
minister, took the matter up and proposed, what has been so 
often read here, the proposition by which a temporary arrangement 
would be made, provided the President of the United States would 
recommend to Congress a2 commission for the purpose, under the cover 
of the fishery difficulties, of arranging commercial relations with Can- 
ada. Mr. Wiman went to Canada after this interview and had an in- 
terview with Sir Charles Tupper, and Sir Charles Tupper’s account of it 
I will read: 

I do not know that the speech I made had any connection with it; but I know 
this, that a mutual friend—I have no objection to mentioning that it was Mr. 
Wimar early day after this speech was delivered intimated to me that he 
had hs ng conversation with the Secretary of State of the United States, 
Mr. Bayard, and that that gentleman had said that he would be very glad to 


- ; 
have an opportunity of discussing the mutual relations of Canadaand the United 








coul 

















States with either my right honorable friend the premicr of Canada or myself. 
I brought that statement under the notice of his excellency the governor-gen- 





eral and my right honortble friend; and as it was quite impossible for him to 
] e his place in parliament at that time I took advantage of the Easter holi- 
ys to accept this formalinvitation. I wentdown to Washington and was pre- 
nted to Mr. Bayard by Her Majesty’s minister there. 





fr 





Then Sir Charles went home, and Mr. Bayard wrote him a 
ett 
; ' Mr. Bayard to Sir Charles Tuppe 
Personal and unofficial. | 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 31, 1887. 
My Dear Sir CHARLES: The del): you has been unavoidable. 





\fter saying some other things, he proceeded: 


its of 





It is evident that the commercial intercourse between the inhabit 
Canada and those of the United States has grown into too vast proportion to be 
exposed much longer to this wordy trian; ir duel, and more direct and re- 
sponsible methods should be resorted to. 











‘ ‘ * . * 

Che imme te difficulty to be settled is found in the treaty of 1818 between 

United States and Great Britain, which has been questio verata ever since it 
cluded, and to-day is suffered to interfere with and seriously embar 





the good understanding of both countries in the important commercial relations 
and interests which have come into being since its ratification, and for the ad- 
justment of which it is wholly inadequate, as has been unhappily proved by the 
events of the past two years. 

I am eonfident we both seek to attain a just and permanen* settlement, an 
there is but one way to procure it, and that is by a straightforward treatment 
on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire commercial relations of the 
t 


wo countries, 
2 a * oa 4 * e 


r. F. BAYARD 




















Sir Charles Tupper immediately answered: 

: BS a a m “a 
iin a just and 
, and that is 
in, of the « 


I entirely concur in your statement that ‘‘ We both seek to att: 
permanent settlement, and that there is but one way to procure 
raightforward treatment, on a liberal and statesman-like p 
tire commercial relations of the two countries. 











by ast 


Thereupon Lord Salisbury immediately telegraphed Minister West: 
¢ ¢ 


If Secretary of State will formally propose the app ent of commission as 
suggested by him in his correspondence with Sir Charles Tupper, Her Majesty’s 
Government will agree with great pleasure. 








SALISBURY. 

Some time after this, July 12, 1887, in a letter to Mr. Phelps, Mr. 
Bayard emphasizes the clear understanding of the parties to this ne 
gotiation in the outset, that it was commercial privileges for Canadians 
in our market, to be secured under cover of negotiations over the fish- 
eries, and in the same letter he explains why he, without communica- 
tion with the other side, abandoned the original purpose of the nego- 
tiation: 

I delayed my response to Mr. White's dispatch of March 30, and on May 21 
Sir Charles Tupper, the Canadian minister of finance, called upon me at this 
Department, introduced by the British minister at this capital. ; 

The object of this visit was to discuss informally the present condition and 
prospects of commercial relations between the United States and the Dominion 
of Canada, especially in connection with the fisheries and the commercial ques 
tions involved. ; 

The visit here of Sir Charles Tupper, on behalf of the Canadian Governmen 
was received with cordiality, and expressions were exchanged of a mutual «i 
sire for the settlement of all existing difficulties, and for an increased freedoi 
of commercial intercourse between the United States and Canada. 

In consequence of the statements made by Sir Charles Tupper on the o 
sion referred to, I wrote to him a personal and unofficial letter on the 3lst « 
May, and received on June 10 his reply, and copies of this correspondence were 
duly sent to you. 














Then he explains why he abandoned it: 
By reason of the action of the Senate on April 15, 1886, in regard to the rec- 
nmendation of the President for the appointment of a joint commission to 
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at the king’s gate? ‘* Unless we can have the markets of the United ron rt itrage 
States, all we have done goes for naught. What boots it to us wheth : 
the American fishermen shall fish in the Bay of Chaleurs or not, 
can not take our fish into their market when we obtained t i 
all zoes for naught unless we obtain this.’’ 
not less Canada than the United States w find this treaty not l 

a ity of peace with the Unite ( 
surrender by us of valuable ri lan 
have obtained concessions, for | 
the attainment of which tl 
have utterly failed. 

One thing more I omitted as a reason why we should n« ) ) 
th tre it J yuld to im vha li« 
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heard no friend of the treaty expound. It is a significant fact 
when Sir Charles Tupper expounded the treaty section by section t : 
the Canadian parliament for their approval he expounded article 11, 
and skipped to article 13, an ominous silence which can only be int ; 
preted that there was nothing in it worth commenting on or too \ : 
to expose to the American Senate. 

Ir. GRAY. Does the Senator mind 1 ling the twelfth article? I 

do not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. DAWES. It is as follows 

r ves ( i Newf idland shall c rt 

of the United Stat ileges reserved and secured by this tr 
U1 i States fish the aforesaid waters of Canada and New , 
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fishing vessels of Canada under that 
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gone never, so long as such a reason as this is to be deemed valid, to re- 
turn. 

In the interview published in the Baltimore Sun, Mr. Bayard speaks 
of another thing which perhaps was dwelt on sufficiently by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] on Saturday afternoon, but still I 
can not omit calling attention to it once more. I desire that my con- 
stituents shall see and know what is the estimate put by this Admin- 
istration upon the American flag when it floats at the mast-head of a 
fishing schooner. I want them to know what this Administration con- 
siders a full apology when a British officer tears down on the deck ot 
# fishing schooner in the presence of its master the flag of his country 
and casts it at his feet. Mr. Bayard says: 

Again he charges 





That is, my wicked colleague 

Again he charges that I allowed the flag of an American vessel to be hauled 
down by the officers of a British cruiser. For that act this country received a 
full apology from England. As much can not be said when indignities were 
heaped upon American seamen in years gone by. 

Mr. Bayard says, in a letter in reference to this subject to Mr. Phelps 
November 6, 1886: 

Under the fourteenth section of the twentieth chapter of the Navy Regulations 
of the United States the rule in such cases is laid down as follows: 

“A neutral vessel seized is to wear the flag of her own country until she is ad- 
judged to be a lawful prize by a competent court.” 

He made demand for an apology for this insult to our flag. He com- 
municated the law to the British Government that the flag had a right 
to float at the mast-head until after the condemnation. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, I know he 
will be satisfied to do so when I tell him for what purpose I ask leave 
to interrupt him. He alluded to an interview purporting to have been 
had with Mr. Bayard, published in the Baltimore Sun. I think that 
was the paper. I see that it was alluded to on Saturday by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. Of course, neither the Senator from 
Colorado nor the Senator from Massachusetts was awarethat Mr. Bayard 
disavowed that interview, that he said it was unauthorized, and did not 
truly represent him. I, of course, know that the Senator would de- 
sire that Mr. Bayard should have the opportunity through me of stat- 
ing what I have said of that statement in the Sun, and that is all I 
wish to say. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that this is the first time I have 
ever heard of a disavowal. It has been a matter of discussion in the 
Senate, privately at least, ever since its appearance, and this is the 
first intimation that I have ever had that it was disavowed. 

Mr. GRAY. Isaid I presumed that it was the first intimation the 
Senator from Colorado had had, otherwise he would not have alluded 
to an interview which the party interviewed disavowed. 

Mr. HOAR. I sbould like to ask the Senator from Delaware, with 
my colleague’s permission, as it is somewhat interesting, whether the 
Senator from Delaware is authorized by Mr. Bayard to disavow it ? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I have had no direct authorization; but I saw the 
disavowal published in the Baltimore Sun. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps my colleague will allow me to say (as that in- 
terview contains a gvod deal of reference to me, I should not have al- 
luded to it at all anywhere in public if it had not been alluded to by 
others first in the Senate), that I read it with profoundest pity, with no 
other sensation. The misstatements, the anger, the feeble and impo- 
tent rage which somebody has imputed to a high officer of our Govern- 
ment could only make any patriotic American citizen experience a sen- 
sation of mortification and not of anger. If that interview be true, the 
Secretary of State has learned nothing in relation to the fishing interest 
except the language of the fish market, and that the language of the 
London fish market. I am very glad that there is a report somewhere 
that the Secretary of State has disavowed it. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts who has just taken 
his seat could not forego theopportunity, I suppose, of expressing him- 
self in regard to this purported interview, inasmuch as it alluded to 
himself, but after what I have stated, that the interview was unau- 
thorized by Mr. Bayard, and that it was so stated in the paper, and 
from the same source from which the interview came, I think all that 
he said was very much out of place, and I do not understand what the 
sense of propriety is which will allow any Senator to comment upon 
language imputed to another which he disavows himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that the word ‘‘ unauthorized ”’ 
contains a disavowal. 

Mr. GRAY. Whatever the Senator understands, such is the publi- 
cation in the paper coming from the same source from which the pur- 
ported interview came. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no contradiction. 
the Secretary of State did not utter it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iamecontent. Among those with whom I have asso- 
ciated such a disavowal is always sufficient. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam sorry this interlude got into my speech. Does the 
Senator from Delaware think I do not know why men sometimes choose 
interviews rather than communications to the public over their own 
signatures? Has the public become acquainted with this new method 
of getting one’s views before the public and not know why it has su- 
perseded the open and frank and unreserved communication over one’s 


There is no statement that 
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own signature? I assume that the Senator is correct, that this got out 
without the authority of the Secretary of State, and that is all there is 
to it. 

Mr. FRYE. It isno worse than the Boston Herald interview. 

Mr. DAWES. If there were words to be disavowed they should be 
disavowed to the man they aftected, and not in a way to arm another 
with the material the moment they are commented on here to get up 
with the remarkable assertion that the statement got out without au- 
thority. I would like to ask the Senator from Delaware if he means 
by his remarks to assert that the Secretary of State never said any- 
where that England had made a full apology for this insult upon the 
flag? If that isso Iam sorry for him. Iam not sorry that he has 
not said that it was a full apology, but I am sorry that he had not said 
something about this apology if he takes back this. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts asks me a question, 
and J suppose he will permit me to reply. Iwas not listening to what 
the Senator said about the matter to which he has just referred. I 
was merely attracted by the remark he made, that the interview to 
which he referred was in the Baltimore Sun, and I only rose to state 
nothing more than that in the same paper in which that purported in- 
terview was published and from the same source a statement was made 
that that interview was unauthorized, and that Mr. Bayard disavowed 
it. Ihavenothing moreto say about that. I have not been accustomed 
to debate with Senators or gentlemen anywhere in regard to what was 
imputed to them when they disavowed it, and I leave that to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to do if he chooses. 

Mr. DAWES. If theSecretary of State has not said something about 
this apology itis high time’ he did. Itis high time the public knew 
his opinion about this apology. It has been in his possession now for 
well-nigh two years. He tells Mr. Phelps that the indignity to our 
flag has caused great excitement and indignation among our people, and 
Mr. Phelps was instructed to lay it before the British Government, not 
before a satrap down in Nova Scotia or Newfoundland, and the British 
Government has from that day to this never expressed the slightest 
opinion one way or the other upon this flag business. It has simply 
made itself a mail-bag through which to transmit what a provincial offi- 
cial in the provinces has said about it, without expressing its opinion 
of regret or otherwise about this insult to our flag. I will put in-the 
RECORD every word of what is called an apology, and if it is not con- 
sidered by this Administration a fulland ample apology, as the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] once in his seat pronounced it to be, then it 
is high time there was on the record something from this Administra- 
tion to show its appreciation of an insult to the flag. This is all there 
is to it. 

The minister regrets that he— 

That is, Captain Quigley, the British officer— 
should have acted with undue zeal, although Captain Quigley may have been 
technically within his right while the vessel was in the custody of the law. 

All this official down there regrets is that Captain Quigley, doing 
what he had a right to do, did not take more time to doit. That is 
the regret. Captain Quigley, he says, had a right to pull down the 
flag of the United States in the presence of the master of the vessel and 
cast it at his feet, if he had only taken more time to do it! 

There is only one other apology that I ever heard of that was in any 
way parallel to this, and I think that this goes even beyond that. 
There was a church member once arraigned for accusing another church 
member of stealing, and being compelled to apologize said: ‘‘ Brethren, 
Ihave accused Brother Smith of stealing, and I can not prove it, and 
I am sorry for it.”’ This man says he can prove it if he would only 
take a little more time to do it. 

If the Secretary of State has not called this a ful! apology, he has 
let it sleep, and the captains of the schooners engaged in the fishing 
interest are to understand that under this Administration any British 
official who chooses may pull down their flag on any charge that they 
have committed an offense, if he will only take time enough to do it. 

As to Mr. Bayard’s explanation of why he did not consult those in- 
terested in the matters affected by this treaty, why he did not consult 
the New England Senators, or anybody who was conversant with the 
nature of the subject-matter, the public prints declare that he has said 
this: 

I did not consult with the New England Senators, but I did hear the opinions 
on this point of men known to be thoroughly conversant with the subject. 
Professor Baird told me that the men I had here in connection with the 3-mile 


limit question knew more about the fishery question than any one else in New 
England. They told me the privilege was valueless. 


I do not know that Mr. Bayard made that statement. I am sorry, if 
he did, that he conceived the idea in this negotiation that it was no 
bigger question than hatching fish at Wood’s Holl. If the Secretary 
of State went no further than to Professor Baird, however accomplished 
a man he may have keen in hatching fish, I do not wonder at the mis- 
takes and the blunders that were made if that was the conception of 
the Secretary and if he went no further for his sources of information. 

It is not so much a source of astonishment to me that such a treaty 
has been what Mr. Bayard calls the result of such methods and such 
negotiations, as it is that such methods and negotiations should have 
entered into at all. 


Sir, we are asked now to approve this treaty. What are we to ex- 
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Frow all the circumsta 3 attending this case, and other recent cases lik 
it seems to me very apparent that the seizure was not made for the purpos 
enforcing any right or redressing any wrong 

* * * « * * 

It seems to me impossible to escape the conclus at this and other sir 4 
seizures were made by the Canadian authorities for the deliberate purposs 
harassing and embarrassing the American fishing vesselsinthe pu tof th 
lawfulemployment. And the injury, which would ve been a serious on¢é t 
committed under a mistake, is very much aggravate by the motives whi« ip- 
pear to have prompted It. 

= fe = * = 
The real source of the difficuluy that has ari is well understood It i 





be found in the irritation that hastaken place among a portion of the Canadian 
people on account of the termination by the lt 
the treaty of Washington on the Ist of July last, whereby fish imported m 
Canada into the United States, and which so long as that treaty remained in f 
was admitted free, is now liable to the import duty provided by the general rey 
enue laws, and the opinion appears to have gained ground in Canada that 
United States may be driven, by harassing and annoying their fishermen, 
the adoption of a new treaty by which Canadian fish shal! be admitted free 
It is not necessary to say that this scheme is likely to prove as mistaken in 
policy as it is indefensible in principle. 


nited States Governme 


Alas! victim of misplaced confidence, 
nor in the son of man.’’ 


‘put not your trustin princes 


In terminating the treaty of Washington the United States were simply exer- 
cising a right expressly reserved to both parties by the treaty its« and of the 
exercise of which by either party neither can complain They will not be 
erced by wanton injury into the making of anew one. 


a 

What would he say now? 

Nor would a negotiation that had its origin in mutual irritation be promis 
of success, The question now is, not what fresh treaty may ot ght be desi 
ble, but what is the true and just construction, as between the two nations 
the treaty that already exists 








This, as I have said, was indorsed and commended as the true diag 
nosis of the trouble iu Canada by Mr. Bayard himself. This is what 
I expect to see when the vote shall be taken on this treaty, but I ex- 
pect that hereafter, as Mr. Phelps said then, negotiation that has its 
origin in such irritation will not be promising of success. That it 
will be tried there can be no manner of doubt. What will be the con- 
sequence no man can tell. Congress has clothed the President with 
ample power to meet the exigency. It is given out in asortof threat- 
ening way by the friends of this treaty that unless it is approved the 
President will do more than his duty under that law. 
commit it to his custody and to leave the responsibility with him. He 
has the power to tell these people, ‘‘ You shall obey and keep the 
treaty of 1818 or you shall keep out of our ports till you do.”’ If be- 
yond this he has any power under the law and chooses to assert it, the 
responsibility is with him. Let him meet this question as the qu 
tion was met in Fortune Bay. Let it be understood that negotia- 
tions go no further until present damages are redressed and security for 
the future given, and all the trouble will end. 

But, sir, no man can in my judgment cast his vote for the ratifica- 
tion of this treaty as a treaty of peace. It is full of strife and conten- 
tion and disturbance, and will multiply trouble onall hands. Forthat 
reason I can not give it my vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the destruction of life and property 
by war is so terrible to contemplate and so unreasonable that peopl 
in time of peace are apt to regard so great a folly impossible. No sane 
man in 1860 believed the North and South would be engaged in deadly 
conflict in 1861. No Frenchman believed in 1868 that a German army 
would occupy Paris in 1870. Immediate war is seldom anticipated, 
still the history of the world demonstrates that wars are inevitable. 
rhe progress of civilization has not restrained the tendency of nations 
to engage in war; on the contrary, the wars of the last generation have 


exceeded in magnitude and destruction the wars of any age. The | T 


preparations for war and the expenditures in organizing armies and 
navies and manufacturing instruments of destruction are beyond com- 
putation. 


The navy of Great Britain dominates all the navigable waters of the | 


globe. The sun never sets upon her harbors abundantly supplied with 
the materials of war and fortifications for defense. Unnatural as it is, 
she is our only enemy. There has been no time since the battle of 
Bunker Hill when she would not, if she could, have destroyed freedom 
in America and reduced the people of the United States to a depend- 
ency of her imperial power. Notwithstanding the vast commerce be- 
tween the two nations, no act of the Government of Great Britain can 
be cited during the one hundred and twelve years of our independence 
indicating a desire for the perpetuity of our institutions; on the con- 
trary, her conduct towards the United States has been always arrogant, 


I am ready to | 
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| 
to pay any comp tion in money Great Britain may desire, if she will | 
relinquish her sovereignty over the Dominion of Canada. In addition 
to that the United States can assume and pay all the debts of the Do- 
minion, and receive t 


the people of that country as friends and co-workers 
in the development and civilization of a continent, and extend to them 
all the rights and privileges of our free institutions on equal termsand 
conditions with the several States of the Union. Such a treaty would | 
be in the interest of peace, in the interest of civilization, in the interest | 
of buman progress, and in the interest of the great Anglo-Saxon, En- | 
glish-speaking people, and would advance and promote the interests ot | 
mankind more than any other event that could possibly happen in any 
part of the civilized world. Suchaconsummation would uniteall En- 
glixh-speaking people and remove every irritating cause which could 
mar the happiness, disturb the friendship, or retard the progress of the 
great progressive and dominant Anglo-Saxon race. 

The most favorable construction of the fisheries treaty claimed for it 
by its friends removes no cause of irritation and gives no guaranty ot 
more friendly relations between the contracting parties; on the contrary, 
the small, unfair, not to say mean, advantages secured by it to Canada 
add another grievance to the long list of aggressive and unfriendly acts 
which point to an ultimate conflict of arms. The success of English 
diplomatists in overreaching or outwitting the representatives of the 
United States has no tendency to heal the wounds inflicted upon the 
American people by the insolent outrages of Great Britain committed 
tor a hundred years. 

The time may come, if it has not yet arrived, when Great Britain | 
shail consider seriously whether it is important for England to enjvy | 
the friendship of the United States, or whether she will continue by 
arrogant, though, perhaps, petty aggressions, to badger and exasperate 
the people of America until some overt act of one country or the other | 
shali culminate in a conflict which will set back the wheels of progress 
for a century and destroy the power and prestige of a race that has had 
no equal in the annals of history. It is impossible to predict all the 
results of a war between the United States and Great Britain. If pre- 
cipitated now Great Britain would destroy thousands of millions of | 
property and much human life while we were preparing for the struggle. 
The frenzy of wrath which such horrors would excite would produce 
such retaliation upon the commerce and dominion of Great Britain as 
the world has never seen. 

The Dominion of Canada would be the theater of war, and the great- 
est sufferer, and whatever else might occur the war could notend while | 
the british flag floated over an acre of land on the continent of Amer- 
ica. In natural resources, in mechanical genius, in everything that 
constitutes the wealth of nations, the United States is to-day the su- | 
perior of Great Britain, and however unprepared she might be at the 
beginning of the conflict she would ultimately have all the appliances 
of war on land and on sea necessary to conduct the war till her enemy 
was exhausted. 

The United States has no enemy but Great Britain. The British 
Empire having enemies in Asia, Africa, and Europe, war with the 
United States would be a signal for a general settlement of accounts. 
However men may differ about the result of such a war, every friend of | 
humanity must shudder at the prospect of such a catastrophe and ex- 
ert every honorable precaution to avert it. it can now be easily 
averted. The people of Canada are, as a rule, friends of the United | 
States. Their interest and destiny are joined with ours by race, by 
geographical position, and by the strongest ties of commercial and ma- 
terial intercourse. ~ | 
A union with the United States would more than double the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 





of all property of the Dominion, relieve the people of the burdens of 
taxation, secure to them all the blessimgs of our free institutions, and 
provide for their products the best market in the world, and the only 
market which can render possible the development of the resources of 
the Dominion. The peopleof the United States would be vastly bene- 
Sited by the great natural resources of coal, iron, lumber, fish, grain, 
hay, and other products of the Dominion, while both countries would 
be relieved from the necessity of standing armies, and a line of forts, 
arsenals, custom-houses, more than 4,000 miles in extent, and the im- 
minent danger of all the horrors of impending war. 

The sovereignty which Great Britain exercises over Canada adds noth- 
ing to her revenue or her military strength. On the contrary, it is a 
source of weakness and danger to the mother country. Why may not 
statesmen arise in the two countries equal to the occasion, who by hon- 
erable negotiation can blot out the history of all the wrongs and imag- 
inary wrongs which both nations have suffered, or think they have 
suffered, from each other, and lay the foundation for a union of the 
great English speaking race. No price would be too dear for either 
nation to pay for a consummation so important to the Anglo-Saxon race 


and the civilization of the world There should be no advantages of 
diplomacy on either side. Each should approach the great negotiation 
with a disposition to excel the other in generosity and concession. Let 
HEngiand name the sum which America shall pay. 

Let the Dominion of Canada name the conditions of union and fel- 
lowship. Let the United States respond in a spirit of concession and 
generosity, asking no consideration for the benefits she would confer 
ether than the acceptance by the people of Canada of the rights and 
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privileges equal in all respects to those enjoyed by the people of the 
United States. If no treaty can be made with Great Britain and Canada 
upon these terms let all negotiations cease until there has been time 
for reflection and for consideration of the consequences of the results 
of the growing irritation between the United States and Great Britain 


|} and Canada. 


If no negotiation can be had securing lasting peace, the dignity and 
honor of the United States, as well as her prosperity and safety, demand 
vigilance, activity, and energy in providing for the calamities which 
must result from our complicated relations with Great Britain. 

Mr. TELLER. I notice the remarks of the Senator from Delaware 
with reference to the newspaper article that I inserted in the REcoRD 
of yesterday, purporting to be an interview with the Secretary of State. 
I said before introducing this article, if 1 may be allowed to read what 
I said: 

Mr. President, I have aliuded to an interview of the Secretary of State. This 
interview purports to have been en the Lith of July of this year. I would not 
willingly do injustice to the Secretary of State, and I would notassumethatany 
newspaper article expressed his views ifthere were not good reasons to suppose 
that such wasthe fact; but this publication in the Sun, of the city of Baltimore, 
has been before the country for some time, and I am not aware that the Secre- 
tary has ever in any manner indicated his disapproval of the sentiments put in 
his mouth and said to have been uttered by him, 

And then I added, after some other things: 

I propose, if this article is not true, to put itin official form, so that the Secre- 
tary of State may, if he desires, contradict it, He may think it beneath his 
dignity to deny a newspaper report, but it isa report so unjust to him if un- 
true, and so unjust to the Senate if true, that I do not think he can afford to 
overlook it. 

Mr. President, if there is one thing in my life, public and private, that 
I have been particularly careful about, it has been not to bear false wit- 
ness. I have been particularly careful in all my private and public life 
to make no charges upon a political opponent that I did not have every 
reason to believe to be true. I have said here in the Senate, and I re- 


| peat, that I would no more for political advantage charge a political op- 


ponent with that which I did not think he was guilty of than I would 
in the personal and private affairs of life. I produced this article sup- 
posing it to contain unquestionably the sentiments uttered by the Sec- 
retary of State. It had been bruited before the Senate a number of 
days, ten days before this publication, and had been discussed, and I 
had never heard a suggestion that it was not the work of the Secre- 
tary. 

There seemed to be such particularity about it, and such knowledge 
of the case and of the circumstances, as to make it seem impossible that 
any newspaper man could havesuggested itof hisown motion. It was 
in keeping with some things said by the Secretary of State in his ad- 
It contained things no 
more severe or discourteous to the Senate or the members of this body 


| than were contained in that authentic letter of his. 


Mr. FRYE. No worse than the interview published in the Boston 
Herald. 

Mr. TELLER. No worse, as is suggested by the Senator from Maine, 
than the interview published in the Boston Herald, which I have not 
yet heard denied. I felt a sense of humiliation and disgrace when | 
read this interview. I had a feeling of indignation that a high official 
should thus speak of the members of a co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment. I do not know now, Mr. President, that the Secretary of 
State disavows the sentiments of this interview. 

I am not able to gather from what the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY] says now whether the Secretary of State proposes to disavow 
it, to say that these are not his sentiments, that he did not say what 
is there said, or whether he means simply to say that he did not au- 
thorize the publication as coming from him. That seemed to me as 
near as the Senator from Delaware made it in his statement. I only 
want to say that when the Secretary of State disavows this in a way 
that shall come to me properly accredited, if I have done him any in- 
justice, I shall be the first man to stand up here and say so. I shall 
let no pride of opinion or of position or place deter me at-any time 
from taking back that which I have said if I was not justified in saying 
it. But I must wait until the Secretary of State now (this having be- 
come a matter of so much notoriety) shall in some authentic manner, 
either directly or through some friend in whom I can place entire 
confidence, disavow it. 

Mr. GRAY. I donot care to make any answer to the Senator from 
Colorado further at this time. I can only repeat what I have already 
said, with the additional statement that I think the position of the 
Senator from Colorado is unfair to the Secretary of State in separating 
the publication of the article from the subsequent statement of th: 
same paper to the effect that the article was not authorized by the Se: 
retary of State. I have called attention to that subsequent statement 
madein the same paper. It is hardly worth while to repeat again the 
substance of that article published by that same paper, the next day 
but one I think it was, after the publication of what purported to be 
this interview. 

But I do not intend to prolong this debate. As I said before, I do 
not care to go farther with the matter, because I think I have done 
all that is necessary. After what I had stated, and after what I ha: 
declared as emphatically as I could that the same paper which ha‘ 
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this floor in disavowal or in correction of the imputation of the first 


fi 
publication in the Sur . L understood him to say that he did not speak 
by any authority from the Secretary of State. Am I right‘4m that ? 


Mr. GRAY nodded assent. 
Mr. EVARTS. Now, as I propose to « 
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forward—not upon two contradictory statements and views of a news- 
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lication is. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have not 1 the interview 
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o that first pub- 
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vy to which the Sen- 
ators from Massachusetts and New York have referred, but I under- 
stand that the Secretary of State has said that the interview was un 
authorized, and I think am i 
for them. 


gentiemen that ought to be suiicient 


Mr. TELLER. I have yet to hear from anybody speaking by au- 
tho ity that the Secretary of State is § l that iuthorized. 
Mr. HAMPTON. The paper said it. 


Mr. TELLER. I understand it is said that the paper said it, but I 
understand that those who have looked into th paper have not yet 
found that the paper said so 

Mr. HOAR. It does not say that the Secretary said so. 

Mr. TELLI I do not understand that the Secretary has said so. 
but that the paper has said so. I will wait until I hear from the Sect 
tary of State. 


r. MORGAN and Mr. EVARTS addressed the Chai 





PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama. 
MORGAN. I will give way to the Senator from New York. 1 
t wish to take part in this particular wrangle that is now going on. 

Mr. EVARTS. Does the Senator from Alabama wish to speak to the 
question of this publication ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand that a number, if not a very large 
number, of Senators on both sides of the Chamber expect to address the 
Senate on this treaty. So far as any arrangement on this side of the 
Chamber could be or should be made, I am expected to close the debate 
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dicated his desire to speak. and other Senators wish to 1 { , : 
this debate, I move that 1¢ henate do now pr d to the considera 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | 


eration of le itive business. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives. 
were sever: read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pension 

A bill (H. Rt. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge; 

A bill (H. Rt. 3055) for the relief of A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt: 
A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 
A bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to John S. Bryant; 
A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell; 

A bill (H. RK. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 

A bill (H. R. 9263 
Buckles; 

A bill (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O’Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to Edwin J. Godirey; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; and 

A bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. McIntosh. 


FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT OF CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 


granting increase of pension to Abraham J. 


To the Congress of the United States 


Pursuant to the second section of chapter 27 of the laws of 1883, entitled “‘An 
act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,’ I herewith 
transmit the fourth report of the United States Civil-Service Commission, cov- 
ering the period between the 16th day of January, 1886, and the Ist day of July, 
1887. . . 

While this report has especial reference to the operations of the Commission 
during the period above mentioned, it contains, with its accompanying appen- 
dices, much valuable information concerning the inception of civil-service re- 
form and its growth and progress, which can not fail to be interesting and in- 
structive to all who desire improvement in administrative methods. 

During the time covered by the report 15,852 persons were examined for ad- 
mission in the classified civil service of the Government in allits branches; of 


whom 10,746 passed the examination and 5,106 failed. Of those who passed the | 


examination, 2,977 were applicants for admission to the departmental service at 
Washington, 2,547 were examined for admission to the customs service,and 
5,222 for admission to the postal service. During the same period 547 appoint- 
ments were made from the eligible lists to the departmental service, 641 to the 
customs service, and 3,254 to the postal service. 

Concerning separations from the classified service, the report only informs us 
of such as have occurred among employés in the public service who had been | 
appointed from eligible lists under civil-service rules. When these rules took 
effect they did not apply to the persons then in the service, comprising a full 
complement of employés who obtained their positions independently of the new 
law. The commission has no record of the separations in this numerous class, 
and the discrepancy apparent in the report between the number of appointments 
made in the respective branches of the service from the lists of the commission, 
and the small number of separations mentioned, is, to a great extent, accounted 
for by vacancies of which no report was made to the Commission, occurring 
among those who held their places without examination and certification, which 
vacancies were filled by appointment from the eligible lists. 

In thedlepartmental service there occurred between the 16th day of January, 
1886, and the 30th day of June, 1887, among the employés appointed from the 
eligible lists under civil-service rules, seventeen removals, thirty-six resigna- 
tions, and five deaths. This does not include fourteen separations in the grade 
of special examiners, four by removal, five by resignation, and five by death. 

In the classified customs and postal service the number of separations among | 
those whoreceived absolute appointments under civil-service rules are given for 
the period between the Ist day of January, 1886, and the 30th day of June, 1887. 
It appears that such separations in the customs service for the time mentioned 
embraced twenty-one removals, five deaths, and eighteen resignations, and in | 
the postal service two hundred and fifty-six removals, twenty-three deaths, and 
four hundred and sixty-nine resignations. 

More than a year has passed since the expiration of the period covered by the 
report of the commission. Within the time which has thus elapsed many im- 
portant changes have taken place in furtherance of a reform in our civil service. 
The rules and regulations governing the execution of the law upon the subject 
have been completely remodeled in such manner as to render the enforcement 
of the statute moge effective and greatly increase its usefulness, 

Among other things, the seope of the examinations prescribed for those who 
seek to enter the classified service has been better defined and made more prac- 
tical, the number of names to be certified from the eligible lists to the appoint- 
ing officers from which a selection is made has been reduced from four tothree, | 
the maximum limitaticn of the age of persons seeking entrance tothe classified | 
service to forty-five years has been changed, and reasonable provision has been | 
made for the transfer of employés from one Department to another in proper 
cases. A plan has also been devised providing for the examination of appli- 
cants for promotion in the service, which, when in full operation, will elimi- 
nate all chance of favoritism in the advancement of employés, by making pro- 
motion a reward of merit and faithful discharge ot duty. 

Until within a few weeks there was no uniform classification of employés in 
the different Executive Departments of the Government. Asa result of this 
condition, in some of the Departments positions could be obtained without civil- 
service examination because they were not within the classification of such De- | 
partment, while in other Deparments an examination and certification were 
necessary to obtain positions of the same grade, because such positions were 
embraced in the classifications applicable to those Departments. 

The exception of laborers, watchmen, and messengers from examination and 
classification gave opportunity, in the absence of any rule guarding against it, 
for the employment, free from civil-service restrictions, of persons under these 
designations who were immediately detailed to do clerical work. 

Alithis has been obviated by the application to all the Departments of an ex- 
tended and uniform classification embracing grades of employés not heretofore 
included, and by the adoption of a rule prohibiting the detail of laborers, watch- 
men, or messengers to clerical duty. 

The path of civil-service reform has not at all times been pleasant nor easy. 
The scope and purpose of the reform have been much misapprehended ; and this 
has not only given rise to strong opposition, but has led to its invocation by its 
friends to compass objects not in the least related to it. Thus partisans of the 

atronage system have naturally condemned it. Those whodo notunderstand 
its meaning either mistrust it, or when disappointed because in its present stage 
it is not applied to every real or imaginary ill, accuse those charged with its 
enforcement with faithlessness to civil-service reform. 
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Its importance has frequently been underestimated; and the support of good 
men has thus been lost by their lack of interest in its success. Besidesall these 
difficulties, those responsible for the administration of the Government in its 
executive branches have been and still are often annoyed and irritated by the 
disloyalty to the service and the insolence of employés who remain in place as 
the beneficiaries, and the relics and reminders of the vicious system of appoint- 
ment which civil-service reform was intended to displace. 

And yet these are but the incidents of an advance movement, which is rad- 
| ical and far-reaching The people are, notwithstanding, to be congratulated 
| upon the progress which has been made, and upon the firm, practical, and 
| 


sensible foundation upon which this reform now resis 
With a continuation of the intelligent fidelity which has hitherto character- 
ized the work of the commission, with a continuation and increase of the favor 
| and liberality which have lately been evinced by the Congress in the proper 
equipment of the commission for its work, with a firm but conservative and 
reasonable support of the reform by all its friends, and with the disappearance 
of opposition which must inevitably follow its better understanding, the exe- 
cution of the civil-service law can not fail to ultimately answer the hopes in 
which it had its origin. 


| GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 21, 1888. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are three committees, toeither 
| of which this message and the accompanying documents may be re- 
| ferred—that on Civil Service and Retrenchment, of which the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is chairman; that to Examine the 
| Several Branches of the Civil Service, of which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QUAY] is chairman; and the Select Committee to Exam- 
| ine into the Condition of Civil Service, of which the Senator from 
| Maine [Mr. HALE] is chairman. The Chair will await a motion as to 
| which committee the Senate desires the message to be referred. 

Mr. HARRIS, I think it should be referred to the standing Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the message, with its accompanying documents, be referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and RKetrenchment. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that the committee of which the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE] is chairman? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the committee with which the bill oncivil 


service originated. 


The motion was agreed to; and the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3234) to provide for writs of error to the district 
court of the United States for the western district of Arkansas in certain 
cases, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to report back from the Committee on 
Military Affairs the bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and 
Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Winona, Minn.,which, by some clerical or other mistake, an 
unusual thing I am happy to say, was referred to that committee. | 
ask that the committee be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The report was agreed to. 


JACKSON (MISS.) MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On the 12th of January last the Senate 


| passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into 
the suppression of the votes of the colored citizens of Jackson, Miss., at the recent 
municipal election in that city, and into the alleged participation in such sup 
pression by the United States district attorney and by a deputy coliector of in- 
ternal revenue and a deputy United States marshal; and to report the facts to 
the Senate. 

By direction of the Committee on the Judiciary I now submit the 
report. I will state that within a day or two the evidence taken }) 
the committee will be submitted to the Senate. It is withheld for th: 
present until the index can be completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT. Printed with the evidence. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire, of course, that the evidence be 
printed. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was the desire of the Senator from Alabama [ M: 
PuGH], who is the senior member of the minority of the Committe: 
on the Judiciary, and who is not present, I see, to announce the dis 


| sent of the minority of the committee, and to ask leave to file th 


views of the minority. I give the notice new in his behalf. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will | 
received when presented, and printed with the report of the majorit) 
if not otherwise ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3367) for the relief of the lega! 
representatives of James Hale; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3368) for the relief of Thomas ( 
Mackie and the heirs-at-law of William A. Hyde, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
the Committee on Claims. 
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| 
ORDER OF BUSINI 
Mr. STEWART and Mr. CULLOM addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem . The Senator from Nevadais entitled 
to the floor. The Senate will now resume the consideration of the un- | 
finished business, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation | 


and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and forother 


purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. That bill has been postponed from time to time 
and I think it would be well to have it disposed of, but if it is desired | 
that other matters should be taken up, I do not care to say who shall | 
have the floor and who not. If this bill can have its position to-mor- 
row, I am willing that it should be laid aside for the present with 
losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; That will be agreed to if there b 
no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OTTUMWA, IOWA. | 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to take up House | 


bill 9771, Order of Business 1875. 

There being no objection, the Senat 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
building at Ottumwa, Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. M. FF. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera 
tion of Order of Business No. 1849, being the bill (S. 1668) for the re- 
lief of A. M. Woodruff. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee or the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to A. M. 
Woodrutf, of Pulaski County, Arkansas, $933.33, for wood sold by him 
for fuel for the Fifty-fourth Regiment of United States Infantry, col- 
ored, during the years 1865 and 1866, and for which proper vouchers 
were issued and delivered to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTHERN ILLINOIS NORMAL UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1898, being the bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief 
of the Southern Illinois Normal University. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve the 
Southern Illinois Normal University, at Carbondale, Ill., from all 
money responsibility for so much of the ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to the university under bond dated August 21, 1878, as was de- 
stroyed by fire on November 26, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES O'BRIEN. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed at 
this time to consider Order of Business No. 1630, being the bill (H. R. 
6602) for the relief of James Obrion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ James,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Obrion’’ and 
insert ‘‘O’Brien;’’ so as make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to James O’Brien, late a deputy collector of the First Tennessee 
district, the sum of $210.10, the amount paid by him under the direction of the 


collector in suppressing illicit distilleries in said district, as is fully shown by 
the records in the Internal Revenue Office. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of James 
O’Brien.’’ 
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THOMAS W. LORD. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1606, being Hore bill 
No. 409. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Lord. It proposes to authorize the President of the United States to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
appoint First Lieut. Thomas W. Lord, United States Army, retired, 
a captain on the retired-list of the Army, with the retired pay of that 
grade from the date of such appointment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. MAN- 
DERSON June 14, 1888, as follows 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 409) 
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He served as sergeant, Company K, Seventeenth } 
21 862, to Fe ry 23, 1863, when he was mustered 
his cx mpany 

He was wounded in action at Chancellorsvill Va 
amputation of his left leg, and was honorably muste 

Ile received the brevet of captain March 13, LS 
services in the battle of Chancellorsville, Va 

He was appointed second lieutenant, Veteran I 
first lieutenant June 5, 1865,and honorably musters 

REGULAR ARMY RI 

He s appointed second lieutenant, | I 
assig d April 8, 1869; assigned to Twentieth Infantry J 
first eut nt October 1, 1871 

He was adjutant, Forty-third Infantry, January 12 
regimental quartermaster, Twentieth Infantry, Octo 

H ‘ it brevet of first lieutenant March 2, 
itorious services in the battle of Chancellorsville, Va 

He wason regimer recruiting service Novembe 
with regiment in Michigan to March 22, 1868; on leas 
regiment in Michigan to April 12, 1869 
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by Bp i.) Adjut General's Office, September 8, 1871; ord 
r ' ' ‘ rders No. 374, Adjutant-General’s Office, 
tembe: er J with regiment in Minnesota to May 16, 1872 
on lea » June 7 87 with regiment in Minnesota to January 6, 1873; « 
leave » Februa 6,1 with regiment in Minnesota to June 8, 1874; on d 
tached rv i« it Davenport, lowa, to July 12, 1874; with regiment in Min 
nes to Sey er 4 i; « leave to October M4, 1874; with regiment 
Mis ta to June 4, 157 member of board for purchase of horses to July 1 
I regiment Minnesota to December 3, 1875; on leave to January 
6,1 with regiment in Minnesota to October 10,1876; on leave to November 

! with re tin Minnesota to December 20, 1877, and in Texas to May 

I on | ple r 26,1579; with regiment in Texas to July 17, 180 
on lea to A I with regiment in Texas to August 19, 1881; on sick 
leay id surgeon’s cert ite of disability to September 29, 1882; with regiment 
in Ks as to August6, 1863, and in the Indian Territory to March 7, 1884; on leav« 
to May 13, 1884; on surgeon's certificate of disability to May 16,1884: with regi 
ment in the Indian Territory to May 6,1885; at Fort Assinniboine, Mont., to 
jun Isa5; on detached service at Coal Banks, Mont., to Auguat 7, 1885; with 
co y Fort As niboine, Mont., to ing sick in quarters January 31, to 
Februar 1886) March 16, 1#86; on sick leave to August 25, 1887, upon whic! 
date retired from active service 





J. C. KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-Gencral 

Mr, COCKRELL 
a pension how or not? 

Mr. MANDERSON. He could not possibly be getting a pension, 
being on the retired-list now with the rank of lieutenant. While I 
do not recall ever asking that question, Iam very positive that he is not. 
In fact he could not, under the law, be in receipt of a pension, being, 
as I have said, on the retired-list now, with the rank of lieutenant. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Cc. L. WILSON. 

Mr. REAGA Im 
of Calendar number 1 
C. L. Wilson. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to credit the a 
yuunt of C. L. Wilson, postmaster at Milford, Ellis County, Texas, 
with $50, for money lost in transit. 


e that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
being the bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of 








The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
t 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMPLOYEES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Calendar number 1701, being House bill 


There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave 


of albsence of employés in the Government Printing Office to thirty days 
per annum, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act granting leave of absence to employés 


in the Government Printing Office,’’ approved June 30, 1886, so as to 

extend the annual leave of absence therein described to thirty days in 

each fiscal year; and provides that it shall be lawiul to allow pro rat 

leave to those serving fractional parts of a year. 
rie bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
hird re: r, read the third time, and passed. 


MATTIE 8S. WHITNEY. 


ordered to 





Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that Order of Business 487, 
Senate bill 2185, be now taken up and considered. . It has passed the 
nate once during this session and placed on the deficiency bill, as 
ll be seen by the Record. The House, however, refused te concur 
in the amendment, and so it was lost. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the order of business ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The Cuirr CLERI Order of Business 487, being the bill (S. 2185 
to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie 8. 
Whitney, as administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, h 
tofore rejerred to said court. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposesto pay to MattieS. Whitney, 
as administratrix of the estate of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, 
$22,224, in full satisfaction of her claim against the United States, fo1 
supplies furnished to the Army and Navy, the'same being the amount 
found to be due her by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reotiing, read the third time, and passed. 

rHOMAS L. HOFFMAN, 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Semate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Calendar No. 1565, being the bill (S. 2636) for the relief of 
as L. Hoifman., 

Dy unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
sroceeded to consider the bill. it proposes to pay to Thomas L. Hoff- 


2 





an $625, in paymentof his claim for money paid by him for the United 
States for rent of the post-office at |airfield, Iowa, in accordance with 
the terms of a lease held by the United States, and in pursuance of 
the instructions of the Post-Office Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





{ ask the Senator whether this officer is getting | 
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PRIVATE PENSION BIL] 

Mr. SAWYER I ask unanimous conseut that the Senate may tal 
up the individual pension bills te-morrow morning after the morning 
usiness, and spend an hour on them, if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous cousent that to-morrow, after the morning busine the 

| ate take up for consideration private pension bills upon the Calendar 


favorably rep rted. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that matter ought to be understood with the 
Senator who has the floor on the treaty, because these pension cases 
always go through. There will be no difficulty about them. 


Mr. SAWYER. We have over a hundred cases. 
} 
| 


il 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the Chair what Senator has the floor 
on the treaty ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore No Senator has been recognized on 
the treaty. ‘The Senator from New York [Mr. EvartTs] has given 
| notice that he will take the floor on Monday next. The Senator from 
Wisconsin asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will interpose an objection at this time 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President- 

Mr. STEWART. Iam very anxious to finish the Chinese bill. The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] has not finished his speech on 


that 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being interposed, the S 
| ator from Ohio is recognized. 


| Mr. SAWYER. Then I ask that we consider private pension bills 





| the day after to-morrow, and that unanimous consent be now given to 
| take them up at that time. 
| Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator ask unanimous consent to-morrow 
| morning, and I presume there will be no difficulty. 
| Mr. SAWYER. Very well; I will try to-morrow morning. 

; FARAN AND M’LEAN. 
| Mr. PAYNE. lIask unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed 
| to the consideration of Order of Business 1851, being the bill (8S. 30: 
| for the relief of Faran & McLean. 


1 
i 


| There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Who 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to reopen and reconsider 1 
| claim of Faran & McLean for the refunding of certain taxes alleged to 
| have been improperly and illegally assessed and collected, namely, for 
| $2,260, as claimed by them in the papers now on file in the Treasury 
Department; and if, upon reopening and reconsidering the claim, the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall find these taxes, or any part of 
| the same, to have been illegally or improperly assessed and collected 
} 
| 
' 


ic 





rom the claimants, he is to audit and ascertain the amount of taxes so 

illegally and improperly collected, deducting, however, any legal un- 
| paid taxes which they should have paid and did not, if any such there 
be, under section 103 of the act of June 30, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act to 
| provide internal revenue to support the Government, to pay interest on 
the public debt, and for other purposes;’’ and the Secretary of the 
| Treasury is to pay the amount of taxes so found by the Commi 
| of Internal Revenue to have been illegally and improperly ass¢ 


collected. 








| The bill was reported +o the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third veading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF THOMAS NILES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar number 1840, being the bill (8. 878) for the relief of the 
| estate of Thomas Niles, deceased. 
| The bill was reported from the Committeeon Claims with an amend- 
| ment, in line 4, before the werd “‘ personal,’”’ to strike out ‘estate 
and;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to the personal representatives of Thomas Nil 
deceased, late of Gloucester, Mass., out of any money in the Treasury 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6.460, in full compensation for damages to 
the land of the said Thomas Niles, ueceased, near Gloucester, Mass., by th 
erection of a permanent fort thereon by the United States, in 15 
| fense of the harbor of Gloucesier 








, for the de- 


> amendment was agreed to 
: bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
| was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


a 


h 
h 


ALFONSO ROBERTS. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to take up Calendar No. 
1837, being the bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Al- 
fonso Roberts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize Alfonso Rob- 
erts to pre-empt the land in Colorado for which he filed a claim in 1884, 
on making the proofs required by the provisions of the pre-emption 
law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 10932) to authorize the refund- 
ing of the national debtintoa uniform consolidated bond; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SWORDS OF GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS, 

Mr. MANSUR introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 202) to con- 
strue an act passed at this session, entitled ‘*An act to purchase of the 
widow aud children of the late General James Shields certain swords;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITARF ON THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 10933) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to construct a suitable city wharf 
on the Potomac River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TOWNSHIP MAPS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 4945) authorizing the Commissioner of 
Public Lands to furnish citizens maps at cost; which was laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to sell township maps or plats remaining on hand 
in his oflice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary ofthe Navy be directed 
to inform the House of Representatives what collections suitable to be embod- 
ied in a national military and naval museum are now in existence in their re- 
spective Departments, and what materials for such collections can be found in 
any of the arsenals, posts, navy-yards, and stations, and what further steps should 
be taken in order that an effective permanent exhibition may be made in this 
city illustrative of the history of military and naval invention, organization, 
construction, and equipment in the United States and ofthe principal battles in 
which United States troops have been engaged,and they are respectively au- 
thorized in their discretion to detail one or more officers to aid in the prepara- 
tion of the reports called for in this resolution, which reports shall contain any 
suggestions they may desire to make in regard to the establishment of a national 
and military and naval museum in the city of Washington of a scope and char- 
acter similar to the museums now in existence in the principal cities of Europe. 


MILITARY AND NAVAL CADETS, 


Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 10935) torequire an additional 
oath of cadets to the United States Military and Naval Academies; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH INDIAN TRIBES, IDAHO. 


Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 10936) to accept and ratify 
the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheepeaters 
of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 
Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 203) providing 
for the printing of the first and second annual reports of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
REGULATING FEDERAL ELECTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 10937) regulating 
Federal elections and to promote the purity of the ballot; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Elections, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being the fourth Monday of the month, it is 
set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, if claimed by that committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there a call this morning for reports from 
committees? 

The SPEAKER. There is none under the rule on this Monday. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the House 


has given the Committee on Printing leave on next Saturday to call up 
certain business reported from that committee, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to present three or four reports, so that they may be referred and 
printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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SPECIAL REPORT UPON INSECTS, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the resolution to print second edition of special report upon 
insects affecting the orange crop; which was referred to the Committeo 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL REPORT ON WHITE SCALE AND OTHER INSECTS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the resolution to print special report on white scale and 
other insects; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF CAPTAIN HEALY OF 1884 AND 1885. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives to print 5,000 copies of report of Captain Healy, of revenue-steamer 
Corwin, in Arctic Ocean, 1885; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives to print 5,000 copies of report of Captain Healy, of revenue-steamer 
Corwin, in Arctic Ocean, 1884; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CHIEF OF BUREAU OF STATISTICS, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 99) providing for the printing 
of the portion of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics on Commerce and Navigation for the year ending June 30, 1887, 
entitled ‘‘ Annual Report of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to im- 
ported merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, with 
amounts of duty and rates of duty collected;’’ which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 142) authorizing the printing 
of committee reports; which was referred to the Committee of tha 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON WOOL, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the concurrent resolution to print 17,000 copies of the 
recent report of Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, on 
wool, etc.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUPPLEMENT TO WHARTON’S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for the printing 
of a supplement to Wharton’s Digest of International Law; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COMPILATION OF SENATE AND HOUSE REPORTS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reporied 
back favorably joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing for a duplicate of 
the compilation of the reports of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives from 1815 to 1887; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
reports, ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back adversely concur- 
rent resolution providing for a duplicate of the compilation of the re- 
ports of committees, etc.; which was laid on the table. 


FIRE-ESCAPES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I call upthe bill (H. R. 10346) providing for the 
erection of fire-escapes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
ses. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby empowered to make such regulations as they may deem necessary for 
the erection and maintenance of fire-escapes and stand-pipes, of iron or other 
incombustible material, as the said commissioners may require, on every build- 
ing in said District now or hereafter used principally as a hotel, factory, manu- 
factory, theater, tenement-house, seminary, college, academy, hospital, asylum, 
or hall or place of amusement, and upon the neglect or failure of the owner or 
owners or the persons, co’ rations, agents, trustees, or board of directors rep- 
resenting the ownership of any such building or buildings, to comply with such 
regulations, after thirty days’ notice so to do, the commissioners shall cause to 
be erected upon any such building such of said appliances as in their judgment 
may be necessary, the cost of which shall be paid by the Treasurer of the United 
States, on the warrant of the said commissioners, out of any fundsin the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of the District of Columbia and not other- 
wise appropriated; and for such cost the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, or their successors, shall, within ten days after payment of the same as 
aforesaid, issue a certificate of indebtedness against the building on which said 
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daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia, proceed to sell at publi 
auction to the highest bidder the property against which said certificate shall so 


have been issued 
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amount realized by any such sale as hereinbefore provided 
over and above the sum required to pay the amount of the cert 
and all proper costs and expenses of sale shall be paid to the owner « 


ificate aforesaid 
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of such building, orto the person or persons representing the ownership thereof 


as aforesaid, for the benefit of the person or persons by law entitled thereto; 
that at any time within two years from the date of sale the owner or owne? 
any property sold in conformity with the provisions of this act shall have 
right to redeem the property so sold by paying the amount of the } 
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money,and all taxes or other public charges against said property that may 
have been paid thereon by the purchaser, his heirs or assigns, or that may have 


become due and remain unpaid, between said day of sale and the day of su 


} 
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redemption, with interest at the rate of 10 percent. per annum on such purchase 
money, taxes, and charges, and also the full value of any improvements which 
may have been made or erected on such property by said purchaser, his heirs 


or assigns,while the same was in his or their possession 


Prov 


ided, howev« 


That minors and other persons under legal disability shall be allowed one year 
after coming of age or having such disability removed to redeem such property 


as aforesaid. 


Sec. 3. That on the collection, by sale as aforesaid or otherwise, of the cost of 
erecting any such appliances as aforesaid the same shall, by said commissioners 
or their successors, be deposited in the Treasury of the 
credit of the District of Columbia and the fund from which the same shall have 
originally been paid as hereinbefore provided. 


SEc. 


United 


States to the 


4. That in all hotels, factories, manufactories, workshops, schools, semi- 


naries, colleges, hospitals, asylums, halls, or places of amusements, or other 
places mentioned in this act, the hall-ways and stair-ways shall be properly 
lighted when occupied at night; and at the head and foot of each flight of 
stairs,and at the intersection of all hall-ways with the main corridors, and at 
each exit to fire-escapes provided for in this act, shall be kept during the night, 


a red light. 


One or more proper alarms or gongs, capable of being heard 
throughout the building, shall always remain easy of access and ready for u 
in each of said buildings to give notice to the inmates in case of fire; 


se 


and there 


shall be kept posted in a conspicuous place in every sleeping-room a notice de- 


scriptive of such means of escape. 


hat all doors leading out of buildings used 


for places of amusement, where large crowds congregate, shall open outward, 
That the inspector of buildings and chief engineer of the fire department shall 
have the right to designate the location of said fire-escapes and stand-pipes in 
conformity with this act, and shall grant certificates of approval to every per- 
son, firm, corporation, trustee and board of school trustees complying with the 
requirements of this act, which certificate shall relieve the party or parties from 
the liabilities of fines or damages imposed by this act. 


SE 


. 5. That in case of fire occurring in any such building not provided with 


said appliances as may be required by the inspector of buildings and chief of 
engineers of the fire department in the District of Columbia, and in accordanc« 
with the requirements of the second section of this act, the person, persons, 
trustee, trustees, corporations, or school directors who or which neglected to 
provide such building with said appliances as aforesaid, shall be liable in an ac- 
tion for damages in case of death or personal injury being caused in conse- 


quence of such fire breaking out in said building; 


and such actions may be 


maintained by any person or persons now authorized by law to sue, as in other 
cases, for injuries caused by neglect of duty. 

Src. 6. That the act entitled ‘“‘An act for the further protection of property 
‘approved January 26, 


from fire and safety of lives in the District of Columbia,’ 
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correct an error in the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 5, section 5, strike out the word “‘ second,’ 


Isend tothe desk an amendment 


and insert “ 


and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


intended to 


first ;’’ so that 


the clause will read, ‘‘and in accordance with the requirements of the first sec- 


tion of this act.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC 


DRUNKENNESS IN THE 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 


DISTRICT 


drunkenness in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That any person who shall be found intoxicated upon any 
street, or highway, or in any public place in the District of Columbia shall pay a 


fine not exceeding $20, or be imprisoned for not more than twenty days, or both 
in the discretion of the court, 


OF 


COLU 


MBIA. 


I call up the bill (H. R. 9769) to punish public 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 
In line 4 after the word “ street”’ insert “alley.” 


After the word “ shall” in line 5 insert “ 


upon conviction,”’ 


At the end of the bill add, * but convicts under this act shall not be put to 
work upon the public streets in prison garb.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed. 
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BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to extend a side-track into 
square No. 1025 in the city of Washington. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby 
granted permission to extend a side-track from the main line of its track, in the 


city of Washington, into square No, 025, between Twelfth and Thirteenth streets 


and M and N streets s« h conditions and regulations as may be 
imposed by the 


commissioners of the District of Columbia for the protection of 
the public in the use of streets affected and otherwise. 

Mr. BLAND. As this bill appears to affect the streets occupied by 
railroads entering this city, I desire to know whether the passage of the 
bill will interfere with the proposition to remove the present depots. 
l ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 


itheast, under suc 


The company 
equare No. 1625. 
owned by said railroad company, cross one street, which will not interfere with 


merely desires to run a side-track from the line of its road into 


request of the owners of said square 
A subcommittee of your committee has made a personal inspection of the 
premises, and can see no objection to granting the authority asked for. The 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Capito], North O Street and South Washington 
Railway Company is hereby authorized to extend its tracks and run its cars 
thereon through and along the following-named street : Beginning at Fourteenth 
and B streets southwest, east along b street southwest to Twellth street seuth- 
west, to an intersection with its present line on said Twelfth street. 

Sec. 2 That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to amend the eharter of the 


Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company,” approved 


March 3, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
Seo, 3. That for the purpose of the construction of said extension, the erection 
of machine and carpenter shops and additional stables said Capito], North O 


| Street and South Washington Railway Company is hereby authorized to in- 
| crease its capital stoek in asam not exceeding 950,000. 


The proposed track will leave the line of the road on the lands } 


Sec. 4 3. That unless said extension is completed and the cars run thereon 
withia six months from the passage and approval of this act, the authority 
herein granted shall be void. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out seetion 3 of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to have the report read in connection 


| with this bill. 


the rights of public travel, and enter square No. 1025, with the consent and at the | 


right granted is to be exercised under such conditions and regulations as may | 


@¢ imposed by the commissioners of the District. 
Your committee report the bill back to the House, and recommend that it do 


puss, 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
this matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Herarp], who is familiar with the facts. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Michigan [Mr. 


I would fike to have some explanation in regard to 


= . . . . j 
I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 


Brewer | and myself, at the request of our committee, made a personal | 


investigation of this ground. 


It is down under the bluffs on this side | 


of the Congressional Cemetery, and just at the mouth of the tunnel | 
through which the Baltimore and Potomac goes on towards the East- 


ern Branch, and on this side. The railroad goes through a cut per- 
) 


haps 25 feet in depth; and the proposition is to grant an extension or 





Mr. HEMPHILL. I willask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Row- 
ELL] who is thoroughly familiar with this subject, to make a state- 
ment, which I think will meet the wishes of the gentleman from I1li- 
nois. 

Mr. ROWELL. This bill is simply to authorize the connection of 
the Belt Line Railroad across two blocks down in Southwest Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. ADAMS. How far? 

Mr. ROWELL. Just two blocks. They have a little 2-cent line 
that runs down in that portion of the city, and they propose to con- 
nect the end of that line with the main line, so that passengers for one 
fare may ride over the entire length of the route. 

Mr. ADAMS. What provision of law is repealed by this bill? 

Mr. ROWELL. We do not repeal any. 

Mr. ADAMS. There is a section of this bill which repeals some law; 


| section 2, I think. 


spur of the road to go off on their own right of way to a square that | 


belongs to the Washington and Georgetown Gas Company, which is 
building at this place some very extensive works, at a cost of some 
$400,000, right under the bluff. This gives the railroad company the 
right of way to reach this square where the works are located. 
matter of mutual convenience to the railroad company and the gas com- 
pany; it interferes with nobody’s rights, and meets with the approval 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

CLOSING OF ALLEYS, SQUARE 132, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (S. 1612) to provide for 
the closing of parts of two alleys in square 132, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., and for the relief of Charles Early and Corbin Warwick. 

The bill was read, as follows: ' 

Be it enacted, ete., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and instructed, on the petition of all the owners of property 
abutting on those parts of the two 10-feet wide alleys running east and west 
through square 182, in the city ef Washington, D. C., for a distance of 96.04 feet, 
beginning at, and running east, from the east side of Nineteenth street (being 
that portion lying between lots 161 and 162 and 169 and 170, in the subdivision 
placed on record in the surveyor’s office in the District of Columbia, in book 
15, page 27), to declare said parts of said 10-feet wide alleys closed: Prorided, 
That the owners of the land abutting on that portion of said alleys to be closed 


in said square shall, as a condition precedent to such action on the part of the | 


commissioners, file in the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia a 
plat to be approved by the commissioners, dedicating to the use of the public, 
as a public alley, an area of ground equal to the area of the parts of alley-ways 
declared to be closed, and sufficient for the purpose of connecting said alleys 
with, and making an outlet to T street and S street at least 10 feet wide. 

See, 2. That the owners of the property abutting on the portion of said alleys 
which may be closed as aforesaid shall be held to have acquired all the right 
and title of the District of Columbia, or the city of Washington, in and to the 


portion of the alleys which may be closed under the provisions of the first sec- | 
tion of this act, and which may be included within the extension of their sev- | 


eral bounds to the lines of the new alley. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ALLEY, SQUARE NO. 493. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7864) to reappro- 
priate to pay for alley condemned in square No. 493. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, That of the surplus that has been covered into the Treasury of 
the sum appropriated by the act approved June 30. 1880, entitled, *‘ An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 
18sl,”’ for amount due property owners for ground condemned and used for al- 
leys, there be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated so much as will be suffi- 
cient to pay, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum from August 6, 
1870, to the date of the approval of this act, the persons entitled to the amount 
awarded by the jury of condemnation for the land taken foran alley through 
square No, 493, in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET, ETC., RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10758) to amend 


the charter of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Rail- 
way Company. 


It isa} 


| 


Mr. HEMPHILL. We recommend that section 3 bestricken out. 

Mr. ADAMS. I know; butthereisa section which repeals some law 
to which reference is made; section 2, I think, of the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ido net recollect exactly the language of the law 
incorporating the company that is stricken out; but it necessarily has 
reference to the point that this bill is intended to reach. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I understand the gentleman to say that this 
is in the lower part of the city, and is to connect the little 2-cent line 
with the main line. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, that is the object. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no desire to object to the consideration or 
passage of this bill, but simply rise to ask, although I suppose there is 


| nothing in this bill which will permit it, whether steps have been taken 





| to adopt that method. 


by the committee to incorporate a company, or to bring the present 


| companies under the operation of a law so as to secure or compel them 


to use some new method for the propulsion of street cars, either by 
electricity or the cable system, so that we can have in this city the 
same advantages in that respect that other communities are permitted 
to enjoy? 

Mr. ROWELL. I will say to my colleague that we have already re- 
ported a bill authorizing the incorporation of a company with new mo- 
tors. One of the objects of the bill is also to compel other compani: 
The reason it has not been brought forwarid 
that it takes two or three days with the antagonisms which such mea 
ures meet to get it through the House, and we have not had the tim: 

Mr. CANNON. We have power to so amend existing charters, as | 
understand it, so as to compel them to use other motors. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think so. 

Mr. CANNON. I wouid desire or rather express the hope of sceiny 
some time when the committee would recommend such legislation; and 
as a member of the House I would vote to give the committee three o1 
four days if necessary to consider such a bill. 

Mr. HEARD. We have recommended such a bill as this, and it 
now on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment 


proposed by the committee. 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. BLAND. Before the bill is laid aside, I wish to ask a question 


| whether in these charters there is a recognition of the right of Congres 


to alter or repeal the law? ’ 

Mr. HEARD. In every one of them that condition is embodied 
Congress has the right to alter or repeal. 

Mr. BLAND. Because there was a bill passed a few moments az: 


| in regard to the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad which did not co 


i 


tain such a provision. 

Mr. ROWELL, That is another thing; thatis not a strect railroa 

Mr. BLAND. It is just the same, and the same principle ought t 
apply. This reservation should be embodied in all of these bills. 

Mr. HEARD. I have ne objection to putting it in when it com 
before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope when that bill is reported to the House th 
amendment will be made providing that Congress shail have the rig! 


| to alter, amend, or repeal the law. 


' 
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That t ted ie conditi« t ts < 3 shall carry a i was ore 
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Mr. GAY. Iwant to say, Mr. Chairman, that the privilege of th next bill re ‘ ( 

companies in this cit ; wonderfully abused by the use of cars in | the bill (H. R. 7864) t« 

whit i Pp SC rs al I tic ¢ ) ‘ t rs of 11s il iI ho ” ul AL th S t n 

is § iently remunerative to enable the company to use conductors ’ l to lat 

on every car. I th that with these privileges ought to be in f 1, it w ding! t the tl 

porated a provision that they should be required to have a conducto I { reported the ¢ ttee 

on the cars to collect fares t H. R. lf %) to amend t charter of t ( 
Mr. ROWELL. I hope that this little amendment to the charter « 1d South Washington Ra i ( 

the Belt Ww be prevented by the incorporation of that amend us ordel! to be « yssed 1 \ third 

ment. Chis is really very largely in the interest of the public. It ‘ ed, i il ud t third time I i 
ude to cut out this little 2-cent line that runs down and stops, and Mr. HEMPHILI ed t te 





it. to be made part of the main line by connecting across two reported from the ¢ i eWwh lo 
































j : a 
blocks so that the public will get the privilege of riding over all this Belt nd also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid o 
Line at one fare instead of having to pay an additional 2 cents fare « r} r moti : ed t 

is lig] i Mr. H HILI ) ve 
‘ { T T } \\ i 
‘ Ta ) 
Ll { I I 
WILK 

Mr. ROWE! It is in the southwest, in the neighborhood of t 
Bureau of Printing and Engraving It isdemanded more by the pub 3 
lic than by the railroad company. lo Mr. ¢ for ten 

The amendment was rejected. [ DA al € Alahs ; ‘ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the reco ess 
mendation that it do pass. » Mr, ¢ for six days, « 

Mr. HEMPH1 I m¢ xt t C4 ee rise and report t | 
various biils to ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee rose, ar 
the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hatcu, having resumed the chair, Mr. he SPEAKI pro I gent f a> ( 
ROGERS reported that the Committee of the Whole on the Privat Mr. HEMPHILL] moves that the House 1 ( 

ilendar having* had under consideration sundry bills, they had d ttee of e Whole House on the state of t 

cted him to report them back with various recommendations. nsidering bills relating to t Dist ( i 

LLS PASSED. nw , d 

The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House v ‘ie atatin often Teale: ta 

the bill (H. R. 8272) to p ovide for the payment of F. H. Bat CH Vb MAN o r ‘ ' p ( 
mil instructor at the Washington High School, in the District ie f the I? y ‘ se ¢ 
Columbia. ed E 1, r ‘ ‘ ag ’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I ask that tl Se See ee ee ey meee eam 

The bill was again read, 

The ouestion recurred on the engrossmen nd th ading of th as rrewpHU . 4 ; 
bill; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and npeagh i : F 
passed. a i f T) ‘ ( 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 4 ae tere 
the bill (H. R. 2307) to correct the records of the District of Columbia . a { ; 
relative to certain real estate therein. orlrEe ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: egy ooge ‘ ; 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ‘ whe z in that a da 

fhe next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House wa : 

[ the bill (H. R. 7083) to regulate the powers of the trustees of the I The ame ents 1 m 


dustrial Home School, in the District of Columbia, in re spect to infant 


5 wards and schol: for other purposes. m 











: The amendm rted from the Committee of the Whole Hou 
Ae ; 
: was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ” a’ 
time; and being engrossed, it was a dingly read the third time, and ‘ ant 
naased 
passed. ea ents we! 

rhe next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House ¥ Mr. ATKINSO? ] 
the ll (S. 1727) granting to the trustees of the German Luthe: 
rrinity Congregation, of the District of Columbia, the right to s« 
por n of their cemetery land. 

] tii cil ’ 


ed to a third reading; and it was according 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pass¢ d, 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHURCH OF THE ASCENSION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 3004) for the relief of 
the Church of the Ascension, in the District of Columbia, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the committee be allowed at this time to re- 
port a substitute for the bill. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- | 





JULY 23, 





the intersection of Boundary, H street, Maryland avenue, Fifteenth street, and 
Benning’s road; thence eastwardly over the Bladensburgh road to the District 
line, with the right to run public carriages thereon,drawn by horse or other 
power, except steam, receiving a rate of fare not exceeding 10 cents a passenger 
for any distance on said road: Provided, That whenever the foregoing route 
may coincide with any other duly incorporated street railroad company in the 
District of Columbia, or connect portions of such route, but one set of tracks 
shall be usec by both companies, which are hereby authorized and empowered 
to use such tracks in common,upon such fair and equitable terms as may be 
agreed upon by said companies; and in the event the said companies fail to 
agree upon satisfactory terms, either of said companies may apply by petition 
to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which shall provide for proper 
notice to and hearing of all parties interested,and shall have power to deter- 
mine the terms and conditions upon which and the regulations under which 
the company hereby incorporated shall be entitled so to use and enjoy the track 
of such other street railway company, and the amount and manner of compen- 
sation to be paid therefor: And provided further, That neither of the companies 


| using such track in common shall be permitted to make the track so used in 
} common the depot or general stopping place to await passengers, but shall only 


tee on the District of Columbia, as a substitute for House bill 3004, the | 


bill (Hf. R. 10926) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension in the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just re- 
ported as a substitute be now considered. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That all taxes and assessments together with the interest 
and penalties now due and unpaid for the years 1873, 1874, 1875, upon lots 1, 2, 


and 4, in square 282, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, now owned | 


and occupieg by the Church of the Ascension, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
mitted, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment | 


and third reading of this bill. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will ask the chairman of the com- 


mittee whether any otherchurches arein a like situation with this one | 


in this respect ? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I de not know that there is any other church in 


exactly the same situation. Other churches have applied to the com- | : : ‘ — 
7 PP = | and with such material as may be directed by the board of commissioners of 


| the District of Columbia, and if there be at any time no such board, then by the 


mittee, and we have made liberal allowances in such cases. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I was talking with the pastor of an- 
other church the other day, and he said that there were some charges 
of this kind against his church and wanted to know whether they were 
to be remitted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not know whether we have taken any ac- 
tion as to the church to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosEPH 
D. TAYLOR] refers, but I do know that we have been quite liberal in 
this direction and have reported several such bills as this. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But the committee have reported no 
genera] bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill H. R. 3004 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to go into Committee of the Whole on 


the Private Calendar for the purpose of taking up House bill 6264 and | limits o } 
| said railroad or for the ——— of excavating the same or taking therefrom any 


other bills reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. RoGERS in the chair. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar for the purpose of considering bills 
called up by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


WASHINGTON AND HIGHLANDS STREET RAILWAY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, I call up the bill (H. R. 6264) to incorporate the 
Washington and Highlands Street Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. ‘ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let the bill be read by sections for amendment. 
The object of the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON] is merely to save time. . 

Mr. BLOUNT withdrew his objection; and, by unanimous consent, 
the first reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The Clerk read section 1, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Frank Hume,S. Taylor Suit, William A. Gordon, L, G. 
Hine, and John F. Waggaman, and their associatesand assigns, be, and they are 
hereby, created a body corporate under the name of “ The Washington and 
Highland Street Railroad Company of Washington, District of Columbia,” with | 
power to sue and subject to being sued, to plead and being impleaded, and cause | 
to be made for the use of the said companya seal,and the same to change at | 
pleasure, with authority to conscruct and lay downa single or double track rail- | 


way, with the necessary switches and turn-outs,in the county of Washington, 
District of Columbia, through and along the following road: Commencing at | 


| ordinary halts for the taking up and dropping of passengers.’ 





be entitled to use the same for the ordinary halts for the taking up and drop- 
ping of passengers. 

The committee recommended the following amendments: 

Section 1, line 8, strike out “ being” and insert “ be.”’ 

Section 1, lines 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, and 40, strike out the following: ‘“*And provided 
further, That neither of the companies using such track in common shall be per- 
mitted to make the track so used in common the depot or general stopping 
place to await passengers, but shall only be entitled to use the same for the 


’ 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the road of said company, with all its property and franchises, 
shall be liable to taxation as is or may be provided by law, and their cars or 
vehicles be subject to the provisions of such lawsas to license and fees therefor. 

Sec. 3. That the said railway shall be laid as near the center of the Bladens- 
burgh road as practicable. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


‘ 


Strike out, in section 3, the words ‘as near the center of”’ and insert ‘‘on.” 
Strike out the words ‘‘as practicable” and insert ‘outside of the traveled 
track of said road.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the said corporation hereby created shall be bound to keep said 
tracks, and the space of 2 feet beyond the outer rails thereof, and also the space 
beyond the tracks, at all times well paved and in good order, in such manner 


Secretary of War, without expense to the United States or said city; that when 
any street through which the said railway runs shall be paved, said railway com- 
pany shall bear all of the expenses for that portion of the work lying between 
the exterior rails of the track of said road, and for a distance of 2 feet from the 
exterior of such track or tracks on each side thereof, and of keeping the same 
in repair; but the said railway company, having conformed to the grades es- 
tablished by the commissioners, may use such cobble-stones or Belgian blocks 
for paving their tracks, or the space between their tracks, as the commissioners 
may direct. 


The amendment reported by the committee was réad. as follows: 

After the word “‘ thereof,” in line 3, strike out “‘and also the space beyond 
the tracks.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 5. That whenever the said company, in the construction of its railroad as 
authorized by this act, shall find it necessary to cross or intersect any estab- 
lished road, street, or other way, it shall be the duty of said company soto con- 


| struct the said railroad across such established road, street, or other way as not 


to impede the passage or transportation of persons or property along the same ; 
and where it shall be necessary to pass the said railroad through the land of 


| any individual within the said District it shall be the duty of said company to 


provide for such individual wagon-ways across the said railroad as may be nec- 
essary and proper from one part of his land to another; but nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to authorize the said company to enter upon 
any lot or square, or part thereof, owned by the United States, within the 
limits of the city of Washington, for the purpose of locating or constructing the 


materials, or for any other purposes and uses whatsoever ; and the said Wash- 


| ington and Highlands Street Railroad Company may connect within said Dis- 
| trict with any street railroad company chartered, or hereafter to be chartered, 


by such route or routes within said District as,may be hereafter determined by 
Congress, and upon such terms as may be agreed upon by the said companies, 
respectively, or as may be prescribed by Congress. 

Sec, 6. That nothing in this act shall prevent the Government or the proper 
authorities of the District of Columbia, at any time,atits option, from altering 


| the grade or otherwise improving all streets and roads occupied by said railway, 


or the said District from so altering and improving such streets and roads and 
sewerage thereof as may be under their respective authority or control, and in 
such event it shall be the duty of said company,at its own expense, to change 
the said railway so as to conform to such grade and pavement. 

Sec.7. That the capital stock of said company shall not be less than $50,000 
nor more than $100,000, and the said stock shall be divided into shares of $100 
each, and shall be deemed personal property, transferable in such manner as 
the by-laws of said company may direct. 

Srec.8. That the said company shall place first-class cars on said railway, with 
all modern improvements for the convenience of passengers, and shall run cars 
thereon during the day and as late as 11 o'clock p. m, 


Mr. BLAND. I offer the following amendment: 


Add to section 8 the following: 
“That a conductor shall be placed on each car, and not less than two-horse 


power shall be used in running each of said cars.” 


Mr. COMPTON. Weare willing to accept that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McADOO. I move to amend by inserting after the amendment 


just adopted the following: 


That no passenger shall be charged fare unless he or she shall be seated. 

Mr. Chairman, I have drawn this amendment hastily. If I had had 
time I would have added a provision that no conductor or agent of this 
company shall take on any passenger for whom there is not a seat. I 
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think one of the greatest outrages inflicted on the traveling public in 
large cities is the overcrowding of the street-cars. No company hasa 





» are no seats 
1ere ought to 
d every time a car is stopped for the 

on a passenger for whom there is no seat and who 
pays 5 cents for the privilege of hanging on a strap or brace. 

Mr. COMPTON. Ihope this amendment will not be adopted. While 
I concur in the ral policy which the gentleman from New Jersey 
advocates, I respectfully submit to him, and to the Committee of the 
Whole, that in view of the fact that no such provision has been at- 
tached to the charter of any other street-car company within the limits | 
of this District, it is hardly fair that such a requirement should be im- 
posed upon this little corporation which at any rate will have to struggle 
for some time to maintain itself after it has been started. 

Mr. McADOO. If it can be agreed that this section be passed over 
now to be recurred to hereafter, I will withdraw my amendment, and 
offer it when the section is again considered. 

Mr. COMPTON. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Jersey asks unanimous | 
consent that this section be passed over for the present, with the privi- 
lege of recurring to it later. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I wish to offer the following amendment to 
come in after that adopted on motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]: 


And said company shali operate the cars of said railroad at and during such 
hours as the commissioners of the District of Columbia or other proper author- 
ities thereof, or Congress, may prescribe. | 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


right to stop its cars and take on passengers when ther 
provided for them—when the cars are already filled. 
be a penalty of $50 or $100 impos 
purpose of takin 


t 
t 


€ 


r 





Ti 
i 


} 


I suggest to the gentleman to strike out the 


words ‘‘ or other proper authorities,’’ as they are rather indefinite. 
Mr. MACDONALD. I accept the gentleman’s suggestion, and 


modify my amendment in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD]. 

Mr. BREWER. I understand that the section to which the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] applies has 
already been passed over for the present upon the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. I suggest that action on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota be postponed until we recur to the sec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota will have 
withdraw his amendment temporarily. The Committee of the Whole 
has agreed to pass over this section and consider it at a later period. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the said company shall provide such passe 
stables, and depots at such points as the business of the road and the conve- 
nience of the public may require; and said company is hereby authorized to lay 
such rails through transverse streets or avenues as may be necessary, not ex- 
ceeding 300 yards in distance in any one place, for connecting said stables 
depots, and offices with the main tracks; and the said company is hereby au- 
thorized to purchase or lease such lands or buildings as may be necessary for 
the passengers and freight rooms, ticket-oflices, stables, and depots above named, 
and not to exceed $25,000 in value. 

Sec. 10. That within sixty days after the passage of and approval of this act, 
the corporators named in the first section, or a majority of them, or if any of 
them refuses to act, then a majority of the remainder, shall cause books of sub- 
scription to be opened and kept open in some convenient and accessible plac« 
or places in the city of Washington, for a period to be fixed by the said corpor- 
ators, not less than two days; and the said corporators shall give public notice, 
by advertisement in not less than two daily papers published inthe city of Wash- 
ington, of the time when and place where said books shal! be opened; and sub- 
scribers on said books to the capital stock of the company shall be held to be 
stockholders: Provided, That every subscriber shall pay at the time of subscrib 
ing 5 per cent. of the amount by him subscribed to the treasurer of suid com 
pany. And when the books of the subscription to the capita! stock of said com- 
pany shall be closed, the corporators named in the first section, or a majority of 
them, and in case any of them refuse to act, then a majority of the remainder, 
shall, within five days thereafter, call the first meeting of the stockholds 
said company to meet within five days thereafter for the choice of seven director 
of which public notice shall be given for two days in not less than two newspapers 
published daily in the city of Washington, or by written or printed personal 
notice to each stockholder by the secretary or clerk of said corporation, and in 
all meetings of the stockholders each share shall entitle the holder to one vote, 
to be given in person or by proxy. 


to 


-rooms, offic« 





rs of 





The following amendment, reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was read: 

After the word “ subscribing,” in line 14, strike out 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 11 and 12 of the bill were read. 

Section 13 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 13. That there shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for choice 
of directors, to be holden at such times and place, and under such conditionsand 
upon such notice, as the said company in their by-laws prescribe; and said di- | 


rectors shall annually make a report of their doings to the stockholders in gen- 
eral meeting. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: | 


** five’’ and insert ‘ 


Add,at the end of the section, the words “and to the commissioners of the | 
District of Columbia.’ 


The amendment was adopted. 
Section 14 was read, as follows: 
Sec. 14. That if any person or persons shall willfully or unnecessarily obstruct | 


or impede the passage of the cars of said railway, or destroy or injure the cars, 
depots, stations, or other property belonging to said railway, the person or per- | 
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The am ndment was adopte 
Section 15 was read, as f WS 
Sr That unless th aidl « I ~ 
months and complete tl said , 
from and after the passage of t 2a ‘ 
ind no rights whatever shall be l 
The committee recommend the adoption of the fo ing amendm« 
In e strike out ** six and i 
In line strike out *‘ three and inse¢ 
The amendments were adopted. 
Section 16 was read. 
Section 17 was read, as follows 
Sec. 17. That said company sha e S ' > 
ings, or otherwise to the authorities of the Government as may y 
law. 
The committee recommend the adoption of the f wing amend 
ment 
Amend the section so that it will read as S 
SEt That said company shall make f re} s of ex] s i- 
ings annually to Congress 
The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. LYNCH. I move afurther amendment to S$ sec } 
The Clerk read as follows 
Adda r the word ‘‘ Congress 
And it whenever the net income shall exceed cent. of the amount 
of the capital stock paid in actual cash -half of s xcess of income shall 
be equally divided between said company and the District of Columbia 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the House committee unds 


rtook 











to provide for the taxation of these railroads in that way by directing 
that they should pay the balance of their gross incomes, after a certain 
percentage was paid to the stockholders, into the tre asury ol the Dis- 
trict. But after consideration and furtherconsultation with the mem- 
bers of the Senate, who had been considering bills upon which a simi- 
lar provision has been attached by the House, the committee of the 
House receded, and the House agreed with them; because if the cor 
pany makes more than a reasonable sum the people of the District 
ought to have the benefit of it by a reduction in the price of fare nd 
I believe it is provided in this bill that such shall be the « If 
not, it is a provision that ought to be here, and I shall offer such an 
amendment so that the fares to be paid by passengers shall be subject to 
the control of the commissioners of the District of Columbia In that 
event, if the company makes more than a reasonable income, the prope 
way and the fairest way to get at it is to reduce the fare; and that law 
iS ex pet d to apply to all the railroads in the District It is fair that 
they oug to be treated in the same wa 

Mr. WARNER. Is that provision in this bill 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If itis not, I will move an amendment to put it 
in. I wiil offer that amendment now; that is tos hat the rate of 
fare shall .be subject to the control of the comm mers of the Distri 
of Columbia, and that, I think, ought to satisfy the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania 

Mr. SPINOLA With the addition that it shall not at an e € 
ceed 5 cents 

Mr. LYNCH. What is the objection to the provision I have sug 
gested ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, in the first place, to get at what the 
income of a railroad company is, is almost an impossibility. That is 
one of the difficulties that arises. The second is 
to be a different rule applied to this road taan that 
any of the others. Now, as I say, the Senate committee is preparing 
a general bill for the taxation of all of the railroads. This road is more 
in the nature of a public enterprise, so far as the benefits to be « 
ferred upon the public, or as between the railroad and the 1 3 
concerned, than any of the railroads occupy t 101 tant 
portions of the city and passing through prominent tl ires 
Those roads within the limits of the city make a great deal of money. 
There is no prospect of this road g an ney for along time. 


makin 
‘ 


Itisan unsettled portion of the District 


rreat accommo- 


an 


dation to the people living along the proposed line of the road, it will 
be some time belore the stockholders can hope to realize any benefit 
from their investment. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard for a few mo- 
ments on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from I - 
vania. I think the whole system of granting these special « ers is 
unjust and wrong. What do you do in this bill? And in making 

| these remarks I want to go on record as a general p ple in opposi- 


tion to this character of legislation. 
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What dees this bill propose? Like all others, we propose to give to 
& number of men selected by name a special right to run a tailroad 
through certain of the streets and avenues in the city of Washington. 
That is undoubtedly a very valuable privilege. When a certain num- 
ber of selected men are given the right to make money inthat manner, 
by the use of the public property and public streets of the city of Wash- 
inyton, there ought to be some distinct compensating advantage to the 
people of the District and to the public treasury in exchange for that 
privilege. Now, in the city of New York one of the greatest public 

andals that has ever disgraced this country was the granting of the 


franchise for the Broadway Railroad, and every citizen knows that that 
rreat franchise, if it had been honestly disposed of, or if it had been 


id at public auction, would have produced an exceedingly large sum | 


of money to be paid into the public treasury. 
lor myself I do not believe that Congress ought to incorporate any 
set of men into a railroad company, with a special charter or special 


control over the public avenues or streetsof the city. If there is such 
a public demand that in the city of Washington there is to be built a 
| » railroad or other railroad through any portion of the publie prop- 
erty, the better plan, in my opinion, and the proper way would be to 
ut that franchise up at public auction, to be disposed of on the best 
terms for the benefit of the people of the District and of the treasury 
Lhereo!, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the people of the United States are paying a 
very lar um of money to beautify this magnificent capital; and there 

ems © spirit in all local enterprises that find voice here in Congress 
that the same care shall not be exercised that would be the case in 
other cities to get from these corporations fer the public franchise as 

| 


much money as may be a legitimate compensation in order that the 
burden of taxation might be lightened in the city of Washington, and 
in order that the charge upon the Treasury of the United States which 
now goes to make up the difference between the annual expenses of the 
Distriet and the tax levied here, shall not fall, as it now does, largely 
on the whole people of the United States. 

Che gentleman from South Carolina says that it will be some time 
before this railroad would come under the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and he thinks that an argument against 
the amendment. Now, the amendment, if adopted, would be a part 
of the act incorporating this company, and would not be effective until 

uch time as the receipts of this company would bring it under this 
amendment and bring money into the treasury of this District. 

The proper way, and the only way by which you can avoid public 
scandal and do justice to the citizens of this District, would be to sell 
by auction to the highest bidder the franchises of these great public 
carrving companies and gas companies, so that the public could get the 
henefit; and failing in that there is one remedy which you have here 
in Congress, and that is to fix in the charter of these great corporations 
a clause that the fare shall not exceed a certain amount, and then the 
traveling publie will get the benefit of the advantages and immunities 


which you are granting by legislation to the men who constitute these | 


Com panies, 

Mr. COMPTON. A provision to limit the amount of the fare is in 
this bill. 

Mr. McADOO. At what figure does it fix the maximum ? 

Mr. COMPTON. At 10 cents. 

Mr. McADOO. That maximum is toohigh. I weuld like to lower 
the maximum. 


word ‘‘steam, 


Mr. COMPTON, I would say that the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina |Mr. HEMPHILL] is now preparing an amendment that will put 
ihe whole thing into the hands of the District commissioners for control. 

Mr. MCADOO. That is better than nothing. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is a wise one. It will give some 


benefit to the public for the franchises accorded to these companies, and | 


1 hope it will be approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. Hatcu took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

\ message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and-signed bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (H.R. 10233) making an appropriation jor the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
Pur poses ; 

An act (H. 
of 1512; 

An act (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building ofa railroad bridge at 
Fert Smith, Ark. ; 

An act (H. R. 1983) to ratify an act entitled ‘‘An act creating the 
county of San Juan,’’ in the Territory of New Mexico; 


R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 
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An act (H. R. 1387) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers 

An act (H. R. 4423) relating to certain acts of the Twenty-seventh 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 3376) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 

\n act (7. R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home 


volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other pur- 





pt es 

An act (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

An act (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson County, Mi 
souri, at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river 
navigation between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles be- 
low said city; 

An act (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 161) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Colum- 
bia. 





WASHINGTON AND HIGHLANDS STREET RAILWAY. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. RoGrnrs in the 
chair. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, to 
be inserted at the proper place. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

The right is reserved to alter or amend this act, and to control said company 
as to the rates to be charged on said railroad. 

Mr. COMPTON. If the gentleman had read the bill through, he 
would have found a clause which gives Congress power to alter or 
amend the charter. 

Mr. LYNCH. The only objections offered to my amendment are 
two. The first is that it is almost impossible to ascertam what is th 
income of a street railroad. I would respectiully submit to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] that that is one very 
good reason for the adoption of the amendment. It seems to me that 
there should be some power or some provision to ascertain how much 
should be turned into the treasury of the city. The second is that 


| there seems to be no prospect whatever of this company making any 


large sum, or having much income for years to come. Now, if the 
amendment be adopted, the city will receive a benefit from the run- 
ning of the cars and the occupancy of the streets; and the company 
will expend the income by supplying better facilities for the traveling 
public. 

The amendment of Mr. LyNcu was adopted; ayes 15, noes 11. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Idonot think it is necessary to offer the amend- 
ment I referred to a moment ago, and therefore I will not offer it. 

This act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed, and 
not think theamendment of the gentleman from Minnesota is necessar 

Mr. MACDONALD. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer an amendment: In section 1, after th: 
’”? insert ‘‘ locomotive.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the committee now recur to section 
8 for the purpose of considering the amendment of the gentleman {from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

On page5, section 8, after the word “ meridian,’’ add the words ‘‘ no fare sh 
be asked or demanded from any passenger except he or she shall have suff 
cient sitting room afforded him or her,and no car shail take on any passenger 
or passengers except there is sitting room for the same.”’ 

Mr. COMPTON. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. McADOO. I think that one of the greatest inconveniences the 
traveling public are subjected to, especially in horse-cars in cities, is 
the taking up of passengers when the seating capacity of the car has 
been exhausted. Take one of these open summer cars. They have a 
certain seating capacity which is very easily determined, but 1 veifture 
to say that if any number of ladies or gentlemen were to stand on the 
street corner and signalone of these cars, the seating capacity of which 
is fully occupied, the car would be stopped and these people would 
have to hang on the outside, but still have to pay their fare. 

I did not make the amendment as strong as I think iit cught to 
be made. I believe that there should be a penalty imposed for the 
stopping of cars by the agents of this company to take on passengers 
when they are unable to give them seats. This amendment is a very 
mild one. It simply provides that if a passenger is taken on the cai 
when no seat is provided for him the conductor shall not have any right 


¥ 
I do 


| to demand the payment of fare from that passenger. Can there be an) 


objection to that? Ifa person isin a great hurry and is willing to 


| stand upon the platform or in any other part of the car, he will st 


be free, even with this amendment, to pay his fare if he chooses, ani 
a man who knows this to be the law and who isin sucha hurry that ! 
prefers not to wait for another car, will be perfectly willing to pay his 
fare without its being demanded. On the other hand, when you sa 
to the company, as this amendment proposes to say, that they sha 
not demand fare of any passenger unless they provide him a seat, you 


come 
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will top this abuse. I é ‘ € ppet tbat a r wl bh has ever 
filled comes along; it icult tor ] » on the sidewalk, 

cially on the broad aver this city, to tell whether the car is 

or not, and when they sig the « luctor he stops the car and take 

them on, although he knows that he has no seats for them In othe 

words, he takes those passengers under false pretenses As I have sa 

you can not always tell from the sidewalk whether a car is full or not 


may be a lady who can not afford to stand up, and when the conduct 











acar which 1s air that car and takes on such a passengel 
oruny passenger, btains that passenger under a false pretense. Now 
if you adopt tl the conductors will not take p 

board their cars unle ut 

Mr. BREWER ) wn t tra 
the avenue, where ; full or not 

Mr. McADOO. Thehabits of the female sex in regard to hors 
I have not studied ve ry mu h 

Mr. BREWER {s not that the gentleman wh pract also 

Mr. McADOO. I very frequently stand on the curb. That 
individual practice. 

Mr. BREWER. Suppose you go down to the car track on theaven 
and the day is rainy, and a car con long with all the seats 
would not you prefer to get on t t car rather ian stand in ther 
and wait for another ? 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir; and in that case I could pay my fare 

Mr. BREWER Yes; the gentleman could pay 1 fare \ 
not nine-tenths of the passengers exercise the privileg l : 


j 
amendment would give them to withhold their fare ? 
Mr. McADOO. Then why could not a rich corporation like tl 
Pennsylvania avenue line increase t num of it rs and 
them with such frequency that 1 ) passenger would be obliged to take 
a crowded car? 
Mr. BREWER. Can the gentleman make any complaint now that 
the cars on Pennsylvania avenue do not run with sufficient frequency 
Mr. McADOO. I know tl 
Mr. BREWER. But do tl 
Mr. McADOO. I do not 
peeneraiy overcrowded. I do 
existing company unless I But I know that the 


cars are generally overcrowded and that if they ran more frequently 


are very gene rally ove rcrowded. 





itly enough? 
I say that they ar 


r into acriticism Of any 





ley would be less crowded. 
Mr. BREWER. Does the gentleman believe that 


gers getting on a carin which the seats are all filled would be more sa 
isfactory to the public than the sent practice of letting pas f 
take their chance of getting as 

Mr. McADOO I do, : lw \ why Th lontion of suel 





a rule would compel the company to run more cars and to run them 
more frequently. That would be the result of prohibiting the 1- 
ductors from overcrowding their cars 


Mr.COMPTON. How muchsmokea little firemakes! A few ys 


ago we had the great New York Broadway street railroad steal, and 
gentlemen who are proposing these amendments here must have th 
in their minds. Here is a bill to authorize the construction of a litt 


road, about 4 miles in length, from the ext: 


the citv out through a sparsely settled 


theastern section ¢ 
for the 
ninds, an 


enterprise which under any circumstances will have to struggle to main- 









few people who happen to reside along its line and at its t 








tain itself at all, and here are propositions to load it down with a lot of 





, 
amendment vhich if the y were propose 1 toa line of read on Broad 
way, New York, or on Pennsylvania avenue in this city might have 
yme show of reason, but which, as applied to this proposed read, ar 
simply absurd. I hope the amendment of tl gentleman from New 


Jersey will not 


“ 


ic amendment of Mr. McApDoo was rejected. 


TI 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying t 





reported to the House with the recommendation that ‘ 
Mr. WARNER. Before that is done I wish to ask the chairman 
the Committee on the District of Columbia a question. It is prov 
in this bill that the maximum fare shall not exceed 10 cents for ea 
passenger, and it is announced that the purpose of that is to give ¢ 





gress control so as to reduce the fare as soon as the earnings of the road 


Wii 


permit. The inquiry I wish to make is, what provision ther¢ 
in the bill to ascertain the exact earnings of this road 

Mr. COMPTON. They report to Congress every year. 

ir. HEMPHILL. I will state tot gentleman that the | 








juires that., 

Mr. WARNER. That entirely Satis Lory. I was about pre] 
ing 1 amendment to that effect. 

Mr. MACDONALD I now ask to recur to the section that was 
] ed over (section 5), with a view of submitting the am I i¢ J 
sent to the desk some time ago. 

Phe amendment was read, as fol) 3 

1 «aid operate t : l ra ‘ i dur such 

} « 1) co t eres 

Mr. BREWER fhe gentleman from Minnesota, I understood. of- 
fered this as an ame ment to t a"n t the gentleman from 
Missouri. I think he meant the gontleman from New Jersey; and as 
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Section 2 of the bill was read. 

Section 3 was read, as follows: 

Sxec.3. That the government and direction of the affairs of the company shall 
be vested in the board of directors, seven in number, who shal! be stockholders 
of reeord, and who shall hold their office for one year, and until their successors 
are duly elected and qualified; and the directors (a majority of whom shall be 
& quorum) shall elect one of their number to be president of the board, who 
shall be president of the company ; and they also shall choose a vice-president, 
a secretary, and a treasurer, who shall give a bond, with surety, to said com- 
pany, in such sum as the said directors may require, for the faithful discharge 
of his trust. Incase of a vacancy in the board of directors, by the death, resig- 
nation, or otherwise of any director, the vacancy occasioned thereby shall be 
filled by the remaining directors. The directors shall have power to make and 
prescribe such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they shall deem needful and 
proper, touching the disposition and management of the stock, property, estate, 
and effects of the company, not contrary to the charter or the laws of the United 
States and the ordinances of the District of Columbia, Thereshall be anannual 
meeting of the stockholders for election of directors, to be held at such time 
and place, under such conditions, and upon such notice as the said company in 
their by-laws may prescribe; and said directors shall annually make a report, 
in writing, of their doings, to the stockholders. If any person or persons shal! 
willfully, mischievously, or unnecessarily obstruct or impede the passage of the 
cars, engines, or barges ‘of said company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, 
orin any manner molest or interfere with operatives while in transit, or destroy 
or injure the tracks, barges, cars, or other property belonging to said company, 
the person or persons so offending shall forfeit and pay for each offense not less 
than twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, to be recovered as other 
fines and penalties of said District, and shail remain liable, in addition to said 
penalty, for any loss or damage occasioned by his or her or their acts as afore- 
said. The principal offices of said company shall always be situated in the city 
of Washington, and all books and papers relating to the business of said com- 
pany shall be kept thereat and open at all times to the inspection of the stock- 
iolders. The meeting of stockholders and directors shall be held at said office. 
The book in which transfers of stock shall be recorded shall be closed for the 
purpose of such transfer thirty days before the annual election. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

After the word “aforesaid,’’ in line 36,insert: ‘‘That the commissioners of 
the District shall make such reasonable regulations as may be deemed proper 
to prevent the said railroad company from obstructing any of the streets the 
tracks of said company may cross, and for the violation of said regulations the 
said company shall be subject to a penalty not exceeding $100, to be recovered 
in any court of competent jurisdiction.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 4 and 5 of the bill were read, as follows: 

Src. 4. That each stockholder in the said company shall be individually liable 
for all the debts and liabilities of said company to the amount of the par value of 
the ig k held by such stockholder, until the same shall have been fully paid up. 

Sec. 5, That the same company shall, on or before the 15th day of . anuary 
of eac h’ year, make a report to Congress of the names of all the stockholders 
therein, and the amount of stock held by each, together with a detailed state- 
ment of the receipts and expenditures from whatever source, and on what- 
ever account, for the preceding year ending December31, which report shall be 
verified by the affidavit of the president and secretary of the company, and if 
said report is not made at the time specified, or within ten da,’s thereafter, it 
shall be the duty of the commissioners to cause proceedings to be instituted to 
forfeit this charter; and said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, as 
taxes for each year, 4 per cent. of its gross earnings for the preceding year, as 
shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable to the col- 
lector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are now due and 
payable, and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and the franchise and 
property of said company, both real and personal, to a sufficient amount, may 
be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof as now provided by law for the sale 
of other property for taxes; and said per cent. of its grossearnings shall be in 
lieu of all other assessments of taxes of whatsoever character upon its personai 
property, including its docks and barges, cars, and motive power, but the real 
estate of the company may be taxed as other real estate in the District: Pro- 
vided, That the tracks of the company shall not be taxed as real estate. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment 
to section 5: 

In line 13, after the word “year,” strike out ‘ four’’ and insert “ five. 

The amendment was vee d. 

Mr. McADOO. I offer a further amendment to come in after sec- 
tion 5 as a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 6: 

That the water front at the end of all public streets and highways shall be 
and remain the property of the District of Columbia, and all obstructions tothe 
water from the same may be at any time removed. Said company shall pay a 
rental to the District of Columbia as may be fixed by the District commission- 
ers for the use of such lands at the end of such streetsand highways as they may 
occupy and use, 

Mr. McADOO. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let that be again reported; I did not catch the 
reading of it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection to that if the District of 
Columbia owns the lands already, but I do not understand that because 
we have the right to control the streets that thereby we have the right 
to control the water front or that it is vested in the District. I donot 
know any law that settles the matter. 

Mr. McADOO. ‘The language of the amendment is that ‘it shall be 
and remain the property ;’’ so that if it is not already the property of 
the District this does not affect it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But if it does not belong to the District how 
are we to legislate it into the hands of the District? 

Mr. McADOO. We are passing now very important legislation—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state that I have no objection, if this is 
the property of the District, to inserting & provision thatit shall remain 
the property of the District; be5 Iam not willing to declare that cer- 
tain pieces of property shall be and remain the property of the District 


” 
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without examining in detail the title to know whether it be such or not. 
| If I understand the object of the gentlem: in from New Jersey, it can 
be accomplished by inserting a provision that all property now belong- 
ing to the District of the kind he specifies shall still remain its prop- 
erty. lIagree with him in that respect. 

Mr. McADOO. I think I can put the amendment in such shape by 
accepting the suggestion of the gentleman that it will meet his views. 

Mr. WARNER. Before leaving section 5, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment toit. This, I uaderstand, proposes a new section, 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is preparing his 
amendment, and the gentleman from Missouri can propose his at this 
time. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the words in line 19, ‘‘toa 
sufficient amount;’’ so that it will read: 

And the franchise and property of said company, both real and personal, may 
be seized and sold. 

It will be seen that this provision would involve the officer in un- 
necessary liabilities upon his bond, if he seizes or sells more property 
than is really necessary to satisfy the judgment for delinquent taxes. 
Why not leave it as in all other cases ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McADOO. I send to the desk my amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the end of section 6: 

‘That the water front at the end of all public streets and highways shall be 
and remain open to the use of the public. Said company shall pay a rental to 
the District of Columbia as may be fixed by the District commissioners for the 
use of such land at the end of such streets or highways as they may occupy and 
use. 

Mr. McADOO. Probably i had better make some explanation of 
this amendment. In all the large cities of this country, especially in 
the largest city of my district, it has been a crying evil that the water- 
front at the end of the streets and highways has been absorbed by legis- 
lation to the use of great corporations, whereby the people are debarred 
from access to the water at the end of these streets. The public high- 
ways of these cities extend by charter or legal right to low-water mark; 
and the citizens have a right at all times to free access by means of the 
public streets to the water. The evil now complained of in many places, 
and which I seek to guard against in the incorporation of this company, 
is that by special charters or privileges great corporations have, in many 
of our cities—in my own city, for instance, and as I am informed by a 
gentleman on my right in a large city of the West—obtained posses- 
sion of what belongs properly to the people; so that when the citizens 
go to the water end of a street they find there a wall inclosing the dock 
or other private property of a steam-ship or railroad company. 

I desire that when we are giving these privileges to this dock and 
barge company, the citizens of this District shall not be debarred from 
free access by means of the public highways to the navigable waters of 
the Potomac River. I wish it toappear clearly in this act that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the people thereof have not parted with any right 
which will debar them from access to the waters of the river. I fur- 
ther desire that when this barge company is allowed to occupy the end 
of a street with adock or a railroad or other structure, such as the bill 
contemplates, the District of Columbia or the public shall not be pre- 

vented from removing the same if it should become a nuisance. 

My amendment also provides that the treasury of the District shall 
receive a rental, to be paid by this company as compensation for the 
benefits which it is to enjoy under this act. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I appreciate the motive of the gentleman from 
New Jersey | Mr. Mc Apoo]; but I think he does not undertake its ac- 
complishment in the right way. This bill does not provide that this 
company shall take any part of the property belonging to the District 
of Columbia. The streets of any city, as I understand the law, do not 
belong to the city; the city has only a certain easement in them, while 
the title is vested elsewhere. I do not know how the case may bein 
this city; but that, as I understand, is the law generally all over the 
country with reference to public highways. 

This bill provides distinctly that the rates of charge for the docks, 
railway, warehouses, depots, and elevators of the company shall be 
fixed by the directors, with the approval of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. In other words, they can not impose a cent of 
charge for any work they may do except with the approbation of the 
District commissioners. This, it seems to me, is a sufficient protec- 
tion for the people. 

More than that, section 6 provides that ‘‘this act may at any time 
be altered, amended or repealed by the Congress of the United States.’ 
So that this company does not acquire any rights which may not at 
any time be withdrawn should their exercise become a nuisance, which 
the gentleman from New Jersey has intimated may happen. 

It seems to me the two provisions of this bill which I have cited 
guard sufficiently the public rights. The trouble with the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Jersey is that it declares that certain prop- 
erty shall be and remain the property of the District of Columbia, when 
as a matter of factit is very doubtful whether the District has any prop- 
erty rights in the matter at this time. Itseems to be unjust to declare 
that this property shall be the property of the District of Columbia un- 
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less we know that it is so in fact. Such a provision if adopted would 
be nugatory. I trust the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey will not be agreed to. 





Mr. McADOO. In the first place, the measure should pro 
vide that these facilities belonging t people shall remain open to 
the public use. They are not the property of the District of Columbia, 
but the public right. I y 


The city, or District, or any legislative authority 
may control as to the use, but the right is in the people, and my 
amendment simply says that the public right to go on the public high- 
way to the water shall remain open to the public, and that no corp 
ration shall bar it with a gate, or with a wall, but that the mght shall 
always remain inviolate. The gentleman says that the bill has the 
usual provision that Congress may alter, amend, or repeal. My expe- 
rience in one of the older States, and in an old city of an old State, is 
that when you give a corporation a right like that, or when they are 
once firmly established on the public property, you will never be able 
so to amend their charter as to get them off. The time to prevent 
abuse is when you accord the charter. 

There is not a gentleman on this floor but knows the difficulty at 
tending the amendment of a charter previously given to a corporation. 
Should a proposition be made to amend the charter, gentlemen would 
stand on this floor and defend it as a vested right. The proper time 
to prevent these abuses is when you are making the law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the first part of the amendment is well 
enough, and I have no objection to it, that the street shall remain open 
to the public clear down to the water; but to authorize the commis- 
sioners to collect rent from these companies when they already have 
the right to fix the charges, I think is giving additional power that will 
prove destructive to the whole matter. 

Mr. McADOO. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the modified amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 6: 

‘That the water front at the end of all public streets and highways shall be 
and remain open to the use of the publi 





The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved that section 6 be numbered section 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

By unanimous consent it was ordered that House bill 9581 be re 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on the 
table. 

ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


The next bill (consideration of which was asked by Mr. HEMPHIL1 
was the bill (S. 1051) to amend an act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potoma 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that we dispense with 
the first reading of the bill. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. HAtcH took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the House of the following 
titles with amendments, and requested a conference on said bills sev- 
erally; and that the Senate had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and 
Mr. MANDERSON as managers of said conference on the part of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, in 
Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River, near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, in Montana; 


A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across | 


the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; P 

A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot- passenger bridge across the St. John’s River between De Land 
Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; 





\ i. R “6) toa the < st 
the UV i r at< Ga 

\ Hl } ) 

N Ra ( to I 
ba l irta ieWw i ss ( R 
Ri il siana 

A | H. R 347 

, 17 4 ‘ 

t iee Rive n the I 

\ | i. R. 10538) to a ( 

{ I Ci ittahooc 1e€e I 

L b H. R. 8353) to t 
\ ot-passeng brik | hi 
point ‘ i of N Smyv 
f Flo 

A I - 

M uri R Ponca 

\ lL (H. | L7O) te ( c 

l yt-pa nger bri uM M 
i 1, int state o va i 

A bill (H. I 10527) to thor t 
the A ia River 

The 1 Sag iso an inced that t se 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2116) t 

| homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sai 
asked a conference on the disagreeing ‘ t 
| appointed as conferees on the part of the S« 
HAV y, and Mr. HAMPTON 
l ssage also announced that the S t 
; s of ‘ He 7+ = + 

iy 1 the Atlant coast |t \ 1 

ire, 1 Ocean City, Md., asked a 
( the ) ) and had POIRte ( 

Sel it Vi M J 4 ‘ la Al \ 

Che l I inou edt 1é St ite 

llow title in which the concurrence e 

A | > the ¢ ( 

Cn »>b ised a i i v 
purpo 

\ I > don = to hor 1 ( is t 
Tensas River at or near Kirk’s Ferry, Loui 

A bill (S. 3284) to authorize the const1 
Bartholomew at or near Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana 

4 bill (S. 1138) to reimburse the depos 
ings and Trust Company for losses incurred b 
pany 

Th AL irthe announced tn S 
Ee ¢ 1aments tot I gr senate bD 

S. 2033) granting a pension to Joseph 

\ S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Ge WwW 

\ | S. 888) granting a pension to M \ 

\ S. 734) granting b pe 1 to J H 

It f innounced th S i 
i 3 ¢ OlLlLOW io ft es 

\ L (i 354) toa t 
( I ove the | x | Day 
Flor 

A bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection ) 
ville, Te: 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to author Macon 
mingham Railroad Company to | » bridg 
rior River in Alabama; and 

\ bill H,. R 10053 to make May 
Columbia 

The ed that t Se 
rent I the int g ol 
Bureau « g ¢ to res hes and 
with the study of the North American Indiat 

LEAVE ¢ ABSEN 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
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tant business. 
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ASCENSION CHUR 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the Senate h 
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h HEMPHILL [ ask unanimous consent to reconsider the action 
of 1 He 1 e bill in order that we may take up and 
pa tive nat ! \ is of exactly similar import 
Ihe PICA Ie 7 4 7 The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Hemi Lj a unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
{ 1 -« 1 the } } 
‘ ! 1 was p 1, and that the Senate bill 
1099) for t ré the Church of the Ascension, in the District of 
(% bia. | ! Ww put } 3) j there omection 
CREAR t re i ) fou bill differ f } 
{ e bill? 
[PHIL Ne | The bills lentica 
re no o tion to the request of M i il L it 
ere 
he Senate bill (8. 1 ordered to a third 1 id it 
rding ud t t i passed 
Mr. HEMPHII n d to reconsider the vote by which t Ls 
Dp ia »1 1 t t tion to 1 oO der | ] i¢ 
ta 
j ha ) re 1 to 
ie Ho bill (H. R. 10 a substitute fo R. 3004) was laid 
ni » ta 
Or A » J AD, I ICT OF ¢ IBIA. 
Phe Con tee of the W] resumed it ion, Mr. Roce! in 
the chair 
The CHS IRMA The Clerk will read the § ite bill which | 
\ put to read I 1 tne « imittee rose 11 ly, the bill (S. 1051 
t id f act ng ti) upproval and sar 1 of Cong to th 
route and termini of the A tia and Potomac River Railroad, in the 
1D ch « olumbia 
i the act vi I »val and sanction of Cor ess to the route and 
te i of t Ana rand Px River ilroad, approved February 
I nd amended March 24, 1876, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as 
toa 1oOrize d company to lay tracks and run cars thereon from the inter 
1 of j icks « M eet south with Seventh street east; along Seventh 
ai o ¢ et se along G street to Fourth street east t 
to ! eet « 1; along I reet to Canal street; along ¢ t 
along B street ith to Third street west; along 
venu alo Lis iri avenue to Sixth street west; along Sixth street 
to i street; noriha LB street to a point near the Center Market to be named 
by commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That the said 
co iny 8 i « Dp e t » above-mentioned tracks and run cars thereon 
wit one ve ym the approval of this act; and from the inter: on of 
t < M reet south with Second street west; along Second street to i 
t on Cana reet: J That said company shall complete the las 
ned ks and run ears thereon within two years from the approv ot 
{ vet i ‘ Day s » authorized to extend its tracks and run cars 
t f tra t venth and G streets southeast herein mentioned 
along G st “+L to Seventeenth s et east; along Seventeenth street to E eet 
las 4 E street to and beyond the entrance to the Congressional Cer 
tery at a point to named by the commissioners of the District of Cc 
t he l eets s i n improved 
2. Thatthes de pany may be permitted to] be placed 
t t Ana tia | igre ld il track, and the rails <Ssha 
} ch f as W ler the le t obstruction to ordinary trafiic, and subject 
t oval by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The 
} ul ~ it least e track, with necessary switches and 
tu n treet, in ostia, to the entrance to the grounds « 
the nO m, and ars thereon within six months after | 
i track id | " 
. Thatt vy is also authorized to extend its tracks and run 
« eon f terminus on Nichols avenue, near Anacostia, by 
t ay of NN » the entrance to the grounds of the Governn t 
Ho tal for the id along said avenue and the Livingstone road tothe 
i trict line 
Sec. 4. That should any 


of the track extension herein authorized coin- 
duly incorporated street railway in the District 
s shall be used when, on account of the width 





cide with portions of any 


of Columbia, but one set of trs 

















< street, or for other sufficient reason, it shall be deemed necessary by the 
cou nissioners of the District; and the relative conditions of use and of char- 
tered rights may be ad ted upon terms to be mutually agreed upon between 
t mpanies, or, in case of d ement, by the supreme court of the District 


of Columbia, on petition filed therein by cither party,and on such notice to th 


other party as the court may order. 
5. That in the construction of tracks herein specified the pattern of 











used shall be approved by the commissioners of t District of Columbia, s 

in any extensive repairs to the tracks now owned by the company requiring 
new rails the pattern of rails shall likewise be approved by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia; Provided, That all rails laid upon the streets of the 





city of Washington by said company shall be on a level with the surface of the 





streets and shall not project above the same 

Sec, 6, That the company shall place cars of the best construction on said rail 
modern improvements necessary to the convenience and comfort 
of passen i shall run cars thereon as often as the public convenien 
may require, in accord e with a time-table or schedule adopted by the com 
pany, a copy of which shall be filed with the ex 
Columbia d be approved by them. 

Sec. 7. That the said Ana ia and Potomac River Rail 
on or before the 15th d ; uary of each year 
the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of stock held by ea 
together w 1 a detailed statement of the receipts and expenditures from what 
ever source and on whatever account, for the preceding year ending December 
} } I fied by affidavit of the president and se 








nmissioners of the District of 







road Company shall, 


, mak report to Congress of 

















tary of said npar and said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, 
in of t $ uD personal property, including cars, tracks, and moti‘ 





po ensuing year, 2 per cent, forthe firstten years after comp!|« 
tion, and thereafter 4 per cent. of its gross earnings upon traffic for the preced- 


gr 














ing year as shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable to 
the collector « ixesatthet ind in the manner that other taxes are nowdue 
: avyabie, and s ject to the me penalties on arrears; andthe franchiseand 
property of i< pany, | h real and personal, toa sufficient amount, may 
be i d sold in satisfa 1 thereof, as now provided by law for tho sa 

of other property for tax« é i said per cent. of its gross earnings s 1 be in 


lieu of all otber assessments of personal taxes upon its property used solely and 














i a y Its real estat 
t i 1, and the tracks 
i ever t net re a of 
fo vy ye S, € eed ) 
ipany shal! r t 
of senverfaretoan amo t 
ra net sol rid n- 
n 1 10 pe t. of the tual 
{ e tine 
or re al ¢ 
i 1 He Vi if I ym 
iat 
l fTWOOD RAILROAD COM a RICT OF CO! I 
N HEMPHILL. Icallup the b to incorporate 
the } ehtwood Railroad Company, of t of Colum! L id 





i move to substitute for the House bill the Senate bill (S. 2742) for the 
same purpose. 


The 





was 

















The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follow 
é ted, etc., That M. M. Parker, A. A. Thomas, C. M. Anderson.C. B. Pear- 
and Joseph Paul, of the District of Columbia, and their sociates, succe 
sora, and assigns, be, and they are hereby, created a body cory 





s of the Brightwood Railway Company « 


tic, under the nam 
Columbia, and may make and use a common seal, and by that name 
d and be impleaded, with authority to construct ar 
track railway, with the necessary switches, 
ier mechanical devices, and sewer connections, necessary tooperat 
by horse, cable, or electric power, in the District of Col bia, t t 
Lbrightwood avenue, from Boundary street to the boundory 
of Columbia, with the right to run publiccarriages thereon pro, 
cable, clectric, or ca spower. Whenever the foregoing route 
ie with the duly autho 








i l be sued piea 








i rle or doubl 





















ier of said companies may apply, bv Pp 
} 


of the District of Columbia, wl 


n rized route or routes of any other « 

street-railway company in the District of Columbia, both com] 

s e tracks, upon such fair and equitable terms as may be agr« by 
companies; and in the event said companies fail to agree upon equit- 





ion, to the supreme 


rmine the mat- 





ch shall hear and d 





te i e form of law, and adjuc e proper party the awount of comp 
to be paid therefor. Said corporation is authorized and empows 
»} el its cars on such other lines as it shall coincide with by cable power 





rmotive power as it shall use to propel itsown cars with on the route 
pr in this act.and may repair and construct such prop rtions of its} i 
] yi 


is vy be upon the line or route or routes of any other road thus used 





























s¢ ent regarding such construction or repairs with any <« 
] s used such disagreement may be heard and determ 
- > application of either road to any court in said D rict h 
mn liction. Said com, y shall receive rate of f 
er I r for each continuous ride between : pe 
of it s for 25 cents 
ir y company shall, on or l of J y 
ofea ‘repo! Congress of the names of all the stockh« 4 
the nt« k heid by each, together with a detailed stat 
ment and « , from whatever source and on w er 
a December which re t shall be 
i I ret ot said ¢ 1 if s 
! time ‘ 1, or witl en thereafte i 
t duty of the nmi ne to cause to b 3 ited l pre sto 
»rfeit this cha and said pany shall pay Dis tof Cx a 
1of taxes upon personal property, including « motive power, for each 
ve t per cent. of its gross earnings upon its traffic, which amount shall be pay- 


collector of taxes atthe times and in the menner that other taxe 
d payable, and subject to the same penalties or arrears; and 


and property of said company, both real and personal, to a su 





the franchise 


























< t amount, may be seiz and sold in sfaction thereof, as now provided 
by w for the saie of other property for taxes; and said per cent. of its g 
earnings shall be in lieu of all other assessments upon its personal proj 
us and exclusively in the operat dir a t of said 1 Ly 
Its real estate shall be taxed as other rea ate it Distri provi lits 
tracks shall not be taxed as real estate. 
>. That the said railway shall be laid upon such pa ud as may 
designated by the commissioners of the District, and - nstructed of 
good materials, and in a substantial and durable manner, with the rails ot t 
most approved pattern, ali to be approved by the c i he District 
laid upon an even suriace with the pavement of t, and man 
ner as to interfere with the ordinary travel! as litt! I cable iu 
to correspond with that of other city raikeond 
Sec, 4, That the said corporation shall { expense, keep its tracks, and 
. the space of 2 feet beyond the outer rails thereof and alsothe space between 
the rails s aved and in good repair, so as to impede 





i tracks well graded or p 
the reneral travel as little as possible. 
Sec. 5. That in the event of a change of grade atany time of any of the strect 
avenues, or roads occupied by the tracks of this corporation it shall be th 
of said company to change its said railroad 
may have been thus established at its own expense. 
Sec. 6. That it shall be lawful for said corporation, its st ssors or assigns, 
with the approval of the commission: rs of the District of Columbia, to mak 
ll needful and convenient trenches and excavations and sewer connections, 
1 any of said streets or places where said corporation may have the right to 
construct and operate its road, and place in such trenches and excavations all 
needful and convenient devices and machinery for operating said railroad in 
the manner and by the means aforesaid; and sa -wer connections shall have 
ich traps or ot! devices as may be required 3 of the 
its successors 


‘ 








so asto conform tosuch gra 



















the commissioner 
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District of Columbia; it shall also be lawful for said corporatior 





d maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along 





ra ns, to er 

its lines as may seem most desirable to the board of directors of the said corpo 
ration, and subject to the approval of the commissioners of the District, a 
gine-house or houses, boiler-house or houses, and all other buildings necessa 
for the successful operations of an electric or 

Src. 7. That it shall not be lawf 


to propel its cars over said railroad,or any part thereof, at a rate of s 








able motor railroad. 





:] for said corporation, its successors or assigns 








peed ex- 
i 









ceedi i5 miles per hour; and for each violation of this provision said corpo 
ts cessors or assigns, as the case may be, siall be subject to a penalty 
of $50, to be recovered in any court of compet jurisdiction at the suit of the 





mmissioners of the District of Columbia 
Szc. 8 That the said railway shall be commenced within three months and 





completed to Brightwood within twelve months from the pass sact; 
d the entire 1e to be completed in two years from the y this 
SI ), That the capital stock of said companv sha!l not excee rse-power 








is to be used, $60,000, If electric motor-power is to be used, the capital stock 
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requires the 
tions. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not put my eye on the exact provision. 
[After a pause.| ‘There is no authority to issue bonds at all, so far as 
I can see 

Mr. ROWELL. The company is not permitted to do so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, What is the amount of stock fixed in 
the bill ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 


may be used. 


stockholders to pay in cash the amount of their subscrip- 


It varies according to the motive power that 


Sec. 9. That the capital stock of said company shall not exceed, if horse power 
is to he used, $60,000. If clectric-motor power is to be used, the capital stock 
shall not exceed $102,000 If propelled by cable the capital stock shall not ex- 


ceed $204,000. 

Of course if the company uses cables the cost will be very much 
greater than if horse power be used. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That seems to be proper enough; but 
I want to know whether the stockholders are required to pay for their 
stock in cash or whether the company may issue watered stock. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I read the language of the bill: 


And said company shall require the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in 
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cash the amount by them respectively subscribed at such times (after the first | 


installment) and in such amounts as the board of directors may deem proper 
and necessary 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 
should not deem it 


But suppose the board of directors 
** proper and necessary ’’ to require payment in full? 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. In other words, the board might make | 


assessments to the extent of only 30 or 50 per cent. of the capital stock. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
able to make as to the cost of constructing the road we do not allow 
the company to issue any more stock than will be absolutely necessary 
to build it. We have limited the stock to $60,000 if horse power be 


used; and according to the computation of the committee it will take | 


every dollar of $60,000 to construct the road if horse power should be 
used, $102,000 if electric-motor power should be employed, and $204,- 
000 if the cars should be propelled by cable. 


best computation we have been able to make, before the road can be 
completed. 

Mr. ROWELL. 
terprise, not to borrow money. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ,Is it understood the company is for- 
bidden to issue bonds ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no authority given to issue bonds. 
stockholders must pay the money on their stock. The full amount of 


$60,000 will be required for the construction of the road if horse power | 


be used. Therefore, the stockholders will have to pay their subscrip- 
tions in full. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. May not the company issue notes ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; no corporation can do anything of that 
kind without express authority. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is no corporation in the coun- 
try that does not do precisely what it pleases. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If people take the notes of a corporation, issued 
without express authority for the issue, they do so at their own risk. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ofcourse; but it is constantly done. 
It is the common practice with these companies to receive 10 per cent. 
cash upon their stock, and issue 90 per cent. of the amount of the capi- 
tal stock in bonds. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think my friend would not find anybody will- 
ing to take a bond from a corporation that was not authorized under its 
charter to issue bonds; because the company or any stockholder could 
go into court and plead the want of power to issue such bonds. Any 
man who would invest his money in bonds of that sort would not have 
very good business sense. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. We are not talkingabout the wisdom 
with which men may invest their money; we are discussing this bill; 
and the question is whether Congress, in passing it, ought not to insert 
a provision which will prevent this company from issuing watered stock 
on the one hand or bonds on the other. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It is clear that a corporation can exercise no 
power which is not given to it by its charter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But they do exercise such powers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If weinsert here a provision that they shall not 
exercise the power they may do it all the same, according to the gen- 
tleman’s theory. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then what would be the use of the prohibition ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It would do no harm, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It would do no good. 

Mr. WARNER. Allow me to make a single suggestion. Most ot 
the corporations of this country are created under the general corpora- 
tion laws of the States, which usually authorize companies to issue 
bonds in a certain amount. But we have no general corporation law 
of the United States; therefore all the powers which a corporation ac- 
quires under a charter from Congress are those embodied in the act 
which gives it existence. 





According to the best computation we have been 


These men propose to put their money into thisen- 


JULY 23, 





Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no question about that. The corpora- 
tion can not do anything which it is not authorized to do. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I understand gentlemen who 
have examined this bill to say that it requires the stock of this com- 
pany to be paid up in cash, and the company is prohibited, either ex- 
pressly or by the principles of the common law, trom issuing bonds? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes; they can not issue bonds unless we 
authorize them. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But they will do it all the same. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permitmea moment; 
there is one proposition to which I wish to call his attention? While 
there is no provision authorizing the issuance of bonds, yet I would 
suggest this point: Might not the courts hold that whileif bonds were 
issued it would be ulira vires, still, as between the persons to whom 
the bonds were issued and the company they would be estopped from 
asserting that they had no power? I call to mind a case arising in my 
own State, which seems to be exactly analoguus. An agricultural 
company owned a certain amount of property which they desired to 
improve, and made a loan of eight or ten thousand dollars, and mort- 
gaged the property to secure the loan. 

On the maturity of the notes when the holder of the notes and the 
mortgage indebtedness sought to recover from the company by fore- 


| closure, the company set up the very ground of defense raised by the 





The | 


chairman of this committee in regard to this railroad company under 
the present charter, which we are now discussing, to wit: that there 
was no power authorizing the creation of this mortgage, and that it was 
what is known in law asulira vires. But thesupreme court of the State 
held that inasmuch as this money had been procured and had been used 
for the purpose of improving and beautifying the grounds of the com- 
pany by the consent of its officers and the company itself, the company 
would be estopped from raising that defense, and permitted the fore- 
closure to go on 

Mr. ROWELL. 





Let me interrupt my colleague a moment; are you 


| not alittle mistaken as to the foreclosure ? 
The company will be re- | 
quired to pay the full amount of the cost of the road, according to the | 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No; the mortgage was foreclosed, and 
a decree entered and the property sold under it. 

Now, I have not in my mind exactly the precise principle involved 
in the case of the foreclosure of the mortgage of the university of Chi- 
cago. That was a donation originally from Senator Stephen A. Doug- 
las, There it was claimed that they had no authority to grant a 
mortgage 

Mr. ROWELL. The point was that if they did such a thing the 
property would revert to the original owners; and the attempt was to 
make it revert because of the creation of a mortgage. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. My colleague will remember that the 
university, when the insurance company undertook to foreclose, set up 
the defense that the university had no authority to grant a mortgage 
by its charter. 

That was tried in the Federal courts, and they decided that the uni- 
versity would be estopped from setting up such a defense, as that would 
be an unconscionable defense. Afterwards the Douglas heirs under- 
took to claim the property on the ground that the giving of the mort- 
gage was directly in contravention of the grant, and that the fact ot 
undertaking to make the mortgage caused a reversion of the property. 
I simply suggest this point, not for the purpose of making any oppo- 
sition to the bill, but to call the attention of gentlemen to it to see if 
it may not be amended, if it be considered necessary to provide against 
just such contingencies. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, according to my construction of 
the law a corporation has no powers except those that are given to it 
by the legislature, either by a specific act or under the general law. 
It has no power to do anything except the power which the legislative 
branch of the Government gives it. I do not know of any amendment 
which would prevent a corporation from doing something that is wrong. 
If we puta provision in here that it shall not do wrong, and it goes 
and does it, we are no better off than if we did not putitin. If they 
do wrong, we are compelled to trust to the courts for a vindication of 
the law in an effort to make them do right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Permit me one moment further. I 
made the suggestion in this view: I see nothing in the charter of this 
company requiring that the capital stock shall be all paid up. I think 
itis proper under certain contingencies to allow corporations to issue 
bonds or mortgage its property; but this should not be done until the 
original subscriptions have been all paid up and the capital stock paid 
in. If bonds are then issued, we know that they are issued for an hon- 
est purpose. But the experience of men who have followed corporations 
is that where they are not required to pay up their stock in full before ex- 
ercising the right to issue bonds, mortgages are made and bonds issued, 
with the proceeds of which they go on and complete the work, build 
up the road, and the stockholders get their stock substantially for noth- 
ing. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iappreciate what the gentleman says, and we 
do not want that done. Further, in response to the gentleman, I can 
only make the same answer I made to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON], that is to say, we fixed the capital stock at the sum 
we thought the very least amount that the road could properly be builé 
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Mr. ROWELI It would rather imply that they ha 

Mr. HEMPHILL Ye ich a provision v d be tantan 

plving that they have that right. 

Mr. ROWELI fer that re s i not be any such 
Impiicatio I llawis u lest ble th W 
t é no gene da road i ) egally bo ‘ 

it ) nierentl po I road wi ild 
rat mbtfal pre nS > keep it out entirely 
\ rding to the pl ot the | ias VY must make assess 

ents and continue making them until the road in running 
order and provide its necessary equip! the purpose of 
requiring all the money to be paid in at the start is that it should n 
be kept lying idle, but to be called in and used it lding the r 





until the work of construction was complete. 





that is the limit of their power in making assessments. 

Mr. WARNER. I wantto suggest an amendment that the corpo 
ration should exercise no power not herein granted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is the law to-day. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Isuggest to the gentleman from Kansas this 
amendment, which will cover the ground That the capital stoc!l 
shall be paid up in full before they shall have power to operate thi 
road.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That will be satisfactory. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent to recur to section 1 
for the purpose of offering this amendment: 

ike out the words ‘“‘ or double;”’ so that it will read ~ 
way 

here was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApo« 
has an amendment which he wishes to offer. 
he Clerk read as follows 

At the end of the first section insert 

Provided, If an electric-motor power is used the electric wires or cond 
sball be placed under the ground 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the attention of the gentleman fro1 
‘ew Jersey to the phraseology of his amendment. I apprehend his 
purpose is probably to prevent the use of the overhanging wires; and 


| 
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therefore 1 ask the gentleman to phrase his amendment so as to accom- 
plish that end; and I do so for this reason: At this time, Mr. Chait 
man, electric motors are being used which are plac ed on the cars them- 
elves in connection with a storage battery, and there are no overhanging 
or underlaid cables, and I know the gentleman does not desire to pre- 
@uide the use of that power. 

Mr. McADOO. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri and I modify the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as follows: 

Add to the first section the following 

‘Provided, If an electric wire or cables are used the same shall be placed under 
ground,’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 9 the following 

‘Provided, That the full amount of the capital stock subscribed shall be paid 
full in cash before said company shall operate said road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to add to section 18 the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, to which the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] will have no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That it shall exercise no powers not herein expressly granted 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, and that the 
House bill corresponding to this bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the several bills to the House with the recommendation that they do 
ass. 

The motion was agreed to. e 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore [ Mr. 
Hatcu] having resumed the chair, Mr. RoGErs reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration sundry | 
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Mr. DOCKERY moved to recor 
was adopted 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘ R « BUSINES 

M HEMPHI! I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the ole on the Private Calendar, for the purpose of 
taki up lry bills reported from the Committee on the District of 
{ 

Mr. WILKINS. lL cle t ask the rentieman wl the l prop 
to tai up t trust ip 1] 

Mr. H]} HII | ort of tl that we desir 
to ve ¢ 1 rew 

Wil I} Ij i tion 1 not b 
agreed to . 
The question ken on the mo 1of Mr. HEMPHILI nd the 
} er pro temp ‘ i tt ( eem@il to ha 
WILKI) I { id } 

Ihe Hou di led: and there were aye 53, noes 12. 

Mr. WILKINS and Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

Mr. WILKINS I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. W11- 
KI? makes the point of order that no quorum has voted, and the 
( r will appoint telle: Vendi that, the gentleman from Ohio 

} that the House do now adjourn 

rhe question wa i the motion to adjourn; and there wet 

; , 

So the motion was tarreed to. 

Ni HEMPHILI | would like the indulge e ofthe House to ma 
a brief statement. These lls have been examined by the commit 
carefully, and they are very well guarded, and it seems to me that the 


Ho ought at least to give the members of the committee an op} 
tunity to express their views upon the measures and explain th 
We shall be glad to submit them to the judgm«e nt of the House after 
we have had a fair chance to explain their provisions. 

‘The gentlemen who ask for these privileges are citizens of this Dis- 
trict of the highest character. This is their only place for getting legis 
Jation; and I submit that, as the right has been reserved to Congress to 
legislate for this District, it is as little as we can do to allow to meas- 
ures which have been reported by the House committee or passed by 
the Senate a fair consideration. If, when gentlemen have heard the 
arguments on both sides, they decide against us we shall, of course, 
cheerfully submit. But if we can convince members that the measures 

ked are proper, and that these gentlemen are entitled to the privi- 
leges they desire, they ought to be granted. The simple question is 
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whether gentlemen will allow us to go into the Committee of the Whol. 
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that we may give our reasons for reporting these bills and submit the | 


question of their passage to the best judgment of the House. I ask 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. WILKINS] to withdraw his point of ‘‘no 
quorum,’’ so that we may have an opportunity for discussion on these 
measures, 


Mr. WILKINS. If the object in going into the Committee of th 
Whole is only discussion, I will cheerfully assent to the gentleman’: 
reque { 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Ofcourse we expect to discuss the measures, and 
also to ask action upon them. 

Mr. WILKINS. Well, then, we may as well settle the question 
right here. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman is going to ‘settle’’ it with- 
out giving these people an opportunity to be heard, it is, of course, in 
his power,to doso; butit seems tobe arather harsh proceeding. [Cries 
of ‘‘Regular order !’’ | 

Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. WILKINS were appointed as tellers. 

The question being again takenon the motionof Mr. HEMPHILL that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on th« 
Private Calendar, the tellers reported—ayes 67, noes 11. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of ‘‘no quorum”? is insisted 
upon. The tellers will retain their places. Gentlemen are requested 
to vote on the one side or the other. 

Mr. HOOKER. As it is evident that this question must come up 
some time or other, I can not see any reason why discussion should 
not be allowed to proceed. After that, gentlemen can raise any point 
of order when the Committee of the Whole or the House shall come to 
act upon the bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. This is a very important measure, and it is proper 
it should be discussed in a full House. [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 


ss 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
Pending the count by tellers, leave of absence was, by unanimous 
consent, granted as follows: 
To Mr. WILBER, for two weeks, on account of poor health. 
To Mr. SHERMAN, until August 13, on account of business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The tellers continuing their count, reported—ayes 74, noes 12. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Ms. Speaker, pending this division, is 
it in order to move that the House adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I make that motion. 
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The question being taken on the motion of Mr. THompson, of Ohio 
that the House adjourn, there were—ayes 49, noes 4 

‘ir. HEMPHILL, I desire to submit, as a parliamentary inquiry 
whether it was in order to move to adjourn w e we were voting b 
t I 

ine; PEA KER pr lempor'e. Busines had it tervened sin e tl pre- 
ceding motion to adjourn; and the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
iM [HOMPSON | was in orde1 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident we have nota 


iorum present. It seems to be equally evident that some of our 
here are determined we shall not have an opportunity to ex- 
bills to the House. Under these circumstances, hoping that 
ull have a quorum on this question hereafter, and that gentlemen 





} 1é 
be somewhat mollified by that time, I withdraw the motion to go 


into Committee of the Whole 








The SPI AKER j tempo The House has divided on the motion 
to adjourn 
r. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent Cr Regu- 
ord ] 
PEAKER ; oft 7 Unless ort ve nd naysare 
é ded t Chair will a ounce t result of the \ eont! mot } 
M MPHILI I call for tell 
Tellers were not ordered, only 24 voting in fa thereol 
STEELE. I call for the “as and nays 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Chio Before the question orde1 
nays is put, I wish to say that as the motion o! gen 
ith Carolina | Mr. HEMPHIL has been withdraw 
di ular order 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
di e is not in order The motion to adjourn can t be withdrawn 
at is Limit 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I was about to ask unanimous consent 
todo so. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ | 
Mir. STEELE withdrew the call for the yeas and nay 
~o the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clocl 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10958) granting a pension 
to David M\ e! to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10939) for the relief of Mart! 
J. A. Rumbaugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10940) granting a pension to Ann 
Holliday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10941) for the relief of the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10942) for the relief of G. Dwight 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A biil (H. R. 10943) granting a pension to Betsy 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10945) for the relief of Francis Covert—to @e 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen A. Mc- 
Inerney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 10948) granting a pension to Eliza 
\, Clark—to the Committee on Invalid P+ ~sions. 

By Mr. GLASS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10949) for the relief of 
the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10950) for the relief of William Louin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Mary 
Von Olnhausen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10952) to grant a pension 
to Franklin R. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUR: A bill (H. R. 10953) granting an increase of pension 
to John Huckler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 10954) for the relief of Mary Ann 
Reid—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 10955) for the relief of Polly 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10956) for the relief of Elisha Chastian—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10957) granting a pension to Hester J. Mitchell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10958) for the relief of Alanson 


| V. Brooks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10959) for the relief of Alanson V. Brooks—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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the fo r bi nbmitted adverse reports thereon: which were 

reed to i the b ere postponed indefinitely 

A bill 17) to prov le for the holding of the district court of the 
| ed * ‘ } i. | ' 

A } 139) to provide for holding ter: f the United States dis- 
trict | circuit courts in the State of Neb: k¢ and 

Lb 5. 934) to divide the State of Nebraska into two judicial dis- 
tr 

ir. WILSO of lowa I am also directed by the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, to whom were referred sundry petitions having reference to | 
the bills which have just been re ported, to report them adversely, and 
to move that the committee be discharged from their further consider- 
ation 

lhe motion was agreed to 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1733) establishing the fees and expenses of examining sur- | 


geons, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon 

A bill (S. 3255) granti1 
Hugh Bb. Cotrill 

A bill (S. 3200) granting a pension to Scott S. Hawn; and 

A bill (S, $264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3263) granting a pension to Charles Avery; and 

A bill (S. 3188) granting a pension to Martha Ackerson. | 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 
whom was referred the petition of C. O. Tannehill and others, praying 
for the establishment of a court in the Neutral Strip on the borders of 
Texas, to request that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the petition lie on the table. I understand a 
measure reported by the Committee on Public Lands has already pro- } 
vided for such a court. 

‘The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HUAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1648) providing for the holding of the United 
States courts in the city of Newark, N. J., reported it without amend- | 
ment. 

ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2041) providing for the holding of the United States courts in the city 
of Newark, N. J., reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 1312) to providef or a term of court at Quincy, Ill., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of certain citizens of Frankfort, Ky., praying that 
exclusive jurisdiction be given to the Federal courts of that State over 
the counties nearest to each court respectively, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and moved that it lie on the table; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of Louisiana, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1621) relating to the catching of fish by sub- 
jects of foreign governments in the waters of the United States, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3311) granting a pension to Oscar H. Kimball, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 2939) granting a pension to Margaret E. Adamson; 

A bill (8S. 3330) for the relief of William H. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong; 

A bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall; 

A bill (8. 3316) granting a pension to Jasper N. Warren; and 

A bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3239) granting a pension to Frederick Wunoch, late of 
Company H, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 3286) granting a pension to John H. Tunney; and 

A bill (8. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1116) granting a pension to Henry 


i ®& pen ion to Mary E. Cotrill, widow of | 
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Frantz, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely; 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3369) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frantz; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Statesville, N. C., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port back the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER] to the bill making appropriations for the sundry civil ex- 
penses. It is an amendment to that bill providing for refunding what 
is called the direct tax paid by the States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

COURTS AT SALINA, KANS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 856) to provide for the hold- 


| ing of the district courts of the United States at Salina, Kans., to re- 
| port it favorably, without amendment. 


Mr. PLUMB. The bill which has just been reported is a local bill, 
and it is of some importance that it should be disposed of early. I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 


| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. RK. 3361) to provide for holding terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the district of 
Kentucky at Owensborough, in said district, and for other purposes, to 
report it favorably, with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
considered at this time, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 6, after the word ‘‘him- 
self,’’ to strike out ‘‘similar to that referred to in the last section ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ with surety for the faithful discharge of his duties, and for in- 
demnity in case of breach on which actions may be maintained in said 
district court;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That the marshal of said district shall, by himself or deputy, attend 
upon the terms of the court in said division; and he may appoint a deputy to 
reside at Owensborough (and shall do so if ordered by the court), who shall dis- 
charge all the duties of marshal; and the marshal may require a bond of i 
demnity to himself, with surety for the faithful discharge of his duties, and { 
indemnity in case of breach on which actions may be maintained in said di.- 
trict court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 7, after the word ‘‘action,’’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘and so forth’’ and insert ‘‘ prosecutions and 
proceedings; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall not affect the jurisdiction, power, and authority of 
the court as to actions, prosecutions, and proceedings already begun and pend 
ing in said district, but the same will proceed as though this act had not been 
passed, except that the court shall have power, which it may exercise at disc re- 
tion, to transfer to the court in said division such of said pending actions, pros: 
cutions,and proceedings as might properly be begun therein under the provis- 
ions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 6, to change the word 
‘*officer’’ to the word ‘‘ office;’’ so as to read: 

And the deputy clerk shall provide himself with an office at Owensborough. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEstT, Mr. 
HoAR, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, were appointed. 

COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the Senat 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1612) to provide for hol:- 
ing terms of the United States district and circuit courts in the State 
of Nebraska, which was reported by me from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with an amendment this morning. 
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inanimous consent that the Senat conside ( 
this time the bill (H. R. 1312) to provide a term of court at Quincy af 
ill., also reported by me from the Committee on the Judiciary 
morning i ‘ ‘ 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whol 
proceeded to consider the bill ' ‘ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered : a ( 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN LOUISIANA. , i oa 
\ | ‘ Low 3 r 
Mr. GIBSON. Iask unanimous consent to call up at this time t | ; 
bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of Louis te ‘ ie S 
ana, which, having passed the House of Representatives, was reported | ! ss s of 
favorably this morning by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEs1 : aan 2 os Bt os - 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. H | 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole . t ec 8 
proceeded to consider the bill. +e ze 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRINTING OF TARIFF BILI 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 
report a resolution. It will take but a moment to read it, and I as 
for its pres¢ nt consideration. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to T SIDENT prot The H 
as follows: ction ed } he & 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, in pamphlet f PHIC } 
5,000 copies of House bill No. 9051, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation and s oe ao 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue Ir. CULLOM submitted the follo 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. a Ss 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration ot Tu entitled “An act t 
‘ the naval appropriation bill. ty at Miss R 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine desire | ,)2. , ily 2. 1864. and 
; to interrupt morning business? l free 
- Mr. HALE. No; I do not wish to interfere with it. I thought tha nt = Hous 
* was through. i 
5 REPORT ON LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 
‘ Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
u to report back favorably the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
3 New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] on the 21st instant, with the recom- 
2 mendation that the blank be filled with the words “ five thousand. 
; i ask for its present consideration. 
i The resolution was read, as follows: A] 
* : il I SiD vi 
4 ¥ Resolved hat —— extra copies of Senate Report No. 1727, upon th« nart « t “7 
lution propos an amendment of the Constitution of l ted ites i ai 
‘ tion to the me facture, Importation, exportat ), trans ! ion i sa 
2 alcoholic liquors,’’ be printed for the use of the Senat« Mr. HAW I 
§ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ens rent wiil be state d. of the ( t 
; The CHIEF CLERK It is proposed to fill the blank by the insertion | des 


of the words ive thousand.”’ The PRESIDEN’ { 
Mr. Cor KRELL. Is that a unanir: is rep t of the commuttee 7 that t} enat eed to the co ad 
3 Mr. MANDERSON. It is areport fromal 


lithe members of the com- | by the Senat 1 Nel . (Mr. M 
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ditional copies of Senate Report No. 1667, on pension bills vetoed by 
the President. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
7 


Ordered, That 5,000 extra copies of Senate Report No. 1657, on certain pension 


bills returned to the Senate by the President without his approval, together 
with the y vs of the minority of the committee, be printed for the use of the 
S« te 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Willthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The motion was agreed to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there not an amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two amendments. Th 
first amendment will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. CocKRELL’s amendment, which was to add 
to the resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed 100,600 copies of the messages of the President 
of the United States sent to the Congress of the United States vetoing pension 
luring the Forty-ninth Congress and the Fiftieth Congress to this date. 





for information. 


The Cutkr CLERK. The amendment moved by Mr. BLAIR was to | 


add to the amendment of Mr. CocKRELL: 


lrogether with the reports of the Committee on Pensions of the Forty-ninth 


Congress thereon, and the views of the minority. 
Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The original resolution provides simply for print- 
ing 5,000 extra copies of the prescribed report of the Committee on Pen- 


sions. The Senator from Missouri moved an amendment to print 100,000 | 


copies of all the President’s veto messages. I objected to it on general 
grounds—that it was hardly really germane tothe pending resolution, 
and, besides, the additional point of order under the rule, that as it 
would require more than $500 to do the work he proposes, it must be 
done by concurrent resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair passed upon that point 
of order, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Chair to pass upon that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand the Chair the other day to 
have passed upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not so read it in the REcorp. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The rules requiring the reference of 
resolutions to print, where the amount is over a certain sum, to the 
Committee on Printing would exclude the consideration of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not so understand. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the Rrcorp | 


examined. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say in connection with the resolution 
that when it was reported the other day from the Committee on Print- 


ing, I, in a very pleasant and I thought jocular way, suggested to the | 
distinguished Senator in charge of it that as they were going to print | 


so many copies of the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which was an attempt to reflect severely upon the President, they might 
add to it and print a certain veto message of the President which had 
come in since that report had been made, the veto message in the Dough- 


erty case. I had no idea that I should excite my friends to the high | 


pitch that followed, and I confess that I was very much amused. They 
seemed to fly into a rage over the proposition to print the veto message 
of the President in the Dougherty case in connection with this report. 

I had no intention to offer at that time the amendment; I simply 
suggested it; and I thought that my friends would be glad to have the 
opportunity of spreading another one of those veto messages before the 
people of this country. The veto messages have been denounced ‘‘in 


season and out of season,’’ and if they are of the character our friends | 


say they are, they ought to publish them and send them broadcast. 
When I made the suggestion I found out the temper of our friends. 


My good friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] immediately sprang | 


up and as it were, challenged me to offer a resolution to print the Pres- 
ident’s veto messages. 

Sir, I thought I understood the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, one of the able Republican leaders on the floor of the Senate, 
and I supposed that it was a request that I should offer a resolution 
to print all these veto messages and get them before the people of the 
country, so that their printing might not assume a partisan aspect, 
and I supposed if I were to offer the amendment and get these hun- 
dred thousand copies of the President’s veto messages spread before 
the country, then the Republican party would not be charged with any 
partisan feeling in printing them, as the Senate is Republican. 

[ offered my amendment supposing, as a matter of course, that the 


opposite side would only be too glad to get the opportunity of printing | 


100,000 copies of these veto messages and scattering them broadcast 


throughout the length and breadth of the land. I thought I would re- | 


lieve them of the responsibility of the publication, being a partisan 
one on their side. 

To my horror and astonishment, after the kind invitation of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts that I should offer this amend- 
meut, wnen I offered it the Senators on the other side sprang into a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second amendment will be read | 
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fearful rage over it, and then my distinguished friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY] was moved almost to tears over the poor Dougherty 
case, and the vials of his wrath were poured out upon the devoted head 
of the President for vetoing the pension bill in behalf of this poor 
widow, who had suffered sucha dire calamity in being blown high into 
the air by an explosion at the arsenal. 

I was anxious that all these veto messages should get before the 
country, and, as I said before, I wished we could have some means of 
printing from 100,000 to 500,000 copies of each veto message which has 
been issued by the President, and place them in the hands of every man, 
woman, and child in this broad land. I am willing to do that, but, I 
supposed our Republican friends wanted the privilege of doing it, and 
I offered it tothem. But now how isit? ‘The distinguished leader 


| from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who was not chosen to lead his party, ap- 


| pealed to me to withdraw this amendment, and finally the distin- 
| guished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] made a point of 
order that it was not in order. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that there is nothing in the way of the 
| Senator offering it as an independent resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it goes to the Committee on Printing, and 
| there it will sleep the sleep that knows no waking. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will guaranty that it will be reported before 
| night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be reported adversely then. I want to 
| get the veto messages printed with this expression of the Committee 
| on Pensions, the majority report. I want them to go side by side. 
| They will be two excellent documents and they will read well. The 
people would like to read the Dougherty veto message just after read- 
ing the report of the Committee on Pensions, and I should like to give 
them the opportunity of doing it. 

Mr. President, I can not see why our friends do not want that mes- 
sage printed. I can notsee why they do not want all the veto messages 
printed. We printed all of them up to the close of the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, and there is great demand for that volume; 
the people like to read it, But the veto messages of the last session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress and the veto messages of the present session 
have not been printed. I would like to have a publication of a com- 
| pilation of all the veto messages of the present Executive of the United 
| States, and I would like the people to read them all, and I hope our 
friends will offer the resolution, and if the Presiding Officer declares it 
out of order and prevents the publication of it in connection with this 
report, then I shall offer it as a separate resolution and have it referred 
to the committee; or the resolution itself can be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the admiration which the Senator from 
Missouri entertains for the veto message in the Dougherty case com- 
| pels me to submit some observations to the Senate at this time upon 
| that matter, which may possibly increase the respect in which he holds 
that extraordinary document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator just permit me to say one word 
in regard to that? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I only referred to that because of what was said. 

Now, Ishall have somewhat to say on that veto message when it is 
under discussion. I did not undertake to discuss the message and the 
facts in the case thig morning, because I supposed the Committee on 
Pensions would report it back to the Senate, as it has been referred to 
that committee. I say now in advance that I shall be exceedingly 
gratified to have the Committee on Pensions report it back to the Sen- 
ate and give us a chance to discuss it, and that might save the Senator 
from Minnesota from entering into a discussion of if now, because I 
am anxious that that case particularly shall be discussed. I think I 
| can throw some light upon that subject-matter. 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Missouri having brought the Dough- 
| erty case into this discussion on a motion to print 100,000 copies of the 
| veto messages, it is my purpose to gratify him now to some extent 
upon that topic. 

The Dougherty case came before the last Congress on a petition which 
was signed, among other persons, by Admiral Porter and by the venera- 
ble George Bancroft, attesting their acquaintance with this woman, 
their knowledge of the peculiar calamities under which she had la- 
bored for so many years, which in their judgment made it proper that 
Congress should intervene in her behalf by a measure of special relief. 
That petition and those tacts were examined by the committee of the 
Forty-ninth Congress and a favorable report was made. It received 
no legislative action, and again came before the present Pension Com- 
mittee of the Senate, received a careful examination and a favorable 
conclusion upon substantially the following facts: 

Mrs. Dougherty, now a woman between fifty and sixty years of age, 
was during the war employed in the Government arsenal in this city 
in filling cartridges, an employment of peculiar danger; and while 
there, without any fault on her part, an explosion took place which 
| killed several, broke her collar-bone, scarred her face, from which she 
inhaled the flames, was made sick, and for a certain time insane. It 
was and is one of those cases falling within narrow exceptions, such as 
teamsters, quartermaster’s clerks, and other civil employés in the Gov- 
ernment military service; falling, I say, within narrow exceptions 
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Mr. COCKRELI he had reported herself single then, had she not? 
Mr. DAVIS | pp she would have been put down a widow, 
very iil 
Mr. COCKRELI That would depend upon circumstances. Sh« 
not then m |, or she would not have been a widow. 
Mr. DAVIS Phe iall matters do not touch the merits of thi 
OVErSY [am adducing them to show the extraordinary pains to 
h the emissaries of the Pension Office went to enable the President 
to framea veto message out of which political capital ean be made; and 
ny endeavor 1s, as the Senator from Missouri is pressing the publication 


of that remarkable doer nt, tobe] rd alittle through the country as 
to the extraordinary mi tements of facts by which the President ot 
the United States | been imposed upon by those little creatures in 
Vension Of vi wt at on dictation in order to vindicate tl] 
f in libility of their vocation 
I do t | t [ have anything forther to say on this subject. 





Th nog tion from 1 character of the people who have signed 
her petition, the Hon. Gee bancro!t, in whose family I am informed 
| a rvant. Admiral Porter who knows concerning he 
e is no question that for years past this woman has led a reputable 
hil ni the off es charged, even if they we ee 1itted, were 
venial in the ext probably induced by her misfortunes. 
AN i then % I ( nd sainted women in this city have called 
upon me personally to assure me of this woman’s character in tl re- 
; But suppo t ill so, what have these things to do with he: 
equitable « 1 up he United States for its charity? She forfeits 
nothing by any such lapses which she may have committed. 
if we at times will pension men, quartermaster’s clerks, teamsters, 
women the widows of wheelwrights who have lost their lives, or be- 
come injured, or have been taken prisoners of war while performing 
civil duties incident to military service, what is the reason that this 


poor old Irish woman, who herself suffered in body and in mind, who | 


was deprived of her child while serving the Government in a quasi- 

tary capacity, who was left neither maid, wife, nor widow, by the 
desertion of a heartless husband—what is the reason that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall make this extraordinary raid upon the 
character of this poor old Irish woman ? 

Phat is all I have tosay about the Dougherty case, and I have spoken 
in the hope that my words may possibly commend this veto message to 
the further and increased idolatry of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does most emphatically increase my admira- 
tion, and I am exceedingly gratified that the Senator has taken the op 
portunity to make the statement that he has. Now, will the Senator 
do me the kindness to say what evidence the Committee on Pensions 
has that there was any explosion at the arsenal in the city of Washing- 
ton on the 28th day of June, 1864, and that the claimant, Mary Ann 
Dougherty, was an employé there and injured in that arsenal explo- 
aion rc 

Mr. DAVIS. Nothing would give me greater pleasure: 

To all whom it may concern 

This is from the records of the Pension Bureau, and acted on by that 

institution 


, ; ’ , 
i 1 whom ut may co 


eern 
\We, the undersigned, certify that Mary A. Dougherty was employed at this 
arsena!, and that while at her work on the 2d day of July, 1864, was severely 
burned by an explosion of powder, At said explosion several were kilied 
JOHN MURPHY. 
T. WHYTE. 
k. B. CLARK. 
JOSEPH CAMPBELL, 
Acting Sergeant Ordnance Departme ni 
JAMES HARTWELL, 
Sergeant of Ordnanc 
GEORGE W. McKEE, 
Captain and Brevet Major, Commanding. 


What is the date of that? 


} 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


Mr. DAVIS. It is not dated. It is from the Pension Office files | 


connected with Mrs. Dougherty’s claim; a copy. 
Mr. COCKRELL, That is the evidence on which the Pension Com- 


itiee acted ? 
Mir. DAVIS. The evidence on which the Commissioner of Pensions 
acted in deciding on her claim 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions pensioned her upon the ground of the injury that she received in 
the arsenal ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I presume that it went very far towards affecting his 
determination. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have not so understood it; and I would thank 


the Senator to say whether the pension granted by the Pension Office | 


was to her as the widow of a soldier or was for injuries received in the 
arsenal explosion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ofcourse, everybody knows she was at that time pen- 
sioned on the supposition, honestly entertained by her and everybody 
else, that she was Daniel Dougherty’s widow, and this came in as in- 


cidental. 


Mr.COCKRELL. Thatisallright. Then the Pension Office granted | 


her a pension on the ground that she was the widow of a deceased sol- 
dier. That theory has been exploded, and the Committee on Pensions 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JULY 24, 


recommend the granting of a pension to her because she was injured 
in this explosion. Is not that the reason ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer the Senator when he is through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would like to know the ground on which the 
Committee on Peusions recommended this pension. If they recom- 
mended it upon the ground that she is a widow, the Senator from Min- 
nesota has established the fact that the husband is living. If they 
granted it upon the ground that she was engaged in a quasi military 
employment, and in that employment got an injury, thatis a different 
question, and I want to know about it. 


Mr. DAVIS. That is the ground on which the committee pro- 
‘ 1. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Exactly so. Then we know where we stand. 
| enator has criticised the President ef the United States for rely- 
ing upon statements made from the Pension Office in regard to the 
pension having been granted to Dougherty and also in regard to the 


charges made through the police office against this widow. I have 
he statements in regard to Dougherty 


ot. I take it 


not had any time to investigatet 
being alive or whether this is tl 
for granted it is. 
Mr. DAVIS. I have no doubt of it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not dispute that, but I have not investigated 
and looked into that question at all. 
| But suppose the President was misled by reports from the Pension 






:same Douvherty or I 


} 


Office, reports made by Republican clerks who fill four-fitths of the 

positions in that office. He may have been misled: I will not deny it; 

lo not know. But that is not the question. his issue has been 

narrowed down tothe question that the Committee on Pensions granted 

this woman a pension because she was in quasi military employment 

| and was injured, and all the evidence they have of that fact is a cer- 
tificate not verified by affidavit and not dated. 

Now, I want to say to the Senatorfrom Minnesota that I dare him to 
make a report back to the Senate recommending the passage of that 
bill over the President’s veto because Mary Ann Dougherty was an 
employé in the Government service and injured—I just dare him to do 
it. We will stand on that issue before the country. They have a 
chance of vindicating the correctness of their judgment. Thechairman 
of the Pension Committee comes before the people of the United States 
| and boldly tells them that the committee have granted a pension toa 
woman because three or four individuals gave a certificate without date 
aud without affidavit that on a certain day she was workingin an arse- 
ial and was injured. Is that the way the Committee on Pensions act? 
Is that the kind of evidence they pass bills upon? Think of it! 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make one suggestion there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oneof thesigners of that certificate isa well-known 
ofticer of the Army of the very highest character, Major McKee, who 
was in command there at the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care what his character is. I say Mary 
Ann Dougherty was not employed there. I say Mary Ann Dougherty 
was never injured in any explosion there. I say I can show the oflicial 
record of the fact, and I dare the committee to come in and stand on 
| that alleged fact. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is getting excited. 
Mr. COCKRELL. ' Nota bit. I want to stir up that committee to 
| make that report. I dare them to do it. 
| Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I always yield with pleasure. 
Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
he pretends to say there is any record in the Pension Bureau contra- 
| dicting the statement of Major McKee that sh 
so injured ? 
| Mr.COCKRELL. I donot know what is in the Pension Bureau, but 
I say that if a committee of the Senate will report a bill to the Senate 
| upon a simple certificate, not dated and not verified by affidavit, not 
| an official certificate —— 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Missouri has been a military char- 

acter, and I would like to ask him whether it is not the rule of military 
| law that the certificate of the commanding officer in charge is always 
| valid without the addition of an affidavit ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The certificate of a commanding officer made at 

the time and in the line of duty. If it had been the duty of this offi- 
| cer to have made any certificate at the time of this explosion that would 
be competent evidence; but the certificate is made many years after the 
| occurrence. It is not an official certificate; it is not made in the line 
of duty; it was not made at the time the occurrence took place. 

Mr. President, this is a very easy matter to settle. We have got it 
| all drawn out to one concentrated point. Mary Ann Dougherty, say 
| the Committee on Pensions, wasan employé in an arsenal of the Unite: 
States, and receiving pay from the United States Government, and 
whilst she was in that employment an explosion occurred and she was 
| injured, and she should now be allowed a pension because of that in- 
jury. Ifshe were in the employ of the Government, there is a record; 
her name was upon the list of employés of that arsenal. She was re- 
ceiving a salary from the United States Government. Nobody works 
| for the Government without asalary. She received pay from the United 
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l when she wa d s pt l I i 
e matter f Now t: the tt t 5 
“= ( 
l 
1 ti + ¥ ; ? 
l€ ( I t r I 1 
| sho a L I é \ 
to i } to \ ] ; 
was ever ] l el. one rvice ‘ I 
in 1864. N we have it ( 
I thes Pe C 2 7 1 ‘ 
Dou t I ‘ 
not } ‘ 
n ‘] i 
famous, !f ul 
thes } ting t 
that is all there is of it. thank t 
I have made ;¢ re is 
and report to } 3 the bill ov tl I 




















the arsenal in June « 
until she could see t ! ) 
ured, 1 »t I 1 
for that rea ey } ! 
veto Ch ! I t it I 
on t t isst ] ’ i ( i 
rhe ec in nD then h behind a1 t 
date ar lbya ivit 
How e things ar How eap t ) agound and 
a general I nt Mere ytos l l rt ce b I W 
Anybody can s 1a ime to a mere Ire ne! ) N I | \ Pres 
got this case d to that 7 t. Ihave m t 1} 
chailenged ( 1itte t ng it I ymmending 
passage of this bill over the President’s l I rest that S 
Case ‘ 
rt President of the Unit metate Was } l tin ma 
some of the criticisms made in his message When we come to d | 
cuss the vetoed bills, or this report in favor of pa 1 those bills over t 
the President’s veto, we shall see who has committed the most blun \I LL] On : 
ders, the President of the United States or the Pension Committ | 
We will take the reports, we will take t! wtion, and we will see who | « 
the painstaking, « ful investigator, the Pension Committee or thi \I I 
President of the United States. Iam willing to stand upon that re | >} ENT 
ord. I say that the President has been actuated by the highest a tion ‘ H.R.1 
noblest motives in vetoing many of these pension bills. I say that he | 1 
has acted wisely and justly, and I say that many of them should not I t greed to 
have been passed. : 


I find in the report made on this Mary Ann Dougherty bill in the 
House of Representatives that the petition of the applicant is set out in A from the House of Representat by Mr. ¢ 































full. The report begins with these words Cle inced that the House had receded 
The facts in the case are substantially set forth in Mrs. Dougherty’s p to t ndments of the Senate to the follo S 
which is as follows t} . 
Then follows the petition, and that on has this at the end: H. R. 1426 pI t to t 1,1] 
e +i4 } Ly + 4 ia r eonetrne j j 
rhe undersigned respectfully represent with Marv ( tO ald in t } 1 1 
Ann Doug! believe the facts stated in be true, and f i t Missouri River to t P O 
join her the ind ask consideration of same from your hon body. G ern nt the use of the me f postal. m I ind « 
DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. +} ‘ SQRA : 
IRS. GEORGE U. MORRIS. PUSES, | See Sew UE SES ; = 
S NICHOLSON, ; of said first-n< ned act: and . 
W. A. LEONARD e 4 os ther } 
Rector of St. John’s Parish. , . ‘y ¥ i 
E. C. WEAVER, he messag He I eed t 4 
Late Captain Uniled States Vol ments of the , 
GEORGE W. ROUZER it ; : a1 
’ hill t da! 
Corre nde Army and Navy Journal. A bill (H. : e the i 
GEO. BANCROFT. of a railroad y tl Atlantic and Air-] 
= - : aka 2 + road 1 Banking and N ition ¢ ul icI the Ocor 
The Senator from Minnesota has referred to the distinguished histo- | - 7 . ( a > eg 
. : . . ‘ ) In Laur unty, Stat reor 
rian, philanthropist, patriot, andstatesman, George Bancroft. I wantto | *™ ; ' = a sais tea Aberd 
.@ ‘ > * . . . . Lt L(t Ny. (405) granting to the erdee I i < I 
know if the George Bancroft whose signature is attached to this petition - ae C eee 
: ‘ > : . ; : v é Railwa omy? ) I tand 
is the George Bancroft, historian, statesman, patriot, etc. I ask the he M i Ri J ( l 
. oa . . ‘ ; - icross tl] j {ive Em ) f I) 
Senator from Minnesota if the George Bancroft whose name is printed . TP FRO et ns 33 
to this petition is the George Bancroft the historian, statesman, ete. ee er ee ee eee ee eee - ; 
Mr. DAVIS. There is no doubt about it. ee ro ee tar . P 
Mr. COCKRELL. You believeit is. Well, weshall see about that. | ! 7 aii av - : 
. , ' . : D ri. UiU) to aut I t b 
[ say I doubt it. I wish the Senator from Minnesota when he reports | ,,°, : M 
. + ’ . ° : e i S er, 1 Jionta 
this bill back to the Senate, recommending its passage over the Presi 7 wR Ke +e 
” ci . . oo > 1 1 ‘ . UY auth y t : 
dent’s veto, to make a point of the fact that George Bancroft, the hi t} O ee $1 ; 
° ° - i¢ ¢ r in the St ot r€ 
torlan, statesman, patriot, etc., indorsed this, and that his genuine - . 7 ‘+. D 28En2 ms , : ‘ 
signature is there. A» H. R. 3523 to th « 
’ srt . : the M onri iver ar , . 4 
Now, another point. Mrs. Dougherty says: A OH. 
ee ; ad 3 > ) x. f )) to au I t S f 
1 obtained employment in the United States arsenal making cartridges for a ae SS sek 1 + t j ( 
the United States Army then in the field; that on or about the 28th day of June, the Missouri J ‘ aU J , : a Ww 
1864, while so employed and in the line of duty,as above stated, an explosion | town Railway Com] y 
occurred, which killed and injured a number of the employés. A bill (H. R. 8355) to t lr ! r 
Your petitioner was oneofthevictims. I was severely burned and interna ar lee 
injured, besides being mentally injured by the fall from the height to which I | 2 id foot-] , , ; 
was thrown through the force of the explosion. Landing il Ti f I 
> 2 ~ 
Thrown away up in the air. A bill (H. R. 9079) to rize the t 
My flesh was burned, as scars will show, and I inhaled the fire. My collar the Tennessee River at or Car ANOXVILNE, it 
bone was also broken. I was unconscious when found, and became insane from A bill (H. R. 9086) to au yrize t 


the injuries received. 


That is a horrible picture. I say an explosion did occur, but noton} A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the H ( LA I a 
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Northern Railway Co to construct and maintain bridges across | bill aoe making appropriations for tl L r the 
Bav« Bartholom«e ‘ ( Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabin i cal ye ir enc Je ne 30, 1889, and for other pur} : 
Rive in Lou The PRESIDEN] prot wore. IRfthere be noo} tion, the amend- 
H. 1 e t con 1 1 of a brid ( { f the Committee on \ppropriation ll) t { they ar 
the ¢ i ute of Georgia: ied in the reading of the bill. 
i if lo au rize the I I ( acl os iD I ¥ proce led to read t ] he t nal ré 
th Chat ( Rivers; | ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
a | ; ; - ~ #4 ‘6 ' 
J 3) to authorize the construction of a railroad, Pay, m laneous,’’ on page 2, line 31, after ** court to strike out 
waso Ot-passen rhage ross the Hillsborough River ata | ‘‘ martials’’ and insert ‘‘ martial;’’ and in the same line, after the words 
po i the t of Ne n 1 the county of Volusia and State | ‘‘ prisoners and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ prison ’’ and insert ‘* prisons;’’ so as to 
fj | 
Ht. R i I < re 1 of a bri re 1 ! of « i } ! i 3 l ry 
AI hy t, | } ve l ‘ ‘ irds, w ci x und w f nd 
' a ‘ . , . _ | tray ex] ses an ts, « 
i bi, J 170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, waro | ; ; 
in t-] nger bridge across the Missis ippl River at or near bur- ee een he yaa v at 1 - 
linyt } the State of lowa ind Che read ng of the bi was continued to iine Yo. 
ssf 4 eindnat : . » . | Mir T 2 RO nove »etril vyords ng 
ll (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across | Mr. HALE. | In line 9, I' mo es see out the words * for traini 
the ama River | naval officers,’’ before ‘‘at;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
message further announced that the House had passed the fol- | Training station, Coasters’ Harbor Island, Rhode Island: For repairs and im- 
. , ae ; : kr oS se ae San | provements on buildings at Coasters’ Harbor Island; heating, lighting, and 
LON ’ ‘ ‘ n which it requested the concurrence | furniture for same; books and stationery; freight and other contingent ex- 
of tl enats | penses; purchase of feed and maintenance of horses and mail-wagons, and at- 
‘ ll (S. 2252) to inco porate t] » Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, tendance on same, $10,000. 
and Railway ¢ ompany; and Che amendment was agreed to. 
A bill (S. 2742) te ioeme ite the Brightwood Railway Company of HALE. And at the end of the paragraph I offer the following 
the District of Columbia | amendment in the form of a proviso, to come in after *‘ dollars’’ in line 
e message also announced that the House had passed the follow- | 9°: 
ing bills Provided, TH the Secret iry of the Navy is hereby authorized to consolidate 
a os ‘2 tadaiette ail . 8 ‘ . : : - | and place under one command the torpedo station and the Naval War College 
ii 105] toamend the acti giving the appro = and sanction at Ne wport, R. I. 
of Congress t he route al termini * the naco ‘ ic | — 
R ie q ed D ‘ : . Cola a the A and Potom: The amendment was agreed to. 
tiver Railroad in the Dis ot ¢ I a; 
t—» 00 , a t] ae tH ees h of the A in tl The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
) de JJ) Or le reiiel i ie lure ( 1e scension, 1 1¢e ss 
D . , Coden’ os a -— o a | Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ civil es- 
tri i olu Dla: j ; 
ro — /. ae ’ : stablishment, Bureau of Navigation,’’ on page 6, line 114, after the 
bill 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in | ” . 8 os ” 
es t] ; Was] t D. (' a : for 4] : ij of f word ‘‘clerk,’’ to strike out ‘‘(when required), three hundred’’ and 
square 132, in the city of Washington, D. C., an r the relief ¢ 6 an ” . as ~ a ‘ ” itt 
ct 6 ive, im 7. oe - on nd 10F the Teer OF | ince rt one thousand;’’ and in line 115, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
bharies Karly and Corbin Warwick ! Seaawh 66 ‘ ? « 
os nor — out ‘‘nine thousand three hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ten thousand;’’ so as 
D1 5. 1727) to grant to the trustees of the German Lutheran to make the clause read: 
Trinity Congregation of Washington, D. C., the right to sell a portion | ee ya Tae 
' ; a ” ’ ns S | Training-station: One clerk, $1,000; in all, $10,000. And no other fund ap- 
0 ( ery jana : : - propriated by this act shall be used in payment for such services, 
ill (S. 2307) to correc » records of » District of Colum | on 
en ee eee os = records of the et of Columbia | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
. ve tO CErtain real estate therein | The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of 


20 


bill (S. 2493) to perfect the quarantine service of the United States; | ” pe eg 
. 2493) to perfect the quarantine vice of the United States; | Orqnance,” on page 6, after line 133, to insert: ‘‘ For torpedoes adapted 
' to naval warfare and experiments with torpedoes, $100,000;’’ and in 


pore) a latory of *‘Anact relating to postal crimes, and | jing 136, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ three; 
imendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,’’ approved June 18, | ., 2, to make the clause read: 
ras] < LY ‘ se « Ae 
5 For torpedoes adapted to naval warfare and experiments with torpedoes, 
he message also announced that the House had passed the follow | $100,000; p all. $353,000. ! 
ing bills; in w hic] 1 it requested the concurrence of the Senate: The amendment was agreed to 
1] i) or > » > y } mr = > ina . . > ‘ . . e 
ill (H. R. 7083} to regulate the powers and duties of the board The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Civil estab- 
of trustees of the Industrial Home School of the District of Columbia | jishment, Bureau of Ordnance,’ under the head of ‘‘ Torpedo Corps,’’ 
in respect to infant wards and scholars, and for other p urposes ; on page 9. after line 185. to insert: 
es et , “9 we ° 
bill (H. R. 7785) for the relief of attendants on the insane at Hos- | CQuentiended éurgeon, $8,000 
“Ua : St - + By . 


pital for the Insane in the District of Columbia; 


Tl « "Aa , , 
: yo . ; : he amendment was agreed to. 
\ bill (HL. R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley condemned in © 


aoe numbered 493 The next amendment was, on page 9, line 189, under the head ** Tor- 
aq uare ull Cre Jo: 7 iv; 66 
: - . 7 > { B sant ) 3 ity-s 
\ bill (H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. Bates as | pedo Corps,’ before the word ‘‘ thou and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty-seven ’ 


\ 


ilitary instructor at the Washington High School, District of Co- 


7) 


| and insert ‘‘ sixty-five; ’’ soas to make the clause read: 
— correcting the sanitary condition of the cottages used as quarters at the 


mull 
lumbia; cee : s i 5 i 5 _ | station, $5,000; in all, $65,700. 
A bill (Hi. R. 9769) to punish public drunkenness in the District of The ame sodiunamah was agreed to. 
Volambia; ais “a ae 5 . pi The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Euip- 
_A bill (HL. BR. 9977) t ) Oy wae Baltimore and Potomac Railroad | ment and Reeruiting,” on page 9, line 201, to increase the item for 
Company to extend a side-track into square No. 1025 in the city of “equipment of vessels’ from $600,000 to $650,000. 
Washington; ‘ 755) te temnieislk alien cident ead waa The amendment was agreed to. 
ie ae ae laine lllciaa Eanieemarsaaaed apitol, North O | The next amendment was, on page 11, to strike out the parenthetical 
, ae ee ae oe eo oo .| marks before the word ‘‘ and,’’ in line 244, and after the word ‘‘sery- 
bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and payment of | j.c. >) in line 246 
claims arising from Indian depredations., | on eee a 
> t | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Yards and 


-_ 1 it] ae ‘the H had si 1 Docks,’? in the appropriations for ‘‘ Public works.—Navy-yards and 
1e mess e soannot1 . eSne ro > S £ 5 . oe 2 ° ios ’ o > 
ce ee eee — Hy the Speaker of the Hou oak he the | stations,’’ in line 275, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ reconstruct- 
ff wing el o1Llet yLLiS: Aan ney Tea > »T I ov y . . . + ~ . a J ~ . . a 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the | ing building No. 7, partially destroyed by fire in January, 1888, $60,- 


resident pro tempore: 9 : . oro £ ‘ - ’ . 
"A bill | ; = enema f oe ae 000;’’ and in line 278, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out 
d yh (S. 692) granting an increase of pension to noch G. Adams; ‘ eiohtv-three’’ and insert *‘ one hundred and forty-three:’’ so as 

A bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Louise Paul: € gh y-t ee" anc in: r ! y-three;’’ so as to 
A bill (S. 842) ting am ton Sel Rhoad | make the clause read: 
> i ‘ n 3 « B e she A. YU 4 - + a - . . . 
A oe ag an" a ing ® poamen to Jt - : : - vs Navy-yard, Brooklyn, N, Y.: Repairs to building on cob-dock now used as 
A bill (5. 606) Sor the seliel of Mize. Lanine Silvers: recreation hall by enlisted men, $5,000; boiler-shop and wing to machine-shop, 


A bill = 1110) granting a pension to Mrs. Fredericka Hauser; $58,340.47; one building for quarters for civil engineer, $10,000; re constructing 
A bill (S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnham; 133i. 7, partially destroyed by fire in January, 1838, $60,000; in all, 
an . . . ve . 3i40,590.4/, 
A bill (S. 1716) granting a pension to Mary L. Williams; " The amendment was agreed to 
A bill (S. 1867) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Ristine; eae > ee ee a ; i 
\ bill (S. 1884) granting a pension to Louise Provost; | The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from lne 309 to 
. granting é nS 4 Se ST; la . “a 
: “Ni. . > : 7 22% ¢ slus ; 3 
A bill (S. 2105) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Verbisky; 314, inclusive, on page 14, as follows: 
; : : , _F or the expenses of a commission of three officers, to be appointed by the 
ana ; ; é a Secretary of the Navy, to report as to the most desirable location on or near the 
A bill (S. 2652) granting a pension to Gustave E. Peters. coast of the Gulf of Mexico for a navy-yard and docks for shipping and for the 
expenses of sounding and surveying and estimating expenses, $50,000, 





BAVAL APSO ' Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator who has charge of 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | this bill to state briefly the reasons for striking out this provision. 
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great deve lopme ntort mining indu 
in both iron and coal within a few | 
sacola; they present every facility th 
ing and construction of ships, and for a safe rendezvous for the sh 
necessary for the defense of the Gulf of Mexico and our Gulf coa 
in time of war. With this magnificent Bav of Pensa bi rail- 
road connections with the interior th can be no question that the 
expenditure of money to search for another harbor for a naval stat 
is an unwise expenditure, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ! que yn ore r to t 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriatio 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on pa 14, after line 314, to insert: 

istable stern-d | For 1a e ! rok ) ‘ 7 | 

1 place as the Secretary of t N 

Mr. CALL. Ishould be glad if the Senator cha ( 
would consent to chang: is amendment so o make é 
tion av | for ti sti 1 oO at Key West, d g 
that } . 

rhis is recommended, Iam sure, by the acting § tary of the } 
Commodore Harme il Luce, who, wh us in ¢ 
mand of the West dron, 1 obliged to seek repair ! 
some extreme southern point, and he found that Key West, as he 1 { 
ported to the Department and as he stated to me, was the only p 
at which the naval vessels and the commercial vessels of the Uni 
States could convenier go for repairs in ca fy und in : 
present condition of that port there not now, as re was not t 
the proper conveni é 1d fa i that purpose. t ereas oa 
tating al y ind exp nsive voyage to some n rthern port. ‘ 

Phere is now no advantage or means there by which these ships can “ 
be repaired, and they have to come either North or to the West Ind : 
to some of the British ports there for this purpose. The location oi 
Key West, it is apparent, very near the Island of Cuba, far to the sout!] The 
and exactly in the line of all the vessels going to Europe or coming to The 1 
New York, or Boston, or Baltimore, or Philadelphia, or anywhere upon | ler} 
the northern coast of the United States, is suc] very - 





convenient to them in case of necessity to lind t 


The next amendment was, on page 17, line 384, after the words ‘‘ one 
cler} to insert to civil engineer so as to make the clause read 
} ( F< tocivil engineer, at 100 
‘ 
: 
nea Y i { i eed. to 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 396, after the wo1 
‘* forty-six thousand to strike out ** four hundred and thirty dollars 
| seventy-three and insert ‘‘five hundred and eizhty-seven dol 
i und t I ) to make the clause reat 
I 1, $46,587 
i unendr i i ) 
h fit t i i t i Anny? T ms tor . ‘ i ] 
I ! 
1 " 
lum lelpl on |} 17, line 40 re t word ‘*hun 
dred to st l insert { ) to! i 
Or ‘ 
Che amen ent Vv d to 
The next riment v on ] 18, line 425, after the word 
female emp ( ; » strike out en’? and insert seve ee 
nd in line 429, after the word 1} to ke ou venty-two 
Li rt ‘ ty-twe » as to make tl use read: 
i rt of ind t | ite beneficial tothe Naval Asylun 
‘ I I t I iormiitor f 
lo WO: re ! nd lau ry miac nery to s e, Dit f 
t up ith f 8 rt i < » Tad, LK ! 
I is i } t el the naval p S10 
i nendment was agreed to 


rhe next amendment ider the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Medicin« 


’ on page 20, after line 466, to insert: 





the improvement of the naval-hospital park at Portsmouth, 





Che amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 20, line 471, before the word 
iousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘forty-two’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-seven;’’ so 
2s to make the clause read 


Fer repairing granite sea-wall at naval hospital, Norfolk, Va., $20,000; in all 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
lhe next amendment was, under the head of ‘*‘ Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing,’’ after the words ‘‘ Provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provis 
ions and Clothing,’’ on page 20, line 474, to strike out: 

For provisions and commutations of rations for 8,250 men and boys and 1,000 
’ es, 3,376,250 rations, a ) cents each, and commutation of rations for 22 
naval cadets and 712 officers on sea duty, 342,005 rations, at 30 centseach; in 


Sve ono 
And to insert in lieu thereof: 











lor provisions for the seamen and marinea, commuted rations for officers, 
naval cadets, seamen, and marines, and commuted rations stopped on account 
of sick in hospital and credited to the hospital fund, $965,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 550, before the word 
‘*clerk,’’ toinsert ‘‘ receiving;’’ in the same line, after the words ‘‘ one 
thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ two hundred;’’ and in line 552 






2, after the 
word ‘‘shipping,’’ to strike out ‘‘and receiving;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.: In general store-houses: One book-keeper, 


#1,200; one receiving clerk, $1,000; one bill clerk, $1,000; one shipping clerk, 
$1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 25, line 58%, after the words 
‘‘sixty-six thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ so 


as to make the clause read: 





In pay office: One writer, $1,0] in all, $56,125.53. And no other fund ap- 
ropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such services, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 586, to insert the 
heading: 

Bureau of Construction and Repair. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 592, before the word 


‘‘other,’’ to strike out ‘‘the;’’ and in line 599, after the word ‘‘ draw- | 


ce 


ing-room,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven hundred and seventy-five’’ and insert 
‘*eight hundred and sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Bureau of Construction and Repair: Construction and repair of vessels: For 
preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary ; purchase 
of materials and stores of all kinds; for steam-steerers, pneumatic steerers, 
steam-capstans, steam-windlasses, and other steam auxiliaries; labor in navy- 
yards and on foreign stations; purchase of machinery and tools for use in shops; 
wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase, and pro- 
tection of the Navy in the line of construction and repair; incidental expenses, 
such as advertising, freight, foreign postages, telegrams, photographing, books, 
plans, stationery, and instruments for drawing-room, $860,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Steam En- 
gineering,’’ on page 27, line 649, after the word “‘launches,’’ to strike 
out ‘three hundred and seventy’’ and insert ‘‘ four hundred;’’ so as 
to make the clause read 


Steam-machinery : For completion, repairs, and preservation of machinery 
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ind boilers of naval vessels, including cost of new boilers, preservation of and 
small repairs to machinery and boilers in vessels in ordinary, receiving and 
training vessels, repair and care of machinery of yard t 
$400, 00K 


& and launches, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 654, after the words ‘‘ two 
tostrike out “twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;”’ 





r 








»659, before the word ‘‘thou- 
*? so as to read: 





1:mendment was, on page 28, 





to strike out ‘‘ five ’’ and insert ‘‘eighty-five; 





For incidental expenses for naval vessels, yat and the bureau, such as for- 
‘ n postage telegrams, adve ne ht rt ra k »} at ry, 
and instruments, 310,000; In all, $655,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 28, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at 


the end of line 674, to insert: 


One assistant draughtsman, at $1,100, 
CQ . 1 + »] 7. 
mo as to make the ciause read: 





Civil establishment, Bureau of Steam-Engincerin Navy yard, Port mouth, 
N. H.: For clerk todepartment, at $1,200; one assistant draughtsman, at $1,100; 
messenger, at S000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 686, after the word ‘‘ Flor- 
ida,’’ to strikeout ‘‘One”’ and insert *‘ lor writer, one;’’ so as to make 


| the clause read: 


Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.: For writer, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 691, after the word ‘‘all,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand nine hundred’’ and insert ‘‘seventeen 


thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 





Navy-yard, Mare Island, California: For clerk to department, at $1,400; 
draughtsman, at $1,500; messenger, at $600; writer, at $1,000; in all, $17,000. And 





no other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such sery- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Naval Academy,”’ on 
page 31, line 745, after the word ‘‘per,’’ to change the word ‘‘diam’”’ 
to ‘‘diem.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Marine Corps,’’ on 
page 34, line 827, after the words ‘‘one thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘five hundred and forty dollars and eighty cents’’ and insert ‘‘ six 
hundred dollars;’’ so as to read: 


In the office of the adjutant and inspector: One chief clerk, at $1,540.80; one 


| clerk, at $1,496.52. In the office of the paymaster: One chief clerk, at $1,600; 





one clerk, at $1,496.52; one clerk, at $1,257.12. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 832, after the words ‘‘one 
thousand,’’ to strike out “‘five hundred and forty dollars and eighty 
cents’’ and insert ‘‘six hundred dollars;’’ so as to read: 

In the office of the Quartermaster: One chief clerk, at $1,600; one clerk, at 
$1,496.52; one clerk, at $1,257.12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 838, after the words ‘‘one 
thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty-seven dollars and 
twelve cents’’ and insert ‘‘ four hundred dollars;’’ so as to read: 








In the office of the assistant quartermaster at Philadelphia, Pa.: One clerk, 
at $1,400; ote messenger, at $1.75 per diem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 842, after the word ‘‘ one,’’ 
to insert ‘‘clerk, at one;’’ and in line 843, after the words ‘‘ seventeen 
thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘$435’’ and insert ‘‘$696.28;’’ so as to read: 

In the office of the assistant quartermaster, San Francisco, Cal.: One clerk, at 
$1,400; in all, $17,696.28, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 854, after the word ‘‘all, 
to insert ‘‘ for pay of the Marine Corps ;’’ and in line 855, after the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and twenty-one dollars’’ and insert ‘‘ two 
hundred and eighty-two dollars and twenty-eight cents;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Commutation of quarters: For commutation of quarters for officers on duty 
without troops where there are no public quarters, $4,000; in all, for pay of the 
Marine Corps, $674,282.28. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
contingent expenses, Marine Corps, on page 39, line 932, before th 
word ‘‘classify,’’ to strike out ‘‘of’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ so as to read 

And for all emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising at home and 
abroad, but impossible to anticipate or classify. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 953, after the wor 
‘*nine hundred and seventeen thousand,”’ strik t ‘‘ one hundred 

nine hundred and seventeen thousand,’’ to strike out *‘ one hundres 
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heavy armored ship which is provided for in the text of the bill as it 


came from the House 


We need not distrust our skill or our capacity in building these ships. 
We must learn how to do it at all events. We are learning how to do 
it. We know how todo it ‘here is nodifliculty on that point, and it 
is not logical to say that we can build the three cruisers provided for in 
the ear! art of the bill, d the three additional cruisers of 2,000 
te each with a speed of 20 knots an hour, and that we can not build 
a heavy armored ship. We have money in the Treasury which can 
not be applied to any better purpose than to lay the foundations of a 
respectable American Navy. 

1 want a navy, Mr. President, not because I anticipate the coming 
of war, at least, not immediately, or anything like that, but I want it 


to give force and effect, moral force and moral effect, to the power of 
the American people among the nations of the earth. A nation with- 
out the capacity to equip itself with arms and with a navy, if itisa 
maritime power, is lying out of the use of some of the most essential 
advantages of its sovereignty. The absence of these elements is felt 
in every department of our Government, and especially is it felt in our 
foreign diplomacy and in our foreign relations. 

Whoever has been upon the Committee on Foreign Relations (and I 
have had the honor of being there now for some years), must have felt 
very sensibly at almost every meeting of that committee that there 
were questions presented which we did not feel it was best to take hold 
of and to assert ourselves in the manner that is required of a govern- 
ment with the power that this one possesses, merely because in doing 
80 we might expect some resistance, some controversy, and that it might 
plunge the country into some quick and immediate necessity for arm- 
ing itself; that we were not provided with the facilities for doing so; 
that we did not have the workshops necessary to put up large ships 
and Jarge guns; that we were not in a state of preparation to provide 
for the defense of our own country. We have felt that continually, 
and I regard it as a detraction from the moral power and force of the 
Government of the United States. 

We know that within a very short time we shall not havea ship afloat 
of the old régime. They are all wearing out in the course of nature. 
They have outlived themselves. The term of their life as the term of 
life of a ship, as is well known, is expiring; and very soon, if we stand 
still, we shall have no navy atall. Itis time we were making prep- 
aration to get a navy; and the more encouragement that is given on 
the part of Congress to the building of vessels of a proper character 
the sooner will our people come up and respond to our demands and 
provide all the necessary means of constructing a navy. 

[t happened in a committee-room the other day when I was in con- 
versation with some of my friends who are present at this moment, that 
a subject was suggested. It was in reference to the steel-producing ca- 
pacity of the State of California. I happened to be on that coast, a 
member of the Committee on War Ships and Ordnance, and having an 
opportunity to make some investigations, I did so. I came in contact 
with steel-producers and manufacturers and with the builders of steel 
ships, colliers, and other ships that run up and down the coast of the 
Pacific. They were building them at San Francisco. I went down 
and examined the works thatthey had. In the works there was found 
every modern improvement. 

There was a very enlightened man, who was raised at a lathe or in 
a machine-shop in Baltimore, and who had gone over to the Pacific 
coast. The gentlemen who were the stockholders in that enterprise 
had sent him abroad through the world for the purpose of ascertaining 
the condition of the machinery which was employed in the construction 
of great ships and great guns in every nation oftheearth. Being very 
active and a very enlightened man he gained all the information that 
was necessary. He came back, and they sold out their old plant, 
moved a little farther up the bay, and built an establishment there 
which utterly astonished me, both for its capacity and for the splendor 
of its arrangement. He was then about to launch a caisson, which he 
was building for the dock at Mare Island navy-yard, a very beautiful 
and splendid structure of California steel. 

In conversation with him about his capacity for building on the coast 
I said to him, ‘‘ Why do you not attempt to build some of the iron ships 
on this side of the continent?’’ ‘‘Why,’’ he said, ‘‘ we have had no 
opportunity to doit. If you make your provision of law and authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to make contracts, we will inform him of our 
capacity, and doubtless we can get contracts for building ships.’’ So 
when a naval appropriation bill came up I venturned to offer an amend- 
ment to it, which passed and was adopted by both Houses, requiring 
that the Secretary of the Navy, in his offer of biddings for ships, should 
offer to have at least one of them built at San Francisco. The result 
was that the contract was taken, and I believe a second one is now be- 
ing constructed there. Within a few days past the Charleston has been 


launched from the ways in the Bay of San Francisco, and that is the 
first steel or iron ship for the navy that has ever been built on the Pa- 
cific coast. 

Mr. President, that all resulted from the fact that there was a man 
of enterprise there and there were gentlemen of capital to back him. 
They had confidence in him, and he had confidence in his ability to 
build a ship. We have now started that enterprise on the Pacific coast, 


| float, as some Senators say. 
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and after this time the Pacific coast will yield her quota of vessels to 
the American Navy just as rapidly as we desire that they shall be pro- 
duced, 

There was but one element in that, and that was the faith in the 
capacity of the people engaged in steel production and steel manufact- 
there to build a great iron or steel ship—a cruiser. That 
man can take this ship and build it in the Bay of San Francisco. It 
is to bean armored ship. In order to prove the capacity of his works 
to do that particular thing, he rolled a billet of steel which was brought 
here and deposited in the rear of the Capitol. My recollection is that 
it was about 5 feet long, about 2 or 2) feet in width, and it was probably 

or 9 inches thick at the thickestpart. It wasa beautiful armor-plate, 
all that could be found requisite for the armor of any ship that we might 
desire to send tosea. Thatimancan take the same rolling-millin which 
he made that plate and produce the armor for a ship that will do credit 
to American genius and American enterprise. 

How long are we going to be in building up the navy? How much 
time are we going to take? We shall launch the Maine and the Texas, 
and then we shall have to try them to see whether or not they will 

y. That same question was asked about the 
monitors, whether they were going to float or not. They never failed 
to float. There isno difficulty about constructing ships to float. It is 
a matter of close mathematical calculation as to whether the displace- 
ment of a ship is sufficient to cause her to float in the sea. 

I do not at all agree with that spirit or that feeling which discredits 
American enterprise and American genius in these matters. I want 


ure ove! 


| the Government to go to work and take hold of these subjects. We 


| 





have the material and the men and the money with which to do the 
work, and there is no better use to which to apply them. Why we 
should begrudge the matter of expenditure I can not understand, un- 
less it is based entirely upon 2a want of faith in American enterprise 
and American genius, for we certainly have the material and we have 
the money. 

I therefore hope that the Senate will not strike out this provision put 
in the bill bythe House. I amentirely willing to put in the three ad- 
ditional cruisers. I am glad the committee have put them in the bill, 
but I do not wish the Senate to disagree to the provision the House has 
made for the building of an armored ship. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall not take much time of the Sen- 


| ate in replying to the Senator from Alabama, because I have already 


touched upon the reasons which actuated the committee. I do not 
want the Senate to feel that the question of our building one more of 


| these great, heavy, unwieldy armored ships raises the point whether we 


are willing to build up the navy. That question is not involved in 
the mere proposition whether we shall build this additional armored 


| ship. 


We are building up the navy. Weare reconstructingit. Wehave 
already provided for the construction of twelve new first-class ships. 
We are completing the iron-clad monitors, and in this bill, as the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations proposes, we give two first-class steel 
cruisers of 3,000 tons, a great steel cruiser of 5,300 tons, and three fast 
cruisers of 2,000 tons. We have authorized the expenditure in the 
past and in this bill of more than $40,000,000 in building up a new 
Navy. 

So what the Senator says generally about it being the policy of the 
country to build a new navy is what I agree to, and am as firmly in 
favorofas he is. It has been my fortune heretofore to report to the Sen- 
ate every bill that has finally passed and become a law for the con- 
struction of new ships, and early and late, as some Senators may think 
‘in and out of season,’’ I have importuned the Senate in that direc- 
tion. 

But in this work of building up the navy, in which I am interested 
and to which I am glad to give time and labor, I am not in favor or 
putting any more money at present in the construction of these 
heavy armored unwieldly ships. We are, as I said a few minutes ago, 
building two of them now. ‘They will cost $5,000,000 apiece, instead 
of two millions and a half, as was originally estimated. They are 
doubtful structures at the best. I do not want to see another of those 
ships built until we know what we shall get out of the experiment. 

But I do want to go on from year to year as we have been doing, 
adding fast cruisers and large cruisers and steel cruisers that shall be 
available to us in war, and available as a deterrent to war, to prevent 
another power making war upon us, and getting for reasonable sums 
of money 2 good, strong, swift navy for the United States. 

I am in favor of appropriating from year to year for the construc- 
tion of the two experimental ships that we are now building, the 
Maine and the Texas; and no Senator here will fail to see his term 
expire, I do not care how long he is going to serve, before those ships 
are completed, and no Senator here can tell what they will be worth 
when they are turned out with all that cost of money. 

England, France, Italy, and Russia have all embarked in those ex- 
periments, and we have been learning from their experiments and their 
failures in the past. As I have said, the attention, the ingenuity, and 
the wit of the nations which are constructing war-ships to-day are not 
turned in the direction of heavy-armored ships as much as to fast 
cruisers, building them with wonderful horse-power, ships of 3,000 tons 
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vessels like the Rodney and others of her class, for those vessels are 
avily armored in the sense of parts of the vessel in such a man- 
ner as to protect the guns. 1 I 
mishap that befell the Warrior. 

[ should not regard a 7,500-ton heavily armored ship, if designed w 
any reasonable regard to experiments that have been made elsewhere, 
as in any sense an experimental ship. I will hail all new cruisers with 
pleasure, for they are exceedingly valuable in a large part of the field 
of naval warfare. But the heavily armored vessels are indispensabl 
in their way. 


It takes longer to build them, and I shall be glad afte 
building these cruisers to begin more of the heavily armored vessels. 
The others against a third of the British navy, against its first-class 
ships, mustrun. That is the reason why they are valuable and why 
their 20 knots an hour are valuable. It is because they can run away 
from a fleet ora more dangerous vessel. They could not stand five min- 
utes; they could not stand five discharges from first-class ships that are 
known and classed as first-class ships of the British navy. 

they are not armored at all, or very slightly armored. Against 
mere artillery I do not think they would stand a fight with an English 
or French ship, that is to say, with any prospect of throwing off its 
shot. Ifitis your theory that the world is coming to comparatively 
thin armored fast cr 
through and through, or make it a deadly duel, I should say it is not 
worth while to build any heavily armored vessels at all, provided other 
peoples will do the same; but against the first-class vessels of Europe 
we have not anything that will stand. These cruisers can only fight 
vessels of their own class or of smaller size of other classes. They are 








not for first-class work, and we must have some ultimately for first- 
class work for the defense of harbors where ships must be stationed 


that are not expected to run away. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what would be tl 
value of these cruisers if they are only made to run away? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They will be very effective in destroying an ene- 
my’s commerce, and they will answer for that service called the poli 
of the seas excellently well. 

Mr. TELLER. They would not be as good as the fastest, then. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Theyare not good fighting vessels against the first- 
class ships of the British navy, as the Senator would see in a very 
moments if he took the book before me and read the figures of the 
heavy vessels of the British aavy. I do not wish 
to spare a single one of them. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam quite well aware that we are in no condition 
to compete with Great Britain on the ocean with her ships. I am quite 
in favor myself of having not only this great ship built, but several 
more if we could build them now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut has 


7 


They are valuable; 


AA 
an entirely correct view, as I apprehend, of the use that is to be mad: 
of what we call a steel cruiser. A steel cruiser, to be of any use at 
all, must have heavy guns and very rapid movement, because in con- 
flict with any foreign ship the steel sides of these cruisers afford almost 
as little resistance to a shot as the wooden sides of the vessels we have 
nowinthe navy. They are valuable, however, as commerce-destroyers. 
To us they are very valuable as carrying our flag rapidly in far distant 
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With protection of that kind, and heavy guna, and then the armored | 
ships to go up e flank, you have all that you can do in the way of 
enyineering « kill for the defense of your harbors. But un- 


less you do t 
how big you make your guns, you will expose your cities to the rapid 
raids of foreign navies 
works and cause your cities to be destroyed. 
fp It is for this reason that I claim that ‘‘the great, unwieldly armored 
ship’’ the Senator from Maine speaks about is a ship that is absolutely 
More than that, I do not see why ou 
Before the war our skipper ships were not 


necessary tor our coast detenses. 


ships should be unwieldl 


unwieldly During our struggles here with each other, North and 
South, both sides had ships which were improvised for the occasion 
that were not unwieldly. Sir, there never was such a development of 


ship-building genius in the world as occurred during the period of the 
civil war in the United States. It proved the existence here of as 
much capacity on the part of our mechanics, our engineers, our ship- 


builders of every class as has been developed in any era of history, I 


care not what cra it may be, and more too. The fact is that we laid 
down there the predicate for all of the ironclads and all the swift- 
going navies of the world at this day. While we were engaged in our 
mutual struggles with each other, the light of genius flashed from our 
sabers and lit up the world with its glow. 

I am not afraid to venture $2,500,000 or $5,000,000 to build a ship 
that may be necessary for the defense of Boston, or New York, or Del- 
aware Bay, or of the Chesapeake, or San Francisco, or the mouth of the 


Mississippi River. I would feel much more comfortable if we had such 
anarmamentasthat. I believe, sir, that the nations of the world would 
have more respect for us than they have now, for, after all, we ourselves 
and we certainly have not angels to deal with; we have 
men of flesh and blood like ourselves, with the same passions and mo- 
tives and emotions, and they will take advantage of occasion to do things 


are not ange! 


in reference to our country which shame us oftentimes, because they 
think we can not afford to go to the expense of a sudden and immediate 
armament, 

Let us broaden our conceptions of advantage to thiscountry, Mr. Pres- 


ident, and with a Treasury overflowing let us not fail to bestow money 
in the building of a navy in such a way as the careful committees of 
these two bodies may think is best to be done. ‘The House committee 


have looked this matter through and through. 

The Senate need not be astonished if I state, on my own responsi- 
bility —I do not te iton anybody else’s—that the plans for building 
that »are already arranged, and that it is believed a better plan 


was never devised by human ingenuity. I very much hope the Sen- 


ate will not consent to take a different view of this question from the 
House, but will adhere to what the House has done. 

Mr. HAL! Mr. President, one word more. The Senator now is | 
contusing the question of the defense of our harbors against the great 


ironclads of the world with the question whether we shall construct 
this particular kind of an ironclad. If we are going into that subject, 
and if we are to have ships that will carry guns that shall protect our 


harbors from the immense ironclads of other powers of the world, we 
must build a ship entirely different from the one provided for here. 


She stands where she is good for nothing, either in cruising or in de- 


fending harbors. 

The great war ships that are iron clad from 11 to 18 inches in thick- 
ness and carry the enormous guns that modern gunnery has invented 
and placed upon the decks of those ships would treat this ship as but 
a toy, and she would be of no account against them. Shestandsin the 


middle where the experience of the world has shown that she is good for | 


nothing. The Italians, the British, the French, and the Russians, who 
are spending millions of dollars, or who have in years past until they 
have been stopped largely, lately turning their plans to building cruis- 
ers, have been building ships that are twice as large as this ship, and 
there would be no doubt of the result of a conflict by this ship against 
them. 

If we are to defend our harbors—and we ought to do so—the Navy 
Department ought to spend the money that was given years ago, $2,000, - 
000, in the building of plain rams, which present such a surface that 
they can not be struck and sunk, and with a prow that, running into 
a ship, will sink her, no matter how heavily she is plated above the 
water line. That is what we should have for harbor defense. Thatis 
what the Navy Department ought to give us. They have $2,000,000 
now to be expended in that way. I would rest more securely, to use 
the metaphor employed by the Senator from Alabama, if those rams 
were in construction, and if we could have one of them at New York, 
and others at Boston, Philadelphia, the Southern cities, and on the Pa- 
cific coast. But this ship would be a bagatelle compared with the 
great armored shipsof the Old World. Shestands, as I say, in the class 
that is not important either way, and yet she will sink $5,000,000. 

The Senator says he is willing to try theexperiment. We have tried 
it. We have two of them now being built. Nobody knows what will 
come of them. 

The Senator says the plans of this ship have already been made, and 
she will be a fine ship. It may be that she will, but it is two years 
gince we appropriated for the construction of the other ships we are now 


i do not care how strong you make your batteries or | 


which can come in and get behind your breast- | 
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building, and they have barely the plans of those ships. It takes 
time. 

These ironclads are intended for cruising, not for harbor defense. 
England employs them; so do Italy, France, Germany, and Russia. I 
had occasion to see some of the experiments last year, and no man ever 
saw so mortified and humiliated a people as the English people after 


| their experiments with the ironclads. The naval officers declined to 


discuss the subject at dinner tables or anywhere else. They went out 
on « cruise in the channel and the vessels exploded, they ran into each 


| other, they ran aground, they got tangled, torn up, and everybody was 


afraid of them. The British officers felt as Lord North did about his 
army, that if the enemy had half as many fears about them as he had 
the battle was won. 

The two ironclads to-day upon which the Secretary of the Navy has 
been spending his wits and devices and those of experts and officers 
under him for the last two years, are at this very moment the night- 
mare of the Navy Department. They are the bug-bear of everybody 


| who approaches them, and that will be the case until they are finished, 
a time that, as I have said, will be further off than the expiration of 





the term of any Senator who sits in this Chamber. 

Some investigation possibly may have been made into this subject 
aside from the House committee, which the Senator from Alabama says 
has given so much time to the subject. It is not to be assumed that 
the members of the Senate committee have not given some attention 
to this subject. 

I say that in the wise task we have embarked in for the last few years 
of building up the American Navy, the worst thing we can do for years 
to come is to spend any more money upon the class of ships that is cov- 
ered by this provision, reaching no purpose that will be valuable, spend- 
ing immense sums of money and getting nothing, it may be, out of it, 
while there is before us a field that other nations are employing, which 
ve have tried, that will give us such a navy as we ought to have. 

I would give $5,000,000 a year if a board of experts in the Navy, the 
best that can be chosen, would take up the subject of harbor defenses, 
which does not involve the question of ironclads but of rams and tor- 
pedoes and the things that defend harbors, and spend the money there. 
‘Then give us in addition fine cruisers which can go everywhere as fast 
as the fastest merchant-ships almost, and you will have such a condi- 
tion of things that no power in the world will venture to assail us. 
You will have the cruisers to destroy the commercial marine, that will 
chase and catch nine out of ten of the merchant-ships that float the sea. 
You will have a system of harbor defenses that will protect life and 
limb and property, and we should be impregnable. Every dollar that 
we spend on the class of vessels that is struck out here by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is money lost, reaching neither purpose. 

So, in opposition to what the Senator from Alabama says, I venture 
to hope that the Senator will let us go on in accordance with the pro- 


| visions of the bill as reported. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, when the naval appropriation bill 


| was under discussion at the last session of the last Congress I ventured 


to make an effort to divert part of the appropriation which was incor 
porated in that bill for the building of just such a ship as is provided 


| for here. I do notremember whether I advocated the building of two 


but certainly of one. 

I do not quite agree with the Senator from Maine in his statement 
of the present naval establishments of the great nations of the worl: 
Unless I have been very much misinformed it is this class of vessels 
upon which they rely in case ef a naval conflict on the high seas with 
other nations. 

I did not understand my friend from Alabama to confine his obser- 
vations to a mere question of harbor defense. He said very properly 
and very truly that vessels of this character would be very powerful 
and effective and useful in case of an attack upon any of the large 
cities on our coast, and I entirely agree with him in that view. 

I donot understand, as I have said, from my knowledge and informa 
tion upon the subject of the naval establishments of the great nations 
of the earth, that this class of vessels has been found to be useless 
We recall the late conflict between the French and the Chinese, in 
which the French used their armored vessels to such an extent as to 
absolutely destroy the Chinese, and yet the Chinese, I believe, had 
some good naval vessels of their own. 

I am quite willing, as far as my judgment extends, to permit th« 
amendment made by the Senate commiftee, for the building of three 
gunboats or cruisers, to remain in the bill; but I submit that if we 
are going to build a navy worthy of the name we ought to have son 
ships upon which we can rely in a naval contest on the high seas. 

The fast cruisers for which we have provided are very useful in their 
way. They can be used for the destruction of the commerce of a bel 
ligerent; but I submit to the Senator from Maine, and to the Senate 
of the United States, and to the Government of the United States, that 
that, it seems to me, is a very insignificant kind of guerrilla, bush- 
whacking warfare, which is unworthy of a great nation like this. In 
my opinion, not one of the ships that we have built, or which is being 
built, would be, I will not say useful, but effective in a naval fight 
upon the high seas with any foreign power in the world pretending to 
have a navy. 
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Mr. HALE. Let me ask t S } cil 
built up a naval con Ye le nelads 
If that is what he is thir rot wants sl! 3 to fig r } 

a conflict, how long would such a ship as this float upon the wate1 
brought into conflict with the great ships whi ha ( een lit aproac 
which are twice her e, the Italian, the Danish, the Russian, the | 
glish, and the French ships? She d be good notl f 
them If we go into that field of constructing immens mnclads to 
gt iting twes l ive tos 100,000,000, and su ’ 
vessel as this d not al er that purp ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. This clause of the bill provided for ‘‘ one armored 
cruiser of about 7,500 tons displacement.’’ I do } stand why 
the Secretary of tl Navy has not absolute discretion to make tl 
ship just as strong as he pleas Chere is no restriction put u L 
him as to how much armor he shall put on i 

Mr. HALE. The or knows ve we vf se, that t 
mament ofa ship an irmor of S ) th d nd larg non the 
£ize of the ship 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely: they must be regulated by the siz 

Mr. HALE. A ship of 7,000 tons does not carry either such arma- 


ment or such armor as a ship of 14,000 to 
Mr. BUTLER. I understand that 
Mr. HALE. The Senator can not find that anywhere this year any 
power in the world is constructing such aship as this. All haver 
jected them. They are either constructing in 
large, or the cruisers to which I have referred. 





& > Vv s ‘ , 
aly in naval architecture. 

‘Mr. BUTLER. I suggest that we double the ipacity of this cruiser 
if that be the case. But I think the Senator is entirely mistaken in 
saying that a ship of this description would not be very efiective in a 
naval conflict upon the high seas with one of t navies of the great 


nations. 

Mr. HALE. Not against their great ironclads. 

Mr. BUTLER. I take it for granted that they would have sor 
other kind of vessels in a naval fight besides their ; 
I am in favor of going ahead and building as strong, as powerful, and 
as heavily armored ships as are bi anywhere in the world. We 
must make a beginning, and this is the beginning. I believe we have 
provision now for building perhaps one or two ships of this characte1 

Mr. HALE. Two. 

Mr. BUTLER. One, I believe, is bei: nilt in the navy-yard at 
Norfolk, the Texas, and there is one other in process of construction. 

Mr. HALE. The Texas and the Maine. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Texas and the Maine are, I believe, to be ships 
of this kind. In my judgment, to have anything like a respecta 


reat armored ships. 


oy 
yuuLit 








navy in addition to the swift cruisers for which we have provided, we | 


ought to have not less than ten or a dozen heavily armored ships, such 
as this is proposed to be; of course, armored and armed in accordance 
with the displacement. I take it for granted that nobody supposes we 
should put armor and arms upon a ship of 7,000 tons displacement that 
would be intended for 14,000 tons displacement, but we can never cut 
a respectable figure unless we have some such ships as are provided for 
in the clause which the Senate eommittee proposes to strike out. 

As the Senator from Alabama has stated, this is a matter which has 
been thoroughly, exhaustively, and completely investigated by the 
House committee. I assume, after conference with the Navy Depart- 
ment, the provision has been inserted deliberately, and I can not un- 
derstand how it is that we expect to have a respectable Navy by sim- 
ply building what are called fast cruisers to run down the commerce 
of an enemy. 

If we should have the misfortune of becoming involved in a war 
with a foreign government, the swift cruisers we have provided for, in 
the language of the Senator from Maine, would be a mere toy before 
the great armored ships of even the Government of Chili, to say noth 
ing of Italy, France, Germany, Russia, and Great Britain. 

If we are going to have a navy at all, if our purpose is to have a 
fighting navy, it seems to me the sooner we begin to build vessels of 


this kind the better, even if it requires $100,000,000 to get such a 
navy as we ought to have. I would supplement the fast cruisers that 
we have already provided for, and which are provided for in this bill, 
with at least a dozen of the best fighting ships that the world could 
produce. 

I therefore trust that the Senate committee’s amendment will 1 
be agreed to, but that the Navy Department will be invested with the 
power, as provided in the bill, to proceed to build aship such as is con- 
templated in the provision proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do I understand the Senator to say that he would 
dispense with the three cruisers of 2,000 tons and take the other ves- 
sels ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He would have them additional ? 


Mr.BUTLER. Certainly. Ithink it very desirable that those three | 


additional cruisers of 2,000 tons displacement should be provided for 


Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine how long | construct 


it would take to complete this armored cruiser of 7,500 tons displace- 
ment if it were ordered now? 
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pleas Ile says it will be at least six years before either of thes: 
ships, t Maine or the Texas, is completed. I should like to know 
what it is that retards the building of those ships, if I can find out. 
Wh ‘ should be six years building them unless 
the ( ernment merely it to take six years to do it? 

Mr. HALE, lwo yé s have y passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. ix more would be eight. I want to know if there 

ny fact within the Senator’s knowledge that would justify the 

tatement that these ships can not be built within six years. 

Mr. HALE. We have been trying to armor and arm and fit ready 


yn-clad turreted monitors. We have been at 
has poked 


for the salt water the ir 
that work between five and six years, and not one of them 
her nose in the water yet nor got any armor on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has the failure been on account of the want of 
material, the want of men, or the want of money? 

Mr. HALE. It has been on account of want of material; and then 
w matter I would not be arguing this question if we had 
and provided for two such ships, 


itis a me 
not already mad 
but to be crow 
two not yet built is nonsense. Let us see what we get out of the two. 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like toask the Senator if he does not think 
we should increase the progress of the building and facilitate the build- 
ing of those ships if we should build more of them and create a greater 


the experiment 





rket for the armo if 
' 


of iron and steel had a larger market for their products than they hav: 
now would they not supply us with all that we need for the armament 


or armoring of these ships? It would seem to me that they would do 
so, and that unless we begin we shall never have any American pro- 
duction of iron or steel armor. We have got to begin some time 


I have been listening to this matter now for six or eight years, and 
at every session of Congress when this subject is mooted it is always 
wait until we try something that is on hand; let us wait 


until some experiment has been demonstrated by actual practice to be 
a beneficial thing;’’ and so we have waited on from year to year and 
we have mad: no begin 

Mr. HALE. I will not interrupt the Senator if it incommodes him. 

Mr. MORGAN Not at all. 

Mr. HALI so far from not having made a beginning we have pro- 


vided for great contracts for the developing of armor and of gun-met il 
amounting to millions upon millions of dollars; the work is going on 

ubject of pride to those, I think, who 
have helped to bring it about that this work is going on. But you can 
not annihilate time; you can notdoitallat once. Weshall do bette: 


u as fast as p ible, and 1t1s a 








if we 1g to build more ironclads in the future, by not embark- 
ing now in any more of them until we see what can be done by those 
we are building. Weshall get a better ship in better time if we wait 
two or three years, or one ortwo years, and see how those other vessels 
develop and see how the armament develops. If we wait to see what 


is done in that direction we shall get better ships and quicker ones than 
to goon now with any more experiments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lam very glad that the Senator from Maine and 
myself are entirely in accord, both in our feelings and in our judgment, 
about the development that has already taken place. I feel that sense 
of pride to which he refers, about which the Secretary of the Navy 
spoke with a good deal of exultation when he learned that he could 
get from different American shops or foundries gun-metal, gun material 
ship armor, shaiting—whatever was necessary for the building of vei 
high class vessels and very high class guns. We are now progressin 
it seems, according to his more recent statement, very rapidly and very 
satisfactorily in the production of the material that is necessary for the 
building of heavy steel ships and for thearming and armament of them 

I think if we shall go and spend some more money and build 
more ships and rease the enterprise of our producers and our manu 
facturers, they will yield a much larger quantity and perhaps a very 
much better quality of armor and of the other necessary steel or iron 
which may be used in the construction of a vessel. 

Mr. President, this matter is very far from being experimental. So 


y 
o 


far as our work is concerned in making appropriations, or so far as the | 


supply of the necessary steel for the work is concerned, or so far as the 
ability to lay down proper plans for ships and their engines and ma 
chinery and armament is concerned, it is very far from being experi- 
mental, 

I must say that I look to the future in respect of the American pro- 
7 tion of ships and guns with as much confidence as I do in respect 
of its prodt iction of woolen goods or cotton goods, and with just as 

( ch safety and security. 1 have not any doubt about it; and when 
we come to consider what there is in the way of experiment, what ele- 
ment of experiment exists in this project for the building of ships and 
the arming of them—when we get to the facts, there is really no ex- 
periment about it; it is a mere want of experience, that isall. We 
have not as yet built theships, butwe know wecan doit. They might 
as well have told us twenty-five years ago that we could not build a 
locomotive mag - the United States, or that we could not roll steel 
bars for railways, or that we could not build Pullman palace cars. 

Chey might as well have told us forty or fifty years ago that we could 
not invent and put in operation this system of electricity about us, or 





d now with another when nobody knows about the | 


American producers and manufacturers | 
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that the telephone system could not be invented by an American and 
put into successful operation. : 
Che truth is that this is the home of inventive and mechani 
No people in this world, either by their laws, by their social 
by their necessities, by the encouragement that they are ji 
prise and by eapital, compares with us to-day in respect of anything 
that concerns the development of that which is hidden and unknown 
and desirable in mechanic arts, and in science also. We need have no 
fear about this matter. 
I tired of stopping upon the center and looking to the front 
and rear and saying, ‘* We are afraid to goany further.’’ Let us mak 
|} an experiment. We of all people in the wor ld oug) it to make experi- 
|} ments. We ofall people in the world ought tolead the genius of man- 
kind in every enterprise, political as well as industrial. 
| Ihave not any fears or apprehensions about the wasting of a little of 
| the enormous mass of money in the Treasury of the United St 
| building upanavy. Here are our officers scattered about the coa 
rganizing one little society and another, hunting places to go to to 
have something to do to rid themselves of the ennui of existence, merely 
| because we will not supply them with ships upon which they can go 
out upon the seas. 
If we had to-day a really respectable and strong navy upon the oee 
| a fighting navy, we should have more power at home and a great de 
more power among the nations of the earth. We could have higher 
| moralpower. Iwill recurtothatagain. Weshould have it, and with- 
| out it, Mr. President, we can not have it in that sense that we ought 
| to possess it. We know we are entitled to it, and the world knoy ws it 
If they put us upon our mettle, we can very guic aly get into good fi 
ing shape, but the danger to us is, and they know it as well as we do, 
| that the cost of a sudden preparation is so great that we allow many 
| questions to have the go-by which ought to be considered with strength 





am very 


ates in 











ind purpose and energy that we do not now consider at all. 

| Ido not think that Germany to-day would be sweeping the Pa 

| Ocean as witha — if we had a real good fighting navy; not 
Germany is afraid of us, but Germany knows that we are not well 
enough armed for the cane of protecting the Pacific Ocean. Sh 


understands that we can not afford to do it, can not afford tospend 
money to do it, to arm ourselves for the purpose of protecting what ar 
| our natural commercial rights, to say nothing of our political rights, in 
th What is the meaning of that great establishment 
the Senator from Nevada referred to on Vancouver Island, that mag 
| nificent naval establishment just north of San Francisco, lying between 
| Alaska and Washington Territory ? 
What is the meaning of it? tt means, as a matter of 
we must prepare ourse ives in due season to offset the 
| there displayed; otherwise aggressions upon our comme 
such a character at least as to become very attractive 
tions, as we call them, of the earth, for those people with whom we 
| desire to trade abroad, and with whom we have really the richest e> 
| pectations of trade, are the people who most respect power wherever i 
is displayed; and unless they see some display of power they are not 
very apt to yield their respect to any nation in the world. They do 
not countupthe reserve. ‘fhey look at the actual display. They loo! 
at what you have got in hand and what you have to show, and no1 
tion that goes about on the earth with its hands tied behind it, o 
| which carries guns in rotten ships, can ever command confidence or gain 
respect or establish commerce among people of that kind. Build a 
vod fighting navy and you will do more 


t 


| country than you will do with almost any othe 


Pacific Ocean. 


ce will be o 


to the lesser na 








for the commerce of th 
r matter you can set on 


10) rt. 

Mr. STEWART. President, this is not large enough. I think 
we had better amend the bill and make it k It will take but a 
few words to put in a description of those vessels that are now being 

uilt abroad. I move, in line 972, to strike out ‘‘seven thousand five 
hundred”’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen thousand,’’ and in line 974 to strike out 
| the words ‘‘ three millions and a half’’ and insert ‘‘seven millions.’’ 

Mr. HALE. It would take almost $9,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART. I will say ‘‘$9,000,000.’’ I make that motion. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committe 
| has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole. 
| the Senator from Nevada will be in order when the bill is reported to 

the Senate. 
| Mr. HOAR. I hope there will be no objection on the ground of mere 
time. Wecan have unanimous consent, because it is obviously agree- 
able to the Senate to deal with the matter while it is being debated 
and then it can be voted on in the Senate. I hope the Chair will as 
consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. By unanimous consent, then, the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. 

Mr. HALE. Let it all stand open. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. And the proposition will stand open. 
Che Chair would also call the attention of the Senate to the emhar- 
rassment that will result unless this proposition is considered as two 
amendments, the motion to strike out and insert not being divisible. 
The Chair would suggest that if it is desired to test the sense of the 
Senate on the two propositions independently, they had better be treated 
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I would supplement the Maine and the Texas by this, and unless all 
signs fail and all predictions are false, they will be found to be, in my 
judgment, the best ships of their kind, and will serve a good purpose 


i 
‘ 


for the United Stat vavy 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall favor the retention of the pro- 
vision of the House bill for building an armored ship, and if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] shall be rejected, 
t 


and it seems to me it i ife to do so, I will propose another amendment 
to strike ont of line 972 the word ‘‘ about’’ and insert the words “‘ not 
less than;’’ so that the provision shall read 

And one armored vessel of not Jess than 7,500 tons displacement, 


That would leave the Navy Department, in view of the facilities they 
have for building large ships, and in view of the kind of material they 
can obtain for large ships, to determine whether they would build a 
ship larger than the minimum so specified. 

It is suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that the ship 
is not large enough if it is to be an armored ship. About that I am 
not prepared to speak, but I would say that I would leave the discre- 
tion to the Navy Department to make the ship of the amount of dis- 
placement named or larger if circumstances rendered the enlargement 
of it necessary ; and the three and a-half million dollars would certainly 
answer for the beginning of such a ship, and if it was found necessary 
to build a larger ship that appropriation could be supplemented when 
it should be found necessary hereafter. 

I agree with the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from South 
Carolina that this country ought to be placed in a better condition of 
defense than it is. I know it has been argued on the floor of the Senate 
that no power on earth will go to war with the United States, and the 
argument in that line, which was repeated by more than one Senator, 
seemed to go upon the idea that the millennial era had arrived; that 
men were prepared to adopt in its fullest and largest extent the doc- 

rine of the Savior of mankind; that no evil or wrong should be in- 
flicted upon mankind again. 

[ submit that that sort of talk is not practical, it is not sensible. 
We live in a world where struggles are for power and to build up wealth, 
which this country is building up with increasing millions of people. 
If we are not prepared for defense, we only invite the well-equipped 
and well-provided powers of the world to aggression and to plunder. 
‘That is the history of the nations of the earth. The more a nation is 
witHout the means of defense, the more certain it is to be the sufferer 
trom unlawful and unconscionable aggression. 

And, Mr. President, I never, in considering the question of the de- 
fense of the territory of the United States and the rights of the United 
States, fail to remember the position which this country occupies among 
the nations of the earth. I repeat what I said on a former occasion, 
that it is now a country of more population than any European gov- 
ernment save Russia. Its commerce is now larger than that of any 
country save Great Britain. It lies here contiguous to the active, en- 
érgetic powers of Western Europe, who are in the best possible state of 


preparation for war, growing out of their peculiar condition. It lies | 
on the path of the great populations and the wealth of Asia. Already | 


a larg commerce is finding its way either around Cape Horn or across 
the Isthmus or across the railroads of the United States between 
europe and Asia. 

(ne project is already considerably advanced for a transit across the 


Isthmus of Darien. Another, and perhaps two more, are likely in the | 


near future to be built vearer this way, either by canals or ship-rail- 


ways, so that when constructed their influence upon the commerce of | 


the world will be greater than the influence of the construction of the 
Suez Canal. Infinitely more important its influence will be upon the 
commerce of the world than the construction of the Suez Canal, bring- 
ing the commerce between. Western Europe and Asia by our very 


doors. 


When we contemplate our long line of Atlantic and Pacific seacoast | 


and the number of cities which would be exposed to aggression and to 
destruction by a great power, who can doubt the duty which devolves 
upon us of being prepared to take care of our interests against such 
contingencies ? 

We can not ignore the fact that the United States is placed in the 
condition of a first-class power. We dare not ignore that fact unless 
we disregard the duties of patriotism and the obligations we owe to 
the American people. 

It is idle to talk to me about the fact being that no nation will make war 
upon us. Year by year our commercial intercourse is being enlarged 
with the nationsof theearth. As it is enlarged, complications must of 
necessity arise, and disputes and controversies will have to be settled— 
let us trust settled by peaceful negotiation; but »e can not so far rely 
upon the improvement of human nature as to suppose that we can se- 
cure just settlements by negotiation unless we have the power availa- 
ble to back the judgment of our diplomats. Give us a respectable 
navy; give us guns such as we ought to have, and such as I trust the 
vote of the Senate will provide for before itadjourns. Let usstart with 
the appropriation to put this country in a condition of appropriate de- 
fense. 

Why, sir, suppose to-day that by any conjuncture of circumstances 
we were forced into conflict with any one of the great naval powers of 
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the earth. In sixty days every seacoast city on our borders could be 
| laid waste. It could be done by Great Britain, or by France, or by 
Germany, or by Italy, and the destruction of one of these great cities 
| would be at a cost to the country infinitely more than the navy and 
| the fortifications necessary to defend it against such a calamity would 
cost. 

I see my friend from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] smiles. He thinks 
that nobody will dare to go to war with the United States. He relies 
upon the patriotism and the courage of the American people to keep 
other nations from coming here and fighting us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The common sense of nations. 

Mr.REAGAN. Mr.President,the Senator is old enough and has had 
a character of experience which has taught him that mobs can not re- 
sist organized power, that organized power must be met by organized 
power with equal means and equal skill, and it will not do to talk about 
the courage of men and the patriotism of men in a disorganized state 


| and without the means of defense resisting the power of aggression of 


great organized powers with ample means of prosecuting their purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me there ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not that statement demand of the United 
States to maintain a standing army and navy equal to all the other 
great powers? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think so, and I am not proceeding on that 
idea at all. Our attitude to the other great nations of the earth ren- 
ders less certain military conflict. We have a skeleton of an army; 
we have trained and educated officers who can take command and in- 
struct an army very rapidly. Experience has demonstrated that. 
Our people have an aptitude for arms and for war when occasion calls 
for it. 

We do not need a navy to guard against attacks constantly, like the 
powers of Europe have, where they do not know what day a war may 
be inaugurated which may settle the fate of nations and change the 
geography of Europe. They stand guard to-day for the want ot sense 
enough to agree to disarmament among themselves. Theystand there 
taxing the people to their utmost and involving those nations in debts 
they will never pay, in order that each may protect itself against the 
others. 

We are not in that condition. We do not need that character ot 
preparation. But I insist, as a matter of prudence, as a matter of pre- 
| caution, as a matter of public safety, asa matter of national self-respect, 
| that we shall place ourselves in such a position as that in case of dis- 
pute we can assert and enforce those principles of right that ought to 
prevail in international conferences. 

I did not expect, when I rose, to say so much, but I intended simply 
to say that I hoped the amendment of the Senator from Nevada would 
be voted down; and if it is I shall then move to strike out the word 
‘‘about,’’ in line 972, and insert the words ‘‘not less than;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Not less than 7,500 tons displacement. 

And with that amendment I would like to see the provision of th¢ 
House bill retained. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair.) The 
Chair does not understand the Senator from Texas as offering that 
| amendment at this time? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not offer it now, but I propose to offer it if the 
| amendment of the Senator from Nevada is voted down. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that he strike 
| out in line 972 the words ‘‘ one armored cruiser ’’ and insert ‘‘ two ves- 
sels of war,’’ and that instead of ‘‘ 7,500 tons’’ he insert ‘*‘ 15,000 tons 
each,’’ and that he strike out the words ‘‘ not more than three millions 
and a half of dollars ’’ and insert ‘‘ not more than $20,000,000.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. I will accept the modification if it be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada modifies 
his amendment. 

Mr.STEWART. Will the Secretary report the amendment as modi- 
fied ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. G1BsoNn] will be read. 

TheCuter CLERK. In line 972 it is proposed to strike out the words 
‘‘one armored cruiser’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ two ves- 
sels of war;’’ in the same line to strike out ‘‘seven thousand five hun- 
dred”’ before the word ‘‘tons’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen thousand;’’ after 
the word ‘‘tons’’ in the same line to insert ‘‘each,’’ and in line 974 to 
strike out ‘‘three millions and ahalf of dollars’’ and insert ‘‘ $20,000, - 
| 000;’’ so as to read: 


And two vessels of war of about 15,000 tons each displacement, to cost, ex- 
clusive of armament, not more than $20,000,000. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I believe it is conceded by all, ex- 
cept the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], that we ought to have 
anavy. It isstated by the gentleman representing the committee that 
the vessels provided for here, either those in the bill as it came from 
the House, or those provided for in the committee’s amendment, are not 
in a proper sense war vessels which will be capable of being successfully 
arrayed against the armored vessels of the different nations of Europe. 
It does seem to me that if Italy, Spain, and Chili can afford to have 
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be our position for all time, because, as I said before, the time will not | five hundred’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen thofisand;’’ after the word ‘‘tons,”’ 

come whilst civilization lasts that the genius of man for making im- | in the same line, to insert the word ‘‘each,’’ and in line 974 to strike 

provements will be exhausted. | out the words ‘‘three millions and a half of’’ and insert ‘ tweaty 
So Isay, let us commence these two ships. Nothing would please | million;’’ so as to read: 

the American people better, nothing would be more useful, more ac- And two vessels of war of about 15,000 tons each displacement, to cost exclu. 

ceptable to the people, both North and South. The Senator from | sive of armament not more than $20,000,000 

Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Bur- Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there is certainly no reason why this 


Lek], and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] voice the true 
sentiment of the South, and I know it is the sentiment of the North, 
and it has been voiced on this floor by several Senators, and each man 
feels that we ought to do something in this direction, and it seems the 
least we can do is to commence to build a few ships to show that we 
intend to defend the flag and the honor of our common country. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, Ido not know that I can say any- 
thing to re-enforce the observations which have fallen from the Senato1 
from South Carolina [Mr. BurLER] and the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART]. I think instead of talking about fighting and war that 
we had better make timely preparation. 

We are warned by the information that the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE] gives us that it will take six long years or more to build one 
of these cruisers; that we can not extemporize a navy, we can not within 
that time even place upon the sea one of these pigmy vessels of war in 
comparison with the great vessels of foreign powers. 

We do not need merely swift raiders upon the ocean, but enormous 
vessels, so as to be enabled not only to protect and defend our own | 
territory and commerce, but, if necessary, to carry the war, when once | 
embarked in it, to the territories and seats of power of the offending 
nation. No nation like ours can afford to indulge in a mere war of | 
defense. We must have the means to punish and cripple and destroy 
the armed forces on land and sea of the nation that appeals to arms | 
against us, 

Ve know very well, Mr. President, that we can extemporize an army. 
We know very well that if we had a war with Great Britain we could 
within sixty days or ninety days place 500,000 men under arms in Can- 
ada to take possession of Canada and hold it against any force that 
Great Britain possibly could send to the Dominion of Canada. We 
know very well that we could assemble an army in Mexico or in Cuba 
in sixty days or ninety days that would overwhelm any force that 
any nation in Europe could concentrate against us. 

But we are powerless if we are attacked on the sea; our mastery 
ceases at our shores. We havea vast commerce; we have the most ex- 
tensive coast line of any nation in the world; we have the largest cities 
of any nation in the world exposed upon that coast line. They are ut- 
terly defenseless, Hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of property 
are concentrated in these great cities upon the Pacific and upon the | 
Atlantic Oceans liable at any time to be devastated and destroyed by 
even such a nation as Italy or Chili. 

Now, the amendment which I proposed, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to construct two vessels of war that shall cost not more than 
$10,000,000 each and that shall not exceed 15,000 tons each, appears to 
be justified by the present state of naval construction, and to be de- 
manded by a proper regard for the national safety and the national 
honor. . 

Italy has a vessel of war, as my friend, the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY] tells me, of 13,200 tons. 

’ Mr. HALE. They are building now two or three ships that are 14,- 
OVO tons. 

Mr. GIBSON. And other ships are being built, as the Senator from 
Maine says, of 14,000 tons. Why should not the United States have 
one or two ships of 14,000 tons, or 15,000 tons, or 16,000 tons? We 
have the greatest continuous empire in the world with the longest 
coast line, and our countrymen are scattered throughout every nook and 
corner of the globe in various pursuits. Our intercourse with foreign 
powers is wholly by the sea and upon the sea, We have no territorial 
neighbors. Why should not this nation put upon the broad Atlantic 
and the Pacific vessels of war that shall be at least symbolical of its vast 
power, of its resources, of its scientific genius for war on the sea ? 

Sir, I can not understand how any Senator who feels his heart beat 
responsive to the destiny of our country, doubling in population every 
twenty-five years, soon to be 100,000,000, should not wish to put great 
ships upon the sea to guard our continental empire and that will be 
embleinatic of our Union at home and of our power to protect Ameri- 
can rights everywhere. 

It would require eight or ten years to construct such vessels, and the 
work of construction would of itself constitute a school for the develop- 
ment of our skill and genius, and afford the stimulus and opportunity 
for excelling all other nations in the organization of our power on the 
ocean, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be reported from the desk so that we may see 
just what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 972 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘one armored cruiser’’ and insert ‘two vessels of war;’’ in 
the same line, before the word ‘‘tons,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven thousand 


country should not have ships which are quite equal in every quality 


| of excellence to those possessed by any other country in the world, but 


I think there is very great reason why the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to this bill should stand as it is, and that reason 
is that in all the speeches that have been made urging the change of 
the provision as reported from the committee there has not been fur- 
nished to the Senate nor to myself as one of it, speaking of my own 
judgment, any fact ascertained to be a fact upon which a reasonable 


| judgment in favor of the change could be predicated. 


It is an open question whether or not ships of this magnitude are the 
most efficient for the purposesof war. One Senatorhasan opinion that 


they are; another Senator to the contrary; but none of these Senators 
| is an expert, none of them are acquainted personally and practically 


with the principles upon which this question must be determined in 
the construction of ships, and the Committee on Appropriations of the 


| Senate asserting the fact that the vessels proposed to be built are ac- 


cepted everywhere as useful for certain purposes, but until it is ascer- 
tained in some definite shape, and until the Senator who proposes this 
change can come here with ascertained facts from authorized sources, 
to prove that the large ships are a success, it is unwise in the Senate to 
vote an appropriation of $20,000,000 to be expended for a purpose as 
to which they have no definite or practical knowledge, and for that 
reason I think the committee ought to be sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment. 
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for.the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed I was willing to goas far as the farthest 
in building a navy, and I think Iam, but I am not prepared to order 
two vessels of 15,000 tons each, and yet I should very gladly avail my- 
self of the feeling on this subject in the Senate to increase the appro- 
priations of the Appropriations Committee very decidedly. There is 
no vessel so large as 15,000 tonsin the world. The largest of which 
there is any record, unless something has been projected very lately, 
is 





Mr. GIBSON. ‘The Senator from Connecticut will permit me. The 
language is ‘‘ not to exceed 15,000 tons.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. I would make a much lower limit. 
The largest in any published list—I think I have the latest authority — 
is 13,28ltons. There are two vessels of the Italian navy of 13,851 tons, 
and now they are building three more of 13,251 tons. Remember that 
those vessels, the largest built by the British navy running up to 11,940 
tons, are built by nations that already have an excellent navy of the 
smaller sizes, and that while some of the continental nations, Russia 
to some extent, Germany to some extent, and Italy especially, are 
building these enormous vessels, others are turning their attention very 
closely to large fleets, or very considerable fleets in number, of a rapid 
cruiser style, and partially armored cruiser style. 

Now the question is whether in beginning a navy we shall begin 
with the enormous expenditure upon two vessels just a little ahead of 
anything in the world, when we have none of the light cavalry, and 
scarcely any of the smaller fighting ships. When I originated this 
debate I did not think of its extending so long. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not the fact that these smaller vessels can carry 
just as formidable an armament, and so, by reason of their swiftness 
and deftness of motion, become relatively to their cost much more for- 
midable than the tremendous vessels we are talking about, which I 
understand the nations of Europe are about abandoning? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will not find in the list of foreign 
navies that any of these cruisers carry guns of the heaviest class. Their 
frames are not built to sustain the vast shock, the heavy armament, 
ete. They are not deemed fitted to the large guns. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not the fact, nevertheless, that many of them 
can carry a smaller number of the very large guns? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They do not think of putting a 16-inch, that is to 
say, a 110 or 118 ton gun upon them; but only a 12-inch gun. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many of these larger guns are placed on the 
large vessels? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only perhaps two on the very largest, and those 
ordinarily they expect to put en barbette, behind for protection, or in 
turrets, or in the central citadel, not protecting the whole body of the 
ship, but the citadel, near the middle of it—central battery ships they 
are called. 

I rose in the first place to protest mildly against the intimaticn 
my friend from Maine that the larger vessels are antiquated and tli 
people are abandoning them. Now the British are not within the !a 
year laying down any more of them, and they are devoting their at- 
tention to swift cruisers, and so are some of the others, and the reasor 
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of that committee quite as well as it can upon the opinion of any othe: 


! in the Senate except the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mir. HALE. Let us have te a, : 
PRESIDENT pro ¢ Che yeas and nays have been or- 
a 1. ‘The roll-call will proceed. 
he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. If he were here I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Not knowing how the 


Mr. KENNA. Iam generally paired with the Senator from Minne- 
sota | Mr. Sapin |. but I voted on this question because I feel at lib- 
ert to do so I] announce the pair, thongh 

Che re was a yunced—yeas 9, nays 41; as folloy 

YEAS 
I {s I t st urt 
( » Ha } J J I 
I 
NAYS—4l 

Aldrich C Hi R ym, 
A n Da Inga K t 
Bate D Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Beck Fa ! Kenna Saw r 
he \ My M lerson = 
Blackburn, Ci Mor i ge, 
Blair Ch i i er 
Cal G Pasco, 
Chandler, il Payne, 
Cockrell i Plumb, 
Coke Ht Pugh, 

ABSENT—26. 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Morrill, Vance, 
Rowe Eustis Paddock, Vest, 
Brown, Faulkner Quay Voorhees, 
Chace Hearst Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Sabin Wilson of Md. 
Danic Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Dolph McPherson Sstanfora, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
ment proposed by the committee to strike out the lines which have 

bec n read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
committee is to strike out the words which will be read. 

The Cuter CLerK. After the word ‘ frames,’ in line 971, it is pro- 
posed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in 
line 974, as follows: 


And one armored cruiser of about 7,500 tons displacement, to cost, exclusive 


of armament, not more than three millions and a half of dollars, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move to strike out the word “‘ cruiser,’’ and in 
‘* vessel,’’ so as to give a wider discretion to the Secretary of the 

Navy. He may want a vessel for harbor defense. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

he amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The language proposed to be stricken 
out has been amended so as to read as follows: 

The CHIEF CLERK: 


kel 


0 


And one armored vessel of about 7,500 tons displacement, to cost, exclusive 
of armament, not more than three millions and a half of dollars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to strike out. 

Mr. STEWART. 
tuan 8,000 tons.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read, 

The Curer CLERK. In line 972 it is proposed to strike out the words 

of about 7,500’ and to insert ‘‘ not less than 8,000;’’ so as to read: 


The question recurs on the motion 


sc 


I desire to amend that further by saying ‘‘ not less 


The proposed amendment will be 
ssel of not less than 8,000 tons. 


And one armored ve 


The amendment was rejected. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the proposed 
amendment of the committee to strike out. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that the whole discussion, as tle 


vote that was just taken, shows how uncertain this whole domain of 
building armored ships is. One man wants one thing and another 
wants another. Iam not going to repeat the style of arguments we 
have been treated to. The committee has substituted three good war 


ships of 2,000 tons each and recommends that, and I hope-that the Sen- | 
ate will sustain the committee and let the work go onas it is now, with | 


the two ships we are building of this kind, and not embark in the ex- 
periment of another. I hope we shall strike this out. 

Mr. MORGAN. This 
Appropriations of the Senate, for whom we all have, of course, the 
very greatest respect, and they are diligent and attentive and able, but 
as I understand it the text of the bill that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate moves to strike out was matured by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House, and after very careful study. 
We know the composition of that committee. 
it well, a gentleman from my own State, and I think there is not a 
more conscientious legislator in the American Congress than the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee of the House. 

This subject has been studied to the bottom, and there is no uncer- 
tainty about it. It comes from a committee charged with the investi- 
gation of the very subject, the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
House, and I think the Senate can afford to rely upon the judgment 


I know the chairman of 


| and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WiLson ]}. 





The question recurs on the amend- 





Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would vote on this question, I 





| withholdmy vote. If he were here I would vote with the committee. 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called I am paired. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when Mr. VrEst’s name wascalled). My colleague 

[Mr. Vest] has been called home by the illness of his wife and is paired 


ions, but 
this 


MB] on general ques 


with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PL 
| the Senator from 


league would vote 
que stion. 

Mr. ALLISON (when the name of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. WILSON | is temporarily absent from the Chamber, 
My col- 


my ¢ as Kansas would on 


league would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTr]. 
The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—37. 
Hampton, 
Hoar, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 


Ransom, 
Saulsbury 


Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Bate, Cullom, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Beck Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Berry, Farwell, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Turpie, 
Blair, George, Mitchell, Walthall. 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, 


Payne, 
Plumb, 


NAYS—11. 


Cameron, 
Chandler, 


Gray, 


Hale, 


Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Teller. 
Evarts, Morgan, Reagan, 


ABSENT—238. 


Blodgett, Edmunds, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 
Chace, Harris, Pugh, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, Voorhees, 


Hiscock, 
Jones of Nevada, 


Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 


Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Md, 


Daniel, 
Dolph, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 41, line 975, before the word “‘ cruisers,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ first 
three,’’ and after the word ‘‘cruisers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ not provided to 
be armored;’’ so as to read: 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


The contracts for the construction of said first three cruisers shall contain pro- 
sions tothe effect that the contractor guaranties thatwhen completed and tested 
r speed, under conditions to be prescribed by the Navy Department, the two 
vessels first hereinbefore provided for shall each exhibit a maximum speed of 
at least 19 knots per hour; and the vessel of 5,300 tons displacement, amaximum 
speed of at least 20 knots per hour; and in the case of each vessel, for every 





‘ 
{ 


| quarter knotof speed so exhibited above said guaranty the contractor shall 


amendment comes from the Committee on | 


eceive a premium over and above the contract price of $50,000; and for every 
quarter knot that such vessel fails of reaching said guarantied speed there 
shall be deducted from the contract price the sum of $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
- 


The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 41, line 989, 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: ; 


And in the contract for the construction of the three last-mentioned vessels 
such provisions for increased speed and the premium for the same shall be 
made as in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy may be deemed ad- 
visable, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 42, line 1002, 
after the words ‘‘ domestic manufacture,’’ to strike out: : 

At least one of said vessels shall be built in one of the navy-yards of the United 
States; and if the Secretary shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices for 
the building of any of the others of said vessels, then he may build such vessel 
in such navy-yards as he may designate. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to amend the text of the bill as it came 


from the House before the question is put on the motion to strike out. 
I desire to leave it standin the following language, commencing in line 


1004: ; 

If the Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to contract at reasonable prices j { 
for the building of any of the others of said vessels, then he may build sucl) t 
vessel in such navy-yards as he may designate. ¢ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated from 
the desk, 4 ] 
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Here is the M ppi River from St. Louis to its mouth, that fur- 
pishes very many ¢ lent localities for the building of iron and steel 
ship The capacity for receiving such material as may be necessary is 


yw wonderful I'he Mississippi is connected from St. Louis 
down with all the great steel and iron establishments in the interior of 
{ 
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t ry, and with the coal and whatever is necessary for ship con- | 
iction. So it may be said of the waters lying west of the mouth of 
the Missi i River. So it may be said of the waters of the Alabama | 
River, the vast quantities of coal and iron that we have in the hills of 
Alabama, and the fine navigation of the Alabama River and the Mobile | 
River. I had supposed that we could find a locality in thé South, along | 
the Gulf or the waters tributary to the Gulf, which would be as excel- | 
lent any that can be found in the Hudson River or in the Delaware | 
River or in any other part of the United States for building ships. We 
need such an establishment, but we know nothing about that locality | 
is adapted for the purposs 
I know nothing about the Mobile River from Mount Vernon down to | 
Mobile, except! , my personal observation in passing over ita great many 
times, and I had the same opinion which gentlemen who are familiar | 


with that subject have had for many years, that that would be a good lo- 
cation forthe buildingof ships. But recently I prevailed upon the Coast 
Survey to makeasurvey from Mount Vernon to the j junction of the Tom- 
bigbee and Alabama Rivers, which together constitute the Mobile River, 
and I find, very much to my astonishment, a vast stretch of deep water 
from Mount Vernon clear down to M@bile. 

It may be that that is not the best locality; Mobile Bay, it may 
be, may not be the best locality. The Mississippi River may be very 
much better, but it is fair and due to that section of the world that 
there should be a commission organized under the Secretary of the Navy 
to ascertain simp ly v whatis the best plac e in allof that region of waters 
for the construction of ships. 

Mount Vernon is 65 miles below the junction of the Tombigbee and 
AJjabama Rivers, and about & 6 miles north of Mobile, in a beautiful lo- 
cation, with high land upon the banks, and a great abundance of fin 
timber —— upon the elton reservation, of every imaginable va- 
riety. But it may not be that that locality will be selected. If it is 

) promine ntly better than any other locality, of course we ought not 
to hesitate about it, but ought to select it and put a ship-yard there; 
but I propose to have it investigated, as I have been trying to do fo1 

al years, under the authority of the Secretary of the Navy. 

We can not do it now because it is necessary to make some borings 

(| soundings to ascertain the depth of water and the nature of the 
bank, and the shores, and all that, before anybody can venture to recom- 
mend that a ship-yard be loc: any one of these places. 

I desire to say that this is not a movement in opposition to the Pen- 
sacola navy-yard. ‘That may be the best place, but that place ought 
to go into fair rivalry and competition with the other places on that 
subject. Not only so, but we want a place that is so far retired in the 





interior that it is not assailable by the ships of an enemy in time of 


war—a place of perfect security. 

I do not know but that it may be ascertained that Memphis, or at 
St. Louis, or some other place farther down the Mississippi River, per- 
haps Baton Rouge, may be a better location than any we can show in 
Alabama; but whatever it is, the people in the central and southern 
part of the United States ought to enjoy this facility. 

Phat is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. CALL. If there was any fact which could be collected by this 
commission for which this $50,000 is to be expended, there might be 
some reason for it; but the reports of the engineers furnish complete 
and satisfactory information, all that is possible to be obtained in refer- 
ence to every possible locality suitable for a navy-yard. 

Now, I ts ike it that Congress is not going to be influenced, and ought 
not to be influ need, § n its opinion and determination in regard to 
this matter by the opinions of any three or any six, or any number of 
persons outside of Congress, but that their judgment is to be formed 
upon facts ascertained in a satisfactory manner. 

There are no facts for this commission to ascertain. They must rely 
upon the well-known and established geographical features of the coun- 
try and the facts in regard to the depth of water and the general topo- 
graphical character of the land as reported in the official papers upon 
that subject already fully and completely. 

But that is not all. Not only is there entire inutility in this pro 
ceeding, but it is a fact that it has been investigated time und time 
again. I have here the reports, commencing in 1824, when New Or 
leans was a naval station and when everybody concurred, the Navy, 
the Engineer Department, and both branches of Congress, in the abso- 
lute necessity of removing the naval station from that place, and why? 
For facts which are obvious. And who will now pretend to say that there 
is the least reason or the least plausibility in the suggestion that the 
naval station for the construction of ships can be built in a river, the 
approach to which depends upon artificial means of communication 
which may be at any time destroyed in a moment, in an hour? 

In 1824 the naval station was established at Pensacola. Ihave a 
the instructions from the Navy Department of September 15, 182: 
and the report of William Bainbridge, Lewis W arrington, and Sones 


Biddle, captains in the United States Navy. 

















P : Oe 
* * * * * 
The Bay of Pensacola is extensive and capacious, easy of access from sea, and 
ecure anchorage for any number of vessels of the largest class rhe 
depth of water on the bar, as lai id ‘down by Major K« arney, of the Topograp!l 
il Engineers, is 21 feet. From the report to us of Lieutenant Pink! of the 
John Adams, whom we directed to sound, and from all the i ma e have 
een enabled to collect, at least this depth of water, we ’ 
found on the bar, even after along continuance of: 
erly winds sensibly affect the waters on this part 
seldom continue long. The ordinary tides do not rise more than 3 feet it these 
tides run with considerable rapidity, thus affording facilities to vess« working 
or out of the harbor against an unfavorable wind. 
rhe position which we have selected, as in our judgment com t! 
rreatest advantages for a navy-yard, is in the vicinity of Barancas, an th 
|} northward and eastward of Tartar’s Point 
fere we found the necessary depth of water nearest the shore; an important 
‘ leration in respect to the expense to be ii red i rying out the 
rves required for naval purposes. Here, too, the works erected for the de- 
fense of the navy-yard would give additional security to the harbor, while its 
‘ ilty to the Baranca would admit of assistance to it incase of need from the 
t ps stationed there. Here we are,in our inion, susceptible of co 
d nse, ata less expense than elsewhere w in the bay The posit 
wholly protected by Tartar’s Point against the swell of the sea which strong 
itherly winds set over the bar. It is favorably situated for rendering prompt 
sistance to vessels approaching the harbor. Its healthiness is not surpassed 





| even with comparatively 
| amount as compared with upwards of a million and a quarter dollars 


any other part of the bay, and fresh water is there abundant and of a 
ome qu ulily. 

That report was made by three of the most eminent and distinguished 
officers of the United States Navy at that time. I have here a letter 
purporting to contain a statement of Admiral Farragut, in which he 
says that the preservation of the cece at Pensacola as a naval station 
was worth in itself a war. 

What are the places? Here is Tampa Bay to the far south, with a 
depth of water at a small expense capable of being made easy of ad- 
mission for vesselsof any size, but requiring some expenditure to make 
it, the river and harbor bill of this year containing the necessary ap- 
propriation. Here is Pensacola with a most magnificent harbor and a 
depth of water now at low tide of 24 feet, which has cost the Govern- 
ment a small expenditure of about two hundred thousand dollars, 
and Mobile with only 17 feet, after an expenditure commencing in 1834, 
I think, as shown by this paper of over a million and a quarter of 
dollars. 

Yet the natural advantages of the harbor of Pensacola are such that 
10 expenditure of money, or only a small 


at Mobile, commencing with a draught of 8 feet of water, they have 
been able ‘to obtain an average of only 15 instead of 17 feet—17 feet 
one year and a narrow channel of 125 feet—while we have this magnifi- 
cent harbor at Pensacola, with all this naval authority and with the 
experience of more than half a century, with the certificates of all the 
admirals and men of naval celebrity of Spain and England since the 
discovery of this continent, who have reported in favor of the great 
natural advantages of the magnificent harbor of Pensacola. 
Mr. President, what are you going toinvestigate? Mobile, with its 
17 feet of water for a few months, and then 15} feet average, accord- 
ing to the report of the Engineer Department for 1887; New Orleans, 
200 miles up a river the access to which is only preserved by the jet- 
ties and the constant care and expenditure of money; Galveston, with 
its shallow water and its difficultaccess, to be improved by large sums 
of money; or Pensacola, with its immediate proximity to inexhaustible 
stores of coal and iron, with the most capacious harbor upon the coast 
of America, in immediate proximity to-Central and South America and 
the West Indies. What is there to investigate about it? 
Mr. President, this is only a proposition to unsettle that which nat 
ure has settled and what the history and experience of the country in 
all the waters have confirmed. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me for a mo 
tion? 
Mr. CALL. I have no object tion, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Maine if there is 
any objection to an adjournment now ? 
Mr. HALE. Itis so late that I do not feel like urging the Senate 
to remain any longer. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I move to adjourn. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me to in- 
troduce a resolution for reference ? 
Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of th« 
Senate: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair whose 
duty it shall be to report upon the relations of commerce and business existin: 
between the United States and the dependencies of Great Britain in North Am« 
ica, including the effect upon the commerce and carrying trade of the United 
States of the Canadian system of railways and canals now existing and in cx 
templation, and the prospect of the displacement of any existing industries 0! 
the United States by industries established there; also whether the obligations 
of existing treaties and of international law are and have been observed by th 
said dependencies toward the people of the United States, and the number 
amount, and character of the existing claims against Great Britain by reaso 
of the violation of such obligations toward the people of the United States in 
said dependencies. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to adminis- 
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] 
reasonable support of th orm by all its friends, and with the disappearance | 
of opposition w 1 t evitably follow its better understanding, the exe- | 
cution of the iwcan not fail to ultimately answer the hopes in } 
which it had i in 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

Exs rive MANSsIO July 21, 1588 | 

Mr. KERR. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on | 

Civil Service Reform if there is any report from that commission later | 
than 1887? 

Mr. CRISP. The chairman of the committee, my colleague, Mr. 
CLEMENTS, is not present. 
CATHOLIC CHURCH OF MACON CITY, MO. 

ar 


Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10967) | 
making an appropriation to reimburse the Catholic Church of Macon 
City, Mo., for the use and occupation of their church building by 
United States troops during the late civil war; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FORT BROOKE MILITARY RESERVATION, FLORIDA. | 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 10968) for the donation of Fort Brooke military reservation | 
at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. | 

EXTERMINATION OF ‘‘WIIITE SCALE.”’ 

Mr. FELTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 204) to appropriate money for the investigation of the white 
scale ( Jcerya purchasi); which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, SIGNAL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of | 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of 
a deficiency in the appropriations for the medical department of the 
Signal Service for the fiscal year 1887; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WELLAND CANAL. | 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, a report from the Commissioner of Navigation relative to the 
use of the Welland Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this resolution was introduced 
originally by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. The com- 
munication will be referred for the present to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 


PER DIEM ALLOWANCE TO WITNESSES, TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Attorney-General, transmitting, with accompanying papers, a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior in relation to per diem allowances to 
witnesses in United States courts in the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction of a rail- | 
road, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at | 
or near Burlington, in the State of Iowa. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this is one of a number of House bills 
with Senate amendments where the Senate has asked a conference with 
the House. In nearly all, perhaps in all but one, of these bills, which 
[ will mention when it is reached, the amendments proposed by the 
Senate make no material change, and I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent to concur in the amendments of the Senate to this bill and avoid 
the necessity of a conference. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection ? 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. To authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Burlington. 

Mr. BURROWS. I presume these are merely formal amendments 
of the Senate? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the Senateamendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, PONCA, NEBR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the } 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask concurrence in theamendments | 
of the Senate, which are merely formal. 

There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE HILLSBOROUGH RIVER, FLORIDA. 








The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8353) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River 
at a point in the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and 
State of Florida, 
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Mr. CRISP. I make the same request in regard to the amendments 
of the Senate to this bill. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE FLINT AND CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVERS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10538) to atithorize the construction of bridges 


| across the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask that the House concur in the Senate amendments 
to this bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask that the amendments be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


| from Georgia that the House concur in the Senate amendments to this 


bill? 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have no objection. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI NEAR PLATTSMOUTH. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10347) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 


| near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purposes, with the 


ampgndments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to non-concur in the Senate 
amendments to the bill, and that the conference asked for be agreed 
to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9420) an- 
thorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and Northern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain bridges across Bayou Bartholomew, and 
across Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine Rivers, in Louisiana, with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. lask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were agreed 
to, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OOSTENAULA RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9086) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Oostenaula River at or 
near Rome, Ga.; with the amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia whether the amendments to these bills have 
been examined ? 

Mr. CRISP. I would state to the gentleman from Kansas that they 
have been examined in the ReEcoRD, and in every case they are purely 
formal, except one or two, where some necessary and usual provision 
has been omitted, and in the bill where we have non-concurred, at the 
request of the gentleman near me who introduced the bill, a confer- 
ence was asked. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR KNOXVILLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9079) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee [¢iver at or 
near Knoxville, Tenn., with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate amendments 
be concurred in. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred 


| in. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8355) to 
authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passengei 
bridge across the St. John’s River between De Land Landing and Lake 
Monroe, in the State of Florida, with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate amendments 
be concurred in. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred 
in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT FOREST CITY, DAK, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6699) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 


| Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Com 
| pany, with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 


Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that the ainendments of 
the Senate be concurred in. 
There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred 


| in. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3523) to 

authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, and 

to establish it as a post-road, with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 
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The SPEAKER also laid before t House the bill (H. R. 5095 
thor ng tl construction ¢ bridge 3s 1 UO ulgee Rive 
the State of Georgia, and r other purpose with ‘ ‘ 
the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate amendm¢ 


be concurred in 
There being no objection, the 
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. lask unanimous consent that the Senate amend 
ments be co1 red in 
There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred 





BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER. 

TheSPEAK ERalso laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10128) toau 
thorize the construction and maintenance of a railroad bridge by the 
Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Railroad and Banking and Navi- 
gation Company across the Oconee River. in Laurens County, State of 
Georgia, with the amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent to concurin the Senate ame} 
ments. 

There was no objection, and the Senate amendment was concurred 

BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 

The SPEAK ERalso laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10527) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Alabama River, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, 

There was no objection, and the Ser 
in. 


ate amendments were concurred 


LIFE-SAVING STATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1856) to es- 
tablish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast between the Indian 
Riyer Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md., returned with House 
amendments disagreed to and a conference requested on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The request for conference was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. This bill is ready for conference, and the Chair will 
appoint as managers on the part of the House the gentleman frem Mich- 
igan, Mr. TARSNEY, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CLARDY, and 
the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. THomAs H. B. BROWNE. 

STATE HOMES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2116) to pro- 
vide aid to the State homes for the su} 
sailors of the United States, with amenc :,.0usé Non-con- 
curred in and the request for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The request was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill also is ready for a conference, and the 
Chair will appoint as managers on the part of the House the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND, the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MAISH, and the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. LArrp. 

CONFEREES APPOINTED, 
The SPEAKER. On House bill 10347 the Chair will 


yport of disabled soldiers and 


4 
lments of the 


appoint as 


conferees on the part of the House the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 


CRIsP, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. ANDERSON, and the gentleman | 


from Illinois, Mr. DUNHAM. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





‘ \ 
< 30 
; 
{ 
( 
' 
AT 
( ( 
; 
i 
t 
} } 
re | 7 j 
| i 
_ to e 
t I 31 I I 
I I t 
‘ T t 
sf ) T t 
i ‘ , 
( 1 as 
é 
M I i 
t 
\ st 
pl 
lis i 
é 
- | E>. ‘ 
_ ‘ 1 
I ther G 
} I S I 
I s | 
I s 
5 \ AT ly 1 
\ I p t 
é nt 1 t ~ 
i ) t 
‘ ( g l 
T ‘ 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ist amount 
‘ rAWTEpP ' 
Mr. LAWLER. The t 
Cher no change « cept as t the Af 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bil 
dt 
nside¢ 
ta 
I AL Cl 


The SPEAKER also laid before the 


tory of an act relating to postal crime 
therein ment 
Mr. BLO 
be considered ; 
Mr. WEAVEI 
Mr. BLOI 
ment on the 
The SPEAK}! 
unanimous < 
subject to th: 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLOUNT 
was passed June 18, 1 
sons 


Mr. WEAVER. 


| whether there was objection to the con 


3, and 
yned, approved June 18, 





Mr. Speaker, was 


Hou 


[232 


al 


t 
) 
e 
14 
a 
yar 
amily 
ime 
] 
1 | 
rick 
S 







































( 


6734 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 24, 











Che EAKER, The ¢ r asked whether, there was objection to | mend the fe z resolution to the « 1 t H 1 for 
| | \ ) ' . , | its adoptior 
the gentleman from Georgia Mr. BLOUNT] making a brief statement, a ok lia Naa AA ice, lilt Nitin i Oeics alll > 
L}p}e to the! to ject | authorized and directed to employ an electri t <e plans and 
Mr WEAVER Thi all right | specificati ns for the lighting of the House mitt I ms ith elec 
. mT | 1 . . ons tricit ind for a system of electric bells, an adve se and solicit pro 
Mr. BLOUNT. ihe pra Lic had obtained of writing letters to debtor posals for this work, and to report as soon le to the House, nd t} t 
stating that in the « if their not paying, they would have sent to | a sum not exceeding $1,000 is hereby appropriat yment of said e1 
tie lett ' i lve ement on the outside of the envelope of | ™ er and for the expenses of said advertisement out of the contingent fund of 
} r lan ment o1 itsi f the envelop fiery a 
the ‘‘ Bad Debtors’ Association for the collection of bad debts.’’ The 
mn 7 ¢ h i SAC ask the adoption of the resolut ported } 
object of cour e€ was toextort payment. The actof June 18, 1888, was wo LEHLBACH. 1 ask the a — ee 
‘ . p Or nD » 
designed to suppress that practice, but it confined its inhibition to wha Tt poner . i 
: ' : : : he re tion was adopted. 
appeared on the outside of the envel ype. Since that time there a8 re ry y sS ace — “ ; ; ere 
been devised anew plan of evading the law by the use of a transparent Mr. LEHLBACH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
j . m, : ae - ion was 1 also moved that the motion reconsider be lait 
envVciope ich as the one I now holdin my hand. You can see through a . , on qj ener ern ee ee eee : 
| le i] ; , op >A n the tab] 
the envelope and read on the inside the name of the ‘‘ Bad Debtors’ As- | °°." \ ree : I 
: he latter n was agreed to. 
sociation,’’ with the statement that in case the debtor does not pay she latter mowon 1 _ 
this will be nt to him. Che object of this bill is to prohibit this ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF DAKOTA, 
class of communications as well as those containing the advertisement | Mr. SPRINGER. I submit the conference report which I send to 
on the outside of the envelope. In passing the law of June 18, 1888, | the desk. 
Congress did not anticipate the use of a transparent envelope, but this | The Clerk read as follows 
device has been resorted to, and the object of the pending bill is to so The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amend the law as to prohibit this also. I now ask unanimous consent | the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 10573) to provide for one addi- 
: > tional associate justice of the yreme co of Dakota, and for other purposes 
4 ey eae aacliiae a tional associate justice of the supreme court of Da A, pur} 
that the b es ted pat upon its passag as f : _! having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
this bill? hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
rhere v no 0] tins ite numbered 1, and agree to the sa: 
ACTS was 20 ODjeCuUon. Phat the House recede from the diener ement to the amendment of the Sen- 
Mr. OATES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Georgia whether | ate to the title of the bill, and agree to the same 
this bill enlarges the list of unmailable matter as now regulated by a ae a MM. SPRING ER, 
; . C. B. KILGORE, 
law. : ee FIDLIAM W LENE 
Mr. BLOUNT, It does, to the extent I have stated. My friend will mm the part of ae ies. 
ee that this envelope is transparent, and that it contains, onthe pape JAMES WILSON, 
1: +o \ h SVARTS 
insile, matter which would be prohibited by the law if put on the out- a.’« ryt a P 
Bide Managers on the part of the Senat 
Mr. OATES. Is that all that the bill provides ? | Che following statement of the House conferees, submitted under 
Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That is all there is offit. the rule, was read: 
Mr. OATES. Chat is right. The managers on the part of the Ho ise of Representatives on House bill 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read ! 173, submit the following explanation of the effect of agreeing to the confer- 
he third os 326 ence report: — we 
u arc SOHES, and pa ed. Bp 3 > ot If the report is agreed to, the effect will be to increase the number of jud 
BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | in Dakota from six to eight, an increase of one overthe number provided in the 


pa ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ; House bill, It is ‘the opinion of all the judges in Dakota and of the Departm 
of justice that this increase is absolutely required in that Territory. 


tanie, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 

The latter motion was agreed to. ©. B. KILGORE, 
RESEARCHES RELATING TO NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS. iccaeeiare aka ae eae din sien 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution SPRINGER. I desire to have read as part of my remarks a let- 

to authorize the printing of matter furnished by the Bureau of Eth- Sa from the Acting Attorney-General. . 

nology relating to researches and discoveries connected with the study The Clerk read as follows: 

of the North American Indians; which was referred to the Committee DEPARTMENT OF JusTICE, Washington, June 26, 1888. 

on Printing. Sir: Your letter of the 12th instant has been received, with a copy of House 


bill 8948 and of House Report 1541, respecting additional justices of the suprem« 
. : ‘ : ° _ courts of Dakota, Washington, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and Arizona Territori« 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, reported that | and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 





they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following | , Upon examination of the report of the committee, submitted on the 27th 
ce ey he Sneaker aie 1 tl a sh March last in connection with the unofficial information which the Department 

titles; when the Speaker signed the same: — ; : has received from civil officers of those Territories, it is forced to the conclusi 
A. bill (S, 842) granting a pension to Julia A. Rhoades; hat the proposed increase of the number of justices in the Territories mentions 
bill (S. 896) for the relief of Mrs. Louise Silvers; : . —- and =e an rning the interests of litigants, witness: 

a Pee > : ; ‘ and attorneys in the respective Territories, 

A bill (8. 692) granting an increase of pension to Enoch G. Adams; | “ Very reset ‘fully ; _ 

. Vetall ys 


A bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Louise Paul; G. A. JENKS, 
bill (S. 2652) granting a pension to Gustave E. Peters; Acting Attorney-General 


ree ‘ : . > : r : Iion. W. M. SPRINGER, 
A bill (S. 2105) granting an increase . a oe Verbisky; | pete ewer Perey 
A (S R84) ors og ¢ NSO! 4 SE rovost: ' core ae > in ‘ 
A — “ gt ~ no ae Mra. Mar L Bi ha Mr. SPRINGER. This bill applies to only one of the Territories 
867) gri g a pens Mrs. Mary L. Ris ; : TP : 
. Se y oe mentioned in the letter just read. That letter from the Department ; 


bill (S. 1716) granting a pension to Mary L. Williams; 
bill (S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnham; and 
bill (S. 1110) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederick Hauser. 


of Justice recommends, as will be observed, additional justices of the 
| supreme court for Dakota, Washington, Wyaming, Utah, Idaho, and 
; Arizona. The committee of conference in this case has agreed to that 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING OF CAPITOL. recommendation only so far as it affects Dakota. The House has here- 
Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | tfere passed a bill of this character in regard to Utah; and after this 
ate : ; sR ate eM ee ae i measure is disposed of, I will ask unanimous consent fur the consider- 
Grounds, presented a report; which was read, as follows ; 4 , ~ reas de ; 
ee ' ea cel ; : ation of the bill allowing additional justices for Wyoming and Idaho 
rhe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the | py 0. sr > eshtl hen @ ae ae = ~ 
letter of the Supervising Architect of the Capitol, giving approximate estimates | Territories. There will not then be as many as are recommended ry 
of the cost of lighting the Capitol with electricity, have had the same under | the Department, but we hope the number will be sufficient until another 
consideration, and respectfully submit the following report: session of Congress. 
Some of the committee rooms and some other roomsof the House wing ofthe | — M HOI MAN H , lves d 3 this bill le for? 
Capitol have been lighted during this session of Congress from a plant placed Mr. 5 MAN. ow many judges does this bi provic elor: 
in the boiler rooms by the Sawyer-Mann Electric-Light Company, This plant Mr. SPRINGER. Eight in all for Dakota, there being already six. 
was placed there without any authority of the House, permission having been | The Committee on Territories recommended two additional judges. 
given by the Architect of the Capitol on the express condition that no expense The gentleman fr Mi aie iM Mac : 1 obtained ee 
should accrue to the House. Your committee are of the opinion that while the 1€ ge ntleman from Minnesota r. MACDONALD | obtainec wReeon 3 
light has given general satisfaction, the House should not consider any proposal conse nt for the passage of a bill granting one additional judge. The 
for the purchase of this plant, as it is the opinion of the committee that a con- | Senate increased the number to two, being the number recommended 
tract for the lighting of the House or any part thereofshould only be made after ‘ : aad e = Ee : : 
by the House Committee on Territories. I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereo! ‘ 
a. : the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
aecurate to warrant the recommendation of this committee to authorize thead- | M "SPRIN “ER ved as ‘der ¢] ‘ hial her rt 
vertising for proposals, and therefore recommend that an expert electrician be r. VIN t moved to reconsider the vote hy which the repo 
mendation. Itis the unanimous opinion of the committee that the lighting of 
the entire Capitol with electricity is desirable, and that in connection there- ORDER OF BUSINESS . 
. WEAVER. I withdraw for the present my demand for the reg- 
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. : ss . > | 
a fair chance of competition has been given toall desiring to offer proposals for 
the same. Your committee is further of the opinion that the approximate esti- | 
mate of the Architect of the Capitol furnished to the House is not sufficiently | 
} 
smployed, whose duty it shali be to make plans and specifications for this work, of the committee of conference was adopted 1d also moved that th 
and that upon his report this committee be authorized to advertise for proposals m0 tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
and tosubmit to the House the result of such advertisements with their recom- 
| 1e latter motion was agreed to. 
with a system of electric bells connecting the various committee rooms with | a 


the Clerk’s desk should at the same time be established, and therefore recom- 


a 
io 
Fs 
& 





} 
Dy 


be 
P 
pl 


ba 
isc 
to 
wi 


ba 
wl 
Pr 
pri 





MADISON FEMALE INST 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Commi 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
ison Female Institute, located at Richm 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

SARAH E. INGHAM. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Comn 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7499) for 
which was referred to the Committe: 

ate Calendar, and, with the accompan 


NEWBURGH CENTENNIAL ¢ 


RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
y Senate concurrent resolution to print report of the Newb 


tennial celebration; which was referred to the Comn 


n A i 


tate of the Union, an h the accom 
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as amended by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is 
hereby, further amended, so as toread as follows 

Seo, 1225. The President may, upon the application of any established col 
lege or university within the United States having capacity to educate at the 
Fame time not less than one hundred and fifty male students, detail an officer of 
the Army to act as president, superintendent, or professorthereof; but the num- 
ber of officers so detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army and ten from the 


Navy, being @ maximum of sixty, at any time, and they shall be apportioned 
throughout the United States, first, to those State institutions applying for such 
. detail that are required to provide instruction in military tactics under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862,donating Jands for the establish- 
ment of colleges where the leading object shall be the practical instruction of 
the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, including military 
tactics; and after that, said details to be distributed, as nearly as may be prac- 
ticable according to population. Officers so detailed shall be governed by gen- 
eral rules prescribed from time to time by the President. The Secretary of War 
is authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be pre 
scribed by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the Govern- 
ment, and which can be spared for that purpose, such number of the same as 
may appear to be required for military instruction and practice by the students 
of any college or university under the provisions of this section,and the Secre- 


tary shall require a bond in each case, in double the value of the property, for 


the care and safe-keeping thereof, and for the return of the same when re- 


quired,”’ 

' Sec, 2. That the said section 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as arnended by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act, be, and 
the same are hereby repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things don 
under the said amended section as heretofore existing; and this act shall take 
effect and be in force from and after its approval according to law 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend section 1225 of the Revised 
Statutes, concerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational in 
stitutions, ete.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 25 and 26 the words “ Officers so detailed shall be governed 
by general rules to be prescribed from time to time by the President.” 

Mr. OATES. I offer that amendment, and for the reason that these 
words are wholly unnecessary. To require the President, who is the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, to make rules for the government 
of officers on these details seems to me to be entirely out of the usual 
course, and I hope they will be stricken out of the bill. After which 
I shall desire to offer another amendment. 

I wish to say that a similar bill to this was before the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and was carefully examined and considered by them, 
and favorably reported with the amendments I shall propose to this 
bill; and with those amendments I think it is a good bill, and am in 
favor of it. Ithinkitoughtto pass. The other amendment I will sub- 
mit in a few moments, and will state the reasons at the time of offer- 
ing it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
informed that a motion was made by the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. Forp] for the previous question upon the bill and amendments 
up to its engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not understand that the previous question 
was asked on the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at present. That was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
simply stating what the Chair is informed is the present status of the 
bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. OATES addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. OATES. I desired only to offer the other amendment to which 
I referred. 

The SPEAKER pro te’pore. The first question, the Chair thinks, 
will be upon the committee amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave an amendment to the committee amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am perfectly willing to allow any gentleman 
who desires to offer an amendment to do so, and let it be considered as 
pending, and shall then demand the previous question upon the bill 
and amendments. As the Chair suggests, however, the first question 
is upon the amendments reported by the committee,and I would like 
to dispose of them first. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman from Lllinois to allow me to have 
read a further amendment to be also considered as pending. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 have no objection to that. 

Mr. HERBERT. The amendment I shall propose is to the amend- 
ments of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the first amendment reported by the 
committee be read, and let us proceed in order with the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 insert the word “academy” before the word “ college.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Under the present law, and under the bill as 


it came to us from the Senate, academies are notincluded. The House 
committee enlarged the scope of the bill by including also academies 
as well as colleges. 

I am opposed to that amendment. I antagonized it in committee, 
and am of the opinion it should not be adopted. Since this bill has 
been reported by the committee I have taken occasion to confer with 
the Secretary of War and others who understand the question much 
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better than I do, and I am convinced this amendment should not be 
adopted, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment just read by the Clerk, ( insert the word ‘‘ academy’? be- 
fore the word ‘‘ college.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee to state that the word ‘‘ academy ’’ is not now a part of the present 
law ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is not in the present law, but as the bill 
comes from the Senate it is proposed to be included by the committee. 
[t isan amendment of the Military Committee to insert it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the word will be inserted. We have in 
Michigan a military academy at Orchard Lake—one of the best mili- 
tary schools in the country to-day. It is under the auspices of the 
State, and I know that they have a detail of an officer of the Army at 
It is not called a college, butan academy; and if the 
gentleman’s proposition is going to affect us, in that case I should hope 
the amendment he suggests to strike out this word, if it is already in 
the bill, would not beadopted. If it is to insert the word ‘‘academy,”’ 
I hope it will be accepted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save the military academies, I 
would suggest to the gentleman that he might insert the word *‘ mili- 
tary ’’ before academy, and then let the word ‘‘academy’’ stand as it 
comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, because this will affect several other schools. 
Maryland, for instance, has a military academy. 

Mr. BREWER. And Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend the bill by inserting the word 
‘‘military ’’ before the word ‘‘academy.’’ I ask unanimous consent 
to amend by inserting the word ‘‘ military ’’ before ‘‘ academy ”’ and 
then let the word ‘‘ academy ”’ stand in line 9. 

Mr. KERR. I object to giving unanimous consent to the amend- 


| ment. Iam opposed to it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the question is 
on the amendment to the amendment of the committee proposed by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A word, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KERR. I moveasa substitute for the amendment the follow- 
ing, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HEARD. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand I have the floor. Now, I am 
willing to yield for any amendments that gentlemen desire to ofler, but 
we have less than an hour, and I must insist that amendments, if 
offered, shall not occupy the time of the House in debate. This bill 
will be lost if we do not conclude it within an hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri rises to 
a point of order. 

Mr. HEARD. If I understand the status of the case, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan isin order. It is an amend- 
menttoanamendment pending, and does not require unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has never stated that it ™ 
quired unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand, therefore, that the gentleman has the 
right to offer a substitute for it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chairstated thatit was an amend 
ment to an amendment, and was proceeding to take the sense of the 
House upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To save further discussion I withdraw my 
amendment, and after the several amendments have beenread will de- 
mand the previous question upon the bill. 

Mr. KERR. Then I ask the reading of the substitute I send to the 
desk. I will state that it provides that the bill shall not be so construed 
as to authorize the removal of any instructor already detailed. 

Mr. MAISH. That will not do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not affected by the present bill in any 
way. 

Mr. KERR. I understand it is. 

Mr. LAIRD. Under existing law there is allowed so much time—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa, which he suggests as a substitute, 
is not now in order. It will be in order later on, when the Chair wil! 
recognize the gentleman to offer it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. There is so much confusion that it is impossible to 
know what public business is proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The House will be in order. 

Mr. MAISH. I suggest to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON | to incorporate the words ‘‘ institute and seminary ’’ in his 
amendment, for I know there are institutions of this kind—there is 
one in my own State—where military tactics are taught; and there- 
ore I make the suggestion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLOUNT (to Mr. MAIsH). Have you any information as to 
how many of these institutions are to be found in the United States? 
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and I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the amend quest 
ment. Mi HEND l 
The previous question was ordered; and ler the operation there n 
the amendment was adopted | 
Mr. BAKER, of New York, rose M ) rf 
Che SPEAKER prot The next amendment is that offered Mr ) EN ‘ 
by the gentleman from Alabama [| Mr. OATES], which the Clerk will d s M 
report. M 
he Clerk read as follows l 
I 1es 25 and 26 strike out the words “ officers ed shall be governed | I t | 
by general rules prescribed ft it tot 1¢ . 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not think that to be adopted. 1 ( 
think the power ought to be left with the Secretary of War t 
Mr. OATES. The President as commander-in-chief of the Army ) é 
and Navy has that power al eady, ind striking out these words does t 
not enlarge or diminish his power; nor does it affect rights of the Lil t I ‘ | v 
Secretary of War. tt easil 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. But it relieves the President of an enormous ent 
amount of detail work that can be left to the Secretary of War. Mr. TOWNS RD 2 ) 
Mr. OATES. The gentleman should understand that my ame id I « é 
ment strikes it out The bill requires him to do it. Mi i O I toa ’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. A good deal of detail work is laid on the Pre EAKER é 
dent. \ ( CHE In conne 
Mr. OATES. Then you should vote for this amendment, as the t the word 
imendment will leave it with the Secretary of War. ) Ins¢ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw further opposition to the amend- f s 
ment 
fhe amendment was adopted. } ) 
Mr. OATES Phen, in the first section of the bill, I do not remem- 
ber the connection, I move to strike out the word ‘‘ president.”’ ( 
‘ The Clerk read as fol ( les 1 t ( i n¢ é 
It es 11 and 12, ‘*‘ detail an officer of the Army or Navy to act as president, i M ( 3 t ‘ 
& rintendent, or profe rth f W su 1 ul DE é bef 
. Mr. OATES. I move to strike out the word ** president,’’ for this | regarded as ( sa \ 
yn: While I am in favor of this bill and in favor of detailing these Lhe va ! ordered 
cers to teach military tactics, no president of a college ever teaches Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now dema 
| tary tactics, hence it is out of the line in which these officers ar« ame t ( y th ( in 
eculiarly skilled, and I think that should be stricken out of the bill. i jues s 
: Mr, TOWNSHEND. Ia cept that amendment. rhe « tion was taken on agre ot 
* The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: of vy Y¢ 1 there were—ay 
The amendment was adopted. TheSPEAKE! " 
4 Mr. TOWNSHEND. _I now yield to the gentleman from New York A the ©! vill app u 
‘ {Mr. BAKER]. He desires to offer an amendment. Mr. J Bj and tne an 
t Mr. BAKER, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send to END}. 
3 the desk. The House proceeded to divide by t 
; The amendment was read, as follows Mr. TOWNSHEND. It sec to met 
‘ After the word “university,” in line 9, insert ‘or any » reformatory or has not prop oy SPI . “ ’ 
2 industrial schoo! maintained by any State for the reformat 1 and education of | MOving the previous quest 1d i ) 
2 oys, when requested by the board of managers of any such reformatory o1 thereby imperilir the | i 
z tute industrial school “THs ‘ 
: now insist upon a qu 
; Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not accept that amendment, and I do not Mr. BAKER vi 
a think it ought to be adopted. amendment 
3 Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to say a word in explanation Mr. TOWNSHEND | é »« 
ot the necessity of the amendment, and then I am sure my friend will Mr. BAKER, of New \ I can not 1 tt 
accept it. In the city of Rochester, for example, there is located an | from Illinois, and I withd point o ) 
institution, a State industrial school, which never has less than from The SPEAKER) } point of 


five to six hundred young men, who are sent there for education and | 
reformation. They are taught trades, instructed in technology, and 


XIX——422 











drawn, the noes have it, 


Mr.GROSVENOR. 


und the amendment 


I move the amendment whi 
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{ now demand the previous question on the 


| 

I C] 

After the w et in line 9, insert or State institution forth 
por ledu mm ¢ liers’ and sailo orphans, supported by State ta 
t l¢ pporting a school equal in education 
a t attendance of not less than five | 

1 | r taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
G ENO the ere ayes 56, noes 33. 

Mr. BI ) l better have a quorum, 

Mr. Bi »and Mr. GROSVENOR were appointed tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. LThopetheyventleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvre- | 
N vill withdraw the amendment 

GROSVENOR [ hope the gentleman from Missouri [M: 
BLAND] will withdraw the demand for a quorum. ° 

ir, TOWNSHEND. I never knew the gentleman from Missouri to | 
withdraw anythi fter offering it. [Laughter. ] 

tell to r pla and the House proceeded to divide 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (during the count by tellers). How much of the | 
hour is left 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY Twenty-five minutes. | 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 26. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo The point of *‘no quoram’’ being, as | 
the Chair unders is, still insisted upon, the tellers will continue the | 
count 

Mr. TOWNSH D Ne rum being present, I move that there | 
b eall of the Ho . | 

Mir. GROSVENOR I do not desire to prevent the passage of this 
bill. I believe is no more meritorious proposition in the bill than 
the amendment I have offered; but in order that the passage of the bill 
may not be imperiled, 1 withdraw the amendment. | 

j 
| 


ling that, I move to lay the bill on the table. 

ing resumed the chair). ‘The question is not on 
the passage of the bill, but on ordering it to be engrossed and read a | 
third time. 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I demand the previous question on that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous | 
question on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 


1 


Pending that, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] moves to lay | 
the bill on the table. 
Che question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ay 7, noes 76. 
Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND 
be a ill of the House 


x : 
YO quorum 
| 


No quorum being developed, I move that there | 


The motionof Mr. TOWNSHEND for a call of the House was not agreed 

to. there bein 

‘SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has made the point | 

that on the question of laying the bill on the table no quorum voted. 

The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. } 

TOWNSHEND] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it nec- 
essary to have a quorum in order to order a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. No point has been made on that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is it necessary to have a majority of the votes 
in order to have a call? 

The SPEAKER. Of course it is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When the count develops the fact that no 
quorum is present, is it not the duty of the Chair to have a call of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not order a call; that is a matter 
for the House to determine. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If no quorum is present, how can business 
proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. It can not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The fact has been developed that no quorum 
is present; and until a quorum does appear no businesscan be transacted. 

The SPEAKER. 'The House may not want to transact any business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it be demonstrated by a count that no quo- 
rum is present, is it in the power of the House to do any business what- 
ever? 

The SPEAKER. When a quorum has failed to appear, no business 
can proceed, so long as the point of no quorum is made. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Then the question before the House is whether | 
there shall be a call of the House to enforce the attendance of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of no quorum has been made; and the 
House, upon a motion for a call, has decided not to order a call. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then no business can be transacted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it in order at this stage to ask for the yeas 
and nays—— 

The SPEAKER. Itis, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Upon ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to lay the bill on the table. On 
that question no quorum voted, and thereupon the Chair appointed 


g—ayes 25, noes 62. 





EO 





| and that is to adjourn the House. 
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? 


tellers. It is in order fi 
on that question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
tleman from Missouri. 


r the gentleman to demand the yeas and nays 


I motion of the 

Li ] 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 6 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to put a parliamentary question. As 
the case now stands, nd yuorum being present, and it being impossible 
to transact business, there is but one thing to be done, as I understand, 
Am I not correct? 
The SPEAKER. A quorum may appear when the vote is taken by 
tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The vote has been taken. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been taken by tellers, and when the 
vote is not taken by yeas and nays, and the point of no quorum ismade, 
the business of the House But when the vote is 
taken by the yeas and naysand the fact no quorum is present appears, 
then no business can be transacted. Such vote has not yet been taken. 

The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. MAisH and Mr. BLAND. 

The House proceeded to vote by tellers on Mr. BLAND’s motion 


] .o . 1 ] 
roceecs aS usual. 


| that the bill and amendments be laid on the table. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
with other business ? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the vote by yeas and nays discloses upon 
the Journal of the House the fact no quorum is present the House can 
continue to transact business unless the fact of no quorum is made on 
the floor and that stops business, asnow. If this matter is dropped and 
another subject comes up for consideration, business can be proceeded 
with unless the fact there is no quorum then appears. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 15, noes 86. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted, and the hour for the 


Mr. Speaker, if this hour expires can we go on 


| consideration of bills has expired. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The expiration of the hour does not settle the 
question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but the bill becomes unfinished busi- 
ness under the express rule of the House. It goes upon the Calendar 
as unfinished business, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


When no quorum is present how can any busi- 


| ness be transacted ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided unless no quorum 


| appears on the call of the yeas and nays the House can proceed to trans 


act business until the point of no quorumis made. Suppose the Hou 
proceeds 
Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the point about the absence of a quorum. 
The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to withdraw it. It is not nec- 





| essary to make it each time. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make this point, that when the House is en- 
gaged in the process of acting upon a bill in the consideration hour, the 
expiration of the hour does not settle the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the rule is to which 
the gentleman refers, but when the hour devoted to the consideration 
of bills has expired 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But this is outside. 

The SPEAKER. It is; but the vote is not an outside proceeding; it 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to lay the bills and 
amendments upon the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the unfinished 
business of clause 5, Rule XXTV. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order in that form. Th 
House can move to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that motion. I stated the other fact to 
give the House information of the object of going into committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask by unanimous consent that the hour b 
extended in order to dispose of the bill providing for the detail of o! 
ficers of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is, a quorum shall appear to dis 
pose of that business. 

FORFEITURE OF LANDS GRANTED TO HASTINGS AND DAKOTA RAI 
WAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I rise for the purpose of calling up for pres 
consideration a privileged bill and report—the bill to forfeit the land: 
granted to the Hastings and Dakota Railway Company, in the Stat 
Minnesota, and for the relief of settlers upon the same and purchas 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. From what committee ? 

Mr. MACDONALD. From the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to yield for that bill. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I call up for consideration the bill (H. I 
8368) to forfeit the lands granted to the Hastings and Dakota Railway; 
Company, in the State of Minnesota, and for the relief of settlers upon 
the same and certain purchasers thereof, reported from the Committ 
on the Public Lands with amendments, and ask that they be read. 
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from Illinois? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. For Federal judicial purposes. That is the pur- | 


port of the Senate bill. It is proposed to amend that bill by attach- 
ing cither to New Mexico or to Kansas that Publie Land Strip for pur- 
poses of temporary gove rnment. 


Mr. DUNN. Is thatstrip of territory within the jurisdiction of any 
Federal court now ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisnot. It has no government whatever; it has 
no law whatever. It is the only part of our public domain that is not 


subjected in some form or other to law; and you have a large body of | 
people there who are entitled tosome protection. The Senate bill is a | 


practical measure and is intended for temporary purposes only. It de- 
clares upon its face that it is only a temporary measure. It is not an 
interference and will not interfere in the remotest degree with the Ok- 
lahoma bill. It provides protection for these people. 

Mr. SPRINGER, It will secure no more in that direction than the 
Oklahoma bill, if passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here is a bill that can be passed readily. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Here is also a bill that can be passed readily if 
you will take that out of the way and yourself too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here is a measure we can pass to which there is no 
objection whatever, for I see no real objection. No gentlemancan have 
objection to giving these people law, and therefore I think this bill 
should pass, and let the Oklahoma bill takeits course. I will yield the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, if any gentleman on the other side desires to 
occupy the time reserved I would be willing for him to take the floor 
now. I simply desire to say, in the two minutes I have, that I think 
this bill should be considered. Iam not in favor of the bill in its 
present position, and at the proper time I have a substitute which I 
shall offer that will obviate the criticism made by my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER]; but as to the main proposition, the necessity for some- 
thing being done on that neutral strip, there is no question. There is 
a section of country nearly as large as Rhode Island and Delaware, on 
which a population of from 15,000 to 20,000 is as absolutely without 
law as though no law were in existence. There is no law whatever 
there. They have never been invited there; but tempted to go there 
on account of the land, the climate, the water, the timber, and such 
inducements as grow out of this condition of things, these people have 
gone there. We propose, by the bill and the amendment I intend to 
offer, to give them a temporary local government. There is no antag- 
onism between this bill and the Oklahoma bill, because in the event 
that this bill should pass, it would not be necessary to pass the Okla- 
homa bill, and if it should not pass we could take up the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not understand that there will be 
anything in the way of considering the bill of the gentleman from 
Indiana if the Oklahoma bill should pass. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The committee present it for consideration and in 
a parliamentary way ask to have it considered, and for that reason I 
favor the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. It does seem to me, with all due respect to the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, that he ought not to 
thrust this bill in here in advance of the consideration of the Okla- 
homa bill. We have all stood by him through thick and thin upon his 
bill for the forfeiture of railroad land grants, and also upon the public 
lands bill, and I can see no excuse for thrusting in this bill here to an- 
tayonize the Oklahoma bill—for that is what it amountsto, and I want 
the House to understand it. Six hundred thousand laboring men have 
petitioned for the passage of the Oklahoma bill. The bill of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is a privileged matter which he 
can call up at any other time. If the Oklahoma bill fails, he will have 
some excuse for bringing in his bill, but he has none now. Evenif his 
bill should pass it would not give local government to the people of No 
Man’s Land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; it proposes to do that temporarily. 

Mr. WEAVER. How? It provides for nothing but judicial process, 
and the people will have to go 200 miles to Kansas to get an oilicer to 
serve a process. It is a mere mockery and denial rather than an ex- 
tension of justice to these people. I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. CANNON. I have just come in, and want to ask a question for 
information. Do I understand that this is a contest between the Okla- 
homa bill and a bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. WEAVER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And I understand the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER] to say that the public lands bill is a privileged matter, 
while the Oklahoma bill is not? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. So that if this Oklahoma bill is not considered now, 
it probably will not be considered this session? 

Mr. WEAVER. That is just the situation. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I can only consider the action of 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in bringing this bill before 
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the House at this time as a move in direct opposition to the considera- 
tion of the Oklahoma bill. The bill of the gentleman from Indiana is 
a privileged measure, which he can bring in at any time. This after- 
noon is open to us, and it is the first afternoon that we have had. We 
have petitions from over half a million of citizens of this country ask- 
ing for the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, and the opening up to 
actual settlers of that territory, containing over 23,000,000 acres of land 
almost in the center of the continent. The bill is guarded in every 
way for the protection of the rights of the Indians, and there is only 
one class of persons who are strenuously objecting to its consideration, 
the cattle syndicates that are occupying 6,000,000 acres of these lands 
contrary to law, contrary to the decisions of the Attorney-General and 
the courts. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will'the House now proceed to 
consider the bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ]. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish to understand what 
will be the effect of a vote in the affirmative? 

The SPEAKER. © The Chair will state the situation. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and gave notice 
that his purpose was to call up in that committee the bill known as the 
Oklahoma bill. Pending that the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hor- 
MAN] made a privileged report from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] raised the question 
of consideration against the consideration of that report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the House shall determine to consider the bill 
reported by the gentleman from Indiana, and that business shall be 
disposed of, is there anything to prevent the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] from then making the same motion that he has made 
now, that the House go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering his bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion can still be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And, on the other hand, there will be nothing 
during the rest of this session to prevent the gentleman from Indiana 
from bringing up his bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill reported by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] from the Committee on Public Lands? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes $1, noes 55. 

So the House refused to consider the bill. 

Mr. BARNES. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is too late to make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not too late. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not ob- 
struct the business of the House. The Committee on Territories has 
bad but two hours this session to consider its business, and I think it 
certainly ought to have the rest of this afternoon at least. 

Mr. WEAVER. ILask the gentleman from Georgia to withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is a member of the Committee on Territories, 
and I think it comes with a very poor grace from a member of that 
committee to obstruct the consideration of business reported from a 
committee of which he isa member. I therefore appeal to him in the 
interest of the public—— 

Mr. BARNES. The gentlemen can not very well make an appeal to 
me when he comments upon my want of good grace in this matter, and 
now I will not withdraw the point. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I withdraw my remark. 

Mr. BARNES. Then I withdraw the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be a further count, and for 
that purpose, merely, I renew the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then appoint tellers and have the 
vote taken in that way. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The tellers took their places. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The tellers proceeded to make the count. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to be a misunderstanding as to the 
state of the question. The Chair understood the gentleman {rom In- 
diana to demand—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wanted a further count upon the original propo- 
sition. 

The SPEAKER, Then the Chair will restate the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But Iam perfectly willing to let the vote go in its 
present shape. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will then be taken on the motion made 
by the gentleman from Illinois, as already stated by the Chair. 
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{he House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 16. 

Mr. HOLMAN I will not insist on a further count. 

Mr. FINLEY. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER Che gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAKER] and 
the gent! ian i m. Missouri [ Mr, WARNEI des e to speak an hour 
each on this subject. I hope there will be no interruption of business 

t this tim 

Mr. BAK] ‘ew York. I 1 in the request of my friend from 

lin Mr. SPRIN R | tl 1 opportunity be afforded for the dis 
( mn of this bill 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope, if the pointis to be made, it will be mad 
after debate and when mbers have had a chance to understand what 
the m ei 

Phe SPEAKI if point is insisted upon, the tell will r 
su e tnelir piace 

Mr. FINLI As this bill is to be dis 1 fully before any ques 
tion is taken upon it, I withdraw the poi 

The SPEAKER. The point of no q 1 being withdrawn, the 
ayes have it; 1 tl motion of t gentleman 1 Illinois 
SPRINGER | that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Wh 
on the state of the Union is agreed to 

The Ho » accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Wh 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKrry in the « 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the Union. The Clerk will report the first bill in « 
der. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the debate begins, and in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding, 1 will ask—— 


Mr. HOOKER. Let us hear what the b‘ll before the Committee oi 
the Whole is. We have heard no bill read. I call for the reading oi 
the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole may proceed to consider the House bill No. 1277, which is 
the first bill on the Calendar as unfinished business, under clause 5 of 
Rule XXIV. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the Committee of the Whole now proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 1277? The Chair hears no objection. 
The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1277) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
desires that the bill be read. I want tostate for the information of the 
Committee of the Whole that the Committee on Territories reported 
this bill with sundry amendments, and those amendments are printed 
in the body of the bill; but in order to have the bill before the con 
mittee without any striking out or any interlineation another bill w: 
introduced by me, referred to the Committee on the Territories, anc 
reported back without amendment, with the recommendation that i 
pass. The latter bill embodies the previous amendments and some 
other amendments, principally those suggested by friends of the bill, 
who are interested in more effectually protecting the rights of the In- 


1 
A 
‘ 
L 


dians—that is to say, the representatives of the Indians’ Rights Asso- | ' 


ciation. I move, therefore, to strike out all after the enacting clause 


of the pending bill and insert the bill which I have in my hand, the | 


measure last agreed upon by the Committee on Territories. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is now pending 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNEs]. 

Mr. BARNES. That has never yet been offered. Isubmitted it for 
information, and it has been printed for the use of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from IIli 
nois to ask unanimous consent to substitute the bill which he sends up 
for the bill the title of which has been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will make that request, instead of mov- 
ing to strike out and insert. Then the gentleman from Georgia can 
have the opportunity to move his substitute. 

Mr. BARNES. It ought to be read now, so as to bring up the whole 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. HOOKER. That does not displace the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. He will still have the rict 
offer his substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to suggest that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia be regarded as pending as an amendment to the 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the pending bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending bill is House bill 1277, for which 


it to 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks to substitute House | 


bill No. 10614, Is there objection ? 
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causes of action, crimes,and offenses arising within the limits of the territory 
organized by this ac and all laws heretofore passed granting jurisdiction to 
Un d States courts within the limits of said Territory are hereby repealed; 
but cases now pending « 


hall be prosecuted to their final disposition therein the 
same as if this act had not been passed. 


Si 4. That the section of country lying between the States of Kansas, Colo- 
rado,and T¢ known as the Public Land Strip, is hereby declared to be a 
part of the public domain of the United States, and shall be open to settlement 
under the operation of the homestead laws only, except as otherwise provided 
in thisact: Provided, That the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of land in 
each township shall be reserved for school purposes. 

Sec. bs. That whenever the Creek and Seminole tribes of Indians shall signify 
their assent to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commis- 
sion provided for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation 
fixit the time as provided hercin, the unoccupied lands ceded to the United 
States by said tribes under the treaties of June i4, 1866, and March 21, 1366, shall 
be open to settlement, except the sixtecenth and thirty-sixth sections in each 
township, which shall be reserved for school purposes, and shall be disposed of 
to actual settlers only,in quantities not to exceed 160 acres in square form, to 
to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre 
families or over twenty-one years of age, and who are citizens of the United 
States, or have reside the United States for two years, and have declared 
their intention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to become actual 
settiers on such lands. An accurate account shall be kept by the Secretary 
of the Interior of the money received as proceeds of the sale of such lands, 
The commission hereinafter created by this act is hereby authorized to confer 
with the Crecks and Seminoles to ascertain whether said Indians are entitled 
to any further compensation than that heretofore paid for said unoccupied 
lands. If said commission shall find that further compensation should be 
paid said Indians, they may, by negotiation with said Indians, fix the amount 
of such additional compensation, not to exceed the sum of $1.25 per acre, less 
the cost of sale and the amounts heretofore paid said tribes in the purchase 
of said lands; and any additional sum agreed upon by said commission to 
be paid said tribes for said lands as provided herein shall be placed to the 
credit of said tribes in the Treasury of the United States, 

Sro, 6. That whenever the Cherokee tribe of Indians shall signify their assent 
to the provisions of this section, in legal manner, to the commission provided 
for in this act, and the President has issued his proclamation fixing the time as 
hercin provided, the unoccupied portion of the lands west of the ninety-sixth 
degree of west longitude, ceded tothe United States by the said tribe of Indians 
by the treaty concluded July 19, 1866, shall be open to settlement, except the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections of said land, which shall be reserved for school 
purposes, and shall be disposed of to actual settlers only, in quantities not toex- 
ceed 160 acres, in square form, to each settler, at the price of $1.25 per acre. All 
persons who are heads of families or over twenty-one years ofage, and who are 
citizens of the United States, or have resided inthe United States two years and 
have declared their intention to become citizens thereof, shall be entitled to be- 
come actual settlerson suchlands. An accurate account shall be kept by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the money received as proceeds of the sale of said lands, 
and said money shall be placed tothe credit of the Cherokee Indian tribe in the 
Treasury of the United States, after deducting the cost of the sale by the United 
States and the amount heretofore appropriated and paid to the Cherokee tribe 
as part compensation for said unoccupied lands: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to authorize any person to enter upon or occupy any of 
the lands mentioned in this or the preceding section, for the purpose of settle- 
ment or otherwise, until after the said Indian tribes and the commissioners 
herein authorized have concluded an agreement to that effect as provided herein, 
and laid the same before the President of the United States, who is thereupon 
authorized and required to issue his proclamation declaring such relinquished 
lands open to settlement, and fixing the time from and after which such lands 
may be taken. Any person who may enter upon any part of said lands con- 
trary to the provisions of this act, and prior to the time fixed by the President’s 
proclamation, shall not be permitted to make entry upon any lands or lay any 
claim thereto in said Territory. 

Src, 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, not to exceed 
four in number, and may nominate and by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of said land offices; 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall, when directed by the 
President, cause the various portions of said lands to be properly surveyed and 
subdivided, where the same has not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to carefully examine each 
claim taken under the provisions of this act before issuing a patent to the claim- 
ant; and if it shall appear that said claim was not taken in good faith, he shall 
refuse a patent and declare all prior proceedings before had in such case to be 
null and void; and all persons settling on lands under the provisions of thisact 
be required to select the same in square form, as near as may be, and to 
maintain a continuous personal residence of three years on the land, and to im- 
rove and cultivate the same for that period in the manner required by the 
Roumastenal laws before obtaining title thereto; but payments for lands, where 
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payment is required to be made by this act, shall be made in four equal install- 
ments, under such rules anu regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as follows: The first payment shall be made within six months 
from the time of entry, the second at the expiration of one year from date of 
entry, the third at the expiration of two years from date of entry, and the final 
payment shall be made at the expiration of three years from date of entry: 
Provided, That there shall be reserved public highways four rods wide around 
every section of land in said Territory, the section lines being the center of said 
highways; but no deduction shall be made in the amount to be paid fur each 
quarter-section of land by reason of such reservation. 
Src. 8. That the procedure in applications, entries, contests, and adjudications 
under this act shall be in the form and manner prescribed under the homestead 
laws of the United States, and the general principles and provisions of the 
homestead laws, except as modified by the provisions of this act, shall be ap- 
plicable to all entries made hereunder, and no patent shall beissued to any per- 
son who is not a citizen of the United States at the time he makes final proof 
and payment. Final proof and payment, except in cases of contest, shall be 
made within three months after the expiration of three years from the date of 
entry, and in default thereof, or in default of the payment of any installment 
of the purchase-money when due, the entry shall be liable to cancellation, and 
the money paid thereon shali be forfeited to the United States. Lands entered 
under the provisions of this act shall be liable to taxation after the first install!- 
ment of the purchase-money shall have been paid; but the same shall not be 
subject to any judgment or lien obtained upon indebtedness contracted or ob- 
ligation incurred prior to the issue of patents therefor, nor shall such land be 
sold, or eouitashell to be sold, leased,or contracted to be leased, conveyed, mort- 
gaged, or in any manner incumbered prior to final proof or payment and the 
record thereof made in the office of the register and receiver of the district 
where the land is located; and any sale, lease, conveyance, ormortgage made, 
executed, or contracted for prior to such final proof, payment, and record shall 
be absolutely null and void; and all assignments, transfers, and mortgages of 
unpatented land entries shall be at the risk of the assignees, transferees, and 
mortgagees, who shall have no recourse against the United States for any fail- 
ure of claimant's title before issue of patent: Provided, That the provisions of 








a 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 24, 





section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the U: d States, entitled “ Hom 
steads,”’ shall not be modified or changed by any ng in this act 

Sec. 9, That whenever any portion of the lands opened to settlement by the 
provisions of this act shall be occupied for town-site purposes, and the Secre- 


tary of the Interior is satisfied that they are occupied in good faith and are nec- 
essary forsuch purposes, the said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed 
to cause patents to be issued therefor, under such rules and regulations as he 
may prescribe, to any legally « nized company occupying and entitled tothe 
ne, upon the payment in cash of $20 per acre for the lands so occupied. The 
money so received for each town site, except such amount as y be required 
to be paid to,the Indian tribes, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall 
be held by the Secretary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the benefit 
of the people of such town, and shall be expended under his direction for the 
erection of school buildings and the support of schools therein: Provided, That 
town sites actually occupied on the Public Land Strip at the date of the approval 
of this act by not less than 100 bona fide inhabitants shall be patented to , 






















legally organized company selected by said inhabitants, said sites to embr 
the amount of land provided by law: Provided further, That all patents issued 


for town sites in the territory of Oklahoma shall contain reservations for parks 
and other public purposes,embracing in the aggregate not less than 10 nor more 
than 20 acres; but no deduction shall be allowed on this account in theamount 
to be paid for said town sites as provided in this section; and patents for such 
reservations shall be issued to the towns respectively when organized as mu- 
nicipalities. 

Sec, 10, That all lands in the territory of Oklahoma not embraced in the pro- 
visions of sections 4,5,and 6 of this act, which are not required by law, treaty 
stipulations, executive orders, or right of occupancy tor the use of any Indian 
tribe, or which may be relinquished as an Indian reservation, shall be open to 
settlement under the provisions of this act: Provided, That whenever Indian 
lands are purchased by the United States with the consent of the Indians, and 
opened to settlement in said territory, the President of the United States may 
fix the price to be paid therefor by actual settlers, which price shall in no ca 
exceed $1.25 an acre, and the proceeds shall be held for the benefit of the In- 
dians concerned, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act. 

Sec. 11. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a commission, to be composed of five persons, not more than 
three of whom shall be members of one political party, whose duty it shall be 
to open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, for the pur- 
pose of securing the consent of said Indians, so far as it may be necessary, tothe 
provisions of section 5 and section 6 of this act. The commission is authorized 
to enterinto such agreements with said Indian tribes as it may deem necessary 
to accomplish the purposes of this act, and shall submit the same to the Presi- 
dent for his approval or rejection. The compensation of the members of said 
commission shall be at the rate of $10 per day; and they shall also be allowed, 
in addition thereto, their actual necessary traveling expenses, stationery, and 
postage. They shall have power to appoint a secretary, who shall receive a 
compensation of $6 per day, and such allowances for traveling expenses as he 
may actually incur. 

Sec. 12. That it shall be unlawful for any person, for himself or any company, 
association, or corporation, to directly or indirectly procure any person to set- 
tle upon any lands opened to settlement by this act with a view to their after- 
ward acquiring title to said lands from said occupants; and the parties to such 
fraudulent settlement shall severally be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
punished, upon indictment, by imprisonment not exceeding twelve months, or 
by fine not exceeding $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the dis- 
cretion of the court. 

Sec.13. That all leases of lands belonging to the United States or held in 
common by any of the Indian tribes within the territory of Oklahoma, as organ- 
ized by this act, including the Cherokee Strip west of the ninety-sixth degree of 
west longitude, whether controlled by persons, corporations, or others, except 
such leases as are held forthe purpose of cultivating the soil strictly for farm- 
ing purposes, are hereby declared void and contrary to public policy; and itis 
hereby made the duty of the President, immediately after the passage of this 
act, to cause the lessees of said lands, and any other persons illegally occupying 
the same, to be removed from said lands. 

Src. 14, That the act of Congress approved July 25, 1866, granting lands to the 
State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas and Neosho Valley 
Railroad and its extension to Red River, and an act of Congress granting lands 
to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the southern branch of the 
Union Pacific Railway, and a telegraph from Fort Riley, Kans., to Fort Smith, 
Ark., approved July 26, 1866, or any other acts of Congress so far as they relat: 
to lands granted in said Indian Territory and the Public Land Strip, except for 
the right of way and necessary stations as now provided for by law, are hereby 
repealed; and all or any rights to said lands are hereby forfeited to the United 
States, and no railroad company now organized, or hereafter to be organized, 
shall ever acquire any lands to aid in the construction of its road, or in conse- 
quence of any railroad already constructed, either from the United States, or 
from any Indian tribe, or from any Territorial government, within the limits 
of the territory organized by this act. 

Src. 15, That neither the Legislative Assembly of said territory, nor any 
county, township, town, or city therein, shall have power to create or contract 
any indebtedness for any work of public improvement, or in aid of any railroad 
constructed or to be constructed, nor to subscribe for or purchase any shares of 
stock in any railroad company or corporation. 

Src. 16. That the provisions of this act shall not be applicable to lands lying 
within the limits of what is known as Greer County until the question of tit! 
thereto between the United States and the State of Texas shall have been 
finally determined in favor of the United States. 


Mr. BARNES’s proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


A bill to provide a commission for the purpose of negotiating with the Indians 
in the Indian Territory, with a view of opening a part of said Territory to 
white settlement. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, is hereby authorized and directed to appoint three commission- 
ers, whose duty it shall be to negotiate and make treaties with the Choctaw 
Chickasaw, Seminole, Creek, and Cherokee Indians, for the purpose of secur- 
ing homes and reservations east of the ninety-eighth degree of longitude f 
the Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, Cheyenne, and Arapaho Indians, and the Wicli- 
ita and affiliated bands living with them. 

Sec. 2. That in order to open up the country for occupancy by citizens of th« 
United States west of the ninety-eighth degree of longitude, now occupied | 
the Comanches, Kiowas, and Apaches, and the country occupied by the Chey 
ennes and Arapahoes, and by the Wichita and affiliated bands, said commis 
sioners shall treat with said Indians for an exchange of the lands now occup 
by them for permanent homes and reservations east of said ninety-eighth cd: 
gree of longitude. 

Sec. 3, That in treating with the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Seminole, Creek, a 
Cherokee Indians for the oceupancy by American citizens of the country w: 
of the ninety-eighth degree of longitude leased, sold, ceded, or agreed to | 
ceeded by them to the United States for the settlement of Indians and freedm: 
thereon, it shall be stipulated that the lands so to be occupied by citizens of th 
United States shall not be paid for ata greater rate than $1.25 per acre, and th 
any and all sums of money heretofore received by any of said Indians as a pay- 
ment thereon shall be deducted from the amounts agreed to be paid. 
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The several treaties under which the title of the United States was conveyed 

to said tribes are as follows 
CHEROKEE TREATIES, 

May 6, 1828, 7 Statutes, page 310. 

February 14, 1533, 7 Statutes, page 414. 

December 20, 1555, 7 Statutes, page 478 

Patent issued tothe Cherokee Nation December 31, 1538. 

CHOCTAW TREATIES, 

October 18, 1820, 7 Statutes, page 210, 

January 20, 25, 7 Statutes, page 234 

September 21, 1830, 7 Statutes, page 335 

Patent issued to the Choctaw Nation March 23, 1512, 

CREEK TREATIES 

January 24, 1826, 7 Statutes, page 286. 

March 24, 1833,7 Statutes, page 366 

February 14, 1833,7 Statutes, page 417. 

Patent issued to the Creek Nation August 11, 1852. 

The treaties with the Senecas, Shawnees, and Quapaws were the treaties, re- | 
spectively, of February 28, 1531, 7 Statutes, 348; July 20, 1831,7 Statutes, 351; and | 
May 13, 1433,7 Statutes, 424. ’ | 

By agreements approved by the United States the Choctaws conveyed a pore | 
tion of their lands to the Chickasaws, and the Creeks in like manner conveyed 
a portion of their lands to the Seminoles. 

The tities of the several tribes under the foregoing treaties and agreements 
were subject to the following conditions 

First. That the land should not be conveyed by them except to the United 
States. 

Second, If the Indians abandoned the land, or became extinct, the lands were 
to revert to the United States 

It was stipulated by the United States that the Indians should be protected in 
ir homes and lands against all interference by any person or persons. 
fhe treaties by which the United States reacquired title to any of the landsin | 
the Indian Territory, or obtained the conditional right to control the disposal 
of any of said lands, were the treaties with the Seminoles of March 21, 1866; with 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 28, 1866; with the Creeks of June 14, 
1866; and with the Cherokees of July 19, 1866, 

By the third article of the treaty with the Seminoles (14 Stat., 756), said Indians 
ceded to the United States about 2,100,000 acres of land, *‘ in compliance with the 
desire of the United States to locate other Indians and freedmen thereon.”’ 

In compliance with the same desire, the Creeks, by the’ third article of the 
treaty with that tribe (14 Stat., 786), ceded about 3,200,000 acres to the United 
States, “ to be sold to and used as homes for such other civilized Indians as the 
United States may choose to settle thereon.”’ 

The freedmen referred to were the former slaves of Indian tribes. The treaty 
stipulations, as uniformly understood and construed, have no application to any 
other freedmen than the persons freed from Indian bondage. They relate ex- 
clusively to friendly Indians and to Indian freedmen of other tribes in the In- 
dian Territory whom it was the desire of the United States to provide with per- 
manent homes on the lands ceded for that purpose. 

The lands reconveyed to the United States by the foregoing treaties are there- 
fore held subject to the trust named, They can be appropriated only to the uses 
specified, and to those uses only by the United States, and then only in the man- 
ner provided for by law. Miscellaneous immigration even by the intended bene 
eficiaries would be unauthorized and illegal. 

The Choctaw and Chickasaw cession of April 28, 1866 (14 Statutes, 769), was by 
the tenth section thereof made subject to the conditions of the compact of June 
22, 1855 (11 Statutes, 613), by the ninth article of which it was stipulated that the 
lands should be appropriated for the permanent settlement of such tribes or 
bands of Indians as the United States might desire to locate thereon. 

The lands embraced in the Choctaw and Chickasaw cession were also in- 
cluded in a definite district established by the stipulations of the treaty of 1855, 
pursuant to the act of Congress of May 28, 1830, the United States re-engaging 
by the seventh article of said treaty to remove and keep out from that district 
all intruders. 

Articles 15 and 16 of the treaty with the Cherokees (14 Stat., 803, 804) provide 
that the United States may settle any civilized Indians friendly with the Cher- 
okees and adjacent tribes within the Cherokee country, on unoccupied lands, 
on certain terms and conditions specified in the treaty. 

These provisions made the United States the agent of the Cherokees for the 
sale and disposal of unoccupied land in the Cherokee country for the benefit of 
said tribe, but restricted such sale and disposal exclusively to friendly Indians. 

In pursuance of the stipulations of the foregoing compacts, and in the exer- 
cise of the trusts assumed by the United States under the several treaties, and 
in accordance with specific provisions of law and the lawful orders of the Pres- 
ident, all the lands in the Indian Territory to which the United States has title 
have been permanently appropriated or definitely reserved for the uses and 
purposes named. 

it is stated in the circular referred to me for examination that there are at the 
present time a large quanity, to wit, some 14,000,000 acres of public land in this 
Territory to which the Indian title has been extinguished, and that “ these pub- 
liclands are surveyed and sectionized, awaiting their intended use, namely, 
settlement and occupation by the freedmen of the United States, giving to each 
settler the fee-simple to a homestead of 160 acres,” 

It is essential for the instruction of those who may be uninformed, and neces- 
sary to the protection of those who are sought to be imposed upon, that the mis- 
leading features and false conclusions of the statements contained in said circu- 
lar should be explained and exposed. 

The main proposition set forth is that there are certain public lands in the 
Indian Territory, and the argument is that the rights of citizens to enter and 
settle upon the public lands must be the same in that Territory as elsewhere; 
and it is further asserted that colored people are especially protected in such 
rights as to these particular lands by the assumed purposes for which the lands 
were acquired by the United States. 

That there are lands in the Indian Territory that belong to the United States 
fn the sense that the United States hold the naked legal title thereto is true; 
butit is not true that these are public lands within the meaning of the public- 
land laws, 

The term “ public lands” is sometimes used in a general sense to designate 
lands the legal title to which is in the United States, in contradistinction to 
lands that are the private property of individual citizens. It is in this sense 
that the term is used in the surveying laws which require Indian reservations 
to be surveyed in the same manner as “ other public lands.”” And the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, in his annual reports of surveying operations, | 
includes the area of surveyed and unsurveyed lands in the Indian Territory in 
the tables of surveyable public lands in the same manner as all Indian reserva- 
tions are included in each of the other States and Territories. But this does not 
mean that the surveyed or unsurveyed lands embraced in Indian reservations 
are public lands in the sense of the laws providing for the disposal of public 
land. Under these laws the term public lands has a particular signification, 
and is used to describe such of the lands of the United States as are open to the 
public for general occupation, settlement, or entry. 

All lands belonging to the United States are not subject to disposal, hence all 
lands belonging to the United States are not public lands within the meaning 
of that term, as invariably used in the public-land laws, and as the statutes are 
uniformly expounded by the courts, 
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Lands belonging to the United States, but which have been appropriated to 
any special use, or reserved for any purpose by act of Congress or Executive 


proclamation, or withdrawn from disposal by lawful authority, are not public 
lands in the legal and proper sense of those words as employed to define lands 
subject to disposal to the public and open to occupation by the public. 


Indian reservations, and all other reservations established by competent 
authority, are protected from entry or settlement by positive provision of law, 
and both the State and Federal courts, in an unbroken line of decision, have 
always maintained the inviolability of such reservations. 

The pre-emption and homestead laws authorizing entries to be made on lands 
bélonging to the United States to which the Indian title is extinguished ex- 
pressly provide, among other restrictions, that ‘lands included in any reserva- 
tion by any treaty, law, or proclamation by the President, for any purpose,” 
shall not be subject tosuch right. Hence the extinguishment of the Indian title 
to certain of the lands in the Indian Territory does not operate to open any of 
such lands to pre-emption or homestead settlement under those laws. 

The title of the United States to lands in the Indian Territory is, as heretofore 
shown, subject to specific trusts, and it is not within the lawful power of either 
the legisidtive or executive departments of the Government to annihilate such 
trusts, or to avoid the obligations arising thereunder. 

Such trusts are for the benefit of Indian tribes and Indian freedmen. The 
“freedmen of the United States”’ are not comprehended within the policy or 
intention of the treaty provisions, and said lands have accordingly not ‘‘ been 
purchased for the use and occupation ’’of the colored people of any of the States. 

Were it otherwise, and if in fact any land in the Indian Territory was in- 
tended for the settlement and occupation of colored people of the United States, 
it would require an appropriate act of Congress to carry such intention into ef- 
fect. No legal settlement can be made on any lands of the United States except 
in accordance with some law,and no law exists under which colored people, 
any more than other citizens, can occupy lands in the Indian Territory, or be 


| permitted to intrude themselves within that Territory. 


For many years efforts have been made by designing persons to effect an in- 
gress into the Indian Territory for the purpose of despoiling the Indians of the 
patrimony secured to them by the mostsolemn obligations of the United States. 

These unlawful and dangerous efforts have heretofore been thwarted by the 
prompt action of the Executive, under his constitutional duty to enforce the 
laws. 

The present attempt to make use of the colored people of the country in the 
same direction, by deluding them with fictitious assurances that new and con- 
genial homes can be provided for them within this Territory, deserves especial 


| reprobation, since its only effect must be to involve innocent people in a crimi- 


nal conspiracy, and to subject them to disappointment, hardship, and suffering. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Cc. W. HOLCOMB, 
Hon. 8S. J. Kirxkwoop, Acting Commisstoner, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

This letter is so conclusive that I have given itin full. The scheme 
to legislate as now substantially proposed is not new. Session after 
session fora whole decade Congress has been urged to create in and 
throw around that country a territorial form of government. Todo 
so in a wise and proper method and by means and measures that would 
not subject our Government to the imputation of inhumanity, injus- 
tice, and mismanagement, is a consummation devoutly to be desired. 
The method now urged seems to have met with poor success in all the 
past. In November, 1877, Mr. Franklin, a member of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, introduced ‘‘A bill to provide for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma.’’ I hold in my hand the able and exhaustive re- 
port upon that bill, presented by Mr. Neal, to which is subscribed the 
familiar names of the present Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Muldrow, and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. ReEEp. I have read it 
with interest. It is a valuable contribution to the history of proposed 
legislation affecting the civilized tribes of Indians. I will quote their 
conclusions only:. 


1. That the bill under consideration conflicts with existing treaty stipula- 
tions. 

2. That while the right to decide in the last resort that a treaty is no longer 
binding is undoubtedly lodged in Congress, the exercise of that right is a judi- 
cial act affecting the honor and dignity of the nation, requiring for its justification 
reasons which commend themselves to the principles of equity and good con- 
science, particularly where the partiesto the compact with the United States 
are weak and powerless and depend solely on the good faith of the Govern- 
ment. 

3. That no such reasons exist for violating the treaty stipulations which re- 
serve the Indian Territory exclusively for Indians, and which secure to the 
Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Creeks, and Seminoles the right of self-gov- 
ernment under the restrictions of the United Stutes Constitution. 

4. That even if there were no opposing treaty stipulations—no objections rest- 
ing on good faith—it would be unwise and impolitic to throw the Indian coun- 
try open to white setthers without the consent of the Indian owners. 

5. That while official recommendations, some of them entitled to the highest 
respect, are strongly in favor of making Indians citizens of the United States, 
and transferring their land titles from the national tenure in common to the 
individual tenure in severalty, experience has shown that in the great major- 
ity of cases such measures, instead of benefiting, have proved injurious to the 
Indian, 

6. That experience fully demonstrates that the holding their lands in com- 
mon by the Indian tribes is an effectual safeguard against the worst effects of 
Indian improvidence. Apart from any considerations of justice or humanity 
it would be unwise and unstatesmanlike to adopt measures which, by destroy- 
ing that safeguard, would be calculated to reduce the great mass of them, in 
opposition to their own earnest protests, to a state of hopel®ss penury and deg- 
radation. 


It is strange and unaccountable to me that the present Chief Execu- 
tive neglected, when the present Administration came into power, to 
negotiate with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees, pursuant to the 
law of March 3, 1885, which provides— 

That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the Creeks. 
Seminoles, and Cherokees for the purpose of opening to settlement under the 


| homestead laws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded by them 


respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, March 
21, 1866. and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, his action hereunder to 
be reported to Congress. 

Especially when we read in his first annual message the valuable 
suggestions there made in relation to the Indian policy recommended 


by him. 
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sly As T read the invitation, it was ca 1 t ter- 
1ing the whole Territory, from one end to the other, not f es - 


re 
port of Missouri, Arkansas, i Kansas, but for the interest of the w \\ 


The President says: | homa cot 

I recommend the passage of a law authorizing the appointment of six com- | 
missioners, three of whom shall be detailed from the Army, to be charged with f 
the duty of a careful inspection, from time to time, of all the Indians upon our . . . 9 
reservations, or subject to the care and control of the Government, with a view Later in the convention the same speaker said: 
of discovering their exact condition and needs, and determining what steps shal! | We want to obliterate the Indians; tha. is the only solution of this ques 
be taken on behalf of the Government to improve their situation in the diree- | S anthropists down East—there are only a few of those pe 
tion of their self-support and complete civilization; that they may ascertain | are w g inst this move. They think we are going 
from such inspection what, if any, reservations may be reduced in the area,and | rights of the Indians; that is not the i 
in such cases what part, not needed for Indian occupation, may be purchased | want to obliterate the Indian race e1 , a 
by the Government from the Indians and disposed of for their benefit; what,if | with white men, and just as sure as you mix the white men in witht! i the In- 
any, Indians may, with their consent, be removed to other reservations, with a | dia $ gone Asthis man /[Mr. McNauchten! told you to-day, the snot a 
view of their concentration and the sale on their behalf of their abandoned res- full-b i Indian in the Peoria tribe. Why? Because they ive been xed 
ervations; what Indian lands now held in common should be allotted in sev- | for a number of years with white men. Let a whit« Ln ry i Indian 
eralty; in what manner and to what extent the Indians upon the reservations | squaw (if she has got 160 acres of land and there are ist sof ‘ 
can be placed under the protection of our laws and subje sd to their penalties country—and they make pretty good tiz ‘ They say therea i In- 
and which, if any, Indians should be invested with the rights of citizenship. dians, except dead Indians, but those people, after you x them a 

The powersand functions of the commissioners in regard to the subjects should | pretty good citiz 
be clearly defined, though they should, inconjunction with the Secretary of the ? ‘ . * . . 






the whole United States 


‘ 









of 
Interior, be given all the authority to deal definitely with the questions pr rhe first thing w vant down ‘ prohibition sughte ‘ lk 
sented, deemed safe and consistent ! 

r the Indians who | t s ox ge al \ the United St 





They should be also charged with the duty of ascertaining 
might properly be furnished with implements of agriculture and of what kind rressman tl 
in what cases the support of the Government should be withdrawn; where the fthe W 
present plan of distributing Indian supplies should be changed; where schools le anv Cong1 
may be established and where discontinued; the conduct, methods, and fitness | w tup and ft 
of agents in charge of reservations; the extent to which such reservations are . 
occupied or intruded upon by unauthorized persons, and generally all matters 
relating to the welfare and improvement of the Indian 

They should advise with the Secretary of the Interior concerning these mat- 
ters of detail in management, and should be given power to deal with them 
fully,if he is not invested with such power. 

This plan contemplates the selection of persons for commissioners who are 
interested in the Indian question, and who have practical i leas on the subject 
of their treatment. ‘ 

The expense of the Indian Bureau during the last fiscal year was more than 
$6,500,000. I believe much of this expenditure might be saved under the plan 
proposed; that its economical effects would be increased with its continuance ; 
that the safety of our frontier settlers would be subserved under its operation, 
and that the nation would be saved through its results from the imputation of 
inhumanity, injustice,and mismanagement.”’ 

In accordance with these suggestions a bill was introduced by the gent from th ‘r ry rs ‘ ed t : 

‘ C : ; . ; | juaw men”’ of that country dim t be classe R t er, 
honorable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] early in the Forty- | ica a squaw. Mr. I * ae ial Gee Piaieaeietaramie® Ger ypatler ety es 
ninth Congress, but being, like some others of the recommendations of | strictly opposed to 0} 1e country sntlemen, it is just reverse wl 
the Chief Executive, considered of no immediate importance, Mr. HoL- | ! liv I will say and I< nk rove it ip th it the “ squaw ive made the 
: at . . 1 ‘ a country where I am loeated to-day, and they are the e want the coun- 
MAN’S bill was on the Calendar when the present Congress came into | on & 6.8 S ann Meee ee oe eae aaa = 5 modi 

- : : : - : try il asi squaw még ask for gits and! i 
existence, and the same bill is before this House to share, I presume, {| more. I want t! otection of the | 
a like fate, although its enactment is strongly urged by the President 



























United States gh Llivein the Ter 

in the unwritten portion of his last annual message. [Applause.] = | (0.80) WO 0G SyT'lwave brinecces 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] in his able speech ha | t I have never had the pleasure 

given a clear and convincing argument upon the law and the settled | but I did the best I could to get ot! 

policy hitherto maintained by the Government in its management of | ™°™ ©' #0¢itY ane n 

the Indian problem. | Captain Couch was the next speaker 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that in numbers a majority of the Com- te - ; : : 
mittee on the Territories favor the pending bill; nevertheless I can | }.. who are here. and believine that there is a mistaken ides as to t 
sately assert that the minority is in deadly earnest and of respectable | motives of some persons who are here, perl 
proportions. Jam bound to admit in all sincerity that a considerable | ! piesa ang a ie 
public sentiment exists in some portions of the West and Southwest in | y.51.0/ Gf the Oklahoma boomers or of some persons who are located in 

favor of this scheme. Some of it—a good deal of that publicsentiment | southern part of the State of Kansas, to come here and 1 ilate matters 
is, I doubt not, wise. Much of it, in my opinion, otherwise. The | ''s vention to their personal interests alone; anc 1 desire now, i on 
measure is earnestly urged by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. MAN- | |}; j.cre asthe representative of tie Oklahoma boomers alone. Iwas noteent 

sUR], and will be advocated with equal zeal by his colleague [Mr. | lx organization known as the Oklahoma colony, but I was sent 

WARNER]. They represent, in so doing, I admit, a considerable sent | ** 
timent which has been communicated to this Congress in a pamphlet | , lk 
account of a convention held at Kansas City, in their State, in Feb- | h rticipate in th 
ruary last. views of the Oklahoma b 
It is insisted as an argument in favor of the scheme that the bill ex- | ‘” ® oes tial ier ei ny tak to what is con- 
pressly excepts from the operation thereof the lands of the five civilized | tained in the Oxlahoma bill now before Congress—at least evehe has. The 
3 tribes, and that the consent of the Indians now occupying some por- akers before him had spoken of Oklahc a one ORs eee 
tions of the land affected must be obtained before they shall be in any | } PA une Wauaadsie. naan ten colin eediaaaante nen ae online tuleett 
manner affected thereunder, but the record of the Kansas City conven- | } Oklahoma colony. That colony was organized in 1880. It was org 
% tion to my mind reveals much more of the real purpose of those most | i7¢( forthe purpose of making settlements on what is known as 
interested in promoting this measure. We are assured, also,that it is | POT OP por Bmoeceup Saeal 1 “ey 
not the intention to disturb the rights or interests of the five civilized noecu 1e India has en urt for lian oc 
tribes. Let me read briefly from someof the speeches made at the con- | since the trea of 1566 between the United s and the ¢ ‘and Sem 
vention: ; | nal 

Mr. John Furlong, of Purcell, Ind. T., said: 

I have traveled 500 miles to this convention. I have come from out the heart ‘ 
of the Indian Territory. I have come from the town of Purcell, on the borders | ¢} 
of Oklahoma—on the borders of the promised land. I come here to represent 
& great multitude of people who are living in the Indian Territory in the ca- | ; 
vacity of renters, farmers, railroaders, herders, tradesmen, and who are there | ; 
egally or with as much permission as can be obtained, and their unanimous | 
desire was when I came before this convention to tell you here with one voic« 


and demand that the Springer bill be adopted or passed by the national Con- | 
: gress. 


y 





leans: we are not 





B ving that there isa misunderstanding as to the ob t of 3 




















, * * * - * * | permit 
é ita part of the pu c domain a pre I f t s vur 
There isone element in the Indian Territory not so kind to us, and I will men- | organization d i : er i 

tion some few. The first is the man married tothe Indian. These men say to | past two years or more it has been i 
the Indians, ‘“ Now, if you will allow white men to come in amongst you they | proper leg 
will rob and cheat you, and it is better you should keep them out. ? Now their | I want to say 
v7 purpose in talking this way I know not, unless they want all the spoils them- | colony, to effect a s« n 
; selves. * * * My people also said that they were in favor of the Springer bill, | say—but we directed r eff 
notwithstanding that the bill requests or demands the consent of the Indians 
This is the thing that they do not like in the bill, but they say, ‘“‘ We will give 
the Indians every chance to come to terms under favorable circumstances. We 
will hold out to them the palm of peace.” If they do not act fair and right and 
are not willing to do right, they told me to tell this convention that Oklahoma 
should be theirs under any circumstances. 


Mr. C. W. Daniels, of Baxter Springs, arose in the audience and said: 
I arise to know whether this convention was called in the interest of the Okla- 








The bill now pending before ¢ gress is sre to t ; rts 
ganizat Weha id repre t es { pas sions ( 
both sessions of th i ty t ( 4 << it Washi: ¥ h 
everything t ry to secu 4 . 
that spoke awhile Mr. D 
pared, and w h was trod i there, f 
known as tl territ vy of O 
within its boundari and 
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opposition, sufficient to lefeat the passa aft j th 
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As to what Congress will do at the coming se mnIknow not. Nobody does, 





















Experience taught our friends there that it would be wise perhaps 
by i s of the Territory, and the bill that was presented by Respectfully, 
t this ses 1 of Congress for the organization of the territory only THOMAS M. BAYNE. 
”) of id. [The speaker referred to a map in his J. W. Ross, Esq 
in rally nown as Oklahoma is a tract of land situated f Anplause ] 
the 1 Territory, containing a little less than 2,000,000 acr¢ [Appla : 
as i »wn by the red portion in the center of this map. MAIsuH, of Pennsylvania, wrote: 
The bill now pending before Congress for the organization of the territory r 6 ‘ wi res } 
: oo , o your first inter ate ns s f it ib ) 
Ok! shoma comprises ail that portion of the Indian Territory lying west of that | ;,., mck thin ae are i ae he ’ eee ft 
er gy upor he rights of th ndian tribes, and wit way ation of tr 
oct ed by the five civ ed tribes, beginning at the northeast corner of the | ,,) ihe 2 ' ; : 
Osaxe reservation, running south to the Chickasaw reservation, thence west to | “+p. «.... le : ‘ +) : 
the western boundary point, in luding all except that occupied by the Creeks Rcd forthe p nd re coe : nae a wall be tase 
: 5 _ a , ; : > | duced, but I confess my inabi for { ‘ vill be taken. 
Choctaws, Chickasaws, Seminoles, and Cherokees That is what the gentle- Respect ly vour 
. “ . respectiul urs, 
man spoke of} these gentlemen have spoken as being in favor of it. . = LEVI MAISH 
Now, lam sntieman says, of opening the entire Territory. I ae 
a" : : ' Tw} , ’ ron wis . 2 Mw Ww . 2 Snr ‘ 
have favore rhat is what the Oklahoma boomers have been he honorable gent nan from Indiana knew what he was saying 
in fia or of vi the Springer bill for the reason that we will meet | when he replied as follows: 
with less opposition } ve civilized tribes can not well object to the pas- . . : . : : 
sage of that bill, t t being included within its boundaries. There are a I think Congress wi i autl ROTIZE SNS £ TESIUCHS, CUIINE | ; -xt Session, to cre- 
ure many of the : who oppose this bill, believing that the right and title | 2% 4 ommission, to treat with the Indian tribes in the “Indi an Territory who 
to t land occupied by the se tribes must not be ate rfe red with, thatthey should are iB ite re sted in the unoccupied lands in that T Frito for the surrender of the 
not be included. For that reason the boundaries have been changed so that it | §&m™me to the United States for the settlement of American citizens, The Presi- 
includes the Jand that I have stated dent earnestly urged Congress during the last term, both in the first as well as 
second session, to grant him that authority, but he wished the authority of the 





Now, [think I can say for the 
boomers that weare in 
strongest bill that can possibly be presented, 
1 if that is successful it is only a question of time, 
in Territory will be opened { hope before this con- 
action will be taken as will impress upon the minds 


| 
| 
cople of Southern Kansas and the Oklahoma 
stern and Southwestern country that we are terri- 
i 
} 
| 
| 
| 
i 


favorc f thre passage of that bill because we think it is the 
If we can secure any legislation we 
can secure that in my opin- 
ion, until the entire ! 
vention adjourns that such 
of the members from this We 


bly in earnest in reference 





to this matter; that we want speedy legisiati: 
that which is broad and comprehensive, and we do not want to rob the Ind 
of any rights. Wedo not want to be put off with any side-show business 
the annexation of the Public Land Strip to the State of Kansas some time in the 





future. I hope there will be an expression here to-day to the effect that wede- 
mand legislation anyhow that covers as much as that outlined in the Springer 
bill 


J. W. Earlie, of the Ottawa tribe of 
s introduced, and in his speech he said among other thi 


Earlier in the convention Chief 
Indians, wa 


I have always had the desire, and believe you white people who are here are 
aiming at some view undertaking of opening up the Territory and 
to wipe out and abolish the Indian tribes. I have always been in favor that 
some action should be taken so the Territory should be governed as you white 
Opie are governed and supported by the Government of the United States, 
os vote, as well as in paying the taxes to the Government. I have always 
thought it would be the best policy that you white men as a people should e 
tend laws, that the tribal relations should be abolished, as well as the owen 1 
Department. [Applause.] We have suffered more or less, as we Indian tribes 
are governed by agents, as well as by the Indian Interior Department. * * * 
You ean depend on my voice that I mean for the whole Territory to be opened 
up, and that the whites should mix up with the Indians and the Indians should 
mix up with the white men, and I w ill rejoice over your efforts. 


to some 


The Ottawa tribe numbers a few hundred only, and occupy a small 


reservation located in the northeasterly portion of the Territory most 
remote from the area of the Territory proposed to be embraced under 
this bill 


e extracts from the pamphlet report of that con- 
vention, illustrating as they do the disregard for existing legal rights 
under the existing treaties, in the minds of those people who were 
thus represented, it is but fair that I should proceed further and read 
from the same pamphilet in proof of the fact that they were ‘‘sinning 
against light. We all know that when the opinion of members of 
Congress is sought as to what the next Congress will do upon any 
given proposition, you are sure to get the desired information. When 
Mr. Ross, president, Caldwell, Kans., in April, 1887, addressed to 
my friend from Missouri, Mr. BURNEs, a letter, he would have saved 
himself some labor, expended in multiplying opinions, if he had first 
awaited the answer of my honored friend. Here we have itin full: | 
Sr. Joseru, Mo., April 15, 1887. 
GrntLemen: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of | 
the 12th instant, asking me if ‘I favor the opening for settlement by American 
citizens of that part of the Indian Territory now unoccupied by Indian nations 
and tribes ;” also, if, in my opinion, ‘Congress, at its next session, will take | 
action looking to the opening of these unoccupied lands,” : 
In reply, I beg to say that I am heartily in favor of placing every acre of the 
publie jands in possession of bona fide settlers under the homestead law, and 
all such land in the Indian Territory or elsewhere should be surveyed at once 
and opened up to settlement. ) 
With regard to your second questior 1, [ would say everything depends upon 
the personnel of the Committee on Territories. That committee in the last Con- 
wress was very unfortunately constituted, A similar com:nittee will probably 
produce similar results, 
Very respectfully 


Having given th 








your obedient servant, 


JAMES N, BURNES. 
Secretary, 


Caldwell, Kans. 


Messrs. J. W. Ro President, and J. P. Love, 


[A \pplause. ] 

Inasmuch as the pe ! of the committee (meaning, of course, the 
majority by whom the Oklahoma bill in the last Congress was favora- 
bly re ports d) was such as to merit the criticism then made, and in view 
of the fact that the present committee was similarly constituted, thus 
insuring a like favorable report in this Congress, thereby giving prefer- 
ence to a measure to build a Territorial form of government in terri- 
tory where there are lawfully no white men over that to recognize a 
State where 400,000 citizens are lawfully living and who for ten years 
or more have been pleading for their constitutional rights at the hands 
of Congress, I must admit that the gentleman’s criticism holds good to- 
day. But we have another letter, which the whole House will recognize, 
gestures and all, and my good friend, the author thereof, merits the 


th: inks of his country for it. 


BORNE 


PITTsBurRGH, April 19, 1887. 
Dear Srr: I know of no reason why Indian Territory not oceupied by In- 
dians should not be opened for settlement. 


com 
ritory. 


pied lands in the Indian Territory, 
interested, the 


practicable mode of reaching those lands ai 


prophet 


dian Territory, and favor Congressional a 


| at our Presid 








iission to extend to all the Indian reservations, as well as the Indian Ter- 
The last Congress was not inclined to grant the President this power. 
The conflict between this plan of the President (recommended by Secretary La- 





mar) and the proposition to organize a Territorial government (conditionally) 
over the Indian Territory, 


Ithink, was the cause of the defeat of both measures, 
I do not believe that Congress will authorize the settlement of the unoccu- 
until, through negotiations with the tribes 
Indian title is relinquished, and 1 am eatisfied that the commis- 
President and Secretary of the Interior, is the only 
1 opening them for settlement. 





gested by the 


is sue’ 





Yours, respectfully, 
WILLIAM 8S, HOLMAN, 
The honorable gentleman from Illinois admitted that he is not 
, and imparted light when he wrote: 
Not being well advised upon the question 


I have no fixed idea of the matter. 


of opening the Indian lands for settlement, 1 am liable to change my views 


upon a full consideration of the question, Iam in favor opening up every foot 


of unoccupied land to actual settlers, if it can be done consistently with our 
treaties 


and contracts and in harmony with the rights of all concerned. 
i haven’t the remotest idea of what the Fiftieth Congress will do in the mat- 


ter. A Daniel can not foretell that. 


Yours, eic., 


GEORGE A. ANDERSON, 


[ Applause. ]* 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] wrote 
Iam in fayor of opening up to actual settlers the unoccupied land in the In- 
ction as soon as possible. 
Yours truly, 

JOHN NEILL. 
And the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] gave an unkind cut 
ent when he wrote: 

Your circular letter received. ‘To the first question, I answer emphatically, 
yes. My course in Ganenat 33 for the last three years is one of per ent effort 
to accomplish that result, and if the Pre sident had not refused to execute the 
law of the 3d of March, 1885, of which I have the honor of being the author, I 
have no doubt Oklahoma and the Cherokee Outlet would now be lawfully oc- 
cupied by American citizens as homes for themselves. The bill I introduced to 
open “No Man’s Land” to settlement under the homestead laws, extend the 
laws of the United States over it, and attach it to Kansas for judicial and land- 
entry purposes, passed the House on motion of Judge Prrers and the Senate 
on motion of Senator PLUMB without opposition, and yet the President refused 
to sign it, thereby closing that door also against the homeless, and leaving per- 
sons and property there wholly without the protection of law. To the second 
question, [ answer that, in my judgment, Congress at its next session will take 
some steps toward opening the unoccupied lands of the Indian Territory to 
settlement, if not embarrassed by the Administration. The “if,” however, isa 
big one. 


Very respectfully, 








THIOMAS RYAN. 
[ Applause. ] 
\ distinguished Senator 


likewise intimated that the President had 


| neglected a duty under the law. 


He wrote: 

1ave the honor to acknowledge receipt of your favor of the 30th ultimo, and 
: ponse to the inquiries therein made will say that I have always favored 
the opening of such Indian lands to settlement as were not needed for actual 
use by the Indians themselves, provided, always, that the consent of the Indians 
was first obtained in the proper manner. This is the spirit of the Indian sever- 
alty bill which became a law at the recent session of Congress, and for which I 
voted. It has always been the policy of the Government to open up new areas 
tothe hardy and adventurous pioneer as fast as practicable, a policy with which 
I have heretofore been in accord and which I still favor. As to what Congres 
may do in the case you mention, I could not express any opinion, although I 
have no reason to doubt that it would substantially be in accord with what | 


have hereinbefore expressed. ; 
Of course, however, to obtain the consent of the Indians some negotiations 





must be had with them, and I call your attention to the fact that Congress some 


two years ago authorized the President to negotiate with the Indians for the 
cession of their rigkt to the very lands to which you refer. I have no doubt 
thatif the President had negotiated with the Indians promptly a law would 
already have been passed by Congress to open the lands to settlement, and my 
belief is now that whenever he shall report that he has obtained an agreement 
from the Indians whereby the title can be acquired by the Government and 
the lands opened to settlement, Congress will act very promptly. 

I write without any special knowledge of the condition of affairs existing i 
the locality you mention, basing what I have said solely upon that rule which 
has heretofore been observed by Congress, and in which I have been mys¢ 
participating and consenting. 

tespectfully yours, 














JOHN SHERMAN. 


Similar views were given by Senator PLUMB, of Kansas; Mr. HEN- 
Senator INGALLS; by Mr. MorRILL, of Kansas; 


DERSON, of Illinois; 
Senator REAGAN, of Texas; Mr. MCSHANE 
FINLEY, of Kentucky, and by others. 

From the earnestness with which the desire to possess the Indian 


of Minnesota; by Mr. 
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our military and naval leaders on land and water,and the sacrifices and 
bravery of their followers, down to the humblest tablet marking the 
resting place of the humblest of the Untton’s unknown defenders, is the 
prompting of a noble sentiment. 

Why do we to-day extend to the vanquished the right hand of fel- 
lowship and admit to an equality upon this floor men who twenty-five 
years 2g0 were prompted to peril their lives and fortunes for what they 
conceived to be their patriotic duty, even to the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment of their fathers? It is because the sweet and noble sentiment 
of charity covers like a mantel the errors of the past, and let us hope 
inspires us all to a grander and more exalted struggle for the defense 
of humanity and the perpetuity of our Republic. ‘* Leonidas lives in 
the heart of the world because he sacrificed himself to patriotism. The 
martyrs are objects of unfading veneration because they died for Chris- 
tianity.’’ [Applause. ] 

Mr, Chairman, this Government can not afford to adopt or pursue 
a policy affecting the rights or interests of any Indian tribes, especially 
the five civilized tribes, that will not bear the criticism of the Christian 
world, 

As to these tribes we must remember that they embrace a population 
of about 65,000 persons, who, it may be asserted without question, 
are by reason of their advanced civilization—their advancement in 
agriculture and in the trades—no longer involved in the Indian prob- 
Jem. It is truly said that the very foundation of the proposed meas- 
ure, so far as it applies to the five civilized tribes, is a misunderstand- 
ing of the relations of those tribes to the development and progress of 
the United States; that it is pervaded and poisoned by the erroneous 
assumption that these five tribes are, like the wild tribes of the plains, 
obstacles to the march of American civilization, a menace to the peace 
and safety of American citizens, and burdens upon the Treasury of the 
United States, and therefore, like those wild tribes, are involved in 
the great Indian problem which now, with such urgency, confronts the 
Government and people of the United States. 

Let our Government pursue a policy rather that will speed the day 
when the Indian races will be eager to becomea part and parcel of our 
civilization in the highest and best sense, when they shall learn to love 
and adopt the arts and pursuits of peace, and become a portion of our 
liberty-loving and law-abiding people, as they surely will in the near 
future if we treat with them in advance of any legislation tending to 
affect their status asa race. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, the impor- 
tance of this proposition is so great from every standpoint that, having 
said what I have, I am constrained to ask the House to consider in this 
connection the statement submitted to Congress by the Cherokee dele- 
gation as to the rights of the five tribes of the Indian Territory. I do 
this because it is a comprehensive paper, and as an act of fairness to a 
defenseless race. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

The country to which the Cherokees have a right is not held by them under 
what is commonly called an “Indian title.” That sort of title to the lands in 
Indian Territory which belong to the Creeks, Choctaws, Chickasaws, Semi- 
noles, and Cherokees was extinguished before these tribes or any of them were 
removed from east of the Mississippi River. The frailty of such a title was ac- 
knowledged by the United States, and forever impressed upon these tribes of 
indians when it was found to be too weak to prevent the forcible appropriation 
of their homes east of the Mississippi. Another and better title—one that would 
make Indians as secure in the possession of their lands as white men in theirs— 
a title, in short, by patent in fee-simple—was promised to them by the Federal 
Government, was gladly accepted by the tribes named, and was duly executed 
in their behalf respectively. 

Hence, we are justified in asserting that the patents of these tribes, or com- 
panies of Indians, include their right of oceupation and use, as the greater in- 
cludes the less; and that actual personal occupancy of land covered by our pat- 
ents is not more essential in this than in other cases to the fact of ownership. 

The lands west of the Arkansas River known as the “Cherokee Strip” are 
embraced within the area described in the Cherokee patent. 

It is these lands that the bill to create the *‘ Territory of Oklahoma” proposes 
to take from the Cherokees and open to white settlement. 

The right and title of the Cherokee Nation to these lands is the same as to the 
lands east of the Arkansas River included in their patent—the title to the lands 
west being unaffected except by an agreement between the United States and 
the nation that the United States may settle friendly Indians west of 96° under 
certain stated conditions. (Treaty of 1866, sixteenth article.) 

All these lands remaining unsettled, and while they remain so unsettled, are 
as much Cherokee domain as they were before the treaty was made. 

The bill of Mr. Sprincenr, therefore, appears to the Cherokees to be a contem- 
plated breach of good faith, to say the least; and they view it with very natural 
alarm, as all their dependence for safety is upon the respect the United States 
Government has for its own pledges. 

Not only so, but the Cherokee Nation itself is expected by this bill to join in 
an act of bad faith towards the still weaker and more dependent tribes who have 
been settled in that country—Poncas, Pawnees, Ottoes and Missourias, and 
Osages. The understanding of the parties in interest when they were settled 
there was that the homes chosen for these tribes, or remnants of tribes, should 
be and remain in an Indian country, where they would be safe from the press- 
ure of white settlers on every side. The United States, therefore, can not hon- 
orably propose, nor the Cherokees honorably consent, without the free and vol- 
uptary assent of these tribes, to change the conditions under which they agreed 
to be located in an Indian country, there to live surrounded by their own race. 

The privilege granted to the United States by our nation to settle friendly In- 
dians on certain Cherokee lands left the Cherokee title to allof that domain not 
so settled precisely where it was before. Butin order to avoid any misunder- 
standing on this point the right of ** possession and of jurisdiction ” is expressly 
declared to remain in our nation as to the tracts not sold to and occupied by 
friendly Indians. (Revision of Indian Treaties, page 93.) 

But it may be said that the consent of our nation is provided to be had before 
the bill can tuke effect. 

We reply that this pretense, in our opinion, adds mockery to injustice. 

What sort of “consent” is that which is only a choice between two evils? 
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Which offers to one’s option a misfortune only less dire than other misfortunes 
that he will otherwise have toendure? Which requires choice of two alterna- 
tives, both abhorrent to the taker, between which he must accept one that is bad 
in preference to the other which is worse? 

Such is the nature of the “consent” provided by this bill to be got from the 
Indians. It severs connection between them and a large part of their lan 
and condemns the lands to the condition of a valueless wilderness before their 
eyes, unless the Indians will consent to take a dollar and a quarter an acre with 
all delays and deductions attached, and see one-half of their family estate pass 
forever away to strangers. 

Worse still. The ‘consent’ provided for is their consent to let the Govern- 
ment have half of their country at the Government’s own price, to be paid under 
conditions fixed by the Government alone, or, should their consent to that ar- 
rangement be withheld, to know that the protection of the United States will 
be withdrawn while the struggle goes on between the Indians and the white 
boomers, intruders, and depredators; the one to retain the profitless title, and 
the others to compel its relinquishment. 

It would be idle to pretend, should this bill pass, that the General Govern- 
ment will not give all of its moral support to every plan to obtain the accept- 
ance of its provisions by the Cherokees and the other Indians concerned, 
Would Congress approve the measure by passing it if it did not mean to declare 
that the Indians ought to consent to it? Can it be expected that the same at- 
tacks upon our rights by “boomers,” etc., which the Government has hereto- 
fore righteously attempted to rest@®in and defeat, but to which this bill an- 
nounces that the Government at last succumbs, will not be resumed with 
renewed vigor, and will thenceforth have the meral support if not the direct 
approbation of the Government? 

ENEMIES CREATED BY LEGISLATION, 

By similar thoughtless legislation in 1866, the Cherokee Nation was compelled 
to battle for life in your Halls against two powerful railway corporations, to 
whom Congress had granted the best part of the Indian Territory, provided the 
Cherokee title were first extiaguiched. 

The contest was spread over several years, the railway companies doing their 
utmost to destroy our harmless nationalities by means of ** Territorial bills,” in 
order to realize the benefits of the grant made by Congress contingent on our 
decease as a nation, and the Cherokees spending a world of anxiety and hun- 
dreds of thousands of doliars to put off the evil day. 

It was a hard and cruel position that the Cherokees and other tribes of the 
Territory were placed in, and, although the companies have not been so hostile 
of late years, those statutes which started the war are yet on your books, brist- 
ling with menace to our peace and welfare, 

The nation would be placed, by the same kind of legislation, in the same po- 
sition of antagonism with other powers, should this bill pass. 

THE GEORGIA STRUGGLE RENEWED. 


In still another view the unfortunate Indians of the Territe¥y will be placed 
in much the same position that they occupied when their lands were included 
within the assigned limits of the State of Georgia and other States. This bill 
connects a large portion of the Indian Territory with what is called ‘‘ No Man’s 
Land,” and the whole embraced in the “ Territory of Oklahoma.” Thus the 
Government will be tacitly pledged to extinguish our tribal titles, so far as to 
carry out the pu s of the act. The old struggle will be substantially re- 
newed, with the doleful prospect of gradual contraction, until the tribes are 
crushed out of existence—like that of the solitary victim in the slowly closing 
chamber—further removal west being now out of the question. 

The “ Five Tribes” of the Indian Territory have greatly prospered in their 
present homes under the protecting policy of the United States since 1830. 
Congress is now solicited to announce itself as weary of well-doing, and ready 
to cripple or crush the prosperity which the observance of good faith has ena- 
bled us to realize and exhibit. 

JUDGE BREWER’S DECISION, 

The decision of Judge Brewer, of the United States court, has been referred 
to as determining the right of the Cherokee Nation to what is called the ‘‘ Cher- 
okee Strip,” land covered by our patent, and the right to the possession of 
which, until sold and occupied by friendly Indians, is expressly vested in the 
Cherokee Nation by the sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866. 

The United States district court of Kansas has been given jurisdiction over 
whatever portion of that country is not occupied by the Cherokees, 

The lands sold in trist to the United States and occupied by the Poncas, Paw- 
nees, Ottawas, and Missourias and Osages, being no longer occupied by the Cher- 
kees, fails within the jurisdiction of that court. The act of Congress left to the 
determination ofthe courts whether the remainder of the strip was or was not oc- 
cupied 7 the Cherokees, in one sense or another, in either or neither, whether 
as a nation or as individuals, under patent or treaty, or both, personally or 
through agents; all of these questions—branches of the trunk question of oc- 
cupancy—being left by the act to the opinion of fhe court, but merely for the 
pur and with the object of defining its jurisdiction as to place. 

The Cherokees therefore do not regard Judge Brewer's decision as deciding 
anything more than that indefinite terms were used by Congress to describe 
the extent of the court’s jurisdiction as tothe place—which terms the court was 
authorized to define for itself with that specific object only, and not with the 
view of settling the rights of pay patie to the country without giving them 
notice or hearing—which would be monstrous, 

The Cherokees take this occasion to express their settled belief and under- 
standing that the grant of a patent to their nation by the United States was de- 
signed to and does, so long as the patent is operative and the lands are uncon- 
veyed, give the nation a right not subject to be limited in its exercise to the 
actual personal occupancy of the lands by Cherokee citizens, and not condemned 
to expire for lack of such personal occupancy. 

We do not by ourselves alone occupy one-half of the country patented to us 
east of 96°. Neither does the owner of any estate of any consequence occupy 
much of it except through the agency of employés and substitutes. 

THE ACT OF CONGRESS OF 1883. 

It is also alleged that the Cherokee Nation has bargained away their rights in 
all of the country west of 96°, and has in part received the consideration agreed 
upon. 

reply to this, we stafe the following indisputable facts; 

The Cherokee delegation of 1882-83 were only authorized to negotiate as tothe 
said lands for a better and juster price than had been paid for tracts then occu- 
pied by friendly Indians. They were, by the same instructions, expressly for- 
bidden to treat for the transfer to the United States or to friendly Indians of any 
more lands of the Cherokee domain than those so occupied, except strictly as 
provided by treaty. 

The delegation of 1882-83 reported to the national council that, in conformity 
with their instructions, they had obtained from Congress, upon the recom- 
mendation of the Department, the sum of $300,000, in addition to what had al- 
ready been paid for the tracts then occupied by friendly Indiana. 

This report and information was accepted and acted upon by the Cherokee 
Legislature bona fide, and every proceeding since, of the said Legislature and 
of the courts of the United States before which the question has come, is in per- 
fect harmony with the facts as now stated. 


THE “INDIAN POLICY” OF THE “ FIVE TRIBES.”’ 
Each of the five “civilized” tribes of the Indian Territory has a patent in fee 
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for their lands. If these patents are worth anything whateverthey are wortha 
great deal as evidences of title, if not as surances of use and possession ; but it 
takessomething more than apiece of writing, however formal, explicit, and per- 


tinent to the writer's intentions at the time, to « 
ance ofits purport. It 
want, 
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For timber has been stolen from their patented lands by white 
value of hundreds of thousands of dollars 


Other valuable produ 
t n } x he 
Main have vee 


separated from it and carried off surreptitiously. 
outside cattle have been grazed on the pasture lands of the tribes wit 
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violations of our titles are still taking place 
redress than they would have without a fee-simy 
and with only a treaty guaranty of occupancy still respected by the 
States 
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United 


| 
Such is the state of things for which the tribes wish aremedy. The remedy | 
which the) | 





are presumed, by the frame-work of the American Government, to 
be entitled to as owners of the soil by patent in fee, is an essential concomitant 
of such a title and is put at the service of every other lawful owner of land 
the United States, except an Indian tribe, for the securing of his rights in 
property patented. 

This remedy is the right to apply to and enter the judicial 
ernment. 

he authority to entertain and examine complaints when coming from these 
tribes—as organizations—has not been vested in the courts—they have no juris- 
diction where the tribeas a government is concerned and the tribal property 
is to be protected, and our patent as an evidence of title is no more than waste 
paper in the hands of the nation itself. 

Hence, all sorts of depredations and wrongs are done to the Indians which | 
their possession of a patent was undoubtedly intended to prevent, and would | 
prevent, if the design had been completed and the courts empowered to pro- 
tect Indian nations holding such titles as well as citizens of the United States | 
and foreigners of the white and black races who have similar titles. ; 

In short, any one of the five tribes is made up of a number of Indians duly | 
organized into a company cailed the Seminole Nation, the Creek Nation, ete., | 
as the case may be, which company has been recognized as a legal personality 
by the United States by the grant of a patent in fee to such company or nation; 
and the Indian company, in the Indian view, is as much entitled to the protee- 
tion of their landed rights by the Government through its judécial tribunals as | 
any company of foreign capitalists are who have acquired land from the United 
States with like guaranties 

NATURAL AND GOOD RESULTS OF WELL-DEFINED AND PROTECTED RIGHTS, 

With the jurisdiction of the United States courts thus extended the inter- 
course and relations between Indian and white residents of the Territory wil 
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the 


| 
lls of the Gov- | 

















| 
be extended also, and made more agreeable and profitable. But in any event | 
the nations want the United States court or courts,to whose jurisdiction their | 
citizens must be subject, located within the Territory, as their respective treaties 
provide, 





In pursuance of the ‘‘ Indian policy’ of the Indians of the Indian Territory, 
they, therefore, apply to Congress for the imposition of penalties sufficient to 
restrain the commission of thefts, depredations, and trespasses upon their co: 
mon property by white men not members of the tribe. 

There is no sound reason why one white man should go to prison a year for 


stealing an Indian pony, worth $25, and another white man go wholly free of 


legal blame who steals a thousand dollars’ worth of property ofthe tribe. The | 
guaranties of protection are as strong and stronger in the latter case than inthe | 
former, | 

The result of the constant temptation, presented by the law’s omission toper- | 
sons over whom our nations have no jurisdiction to depredate upon the national | 
property, is this: The intercourse between the two races is more or less ac- } 
companied by distrust and want of cordiality on both sides. Our relations with } 
each other are legally ill-defined, and therefore, to some extent, strained and 
disagreeable. The United States Government is responsible for this condition | 
of things—the result of not enabling our nation to defend its own rights of | 


propessy with the essential weapon presumably placed in the “ nation’s” own 


1and for the very purposes of such defense—our patent in fee. 

If this great obstacle to free business and social communication between the | 
Cherokees and whites were removed, and our local government were author- 
ized to represent and defend in the judicial department of yourGovernmentthe | 
common rights of our people, the cry for the opening of our country to settle- 
ment, or even white settlement, would have no foundation in appearance, as it 
has none in law and decency. 

‘The Cherokees hold their lands in common because it is a cardinal principle 
of their social system that it is equally the duty of government to discourage 
and prevent the greedy elements of human nature from absorbing gifts of na- 
ture intended for all, as it is to foster and encourage all industries that tend to 
enlarge and multiply those gifts without denying to any person his natural 
share. 

The Cherokee Nation, as a body-politic, consequently holds the lands of the 
nation, with the power to regulate the use of those lands so as to prevent any 
monopoly of its benefits. Industry in that direction, the Cherokees think, will 
defeat the ends of government and finally defeat itself. 

But with unrestrained and confident intercourse between the Cherokees 
and such of the outside world as realize the reciprocal benefits of such inter- 
course—the rights of all parties concerned being equaliy well defined and 
guarded—the same state of things will be found in the Cherokee Nation that is 
found elsewhere in the civilized world, where one person or number of persons 
own the land and others assistin cultivating it in one character or another, for 
ajust and lawful consideration, and to their mutual benefit. 

Already thousands of persons not members of the nations are profitably em- 
ployed in developing our resources. Nothing is wanting to dev« lop them f lly, 








while the titles and the status of the Indian tribes remain what they are now, | 
but the protection which the United States has pledged in treaty and patent to | 
be given to the several nations. | 
THE NECESSITIES OF CIVILIZATION, i 
The delezation have in this appeal tried to be just to the necessities and just 
claims of the United States as well astothose of the Indians. Somuch has been 
said about the “ necessities of civilization,” asa plea for taking what is left of 
the red man’s land, that we do not wish to seem to avoid the subject, and run 
the risk of being charged with want of sympathy with it, simply because the 
Indians will be the sufferers. ; ; 
We admit, then, that we do recognize the necessities of civilization, especially 
of American civilization, the highest civilization the world has ever seen. But 
the Cherokees contemplate these necessities, even from their | 


: ! ; ties, | lower plane, as 
not essentially material or pecuniary. Taking patented land or any other 
property by force 1 


y be the act of a high-spirited robber, which he may at- 
tempt to excuse on the p'ea of necessity and an aversion to beg what he is 
bound to have, but the United StatesGovernment never has been and never will 
be reduced to such extremity, and it is not the Indians who have ever pre- 
sumed such a thing possible. The American people never will be driven to 
tue plea of “ necessity’ as an excuse for recalling any act of generosity, or 
for repudiating any pledge in favor of Indians or any other people. As a fact, 
the United States is universally regarded as the richest, most prosperous, most 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman froin New York 
BAKER] attempts to break the force of over five hundred t sand 
titioners asking for the passage of this bill by the assertion that the 
not know what they were doing. m iy to my 1 that this 
multitude of petitioners embrace far 3, the n the la- 
boring men of the nation—the men who create her wealth, the bon 
and sinew of our country. It is a mistake to underestimate t 
telligence. They have exercised the constitutional right of petit 
Their petitions may be disregarded, bu t it be on some other ground 
than the ignorance of the signers. They knew what they were doing 
when they sent their petitions to Congress; and let me assure the gen- 
tleman they will know in the morning what we, their servants, have 
done to-day. Our acts will be discussed in the work-shop and in the 


field throughout the nation. Hundreds of thousands of the citizens of 


Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, Illinois, and Missouri ask speedy and favor- 
able action upon this bill 

Time will not permit me to follow the gentleman further. I propose 
to give the committee the result of 1 investigation of the rights of the 
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Indians in the lands embraced in the proposed Territory of 


and the rights of our fellow-ci 


/klahoma 


Mr. Chairman, it is claimed that we are an ‘“‘intensely ] tical ”’ 
people, but our dealings with the wards of the nation, the Indi have 
been characterized more by sentiment than reason, more by pulse 
than common sense. For one, I shall not claim that the bill under con- 


sideration is perfection, or that it is all that the people demand 
withstanding the fact that it falls short of what mar 
Oklahoma want, yet it ha 

vast territory to actual settlers, and prov ides for the act omplishment ol 
this by justifiable methods. The methods employed are not 
ditious and direct as many of us could wish, yet it will be 
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s a well-defined purpose—the opening of a 
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( 
an earnest on the part of Congress to open Oklahoma 
industry, to the wheel 

In 1834 ‘‘all that part of the United States west of the Mississippi 
and not within the States of Missouri and Louisiana or the Territory 
of Arkansas,’’ was declared by the law to be Indian country. t Stat., 
729.) Therefore the question of restoring to the public domain unoc- 
cupied lands in which Indians claim title 1 new one in our history. 
The Indian Defense Association and its allies sound the alarm in this, 
asin all other legislation which fails to recogn ry pretended claim 
of the Indians The burden of the cry is that the Indian is being 
robbed of his patrimony. The contest now presente senti- 
mentality against common 


ls of commerce, to the tide of trade 


1 is one of 
sense, 
SAVAGERY AGAINST CIVILIZATION, 

indolence against industry; idle wandering Indians against tensof thou- 
sands of industrious, landless citizens. he issue presented by this bill 
is whether by fair legislation millions of acres of the best part of the 
continent, now unoccupied, shall be opened to s: end 
that under the tender care of the homesteader they may be made to 
yield an abundant harvest; or whether they shall remain as now, @ 
waste, the home of wandering 


I 
f 


} 
ttiement, to the 


INDIAN BANDS, HALF-BREEDS 
I speak of the unoccupied lands. The bill under consideration 
tended to plant law and industry where lawlessness and idleness now 
hold undisputed sway; and this, without doing violence to 
table or legal rights of the Indians. 

The criticism of this bill, by the citizen uninfluenc 
sentiment, will be that it does not go far enough in the dire 
early opening of these fertile lands. If any have grounds of complaint 
to its provisions, they are the thousands of husbandmen who stand ready 
to enter upon and till these lands. They are not speculators, they are 
not boomers, they are not trespassers; they are law-abiding American 
citizens, seeking homes for themselves and those whom God has given 
them. They have waited long and patiently; now they demand leg 
lation that shall remove the barriers between them and these lands, 
that shall open these Jands to actual settlers—men who earn their liv- 
ing by the sweat of their brows—this bill, should it become a law, 


will be hailed as an evidence that Congress is willing to do something 
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more substantial th ! homeless people than to simply pass 
high-sounding ré t Do not *‘ break the word of promise to their 
hop | i » it to their The purpose of this me: sure 
is to open the a l i fid tt , not land sharks, about 2 
97R.719 of the ] ) 0 This estimate does not include 
Greer Cou \ 

Com m will give mem 3 an idea of the extent of the proposed 
Territory. it exceeds in area the States of New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, and Delaware com- 
bined; and it is safe to say contains double the number of acres of al 
those States adapted to agriculture. It is larger than East or West 
Viryinia; larger than either Indiana, Maine, or South Carolina. 

‘The Territory of Oklahoma embraces, among r other tracts, the Public 
Land Strip, commonly known as No Man’s Land. There are in - 
strip 3,672,640 acres awaiting the toile ” 3 of the soil. almost every 
susceptible of cultivation. This Public Land Strip is well named; it. is 
ab olutely 

si MAN'S LAND 
Even the dis ange as it may seem, have failed to set up any claim 
to it. Thi caine is nets within the limits of any Territory, organized or 
unorganiz 7 The jurisdiction of no court extends over it. Its inhabi- 
tants can acquire no title to the soil, either by residence or purchase. 
It has thus far been neglected by Congress. Yet this fertile strip con- 
tains more acres than the State ‘of Connecticut; its area is two-and-a- 
halt times greater than Delaware, and four times as large as Rhode 
Island. 
ROTANY BAY. 

The unoccupied portic mn of the Indian Territory included in this bill 
is the ideal refuge of dishonest debtors and outlaws. It is the Botany 
Bay of the United States. “There may be those who will challeng the 
correctness of this statement; yet, sir, I have spoken the words of ‘trath 
and soberness. I have understated rather than overstated the facts 
to the condition of the district named. Itake it for granted there ieee 
one more compe tent ¢ to speak of the true condition of the Indians there 
than General Nelson A. Miles. His position gave him better opportu- 
nities to learn the actual state of society than almost any other man 
in the Union; certainly better than a junketing committee passing 


throngh the country. 
and impartiality. Above all, he can not be accused of sympathy with 
the boomer or his methods. General Miles, in his annual report for 
1885, says it— 


None will question his intelligence or fairness 


is now a block in the pathway of civilization. It is preserv ed to perpetuate a 
mongrel race far removed from the influence of a civilized people, a refuge fo 
the outlaws and indolent of whites, blacks, and Mexicans. The vices intro- 


duced by these classes are rapidly de stroying the Indians by disease. Without 


courts of justice or public institutions, without roads, bridges, or highways, it 
is simply a dark blot in the center of the m: ap of the United States. 


BLOCK IN THE PATHWAY OF CIVILIZATION. 

Pass this bill, Mr. Speaker, and the ‘‘ block in the pathway of civil- 
ization ’’ will soon be removed by the hand of commerce; and the 
“dark blot’’ that now disfigures the map of the United States will be 
erased by an enlightened, happy, and prosperous people. Seventeen 
bands of Indians, numbering g in all 10,374, occupy, ‘‘ Indian fashion,’ 
11,685,035 acres, or nearly one-half of the Indian country that is in- 
cluded in the proposed Territory of Oklahoma. 

To each man, woman, and child of this mongrel squad of Indians, 
sguaw men, mulattoes, negroes, and half-breeds, now supported by the 
Government in squi lor and idleness, is set apart over 1,000 acres of the 
choice land of the Union. 
majority—of the occupants of these lands do absolutely nothing. 
have not the 


ENERGY O} 


A large percentage—I think it safe to say a 
They 
THE CHASE OR THE GENIUS OF THE FISHERMAN, 
They are an incumbrance to the soil, a standing impediment to the ad- 
vancement in the arts and sciences of the five civilized tribes, and a 
menace to the peaceable citizen on No Man’s Land. For their own good 
and possible reclamation a government over them for the administration 
of law and the enforcement of order is demanded as an act of humanity 
to the Indians. The opposition to a Territorial government that shall 
establish justice, enforce Jaw, and insure order comes not from any of 
the Indians residing in that part of the Indian country included within 
the territorial limits of Oki: thoma, but it comes from those who claim 
~ represent the five civilized tribes, the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, the 

Creeks, the Seminoles, and the Cherokees. 

Their agents and attorneys, in arguments before the committee, did 
not object simply to this bill, but they strenuously protested against 
the passage of any law that should recognize the right of the white 
man to settle on any of the lands in the Indian Territory included in 
Oklahoma. 


not at all. 


These lands they demand shall be occupied by Indians or 
In other words, 
NO WHITE TRASH NEED APPLY. 
There are those whose sentimentality leads them to champion such a 
position. They are those who view the noble red man as Job’s war- 
horse sniffed the battle—from afar off. They are those who are brought 
in contact with the Indians at long range. 
The civilized tribes— 
Says the Creek representative— 
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‘ ild prefer the terrors of the blizzard rather than to at 
uman cyclone from Kansas, Missouri, and Texas— 
Sh hould this bill become a law. 
» Hi uwkins, an educated Choctaw, 


npt to 
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he attorney of his tribe 
before the ¢ 
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3 elbow, in a carefully prepared argument ommittee 
on Territory used this language: 

iis bill opens the sluice-ways to admit to this Territory the out rings and 
offscourings of American jails and prisons, the hords of fugitives n justice, 














escapec d murderers and thieves, banished rourks and t pe outlaws 1d 
subjects totheir merciless and disorderly rulea people comparatively law abid- 
perous, and happ} 
This language, when it is not proposes d by this bill tointerfere with 
an inch o f soil owned and occupied by them. 
Again he says 
If the Territorial government of Oklahoma shall be organized, as provided 
in this bill the ruin of our tribes and people will be speedy and complete. First 
will appear the scum of whit > vagabondage, which is always borne on the sur- 
ace nd at the front of the wave of Western immigation of the American 
peop! 
THE AVANTCOUREURS OF CIVILIZATION. 


{am not informed in what school this ‘‘ civilized ’’ Indian learned the 
chi iracter of the Western pioneers, the men who, by their sufferings, 
their tireless energy, their indomitable courage, have been the av = 
coureurs of civilization from the Atlantic to the Pacific. I fear tha 
many of the spokesmen of the Indians spend more of their time in the 

enervating atmosphere of Washington than in the invigorating atmos- 
phere of the great West. ‘Theiropinions, I fear, have been formed from 
their association with the impecunious horde that infest the national 
capital, whose occupation as Indian lobbiest would be gone should this 
bill become a law. They claim that the tribal relations which are sa- 
cred to them will be doomed should a Territory be organized on the 
west of the five civilized tribes. Should this bill pass, they say: 


The tribal rights of the Indians, to the maintenance of which the natic ynal 
faith of the American Republic has been so often pledged, will rapidly melt away. 
iE ven their tribal existence, which has been guarantied to them by so many 
solemn treaties, will be e xting guished, 


Should this prophecy be fulfilled the occupation of many Washing- 
ton City Indians will be gone; the language used must express their 
fears rather than the judgment of the Indians who reside in the Terri- 
tory. The substitute which the gentleman from Georgia gave notice 
thi ut he would offer for the pending bill proposes to take most of the 
lands included in Oklahoma and pay the Indians no more than is pro- 
posed in the bill. Are they sincere in their predictions of evil, and 
that continually, to the tribal rights of the Indians, should Oklahoma 
be organized on the west? Certain it is that these tribes for many 
years have been hemmed in on three sides by States. On the north 
by Kansas, on the east by Missouri and Arkansas, on the south ] 
Texas. It is their boast that, thus environed— 


No other nation on earth spends so much per capita for educational purposes 


as the five civilized tribes, and that they have virtually solved the problem « of 
Indian civilization— 


That to-day— 
they are more orderly and law-abiding and peaceable than the average 
ican communities. 

Without stopping to question the accuracy of this statement, may 
we not congratulate them upon their progress, and suggest that they 
owe this blessing, not tothe wild territory on their west, occupied if at all 
by a mongrel race, but to the great States by which they are bounded 
and their Christianizing influences? Would not their condition be fur- 
ther improved by the establishment of a Territorial government on their 
immediate west, where law, order, and intelligence would reign, rather 
than as now—chaos, turbulence, ‘and ignorance? When they moved 
from east of the Mississippi to their present homes they sought com- 
panionship with organized communities. They settled on the east- 
ern rather than the western border of their reservations, that they 
might be the nearer the white man. Taking their statement as true, 
certainly their present condition bespeaks the wisdom of that choice 

Mr. Chairman, I now propose to examine separately, as far as my time 
will permit, the ‘claim of the civilized tribes to the lands in Oklahoma. 
(The map which I make a part of my remarks shows clearly the pro- 
posed territory of Oklahoma and the lands of the five civilized tribes. ) 
To do this, tedious and _ uninteresting as it may be, it becomes neces- 
sary to examine the leading provisions of the various treaties entered 
into between the United States and these tribes from 1820 down to the 
present time. 
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THE CHOCTAWS AND CHICKASAWS 
The Choctaws and Chickasaws’ claims are one and the same, and 
we will so consider them. The home of the Choctaws prior to 1820 
was in Mississippi. In that year those of them who lived ‘‘by hunt- 
ing and would not work ’’ negotiated for ‘‘a country beyond the Mis- 
sissippi’’ where they might be collected and settled together. To ac- 
complish this certain lands west of the river were ceded to the Choc- 
taws. (7 Stat., 210.) By treaty of 1825 the boundaries of the ceded 
lands were corrected. Soon a new difficulty arose. TheState of Mis- 
sissippi extended its laws over the Choctaws remaining in that State. 
The President of the United States declared his inability to protect 
them ‘‘from the operation of these laws.’’ This gave rise to the treaty 
of September 27, 1830, between the United States and the Choctaws. 


CLAIMS. 
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Territorial government over these lands, 
| be compelled to use the Army to main- 


ing to the establishment of a 
and that the President sha 


tain this wall of prejudice and sentimentality against immigration, 
against commerce, against civilization. The legal title to these lands 
is in the United States, in trust for the people, who have rights that 
Congress should not ignore, rights that the Indian should be made to 
respec 
THE RIGHT WHICH THE CHEROKEES CLAIM, 
Mr, Chairman, we now come to the discussion of the right which the 


ain a Chinese 


State of Kansas, 


Cherokees claim to main 
south of and adjoining the 
Outlet. 

This strip for years has been leased by cattle syndicates, and it is 
claimed that a few Indian chiefs and headmen have appropriated the 
lion’s share of the money to their individual use. As might be 
expected, they are resisting the passage of this bill, claiming that the 
Congress of the United States is prohibited by treaty stipulations and 
solemn guaranties from the formation of any Territory that shall em- 
brace within its limits any part of this outlet. Let us examine the 
grounds of theirclaim. To do this it becomes necessary to hurriedly 
at least view the treaties between the United States and the Cherokees. 
In 1808 the tribe divided into two bands; one desired to engage in the 
pursuit of agriculture in the country they then occupied —Georgia; 
the other desired to coptinue the hunter life. The scarcity of game 
where they then lived made them anxious to move across the Missis- 
sippi River, where game abounded. 

The treaties of 1817 and 1819 (7 Stat., 156 and 195) provided for ex- 
changing with the latter band lands west for a part of the Cherokee 


wall around 6,000,000 acres 
and known as the Cherokee | 


lease 


lands in the State of Georgia. This band removed to their new home, 
the Indian Territory. ‘The Georgians were anxious that the other 


band of Cherokees remaining in their State should join their less civil- 
ized brethren west of the Mississippi. This led to the treaties of 1828, 
1833, and 1835 (7 Stat., 310, 414, and 478) by which 7,000,000 of acres 
were ceded to the Cherokees as a permanent home. This tract was 
designated with particularity by metes and bounds. The treaties pro- 

idad ‘ ° 
vided that: 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Indians a perpetual outlet 
west and afree and unmolested use of all the country lying west of the western 
boundary of said 7,000,000 of acres as far west as the sovereignty of the United 
States and their right of soilextend. (7 Stat., 415.) 


PERPETUAL OUTLET. 

The purpose of this ‘‘ perpetualoutlet’’ was to enable them to reach 
the Great West that abounded in all kinds of game. 

At this time, 1835, the Cherokees claimed that the lands that had been 
ceded to them as a home, that is, the 7,000,000 acres, were not sufficient 
“for the accommodation of the whole nation on theirremoval westof the 
Mississippi.’? Accordingly, the United States sold them 800,000 acres 
in nddition to the 7,000,000 acres theretofore ceded them. For these 
additional lands the Cherokees paid $500,000. These Cherokee neutral 
jands, and not the 7,000,000 acres, were to be conveyed to the Chero- 
kees ‘‘and their descendants in fee-simple.”’ (7 Stat., 480.) It is no- 
where provided that any of the otherlands, that is, the 7 000, 000 acres, 
or the outlet, were to be thus conveyed. "It is true that it was stipu- 
Jated in article 3 of the treaty of 1835— 

‘That the lands above ecded— 

That is, the 7,000,000 tract— 
by the treaty of February 14, 1833, including the outlet, and those ceded by this 
treaty 

That is, the neutral lands— 
shali all be included in one patent, executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians 
by the President of the United States, according to the provisions of the act of 
May 28, 1830, 

To determine what title was conveyed by this patent to the 7,000,000 
acres and the outlet, it is necessary to examine the statute, the provis- 
ions of which were to control the President in executing the patent to 
the lands. Upon an examination it will be found that the act of 1830, 
named in the treaty, is one providing for the exchange of lands with 
Indians residing in any of the States or Territories. The third section 
of this act authorizes the President to issue patent to any nation or tribe 
*‘for lands given to them in exchange,’’ and concludes with these 
words: 


Provided, always, That such lands shall revert to the United States if the In- 
dians become extinct or abandon the same. (4 Stat., 411.) 


The lands given the Cherokees for a perpetual home were given them 
in exchange for lands in Georgia. Therefore, the only title they ac- 
quired in these lands, including the outlet, was one limited by the con- 
ditions named in the act of May 28, 1830. Net so with the neutral 
lands. They were not given in exchange for other lands; they were 
sold by the United States to the Cherokees for so much money. As to 
them there was no condition-subsequent. The title to the neutral land 
‘was in fee-simple. 


sc 


NOLDEN Vs, JOY. 

Keeping this distinction in mind, it will be found that the case of 
Holden vs. Joy (17 Wallace, 211) has no application to the 7,000,000 
acres or the outlet. In that case the Supreme Court only passed on 
the title that the Cherokees acquired in the 800,000 acres which they 
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purchased from the United States in 1835, for $500,000, and sold to 
oo Joy in 1867, at and for the sum cf $800,000. On December 31, 

838, in pursuance to the treaty of 1835 and the act of + ay 28, 1830 
ibe United States issued to the Cherokees a patent for 13,574,135 acres 
of land, by metes and bounds, exclusive of the 800,000 acres contained 
in the c herokee neutral lands. In no treaty hz ud the outlet been de- 
fined other than by the general words ‘‘a perpetual outlet west.’ 
There was no statute or treaty from which the number of acres in the 
outlet could be ascertained. It seems to have been arbitrarily assumed 
by the authorities that all of the unassigned lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, at the time of the execution of the treaty of 1835, were included 
in the perpetual outlet west. In every treaty the lands ceded to the 
Cherokees as a home were limited to 7,000,000 acres. These were fixed 
and determined by well-defined boundaries. 3eyond this, an outlet, 
a passage to the west, only was granted. Why were 6,574,135 acres 
of land patented to the Cherokees as an outlet? The explanation of 
this is, I apprehend, that the President, at the time of the execution 
of the ‘patent (1838), regarded these lands bordering on the then Great 
American Desert of so little value, either present or prospective, that, 
had there been three times as much of the Indian Territory remaining 
— to other tribes, all would have been dumped in the patent 

‘perpetual outlet west.’’ 

No distinction was made in the granting clause between the lands 
granted to the Cherokees as a permanent home and those granted to 
them as an outlet. Yet it is true that a marked and well defined dis- 
tinction is made between the land ceded as a home and that granted as 
an outlet, in every treaty between the United States and the Chero- 
kees. If, under a state of facts similar to those in this case, a patent 
had been issued to a corporation for over 6,000,000 acres of land, it 
would have been canceled on the ground that there was no law au- 
thorizing it. The manifest intent of the United States, as expressed 
in treaty stipulations, was to provide 

A PERMANENT HOME FOR THE CHEROKEES, 


This was done by setting aside the 7,000,000 acres of land. In addi- 
tion to this an easement was granted them over the lands of the 
United States as far west ‘‘as the sovereignty of the Government ex- 
tended.’’ Let me here call the attention of the House to the language 
of Judge Brewer in United States vs. Soule e¢ al., decided in the United 
States circuit court for the districtof Kansas in June of last year. That 
distinguished jurist says: 

Manifestly, Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acres as a home, and that was 
thereafter to be regarded as set aside and occupied, because, as expressed in the 
preamble of the treaty, Congress was intent upon securing a permanent home; 
beyond that the guaranty was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for 
passage ground, over which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoccupied do- 
main west. But while the exclusive right to this outlet was guarantied, while 
patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was described and intended obvi- 
ously as an outlet and not asa home. (U.S. vs.Soule et al., 30 Fed. R., page 918.) 

The learned judge expressly overrules United States vs. Rogers (23 
Federal Reports, 658) decided by Judge Parker and relied upon by the 
minority of the committee and by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
BARNES] in his argument. Judge Brewer in 1887 placed the same 
construction upon the interest of the Cherokees in the outlet as John 
C. Calhoun in 1821 gave while Secretary of War. In a letter dated at 
the Department of War, October 8, 1821, addressed to certain chiefs of 
the Cherokee Nation in regard to the removal of certain parties from 
the outlet, he says: 

It is to be always understood that in removing the white settlers from 
Lovely’s purchase for the purpose of giving the outlet promised you to the 
West, you acquire thereby no rights to the soil, but merely toan outlet, of which 
you Appear to be already apprised, and that the Government reserves to itself 


ihe right of making such ‘disposition as it may | think proper with regard to the 
salt springs upon that tract of country. * 
J. C. CALHOUN. 


TEKE-F-TOKE, JoHN Jo“uyY, BLACK Fox, 
W. Wrsser, THOMAS GRAVES, 
Chiefs of Arkansas Cherokees, 


NO RIGHT TO THE SOIL. 

The Cherokees were to acquire ‘‘no right to the soil ”’ in the Outlet; 
it was to be a passage to the West. Nothing more. Of this, if we are 
to believe the statements contained in Mr. Calhoun’s letter, the Chero- 
kees ‘‘ were apprised ’’ as early as 1821. Certain it is this letter gives 
the understanding of the United States and Cherokees as to the Outlet. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] in his able argument con- 

tended, as I remember, that the construction given by Mr. Calhoun of 
the interest that the Indians were to have in the Outlet was undoubtedly 
the correct one as to any promises or guaranties relating thereto down 
to the time the letter of October 8, 1821, was written by that distin- 
guished statesman. Butitis claimed that when the United States com- 
eal negotiations to induce the Cherokees east of the Mississippi to 
join their brethren west of the Mississippi, another and different con- 
tract was entered into as to the title of that tribe in and to the Outlet. 
Upon this proposition I take issue with the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia. To my mind his position is not sustained by the record. 

The first treaty in which the 7,000,000 acres are set aside by — 3 
and bounds to the Cherokees as a permanent home is that of May ( 
1828. (7 Stat., 311.) It was in this treaty thatthe Government ex- 
pressed— 


its anxious desire to secure tothe Cherokee Nation of Indians, as well as those 








1888. 


now living within the Territory of Arkansas, as th 
ers who reside in the States east of the Mis 


» of their friends and broth- 
and who may wish to n 
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their brothers of the West, a permanent home 
In thisinstrument we find Mr. Calhoun’s letter referred to as follows: 
The Cherokees, resti also upon the pledges given them by the President 
of the United States and the Secretary of War (Mr. Calhoun), of March, 1818 


ai tober 1 
and October 8, 18 


What was the pledg 


‘egard to the outlet west. 


e of the Secretary of Warasto thisOutlet? That 
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intruders upon it were to be removed, but that the Indians were toac- | 


quire no right to the soil in the Outlet. 
lands a 
bounded. 


regardin 


It is in this treaty that the 


It is in this treaty we find Mr. Calhoun’s letter referred to 
the outlet west and that outlet first defined, as follows: 


y 


d 


In addition to the 7,000,000 of acres thus provided for and bounded, the Unit« 
States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west. 


This general description of the Outlet is followed word for word in 
all the subsequent treaties with the Cherokees. In the terse language 
of Mr. Calhoun, it gave the Cherokees no right to the soil. 

It was not territory for residence— 

Says Judge Brewer— 


} 


but for passage ground over which the the Che ees might pass to all t! 


unoccupied domain west. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] in an able and ingenious 
argument contends that by the terms of the treaty of August 6, 1846, 
(9 Stat. 971), the United States placed a different construction upon 


rok m 


1€ 


the interest of the Cherokees in the soil of the Outlet than that given | 


by Mr. Calhoun in his letter of October 8, 1821. The treaty will be 
searched in vain for asingle sentence or word that sustains the gentle- 
man. That treaty was only for the purpose of settling ‘‘ certain diffi- 
culties’? that existed between members of the Cherokee Nation. That 
portion of the Cherokee people known as the ‘‘ Old Settlers’’ or ‘‘ West- 
ern Cherokees’’ claimed the right to exclude the Cherokees who, prior 
to 1828, resided east of the Mississippi from any interest in the lands 
west of the Mississippi. This claim was decided against the ‘Old 
Settlers,’’ and it was determined by this treaty of 1846 that the home 
west of the Mississippi ‘‘ became the common property of the whole 
Cherokee Nation by the operation of the treaty of 1828.”’ (9Stat. 873.) 
CONSTRUCTION GIVEN BY MR. CALHOUN, 

This again recognizes the correctness of the construction given by Mr. 
Calhoun to the interest of the Cherokees in the Outlet, namely, that 
they acquired no interest in the soil thereof. 
passage. 

The treaty of 1846 can not be tortured into the support of the position 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BARNES]. 

Here let us examine the treaty of 1866 regarding this outlet. 
treaty contained this provision: 

The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of 96 degrees. 

That is, on any part of the Cherokee Outlet which is embraced in 
the Territory of Oklahoma. The treaty further provided that the lands 
upon which friendly Indian tribes might be settled should be— 


That 


Conveyed in fee simple to each of said tribes to be held in common, or by their | 


members in severalty, as the United States might decide, (14 Stat., 804.) 


Their right was that of 


signed the Cherokees as a permanent home are for the first time | 


The United States, and not the Cherokees, were to determine how | 


the lands should be conveyed. 
The wonderful physical changes that had been wrought in the coun- 
try westof the Mississippi since 1835, rendered in 1866, the further use 


of the Outlet ‘‘as a passage-ground over which the Cherokees might | 7 


pass to all the unoccupied West’’ unnecessary. 
THE UNOCCUPIED WEST 

of 1835, was in 1866 the home of hundreds of thousands of American 
citizens, living under State and Territorial governments. In 1835 
the Indian Territory barely touched the suburbs of civilization; in 1866 
it was environed by churches and school-houses. 
apparently rendered an “‘outlet’’ a necessity in 1835 had ceased to ex- 
ist in 1866. 

This changed condition should not be lost sight of in construing the 
treaty of 1866 and the acts of the Cherokees thereunder. In 1866 the 
Cherokees, having no use for the outlet as a passage to the West, sold all 
their interest in it to the United States. 

Under the treaties the Cherokees had ‘‘no right in the soil,’’ nor could 
they settle upon any of the lands in the Outlet (16 Attorney-General, 
470). Thelands guarantied to them as a home were the 7,000,000 acres 
east of the nfnety-sixth degree west longitude; upon these they could 
settle. In these they had an interest in the soil. Not an acre of that 
tract is in the least affected by the bill under consideration. In ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the treaty of 1866 just cited, the United 
States, consistent with what was then the policy of the Government 
regarding the unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory, settled several 
tribes of Indians on the eastern part of the Outlet. The Osages and 
Kaws settled upon all that part of the Outlet between the ninety- 
sixth degree west longitude and the Arkansas River, a tract comprise 
ing 1,566,304 acres, for which the Cherokees were paid $1,091,412, or 
70 cents an acre. Five bands of Indians—the Nez Perces, the Poncas, 
the Otoes, the Missourias, and the Pawnees—were settled on the west 
bank of the Arkansas, their territory aggregating 551,732.14 acres. 
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The lands assigned these fi tribes we assesse 
at 47.49 cents peracre, except the Pawnee lands, being 14 
which e valued at 70 cents rhe p was fixed t c 

1 accor » with the provisions the treaty of 1st ( 

3 e¢ | the purchas nd t bands of I 

i in occuy | these land I t t assage-Wwa 
¢ el the 
guarantied to the Che : l b Its 
entrance, its mouth, has thus been blocked 1 h nt 
It is true that the treaty ce r this outlet t e | r 
provides that the Cherokee Nation was 
to reta rig f possession « 1 
west of t nety-sixth de ‘ f t 

Until sale and occupancy they we to t t 
possession and jurisdiction as be r OSS¢ 
tion over this tract, in the langua of Ju er, Wi 
than that ot 

n outlet, not territory for resid for 

might pass to all the unoccupied d ain west 

The unoccupied domain west had becom« 

| having no further use for this tra for pa 

United States the easement they had in ! 
money in their pockets. In pursuance of | 

1866 and the desire of the Cherokees, upon f 
| General Francis Walker, Commissioner of Indian A! 

29, 1872 (17Stat., 190) was passed, authorizing tl 

President and Secretary of the Int r to make appraiseme of t ( 
lands * * * and of the land of the Os Ind - the Ir ; 
and south of the southern e of Kansa ded t United S$ 
Cherokee | ns 

In accordance with this act an appraisement w adein 1877. T 
price of the lands occupied by the Pawnees was fixed at 70 cents an 
and the remainder of the lands, 6,344,562.01, were valued at 47.4 
per acre. This appraisement was regarded as fair 1 just by the 

| dians and the United States. The Cherokees two or three yea 

the appraisement complained that the Government in locating Ind 
upon the Outlet settled them on the eastern and best portion ing 
unoccupied the western and poorest portion, while they were be I 
for but little more than the lands actually occupied by other Indians. 
They claimed, and I think justly, that the lands, having been appraised, 
their value thus ascertained, they should be paid the « ¢ fixed 
thereon; that is, $3,174,047.30, with interest. 

This amount with reasonable interest the United States sl ] 
paid. The Secretary of the Interior, Hon. 8. J. Kirkwood 1882 
with reference to this claim of the Cherokees, says 

I think in this matter the Cherokees have some se of « 
have not been fairly dealt by. I think also that their de 
payment for all the land is not quite reasonable, and that t 
terest as set forth in their communication to me is extra 

Then he proposes a remedy, as follows: 

If the United States should pay them the apy sed va 17.4 

| for as much land in the extreme western i ul 
as has been occupied he eastern and n slua por 
any just I nplaint would be re l H. Ex. D 
| Congress se i 

\s I have heretofore shown, there had been taken in eastern pal 
of the outlet west of the Arkansas River by the five t l, 
732 acres, which at the assessed value (47.49 cents ] ould 

| amount to $262,017.50. Three years prior to this recor endat ‘ 
| Cherokees had been paid-$300,000. Theact of June 26,1580 
248), expressly provided that the $300,000 was to be paid the ¢ 
out of funds due them under appraisement of their lands west « 
Arkansas River. It must have been paid on all the for { 
time the appraised lands upon which Indians had been settled I 
to $265,404.27. (S. Ex. Doe. 19, Forty-seventh Congre 
sion.) In 1881 they were paid nearly $50,000 for the I: 
the Poncas. This brings us to the payment of $300,000 1 
cordance with the recommendation of Secretary Kirkwood ut to 
pay the Cherokees for as much land in the western port of the « 
| as had been occupied in the eastern, and thus in the opil 
Secretary remove all just groudsofcomplaint. The Cherokees: ed 
this money, and for a time acquiesced in the opin t 
of the Interior. 

This last $300,000 was to be paid the Cherokees ‘‘« t e 
under appraisements for Cherokee lands west of the -\ nsas River. 
(23 Stat., 624.) It will be observed that this, as we i ie appropri 
ation of a like amount in 1880, recognizes the justice of the essment, 
of which the Cherokees had not complained, and the further fact that 
that assessment had created a ‘‘ fund due. The Departmen 
Interior ‘‘ holds that the above-named appropriations were L 

ACCOUNT OF ALL THE LANDS 
of the Cherokee Nation lying west of the Arkansas ] i 
Doc. 19, Forty-eighth Congress, second session The In - 
strated by their demands that in their opinion the | S d 
purchased their interest in the outlet. 

On January 11, 1882, Daniel H. Ross and R. W ( kee 


ee 











6754 


delegates, and W. A. Philli; pecial agent, addressed a letter to Hon. 
8S. J. Kirkwood, Secretary of the Interior, in which they claimed that 
the 6,344,562 acres of the Cherokee Outlet were appraised by the Sec- 
retary and the President as the law directed in June, 1879, at 47.49 
cents per acre, making an aggregate of $3,013,032. They said: 


There is due us interest from Ju J 


’ 
1s 


at t) rate of 5 per cent Upon tl { punt 
They add 
there has been paid $350,000, which sum has passed to our credit— 
low? Onapartor all of the land? The letter says the amount 
passed to their—the Cherokees’ —credit— 


ums paid on our lands thus appraised at an aggregate for the entire tract. 


It will thus be seer 
They add— 
that there has been a fall recognition of the amount thus due us bythe Presi 


dent, by the Department, and ‘ We have not so far been able te se- 


cure fall payment. 
AGGREGATE AMOUNT THEN DUE AND PAYABLE. 

The Cherokees in the letter just cited, by which they claimed there 
had been a sale of all their interest in the ‘‘Outlet’’ to the United 
States, and that the amount at which the lands had been appraised 
constitutedan ‘‘aggregate’’ amount then due and payable—in this same 
letter they further claim that the treaty of 1866 ‘‘had inall essential 
particulars been setaside.’’ This was notcontroverted by the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior. Then they saw anadvantage in holding that 
the treaty of 1866 was no longer regarded as binding by either party. 

They now claim that itis in full force, and while they received $648, - 
389.46 “‘ out of funds due them under the appraisement in 1877 of the 
entire Outlet, yet that this money was paid to and received by them 
upon the express understanding that none but Indians were to occupy 
any of the lands so appraised and paid for, and that the Government 
had the power legally to open to its citizens for settlement any portion 
of such tract.’? For one, | do not recognize their claim as either just 
or legal. Ido not believeit represents the judgment of the better class 
of Indians. Iam not disposed to encourage a few chiefs, head men, 
and lobbyists in their attempt to play 

DOG IN THE MANGER 

regarding these lands. ‘The public domain belongs to the people and 
should, as a matter of right, be opened to settlement by the people. 
‘They shall not be excluded therefrom by my vote or my influence, by 
son of a claim such as that set up by the Cherokees in this case, a 
laim founded upon sentiment and kept alive by prejudice. I believe 
hat Congress unquestionably possesses the power to open these unoc- 
cupied lands to settlement by paying the Cherokees an amountof money 
equal to the assessed value thereof in 1877, with reasonable interest 
thereon. 

Congress, if necessary, should not hesitate to exercise this power. 
The bul under consideration excludes the citizen from these lands until 
the assent of the Cherokees is obtained, and proposes to pay them $1.25 


re 
} 
Cc 
4 
t 


an acre, less the expense of sale and the amount they have hereto- | DAR 3 axe , 
I y | me the favor and justice especially to put this in black and white on the record, 


fore received thereon; thus giving them for the 6,022,224 acresof un- 
ocenpied lands in the outlet 77.51 cents per acre more than the same 
lands were appraised at by the President under the treaty of 1866. 


Should this bill become a law the money to be paid the Cherokees | 


under it, placed at 4 per cent. interest, would yield these Indians an 
annual income three times as great as that now received by them from 
the cattle syndicates as lease money. 

Prudence as well as wisdom would seem to dictate to the Cherokees 
to lose no time in accepting a proposition soliberalin itsterms. They 
need look for nothing better. To this the gentleman from Georgia 
{ Mr. Barnes] does not object. In the substitute which he gives no- 
tice he will offer he proposes to take the lands in the same manner 
and at the same prices proposed in this bill. It is the establishment 
of the territory to which he objects. The very thing that is necessary 
to protect the Indians during the negotiation for these lands and the 
thing that is absolutely necessary to protect them and the settlers after 
negotiations are completed. This substitute means chaos; the bill 
under consideration, order. 

CATTLE SYNDICATI \ GIGANTIC MONOPOLY. 

It is a well-known fact that over 6,000,000 acres of the Cherokee Out- 
let are now, and for years have been, in the possession and control of a 
cattlesyndicate—agiganticmonopoly. Itis claimed thatamongitsmem- 
bers are men of sufficient influence to defeat any legislation looking to the 
opening of these lands to the tillers of thesoil. Thissyndicate, by reason 
of its occupancy of this immense tract, is enabled annually to put hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars into the pockets of its members. They 
pay a nominal rental for the exclusive use and occupancy of these lands, 
over which immense herds of cattle range, exempted from taxation. 
‘The cattle upon this strip can not be reached by execution. The dis- 
honest creditors may there have hundreds of thousands of dollars of 
other people’s money invested in stock, yet while upon the Cherokee 
Ontlet he can laugh at all processes issued from civil courts for its col- 
lection. 

CITY OF REFUGE, 


It is the ‘‘city of refuge’’ for those who have an abundance but 
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would avoid the payment of their honest debts. They occupy these 
lands under leases made in violation of the statutes of the United States, 
yet are exempted from criminal proseeution. They have no legal right 
whatsoever to remain upon the land. The President has ample and 
full authority to compel them and their herds to be removed there- 
from at any time. - There is no power vested in any officer of the Gov- 
ernment to render these pretended leases lawful or valid. They remain 
there either through the indifference or favoritism of those whose plain 
duty it is to act in the premises. These points are all decided by At- 
torney-General Garland in opinion of July 21, 1885. He but enlarges 
upon the opinion of Attorney-General Devens. (16 Op., 470). 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL GARLAND. 

The learned gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] contends that 
all Attorney-General Garland said about the syndicate leases in the 
Cherokee Outlet was obiter dictum. ‘The ex-Secretary of the Interior, 
and present Justice of the Supreme Court, in response to whose ques- 
tions the opinion was given, did not so regard the utterances of the 
legal advisers of the Administration. In his last annual report he 
says: 

The Attorney-General holds there is no warrant of law— 

For the— 
existing arrangements for the privilege of grazing cattle thoreon-- 

That is on the Cherokee Strip. 

That part of the Attorney-General’s opinion relating to tht syndicate 
leases of the Outlet, instead of being obiter dictum was a plain exposi- 
tion of the law upon the state of facts submitted to him by the Depart- 
mentof the Interior. The opinion isdenounced as obiter dictum, ‘‘extra 
official,’’? not because that opinion and the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent issued in accordance with the law therein expressed, brought finan- 
cial ruin to many small holders of cattle in other parts of the Indian 
Territory, but the opinion is denounced because he did not go out of 
his way to shield the cattle syndicate. 

The Attorney-General did not go outside the facts in rendering his 
opinion. He knew what he was doing then, and still adheres to the 
views of the law as then expressed, notwithstanding the fierce criticism 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], ‘The opinion applies 
the plain provisions of the statutes regarding the leasing of Indian 
lands (sec. — Revised Statutes]. ‘The Attorney-General fully compre- 
hended the question submitted and is not disposed to retreat under the 
fireopened upon him by thesyndicate. Ishall here submit a letter from 
that official, which I am enabled, through the kindness of the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, to use. It will explain itself: 

Marcu 5, 188s, 

Drar MR. SprincGer: I notice in yesterday’s REcORD, in Mr. BARNES’s speech, 
page 1790, it is stated my opinion on cattle leases was obiter dictum, not based on 
acts, etc. 
bien make it plain for once and forever, thatopinion was in direet re- 
sponse to the questions propounded by Mr. Lamar. I havenothing to do with 
facts but as they come to me from the Departments asking my opinion, and to 


respond to their questions. 
Further on Mr. Barnes does say, Lamar extended his inquiry, ete. Now do 





— I answered what was put to me by Mr. Lamar. Please don’t failto do 
this, 
Yours, truly, 
A. H. GARLAND. 

Notwithstanding all this the gentleman from Georgia insists that the 
failure of the President to cause the removal of the cattle from the 
Cherokee Outlet, held there under arrangements with the Cherokee Live- 
Stock Association, that this fact was conclusive evidence that the opin- 
ion of Mr. Garland was not regarded as good law. It is true he did 
cause the 

CATTLE TO BE REMOVED SUMMARILY 

and at great loss to the owners from other parts of the Indian country, 
What arguments or influence induced him to permit this rich and in- 
fluential syndicate to remain in the undisputed possession of the Chero- 
kee Outlet I am unable to say. This I do know, that Secretary Lamar 
directed that this monopoly— 


be informed that any so-called lease or other arrangements into which they or 
any other parties may enter with the Cherokee Nation for the occupation of the 
Cherokee Outlet with their cattle for grazing purposes will be subject to cancel- 
lation or discontinuance by the Department at any time. 

Certain it is, from this language, Mr. Lamar entertained no doubt 
as to the power vested in him to declare their ‘‘ so-called leases’? null 
and void. He further recommends in his annual report-— 


that Congress should set its seal of approval or disapproval upon the oceupa- 
tion of Indian lands. by individuals and associations of white men for grazing 
purposes. (R. See. In. 87, page 31.) 


He then adds: 

The occupation of these lands by white men with their cattle, under so-called 
leases for grazing purposes, if of any present benefit to the Indians, is not con- 
ducive to their future well-being. (Id.) 

The hope of the future of the Indian lies in the early breaking up 
of the tribal relations and the localization of the individuals of the 
tribes upon separate allotments of land, and thus become individual 
Yee-holders, clothed with the privileges and trusted with the duties of 
American citizenship. 


When once he is located in his homestead—the bulwark of American progress 
and liberty— 
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[Mr. BARNES] gives the President very little, if any, greater powers Mr. Chairman, the greatest word painter of t} ‘ lf 
than henow has under the law of March 3, 1885 (23 Stat., 384), which | attempt to describe the marvelous chat t 1 
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: sume that the substitute, should it be adopted, would be permitted to | 1830, 1833, 1833 i 1 there w reen I 

; go into the same state of Pacific Ocean 1 vo States and t 
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desert has ‘‘receded before advancing civilization like the Indian and 
buffalo which once roamed it.”’ 

At the time the Indians removed to the Indian Territory the center 
of gravity of the nation’s population was far east of the Alleghany 


Mountains. Now it is near the east bank of the Mississippi, soon to 
reach in the rapid march of empire, under the whip and spur of elec- 
tricity and steam, the junction of the 

WATERS OF THE KANSAS AND THE MISSOURRI 


the geographical center of the Republic. 

In the center of the great Southwest, unrivaled in her resources, un- 
surpassed in the enterprise and intelligence of her citizens, stand the 
unoccupied lands of the Indian Territory, lands adapted by soil and 
climate to be the garden spot of the continent rather than as now a 
‘block in the highway of commerce and a blot on the map of the 
United States.’’ 

When the first of these treaties was made (1828), there was not a 
mile of railroad in the United States. Now there are over 150,000 
miles of railroad in operation, reaching from ocean to ocean, from the 
lakes to the gulf, making the East, the West, the North, and the South 
neighbors. They are the indissoluble ties of commerce that shall for- 
ever knit the people of all sections of our country in a common brother- 
hood. Pass this billand in the near future one of the brightest gems 
in the sisterhood of States will be the Stateof Oklahoma. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Arkansas desired to make a 
statement, and I will yield to him such time as he desires. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Before that, permit me to state that I 
have promised to the gentleman from Alabama a portion of the time 
reserved by myself, if the gentleman wishes to occupy it now. 

Mr. COBB. No, not just at present. I will reserve it. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me to 
occupy the floor in my own right I will yield it back to him in a very 
few moments. I shall not consume more than four or five minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, late in the session of the Forty-ninth Congress, in a 
debate which took place touching the Cherokee Strip or Outlet, as it 
is sometimes called, a colloquy ensued between the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SpRINGER], his colleague, also from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON], and myself. In that colloquy, which I now send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have printed in the Recorp, I was inadvertently led 
into placing the Attorney-General in an improper position with refer- 
ence to the opinion delivered by him in response to the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior touching the status of the Cherokee Outlet. 

[ am made to say in that colloquy, which is correctly reported, that 
‘the inquiry,’’ meaning the inquiry of the Secretary of the Interior 
to the Attorney-General, ‘‘did not cover the Cherokee Strip or any 
part of it”? In that I was mistaken. I now desire to place in the 
ktecorD in this connection, first, the colloquy to which I have referred, 
then the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, addressed to the 
Secretary of the Interior, the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
addressed to the Attorney-General, and in response to that the opinion of 
the Attorney-General; all of which I ask to have printed in the REcoRD 
in connection with the speech which has just been delivered, as a mat- 
ter of justice to him, as well as tome. @ 

I wish to state also in this connection that this is the first appropri- 
ate occasion since the colloquy took place when this matter could be 
properly presented. 

The colloquy referred to by Mr. RoGrErs is as follows: 


Mr. Payson. As the Attorney-General has decided these leases are invalid 
because of the want of power on the part of the Indians to make them, I ask 
this question for information: Has any step been taken by the Interior Depart- 
ment on that opinion furnished by the Attorney-General? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe not. 

Mr, Payson, Why not? 

Mr. Sprinacer. As far as the Cherokee Strip jis concerned? 

Mr, Payson. Has this committee taken steps to inquire why the Interior De- 
partment, after calling for the opinion of the Attorney-General, and he has given 
it as the law officer of the Government, that these Indians had no power to make 
leases, and therefore they are void—has this committee taken any steps to in- 
quire why this Administration has not acted as to these cattle leases? I would 
be glad to be advised. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not give the gentleman the information he requires; I 
have not asked Mr. Lamar the reason why he has not acted upon the opinion 
of the Attorney-General. The President did act upon it so far as the Cheyenne 
and the Arapaho reservation was concerned. 

Mr. Morrison. Why does not the gentleman offer a resolution making the 
inquiry? 

Mr. Rocrrs. The inquiry made by the Secretary of the Interior of the Attor- 
ney-General did not cover the Cherokee strip or any part of it. 

Mr. Weaver, of Iowa. But the answer did. 

Mr. Rocers. But I am answering your question. 

Mr. Sprincer. My answer to the gentleman from Arkansas is that it did. 

Mr. Roeers. You are mistaken, then; that is all. 

Mr. Sprincer. Then I will read the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. Rogers, No; read the inquiry addressed to him. 


The letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Office of Indian Affairs, Washington, July 7, 1885. 

Sin: In view of the fact that on many of the Indian reservations there are 
herds of cattle held there under pretended leases made to various parties by the 
Indians of the respective reservations I would res fully recommend thatthe 
honorable Attorney-General be asked to state whether there is any law em- 
powering the Interior Department to authorize Indians to enter into contract 
with any ties for the lease of Indian lands for grazing purposes. 

Also, whether the President or the Interior Department has any authority to 
make # lease for grazing purposes of any part of any Indian reservation, or 
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render any such lease made by Indians with other parties lawful and valid. 
The above inquiries are not intended to refer to lands owned by the five civ- 
ilized tribes in the Indian Territory. 
Yours, respectfully, 
J.D. C. ATKINS, 
Commissioner. 
The Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


The letter of the Secretary of the Interior is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERION, Washington, July 8, 1885. 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a letter from the Com- 
missioner on Indian Affairs, submitting certain questions as to the power and 
authority of the Executive or the head of this Department regarding the making 
or the granting of authority to make any contract by Indians with any parties 
for the lease of Indian lands for grazing purposes. - 

With a view of limiting the range of consideration of this subject within the 
bounds necessary for present purposes, I haye the honor to specify the follow- 
ing reservations as a portion of those upon which contracts, leases, or agree- 
ments are alleged to have been made by the Indians holding, occupying, or re- 
siding upon the lands contained therein : 

1, The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of 96° of longitude, ex- 
cept such portions thereof as have heretofore been appropriated for and con- 
veyed to friendly tribes of Indians. 

2, The Cheyenne and Arapahoe reservation in the Indian Territory. 

3. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian Territory. 

The lands of the Cherokees referred to were ceded to those Indians by the 
United States by the treaties of 1833 and 1835 (7 Stat., 414 and 478), The status 
of those lands is shown and controlled by the provisions of Article XVI of the 
treaty of June 19, 1866, with the Cherokees (14 Stat., 804). 

The status of the lands occupied by the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians is 
shown in the correspondence which is made the basis of the Executive order of 
August 10, 1869 (see pamphlet of Existing Indian Reservations, page 28, here- 
with), and by unratified agreement, made in pursuance of the provisions of sec- 
tion 5 of the act of May 29, 1872 (17 Stat. 190). 

The lands occupied by the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians were ceded 
to those Indians by the treaty of October 21, 1867 (15 Stat., 581 and 589), 

With reference to these specified Indian lands or reservations, each and all 
of them, I have the honor to request that this Department may be favored with 
your opinion on the questions propounded by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, namely: 

Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to authorize 
Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands for 
grazing purposes. 

Also, whether the President or the Interior Department has any authority to 
make a lease for grazing purposes of any part of any of these Indian reserva- 
tions, or whether the approval by the President or the Secretary of the Interior 
— render any such lease made by Indians with other parties lawful and 
valid. 

Voluminous correspondence and papers showing the nature and character 
of the ali-: ed leases made by the Indians above referred to, and other Indian 
tribes, of , .rtions of the lands within their reservations to citizens of the United 
States for grazing purposes, with references to laws and decisions bearing on 
the subject, will be found in Executive Document No, 17, Forty-eighth Congress, 
second session, copy herewith. 

Very respectfully, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary, 

The honorable the ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


The following is the opinion of the Attorney-General in response to 
the foregoing letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF JustTicr, Washington, D. C., July 21, 1885. 

Sir: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 7th, the following questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon : 

** Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to authorize 
Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands for 
grazing purposes; and also whether the President or the Interior Department 
has any authority to make a lease for grazing purposes of any part of any In- 
dian reservation, or whether the approval by the President or the Secretary of 
the Interior would render any such lease made by Indians with other parties 
lawful and valid.”’ 

These questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reserva- 
tions, namely: 

1. The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of 96° of longitude, ex- 
cept such parts thereof as have heretofore been appropriated for and conveyed 
to friendly tribes of Indians. 

2. The Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation, in the Indian Territory. 

3. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation, in the Indian Territory. 

Our Government has ever claimed the right, and from a very early period its 
settled policy has been, to regulate and control the alienation or other disposi- 
tion by Indians, and especially by Indian nations or tribes, of their lands. This 
policy was originally adopted in view of their peculiar character and habits, 
Myhich rendered them incapable of sustaining any other relation with the whites 
than that of dependence and pupilage. There was no other way of dealing with 
them than that of keeping them separate, subordinate, and dependent, with a 
guardian care thrown around them for their protection. (3 Kent Com., 381; 
Beecher vs, Wetherby, 95 U.S., 517, where most of the cases on this subject are 
cited and discussed.) 

Thus in 1873the Congress of the Confederation, by a proclamation, prohibited 
‘all persons from making settlements on lands inhabited or claimed by Indians, 
without the limits or jurisdiction of any particular State, and from purchasing 
or receiving any gift or cession of such lands or claims, without the express au- 
thority and directions of the United States in Congress assembled,’’ and de- 
clared “ that every such purchase or settlement, gift or cession, not having the 
authority aforesaid, is nulland void, and that no right or title will accrue in con- 
sequence of any such purchase, gift, cession, or settlement.’’ By section 4 of the 
act of July 22, 1790, chapter 33, the Congress of the United States enacted ‘that 
nosale of lands made by any Indians or any nation or tribe of Indians within the 
United States shall be valid to any person or persons, or to any State, whether 
having the right of preemption to such lands or not, unless the same shall be 
made and duly executed at some public treaty, held under the authority of the 
United States,”’ A similar provision was again enacted in section 8 of the act of 
March 1, 1793, chapter 19, which by its terms included any “‘ purchase or grant 
of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indians or nation or tribe of 
Indians within the bounds of the United States.” The provision was further 
extended by section 12 of the act of May 19, 1796, chapter 30, so as to embrace 
any “purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or 
claim thereto.” As thus extended it was re-enacted by the act of March 3, 1799, 
chapter 46, section 12, and also by the act of March 30, 1802, chapter 30, section 12. 

In the above legislation the provision in terms applied to purchases, grants, 
leases, ete., from individual Indians as well as from Indian tribes or nations; 
but by the twelfth section of the act of June 30, 1834, chapter 161, it was limited 
to such as emanate “ from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians,”’ And the gro 
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vision of the act of 1834, just referred to, has } 1 reprodu 1 in section 2116 
Revised Statutes, which is now in force 
The last-named section declares No purchase, grant, lease, or other convey- 
ance of lands, or of an} or title thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe 
of Indians, shall be of ¢ in law or equity, unless the same be made 
‘ 4 ; 









by treaty or cor oO 1 into pursuant to the Constitution 

This statutory provision is very general and comprehensive. Its operation 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title tothe land which the 
tribe or nation may hold. ther such title be a fee-si le, or a right of oc- 





is not materi 





cupancy me ; in either case the statute applies. Itis not, 
therefore, deemed necessary or important, in connection with the subject un- 
der consideration, to inquire into the particular right or title to the above-men- 
tioned reservations held by the Indian tribes or nations respectively which claim 
them. Whatever the right ortitle may be, each of these tribes or nations is pre- 
cluded by the force and effect of the statute from either a ienating or leasing 
any part of its reservation or imparting any interest or claim in and to the same 
without the consent of the Government of the United States. A lease of the 
land for grazing purposes is asclearly within the statute as a lease for any other 
or for general purposes, and the duration of the term is immaterial. One who 
enters with cattle or other live-stock upon an Indian reservation under a lease 
of that description, made in violation of the statute, isan intruder, and may be 
removed therefrom as such, notwithstanding his entry is with consent of the 
tribe. Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by section 2117 
Revised Statutes, for taking his stock there, | it can not validate the lease or 
confer upon him any legal right whatsoever to remain upon the land; and to 
this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in United States 
vs. Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. 

But the present inquiry in substance is (1) whether the Department of the In- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for grazing pur- 
poses, or whether the approval of such leases by the President or the Secretary 
of the Interior would make them lawful and valid; (2) whether the President 
or the Department of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any 
part of an Indian reservation. 

I submit that the power of the Department to authorize such leases to be 
made, or that of the President or the Secretary to approve or to make the same, 
if it exists at all, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from either 
a treaty or statutory provision. I am not aware of any treaty provision, appli- 
cable to the particular reservations in question, that confers such powers. The 
Revised Statutes contain provisions regulating contracts or agreements with 
Indians, and prescribing how they shall be executed and approved (see section 
2103); but those provisions do not include contracts of the character described 
in section 2116, hereinbefore mentioned. 

No general power appears to be conferred by statute upon either the Presi- 
dent or Secretary, or any other officer of the Government to make, authorize, 
or approve leases of lands held by Indian tribes; and the absence of such power 
was doubtless one of the main considerations which led to the adoption of the 
act of February 19, 1875, chap. 90, ‘‘ to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York 
Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and 
to confirm existing leases.’’ The act just cited is moreover significant as show- 
ing that, in the view of Congress, Indian tribes can not lease their reservations 
without the authority of some law of the United States. 

In my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in your letter should 
be answered in the negative, and I so answer them. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, 


nt 
rub 


A. H. GARLAND, Attorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Before the committee rises I want to make one 


or two remarks, not in the nature of argument, but in the nature of 


statements or fact in regard to the position of this bill and what it pro- 
poses todo. There seems to be an impression abroad in some minds 
to the effect that this bill proposes to take certain lands from the In- 
dians without their consent. On the contrary, so far as the pending 
bill is concerned, it’ assumes that the Indians own these lands and that 
they have a right to be paid for the occupancy of them. Under this 
bill the lands in which they claim an interest can not be occupied un- 
til a commission appointed by the President of the United States shall 
have visited the Indians and made an agreement with them that they 
shall receive compensation for those lands at a rate not to exceed a dol- 
lar and a quarter per acre, less the amount they have already received. 

Under this law no man can take, occupy, and live upon this land 
until this agreement is made and approved by the United States and 
the proclamation of the President to that effect is issued, and if any 
person goes upon the land before that time he forfeits the right to take 
a homestead there. 

So far as this land is concerned, it is precisely in the same condition 
as the lands we have acquired from the Indians from the time of the 
settlement at Plymouth Rock until this time, and I undertake to say 
that there never was a proposition to the Indians that had so much of 
fairness and justice in it as this bill has. If it is robbery to take this 
land under this bill, our forefathers have been guilty of robbery ever 
since they landed on Plymouth Rock. 

Mr. HOOKER. You concede, then, that this land belongs to these 
Indians and that it will be necessary that they should consent before 
it is taken under the operation of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill does concede that it is theirs, but I do 
not. It does not makeany difference where the title is. 

Mr. HOOKER. Have you a right to create a territory out of land 
which belongs to the Indians, who have possession ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We do not propose to create a territory until we 
get possession. This bill will operate on No Man’s Land only until 
the Indians give their consent, and when they do give their consent 
and the President approves it and signs it and issues his proclamation, 
then, and not until then, will settlers be able to go onto this land. 

Mr. HOOKER. You concede it belongs to the Indians not only by 
treaty stipulation but by patent? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I said that the bill concedes it is theirs, and that 


the bill does not affect any part except No Man’s Land without the 
consent of the Indians. 

Mr. STRUBLE (to Mr. SPRINGER). 
a legal proposition ? 


But you do not accept that as 
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| to this part of the country to examine the character of these lands 
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Mr. I agi e fully v ht 
of the i{Mr. WARNER] ont 

Mr. heirs tis1 

Mr. j or 
other. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam quibbling about 1 t 

Mr. WEAVER. If the bill ; it ¥ eirs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isaythat for the pur é th I | con- 
cede that it is theirs. 

Mr. HOOKER. Without th 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under this bill th 

Mr. HOOKER. Is it theirs? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ask me thing al ; 
thing else that is equally foreig ) the subject 

Mr. HOOKER. I think you ve bet 
ject than you are on this. 

Mr. PETERS. I say they hav: yal right to this 

Mr. HOOKER. Then, from the f ness of your é I 
that you differ with the gentleman from [lin 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I do not want to be m i, and I 
say to gentlemen here that so far as this bill is cone 1 ; 
that the land belongs to the Indians, and we are not x to ce it 
under this bill unless the Indians agree that we shall 

Mr. HOOKER. Is that a false assumption or a true impt ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the fact, as is shown by the prov 
the bill. Now, it is discussing an abstraction to discuss the question 
whether this land is or is not the property of the Indians under treaties 
that have been heretofore made. We will not take it from the 
out their consent or without paying them for if. 

Mr. HEARD. We give them the benefit of the doubt 

Mr. SPRINGER. We give them the benefit of the doubt. It is 
supposed in some quarters that the opponents of this bill are here rep- 
resenting the Indians of this country. I deny it Che Indian Rights 


Association of Philadelphia, composed of charitable and distinguished 
people, Quakers, ministers of the gospel, and others, has in- 
ized to look after the rights of all the Indians of the United States. 
That association, composed of distinguished philanthropists who are 
not in the employ of any Indian tribes and are not the attorneys of 
any Indian tribes, are looking after the he Indians, and in 
pursuit of that object they sent a very competent agent, Mr. Painter, 


and 


bec h or 


rights of t 


















to report how muck of them could be taken for white settlement. In 
the last annual report of the association, the report for 1887, he says 
It would be a cruel outrage to force them to remove; it would be a disastrous 
step backward to induce them to go. The lands to which they would r 
are not so good as those now occupied 1ey are bitterly o; 1 to the 
and it ought not to be attempted. Oklahoma ought to be op 1} 
That is, Oklahoma proper, in the center of the Territory 
It is not needed by the Indians; it can not be kept er yandou t e so 
kept; but if treaty obligations and moral obligations must be violated 
ter to do so with reference to vacant lands than with reference to est shed 
homes, Steps ought to be taken at once to gain t consent of the S« 
and Creeks to throw this land open to settlemer und it could doubtle 
if a fair price above the 0 cents per ac w i e have {| 1 for for 


tlement of Indians upon it was offered for it 


That is what we propose to do. The Indian Rights Association, 
composed of eminent philanthropists, takes the position of the O 
homa bill, which is now before us, and the Indians who oppose this bill 
are those of the five civilized tribes, who have agents and attorneys in 
this city, organized into what is called the Indian Defense Agsociation. 
They are the representatives and paid agents of the five civilized tribes 
and of the cattle syndicates, who are trying to keep this territ 

a cattle pasture. 


And, Mr. Chairman, that is the issue which is involved in this bill— 
whether this territory, which is now unoccupied by Indians, and wher 
an Indian has not resided for thirty years, and whether the Cherokee 


» under the 
or whether the 


whole ques- 


Outlet, where they have never resided, shall be opened uy 
provisions of this bill to settlement by white people, 
shall be dedicated forever as cattle pastures. 





That is the 





tion, and no one can stand here in face of the report of this Indian 
Rights Association, which has been organized to protect the true in 
terests of all the Indians of this country, and claim that the rights of 
the Indians are to be imperiled in the least by the provisior he 
Oklahoma bill. That bill was prepared in such form as to t ull 
practicable safeguards around the Indians 1 I appeal to this Hous 

and to the country to do justice to the people of the United States who 


are seeking to make homes in that territory. 
Pass this bill and let it go into the territory 

that when he comes in there to make a home he will find a law to pro- 

tect himself and his family. I also ask in benalf of 15,000 American 


citizens who are now settled in what is known as No Man’s Land, and 


who have no law, Federal, State, or Territorial, to protect them—in their 
behalf I ask that this bill be passed, in order that the shield of local 
and national law may be thrown around them, and th: he peopl 
therein residing may have the same rights and privileges that are gua 
antied by our Constitution to the people of every other part of the 
country. 


with the newcomer, so 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, = It s been represented to me by persons as- 
suming to represent the settlers on No Man’s Land that for some rea- 
on or other they are opposed to this bill. Can the gentleman state | 
Y is the fact in that regard? 

r SPRINGER, ‘The people of No Man’s Land are praying earn- | 
est) r the passage of the Oklahoma bill, because they have no gov- 
ernment d the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN | does not propose to give them any government. 

I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to yield five minutes of the 
time reserved by me to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SymMxs] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
hes eighteen minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thecommittee must rise now, as the House must 


take a recess in two or three minutes. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER that the committee rise was agreed to. 
‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DockERY reported that the Committee of the Whole on | 
the State of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R 
10614) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, 


to no resolution thereon. 
BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

\ bill (HL. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
ofa pile bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, 
J lorida; 


ind for other purposes, and had com 


ENROLLED 


A bill CH. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- 
ville, Tex.: and 
A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birm- 


ingbam Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Black Warrior 


River, in Alabama. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
hy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HEMPHILL, for one week from to-day. 
‘To Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 


for the remainder of the week. 
REFERE 


] » Mr. BYNUM, 


CHANGE OF NCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution of the military 
board of Virginia, favoring the bill pending in Congress to make ap- 
propriations for the maintenance of the militia of the States of the 
Union; and the same was referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

The hour of 5 o'clock p. m. having arrived, the House, according to 
order, took a recess until 8 p. m. 

EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. 
m., and was called to order by Mr. DocKERY as Speaker pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SrEAKER's Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1888. 

I hereby designate Hon, A. M. Dockery to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 
the sessio# of the House this evening. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


lion. Jonn B. CLARK, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special order 
under which the House meets to-night. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Tuesday, July 24, the House take a recess from 5 o'clock 


until 8o’elock p. m,, the session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock p, m., said ses- | 
sion to be devoted to the consideration of business reported from the Commit- | 


tee on Public Lands to which there shall be no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, some of the bills covered by this res- 
olution are in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union or 
in Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. I ask 


unanimous consent that all bills considered to-night may be considered | 


in the House as in Committee of the Whole, in order to save time. 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Washington Territory [ Mr. 
VoorRHEES] has a bill which has not yet been reported, but which is 
understood to be covered by the order. He desires to make the report 
for consideration now; and I presume no member will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
will he received. 


pro te mpore ° 
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| Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably, 

| from the Committee on the Public Lands, the bill (S. 558) for the relief 

| of certain settlers upon the school lands of Washington Territory. 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 

| of this bill? 

A MEMBER. Let the bill be read. 

| The bill was read, as follows: 

| Whereas sections sixteen and thirty-six of each township of land in Washing- 

| ton Territory was reserved unto that Territory for school purposes; and 

j Whereas on December 2, 1869, the Legislative Assembly of that Territory, by 

| 5 y, by 

} an act duly passed, authorized the county commissioners of the several counties 

| in that Territory to lease said lands for a term of years not exceeding six years, 

| the money received therefor being placed in the school fund; and 

| Whereas the lands so leased are greatly enhanced in value by the cultivation 

| thereof, and the lessees thereof have made valuable improvements thereon and 

| incurred large expense in reducing such land to a state of cultivation, and will 
incur much loss if they are caused to abandon their said improvements and cul- 

| tivation; and 

| Whereas the validity of the said leases is questioned: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the action of the county commissioners of the several 
counties of Washington Territory under the authority supposed to reside inthe 
act of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory of December 2, 1869, entitled “An 
act to provide for the leasing of school lands in Washington Territory,’’ when 
had in conformity to said act, be,and the same hereby is, confirmed, and that 
said act be, and the same is hereby, validated and confirmed. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosayasingle word. This is something of 
a new departure in regard to school lands. It has not been heretofore 


the policy of the Government to give to the Territories any control of 
the school lands. Butit is easy to see that when these lands remain 
entirely unprofitable year after year there is a serious loss to the Terri- 
tory. The authority which this bill proposes to confer, to lease such 
| lands for a period not exceeding six years, would seem to be entirely 
| unobjectionable. The Committee on Public Lands think this a proper 
measure. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 

| the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GRANT TO CALIFORNIA OF 5 PER CENT, OF SALES OF PUBLIC 

The first business on the Calendar under the special order was the bil 
(H. R. 1235) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman having charge of that measure [ Mr. 
McKENNA | is notpresent. It will give rise to considerable discussion, 
and therefore for the present I ask it be passed over. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec 
tion and let it be considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This bill has been discussed foran hour in the House. 
It will give rise to a great deal of anxiety from fear of making a mistake, 
and in the absence of the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA], 
who discussed it before, I must insist it be passed over for the present. 

The bill was passed over. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, OREGON, 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1762) to es- 
tablish an additional land district in the State of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of that bill? 

Mr. HERMANN. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
several months ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

| be laid on the table. 
| There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
PURCHASERS OF SWAMP LANDS. 

The next business on the Calendar under the special order was the 
bill (H. R. 6897) to relieve purchasers of and to indemnify certain 
States for swamp and overflowed lands disposed of, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move-that bill be passed over for the present, as 
it will involve considerable discussion. I do not see the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRAr], who has charge of it. 

There was no objection, and the bill was passed over. 


LANI 


sf’ 


That bill has already passed both Houses. 
I do not see how it gotonthe Calendar. It passed 


There being no objection, the bill will 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7788) to es 
| tablish a new land district in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Stock DAL! 
| having charge of this bill is not present, and I hope it will be pass¢ 
| over, although I do not think there is any objection to it. 

There was no objection, and the bill was passed over. 
SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 


| 
| ; : q 
| The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 


NEW LAND DISTRICT, MISSISSIPPI. 
| 
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read, as follow : 
settied upon the pub ds in I »f Oregon or Wash ton, « 
Ing donation right ier t prov an act of ¢ ess entitled ‘Ana I AD 
to create the office of surveyor-general of t pu ands in Oregon, and to pro- NI H 
ind to: ul to sett P the said publiclands | 1 
27, 1850, or of the acts a ul thereof or suppler | 
m, and filed t ica isand made the final pr 
at it iired | l 3 or eithe them before tl 
rritory or before the register and receiver ofthe proper | ship 21 
] | land-office, and re ved from such surveyor-general or from the register 
1 receiver of the! ' land-office certificates in due f 1 for such donation rn I 
claim, and they, - heirs and assigns, have since occupied and improved w 
such claims, and are no adverse claims thereto, and in all cases whe 
pon } of satisfactory to such surveyor lor registerand receiv > A 
case may be, donation claims under the p1 ions of said acts, oreither in trus 
were set off to orphar by the surve I al of the Territory or the who 
and rex land-oflice, d certificates were issue i ea { 
claims, heirs, or ass have sin ’ 
prove l é is ré leo - t Oo 
ie . r ass 3. t i claims is hereby confirmed, and 
pt t i clai nformity with such certificates. 
sed | nat ur 
est ANSON G. McCOOkK, 
” ret 
SMITH, of W I ask the gentleman from Oregon how | the t- 
m res there are in one of these donation cluims? | 
[ERMAN There are from 80 to 640. They are few in num- 
bi some instances wh towns and cities have been built on ai 
them. Patents have been issued on that class of claims for thirty or ' 
forty years, but recently doubt has arisen as to the construction of the 
law. This bill has been rendered necessary to remove that doubt. It ct 
1 ' A epi 
has been approved at the Department and has passed the Senate. =tieap 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. What is the maximum amount of acre Mt WO] 
. . ‘ sii, if 
in each claim ? ; 
Mr. HEKMANN. About 160 acres would be the averace ae a 
Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of the tleman how it happ ad nd 
A i A 





some of these claims are for a l 
Mr. HERMANN. I will state to the gentleman from Indi: 




































: : : : to 
ply to his question, in many instances it was impossible to g¢ >ma 
imum quantity. E 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is the maximum ? Che { 
Mr. HERMANN. I will make astatement covering the facts of the | thor 
case. 4 
The original donation act was approved September 27, 1850, and was PI 
to induce population to that distant region, and granted 640 acres toa Th 
married man and his wife and 320 acres to a single man, and was 
ited to those who had become settlers prior to December 1, 1850. 
other section limited the quantity of land to 320 acres to a married 
» e : = . . . 7 2As t ra 
man and one-half to a single man emigrating to and settling in Oregon | ; 
and Washington between December 1, 1850, and December 1, 1853, | 
and this limitation was extended to December 1, 1853. | he co 
The report which I had the honor to make for the committee ex- | ment 
plains the situation fully, as follows: Add to tl 
. . a . . | 1 
That said bills propose the confirmation of titles t i nj And = 
and Washington Territory settled upon the early settlers under the s yn- | Ments o \ 
gress approved September 27, 1850, commonly known as the donation land, and | pres E 
confines confirmation exclusively to those who made residence for four ye: 
submitted final proof to the surveyors-general or regi 
who had certificates for patent issued by said officers, 
or their assignees have since occupied and improved s | , 
no adverse claims. ul 
For nearly thirty-eight years most of these people or their assigns have: 
sided on and claimed these lands. Conveyances have been made, and the o: ene 
inal certificates for patent have always been recognized as conclusive between | / ee 
all parties as to the title. Townsand villages have been built yn this class of | rhe 
lar The Depat it until a few years past uniformly issued patents | YoGge m 
1 this class of cl: now ts its authority to do so upona | tort . 
nstruction of the |! lair 1aining unpatented are few in number, | 0! 
and justice and equity, if not law, demand confirmation, | Soe : 
There being no objection to the consideration of the bill, it was or- : 
dered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed ! ¥ 
Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill | ; 
» 
A 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. e 
d to. 


DrepyT r ANT TITQrv ay 
i iol LANS i > ALLA SA, ALA, 


The latter motion was agi 


rhe next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2845) granting to ipon 


the corporate authorities of the city of Tuscaloosa, in the State of Ala- 
bama, all the right, title, and interest of the United States to fractional 
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And, with th 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, the question being upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. How much land is involved ? 

Mr. PETERS. It is about 140 acres. This is the land upon which 


the old buildings of the Fort Dodge military reservation were situated. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAND OFFICE, FOLSOM, N. MEX. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2040) to establish 
a land office at Folsom, in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that this bill be passed over informally for 
the present. 

Mr. WEAVER. 

Mr. CONGER. 
up now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


the present. Of 


Mr. Speaker—— 
I hope the gentleman will not object to taking it 


I think I will have to insist upon the objection for 
course I have no objection to the gentleman from 
Iowa being heard upon it, if he wishes, at this time. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the bill is to be passed over informally, of course 
there is no necessity for occupying time upon it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Before that action is taken, I want to 
state in connection with the bill, so that it may go upon the record, 
that when this bill was reported to the House it was distinctly under- 
stood by the parties interested in it that the passage of the bill would 
not be asked until the public-land bill which passed the House some 
weeks ago and is now pending in the Senate should become a law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be passed over infor- 
mally for the present, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

CAMP SHERIDAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. DORSEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Camp 
Sheridan military reservation. 

Mr. MCRAE, Is that a request to take up a bill out of its regular 
order ? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. It is. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I shall be compelled toobject. I think we can 
proceed much more rapidly by following the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

CERTIFICATION OF LANDS TO THE STATE OF KANSAS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. Res. 
14) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands to the 
State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

‘The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by the actof Congress approved July 2, 1862, there were granted to 
the several States ‘which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts’ an amount of public land equal to 30,000 acres for each 
Senator and Representative in Congress to which the States were respectively 
entitled by the apportionment under the census of 1860; and 

Whereas the State of Kansas, having at the time two Senators and one Rep- 
resentative, was entitled to 9C,000 acres; but on account of a withdrawal of lands 
for the benefit of the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad northwest 
of Fort Riley, along the valley of the Republican River, one list of 7,682 acres, 
which, having been selected by the State as minimum lands, were certified to 
the State as double minimum; and 

Whereas the said road not having been surveyed, located, or constructed on 
said route, the said public lands which had been previously withdrawn were 
restored to marketat the minimum price: Therefore, 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized 
to certify to the said State of Kansas 7,682 acres of land, in lieu of an equal amount 
heretofore erroneously certified to said State as double minimum lands: Pro- 
vided, That in case there are not a sufficient amount of public lands in said 
State to satisfy the requirements of this act, then the said Secretary is hereby 
authorized and directed to issue to said State land scrip, acre for acre, in lieu of 
said lands; and said scrip shall be locatable on any of the public lands of the 
United States. 

Amend the title so as to read : “‘ Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts.” 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 5, before the word ‘‘land,’’ insert ‘‘public,’’? and after the 
word ‘‘land’’ insert ‘‘in said State;’’ so that it shall read: 

Seven thousand six hundred and eighty-two acres of public land in said State, 
ete, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. WEAVER. I would like to have an explanation, subject to the 
right of objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The statement in connection with 
the joint resolution is simply this: The Government granted to the 
agricultural colleges 30,000 acres of land per Senator or Representative 
to which the States were respectively entitled. The State of Kansas 
under this act of Congress, approved in 1862, was entitled to receive 90, - 
000 acres of land. The Government also provided that where lands had 
been granted to a railroad, such lands should be considered as $2.50 
an acre instead of $1.25 lands. Under that act the State Agricultural 
College of Kansas received 90,000 acres, less 7,682 acres, I think was 
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the amount, because of the fact that these lands had been withdrawn 
for the Kansas Pacific Railroad for the purpose of building the road on 
the Republican branch from Fort Riley up towards Nebraska. 

Subsequently that withdrawal was revoked; that is to say, that road 
never was built there; but in 1866, two years after the State had se- 
lected this land, the road was authorized to be built where it is now,out 
the Smoky Hill. When this was restored it was not restored as double 
minimum land, but assingle minimum, so that the college was charged 
with land at $2.50 which was really only $1.25 land, and this applies 
to the seven thousand odd acres withheld from it by virtue of that act. 

Mr. WEAVER. Where will they get this land ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In the State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proviso of this bill escaped my attention, and 
I ask that it again be read. 

The Clerk reported the proviso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is the objectionable feature. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The committee has proposed an 
amendment striking out the proviso. If the Clerk'will read, there is a 
provision inserted that the location shall be on lands in Kansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the proviso should be stricken out. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think the report shows the proviso 
is to be stricken out. 

Mr. WEAVER. If it does go out it should remain out. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to strike it out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ lands,” in line 7; also insert the word “ public ” 
before the word “ land,’’ in the fifth line; also insert the words “in saidState”’ 
after the word “land,” in line 5. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the friends of this bill will accept it 
with this amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. We may strike out that proviso here and it may be 
inserted elsewhere. I want the friends of this measure to say that this 
shall be satisfactory; because it is more important to preserve public 
land for actual settlers than for agricultural colleges. 

Mr. PETERS. If the resolution goes into conference we will see 
that the proviso is not restored. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
stricken out and remain out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend the title so as to 
read: ‘‘ Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts.’ 

The motion to amend the title was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PREVENTION OF ALIENS ACQUIRING TITLE TO PUBLIC LANDS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7425) to amend 
the homestead laws to prevent aliens acquiring title to public lands, 
and to secure homes for actual settlers who are citizens of the United 
States. 

Mr. McRAE. That seems to be here on an adverse report, and it 
may as well be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. McRAE. I make the motion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the quantity of public land subject to entry as home- 
stead shall be hereafter 80 acres instead of 160 acres, as heretofore allowed. 

Sec. 2. That none but citizens of the United States shall be entitled to enter 
public lands as homesteads or in any manner whatever acquire title thereto, 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect immediately after its passage: Provided, 
That any entry in good faith actually made prior to its passage may be per- 
fected, completed, and title acquired to the lands designated in accordance with 
laws in force at the time of making such entry. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand that is substantially provided for in 
the general bill we have passed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Thé next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8310) to pro- 
vide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reseryation in 
Kansas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the northwest quarter of section 19, town- 
ship 13 south, range 38 west, and of the northeast quarter of section 24, town- 
ship 13 south, range 39 west, and the east half of the east half of the northwest 
quarter of section 24, township 13 south, range 39 west, included within the limits 


I am quite willing that it should be 


If there be no objection, the bill will 
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of the Fort Wallace reservation, excluding and excepting therefrom the right of | 
way heretofore granted to the Union Pacific Railway Company and excepting 
the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 24, township 13 south 
range 39 west, and fractional blocks 44, 49, 50,51, 36, and 48, according to the town 
piat of the city of Wallace be, and is hereby, set apart for town-site purposes 
and may be entered by the corporate authorities of the city of Wallace under 
and subject to the provisions and restrictions of section 2387 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, 

Sec. 2. That the Union Pacific Railroad Company is hereby granted the pref- 


erence Ir 
vided for, to purchase the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 
24, township 13 south, range 39 west, and fractional blocks 44, 49, 50, 51, 36 1 
48, according to the town plat of the city of Wallace, the same being now occu 
pied by said railroad company for depot and other purposes, at such price as 
may be fixed, without reference to the improyements tnereon, by the Secretary 
of the Interior, not less than $2.50 per acre. 

Sec. 3. That the Wallace Water-Works Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Kansas, is hereby granted the preference right 
for the period of three months after the appraisement herein provided for, to 
purchase the northwest quarter of the southeast quarter af section 25, township 
13 south, range 39 west, at such price as may be fixed thereon by the Secretary 
of the Interior, not less than $2.50 per acre, and said water-works company is 
hereby granted the use of a right of way, not exceeding 25 feet in width, for the 
purpose of maintaining the line of pipes now laid and laying and repairing the 
same hereafter, and connecting said tract of land with the city ot Wallace, the 
same to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Src. 4. That the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 20, town- 
ship 13 south, range 38 west, heretofore set apart by the military authorities of 
Fort Wallace as a cemetery, is hereby granted to the city of Wallace for ceme- 
tery purposes. 

Sec. 5. That the northeast quarter of section 29, township 13 south, range 38 
west, being that portion of said reservation on which are situated the buildings 
constituting the Fort Wallace military post, shall be appraised under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior and sold at'a public or private sale, as he 
may deem to the best advantage of the Government, except that it shall not be 
sold at less than its appraised price. 

Sec. 6, That the remainder of said reservation shall be disposed of under the 
hemestead laws, except the privileges granted by section 2301 of said homestead 
laws: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, limit 
the quantity of land which may be entered upon by one entryman, within 1 
mile of the limits of the city of Wallace to a quantity not less than 40 acres, and 
not exceeding 160 acres, 


sht, for the period of three months after the appraisement herein pro- 
} 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. WEAVER. How much does it involve? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Quite a large body. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Twenty-eight sections. 

Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that a little explanation of the provisions 
of this bill may be necessary. ‘The general object is to open up this 


reservation. It is an old military reservation out on the frontier of 


Kansas, located in just that section of the State which is being settled 
up by, homesteaders. The reservation is 2 miles wide and 7 miles long, 
making fourteen sections long. In order to do justice to all parties 
who are interested there, it is quite necessary that several sections 
should be considered. 

Section 1 of the bill simply provides that the town-site of Wallace 
shall be granted by the Government for town-site purposes. There is 
already a town located upon this place. I should say that this town 
site embraces about 145 acres of land. 

Section 2 provides that the Union Pacific Railroad Company shall be 
allowed to purchase 40 acres of land, at avaluation fixed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, at not less than $2.50 an acre, being the double- 
minimum price of all public lands. 

Now, the reason for that is simply this: The Union Pacifie Railroad 
when building its roads through the State of Kansas placed their di- 
vision stations, as most railroads do, at every hundred miles. The 
third division is at Ellis, 100 miles east of Fort Wallace. In order to 
get water it was placed at the creek. As it passes from the fort the 
land rises to a table-land, which made it necessary for them to go 150 
feet for water, where they obtain running water. ‘The railroad had the 
right of way across this military reservation. 

The Secretary of War granted the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
on account of the water situated there, permission to build their di- 
vision shops at that point. They did so, and also commenced experi- 
mental gardening at that point. They planted trees of different kinds 
which were kept under the control of their forester, and planted 
various kinds of vegetation upon patches of this 40 acres for the pur- 
pose of experimenting, and with the view of showing the fact that 
grain could be grown in that country. Now, that 40 acres has become 
covered by their machine shops, hotel, depot, offices, coal-sheds, etc., 
so that it would be but fair and just to this company to let them pur- 
chase the 40 acres of land at the valuation fixed by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

_Mr. PAYSON. The water-works there are for the benefit of the en- 
tire community. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Certainly. They belong to the town, 
not to the railroad company. It is very difficult in that part of the 
country, as I have stated, to get water in sufficient quantities to sup- 
ply the towns; and therefore the Wallace Water-Works Company was 
formed, and reservoirs were established on the creek, some three-quar- 
ters of a mile distant from the town. After this bill was considered 
the company laid its pipes; it was, in fact, laying them at the time. 
The company has been formed by citizens of the town of Wallace, for 
the purpose of furnishing the people of Wallace with water. This bill 
provides that the Wallace Water-Works Company may purchase 40 
acreg of land at the appraised valuation. 
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Mr. PAYSON 1 other rl 3 o ( 3 

Vote : 

ry) i no ¢ y! the H e pro led tot ( s 

the bil hich was ¢ red to be engro 1 and read a tl 
ind being engrossed, it was ack nely id the t i time, and d. 

Mr TURNER if Kansas ed ft ce ote b V i 
the bill was pa 1; and also 1 ‘ } , 
laid on the table 

Che latter motion was ag 1 to 

ALE OF LAND IN H STON 

The next public-land business on the Calendar was the 1 H. R. 
5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell | k of land 
108 in the city of Houston, Ter 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of t! easury is hereby authorized to 
sell, eit r at private or public sale, the iterest held by the Uuited States in 
ind to block 108, situated in the city of Houst lex it ith side of Buf- 
falo Bayou, and to make a quitclaim deed tot purchaser thereof. 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempo Is there objection to the consideration 


of this bill ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Who reported it 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not remember 

Mr. McRAE. Itisa very proper bill; and [1 

Mr. HOLMAN, This land, as we un 
the Government; and on that account thi 
by the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


hope it w | pass. 
1, is entirely useless to 


| has been recommended 





LAND FOR PUBLIC PARK, TACOMA, WASH. 

The next public-land business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1870) 
granting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, Washington Terri- 
tory, to the city of Tacoma for the purposes of a public park. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted That there is hereby granted to the city of Tacoma, inthe 
county of Pierce, in the Territory of Washington, the right to occupy, improve, 
and control, for the purposes of a public park for the use and benefit of the citi- 
zens of the United States, and for no other purposes whatever, the following- 
described pieces or parcels of land, situate in the county of Pierce and Territory 
of Washington, and described as follows, namely : Lots 1, 2,3, 4,5, and 6,and the 








east half of the southeast quarter, and the northeast quarter of the northwe 
quarter, and the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of section 15, town 
ship 21 north, of range 2 east, and lots 1,2, and 3, and the south half of the south- 
west quarter of section 14, same township and range, and lots 1,2, and n sec- 
tion 10 of the same township and range, containing 635 acres, more or less: Pro- 
vided, That the United States reserves to itself the fee and the right forever to 
resume possession and occupy any portion of said lands for naval or military 
purposes whenever in the judgment of the President the exigency arises that 
should require tl ise and appropriation of the same for t publie defense or 
for such othe position as Congress may determine, without any iim for 
compensation to said city for improvements thereon or damages on ount 
thereof. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This isa very important measure, and I hope the 
gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. Voor! ; 
mitted to state its effect. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentk 
We are all in favor of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will not take three minutes. 

The land covered by this bill isa military reservation known as Point 
Defiance. It embraces from 700 to 800 acres. The War Department 
is entirely in favor of this measure, as is shown by a letter which ac- 
companies the report. The bill provides simply that this land shall 
be used by the city of Tacoma for the purpose of a public park, reserv- 
ing to the United States the right at any time and under any circum- 
stances to resume possession of the land for purposes of public defense. 
Mr. HOLMAN. lIask that the report upon this bill be printed in 
the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made, The Chair hears no objection. 

The report (by Mr. VOORHEES) is as follows: 





| will be per- 
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The Committee on the Public Lands, to which was referred th “ 
granting certain lands in Pierce County, Was! rton Territory, to t ity of 
Tacoma forthe purpose of a public park, report the same back with a favorable 
recommendation The tract of land to which this legislation refers contains 
between 600 and 700 acres, and immediately adjoins t! ty of Tacoma 


The bill in its present shape has been recommended | 
of the United St 3 At 1 
of the Secretary « 


y the Chief of Engineers 


r, which recommer ition meets with the concurren 
} 



















f ppears m th I r letters 
“OFFICE OF THE CHIEFY OF ENCINFERS, UNtTeDp STraTes Al 
Washington, D. ¢ March 3, 1858 

“Sir: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 1870, grantir 1 
lands in Pier County, Wash ton Territory, to the city of Ta 
purposes of a public park. 

“It is recom t the 1 be rad ally changed 4 t lof 
granting the lands m« “li to the city of Tacoma, the said t lay be per- 
mitted to use the sa the purposes of a public park, and other; that no 
price he received f » same from the city of Tacoma; t ye securely 


vested in the United States, and that this per ssion I with the full un- 
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ders ng that the United tes intends to occupy the lands or any part of 
the ri tary or other} whenever its proper officials see fit toorder 
thie d 10 1 ‘ pensation or damage on the part of 
Bair t i 
: at 
“J. C. DUANE, 
‘3B r-General, Chief of Engineers 
j ) i J I 
elu Wa 
VAn I) RTMENT, H igton City, March 15, 188 
‘ requ ‘ the 12th instant for the views of this D 
House p iftieth Congress, tirst session, which con- 
ihe of Tac ‘ ipulated sum per acre, certain lands in Pis 
Wi ington ‘Tes y elonging to the United States, form the pur- 
j of apu park, I hay ‘ ior to inform you that on the 6th instant 
Communit 1 Public I United States Senate was furnished with 
eport uy ‘ ~ present bill (S. 1870) by the Chief of En- 
wis I vhor } nds that t ill be so amended as not to grant the land 
mn « nt cit f Ta 1, but merely to permit their use as a public 
park, and t i ed : pt no price for the lands, but retain 
ite t int the property to revert to the United States 
\ ‘ y iy « 1 for damages on the part of the city of 
l'a 
Phese recommen ys of the Chief of Engineers are fully concurred in |} 
\ \ ervant » 
S. V. BENET, 
( efe Ord ad A 1 Secretary of War. 
s 1 ‘ Y Mm? 
ii of Re; fat 
ve ‘ r i ie | of the b 
"| hil ordered to t] reading, was accordingly read the 
th rl time, and p sed 
Mr. MACDONALD moved te reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
he latter motion was agreed to. 
CAMP SHERIDAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


lhe next public-land business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7410) for the relief of settlers upon old Camp Sheridan military reser- 
vation 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Iie it enacted, etc,, That all entries or filings under the homestead and pre-emp- 
tion laws, allowed by the United States district land officers at Valentine, Nebr., 
of lands within the limits of the former Camp Sheridan military reservation, 


situated in township 33 north, of ranges 45 and 46 west, in said State, prior to 
receipt by them of instructions from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, dated July 2, 1886, be, and the same are hereby, confirmed: Provided, That 
the persons making such filings or entries possessed the necessary qualifications 
and have, since filing or entry (as the case may be), fully complied with the law 
governing entries of like character upon public lands, 

Sec. 2, That in cases of filings under the pre-emption law, made upon lands 
in said abandoned reservation, the limitation of thirty months, prescribed by 
section 2267, United States Revised Statutes, shall not be enforced, but proofand 
payment must be made within six months from passage of this act. 
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ships: And provided further, That all lands disposed of under the provisions of 
this act shali be subject to all existing servitudes for drainage recognized by the 
laws of the State of Louisiana. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 
After the word “ only,’ in line 27, strike out the following: 

For the period of three years after said lands shall have been surveyed; and 
er that time all lands which are too low for settlement, and which may not 
ve been entered for homestead settlement, shail be sold at public sale to the 
t bidder for cash, in tracts not larger than 160 acres."’ 

\t the end of the bill add the following: f 

“And provided further, That neither the claimants under this bill as home- 
steaders nor the State of Louisiana shall be entitled to indemnity from the 
United States by reason of the passage hereof or of any action under it,”’ 


e27 


ii ie 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. GAY. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GAy] will 
permit me, I desire to insert after the words ‘‘ under the provisions of 
the homestead laws only ’’ the words ‘‘except section 2301 thereof.’’ 
That is the commutation clause. 

Mr. McRAE. LThope my friend from Indiana will not insist on that 
amendment. Of course we all favor that provision in the general bill 

vhen it shall become a law; but until we can get some general rule 
established let us not have one law operating in one neighborhood and 
another in another, thereby creating confusion. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems to me we ought to get this in wherever we 
can. 

Mr. GAY. I suggest to my friend from Indiana that this provision 
might affect very unjustly the rights of settlers. These lands have 





| been occupied for fifty years by a harmless, innocent people. 


Mr. MACDONALD. 

Mr. GAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the statement made by the gentleman 
from Louisiana, I will not press the amendment. 

Mr. GAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

‘That the provisions of this bill shall be, and are hereby, extended to em- 
brace all settlers upon public lands, and for the disposition of all public lands, 


They are all occupied, are they not ? 


| embraced in the grant to Daniel Clark, so far as decreed invalid by the Supreme 


Court of the United States and the unconfirmed Conway claim.”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to hear some explanation of this 
amendment. 

Mr. GAY. It has been ascertained that the original settlers dh these 
lands were not all upon the Donaldson and Scott claim, which has re- 
cently been declared invalid, but many of them were upon the Daniel 
Clark grant and the Conway grant, which have also been set aside. 


| The lands are of exactly the same character. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill. 
The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 


“and,” 


” 


In line 3, after the word “‘ homestead,” insert 


In line 4 strike out the words “and timber culture. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 


SALE LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 


The next public-land business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate the sale and dis- 
position of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, in the State of 
Louisiana, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That all lands lying in the rear of 80 arpents from and east of 
the Mississippi Ri and south of the Bayou Manchac and Amite River, within 
the limits of townships 8 and 9 south, of ranges 1, 2,3, or4deast, and township 10 
south, of ranges 2,3, and 4 east, in the late southeastern district in the State of 
Louisiana, which lands have been reserved from sale because claimed to be em- 
braced within certain French or Spanish land grants, but which have been, or 
may hereafter be, decided by the courts of the United States not to be legally 
embraced within any such land grants claimed to have been granted by the 
French or Spanish Governments within the said limits, shall be restored tothe 
sublic domain and shall be surveyed; and that so soon as said surveys shall 
feos been made, all persons who have in good faith settled upon said lands 
within the limits of said townships at the time of the passage of this act, and 
who occupy the same, shall be entitled to enter the same, not exceeding 160acres 
sach, under the provisions of the homestead laws, and shall be admitted to 
make their proofs and complete their titles in the same manner as if the said 
reservation, because of said grants claimed, had not been made; and all lands 
embraced within said townships not covered by actual settlers shall be subject 
to entry, under the provisions of the homestead laws only, for the period of 
three years after said lands shall have been surveyed; and after that time all 
lands which are too low for settlement,and which may not have been entered 
for homestead settlement, shall be sold at publie sale to the highest bidder for 


pr 
iy 


Or CI IN 





cash, in tracts not larger than 160 acres: Provided, That this right of entry shall 
not extend to any lands within the limits of 80 arpents in depth from the Mis- 
sissippi River, por to any con 


firmed land grants within the limits of said town- 


Mr. HOLMAN. And on the same part of the river. 

Mr. GAY. This amendment is designed to protect contiguous bona 
fide settlers who have been there for three generations. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman’s explanation is satisfactory. 

The amendment of Mr. GAY was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. GAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CANCELLATION OF RESERVATIONS ON ACCOUNT OF LIVE-OAK. * 

The next business under the special order was the bill (S. 196) to 
cancel certain reservations of lands on account of live-oak in the south- 
western land district of the State of Louisiana; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the reservation set apart by order of the President, Oc- 
tober 21, 1845, in the southwestern land-district of the State of Louisiana, known 
as Pecan Island, within the following townships to wit: No.15 south, range 1 
west; No. 15south, range 2 west; No. l6south, rangel west; No 15 south, range 
least; No. 16 south, range 1 east,on accountof the live-oak supposed to grow 
thereon, be, and are hereby, canceled and annulled: Provided, Thatall persons 
who have in good faith settled upon and made improvemens upon Pecan Is!- 
and, within the limits of the said towships, at the time of the passage of this 
act, and who occupy the same, shal] be entitled to enter the same, not exceed- 
ing 160 acres each, under the provisions of the homestead laws, and be admitted 
to make their proofs and complete their titles inthe same manner asif the said 
reservations for live-oak had not been made. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. WEAVER. 
the bill. 

Mr. GAY. That is not at all necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think some such provision should be inserted. 

Mr. McRAE. The commutation clause is not necessary under the 
homestead law in the South. It has never been used there. They 
take the land for homes and keep them. 

Mr. PAYSON. It cannot work any injury to have it inserted. 
tlers in possession who hold land under this bill can not be harmed. 

Mr. McRAE. It makes them trouble for which there is no occasion 
at all, 


There should be a commutation clause inserted in 


Set- 
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them, calling them Government lands. The county commissioners of | 
the various counties should have aright to stop this. They should 
make laws to stop the settling upon the lands or the committing of | 
depredations upon them. They are powerless now to do so. 

Mr. WEAVER. All of the public lands are under the control of the 
General Government, and it can put a stop to it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Butit does notdoit. It has appropriated 
$300,000 for certain purposes, and appropriated $80,000 to make sur- 
veys, an amount so small to each mile to be surveyed that every cent 
of it has to be turned back into the Treasury. 

Mr. WEAVER. I consider it, however, bad policy for the General 
Government to abandon the control of the public domain and turn it 
over as here proposed. The only effect of such a provision is to turn 
over the public lands to the cattle syndicates, building up vast corpora- 
tions at the public expense, and a system which is hostile to the gen- | 
eral policy of our land laws. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I want to say just this and in connection 
with the very thing the gentleman now speaks of: It becomes quite 
apparent to everybody in a moment who knows anything of the con- 
ditions there that the very thing he speaks of is being done to-day. 
They are taking possession of the school lands for the very purposes 
he suggests, and there is no power to stop them. 

Mr. WEAVER. That we propose to regulate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But something ought to be paid to Ter- 
ritories for the use of school lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to be understood in this matter. The re- 
sponsibility is not with me any more than any other member of the 
committee. The chairman of the committee is here, and other mem- 
bers; but let me suggest just this: we all know that these growing | 
privileges granted in the Territories on the public domain are wholly 
and essentially hostile to the homestead system, and the more you ex- 
tend these privileges the stronger becomes the power of these men who 
get control. I understand that with reference to these school lands, 
they are lands that can not be sold or leased by the Territories, but can | 
be homesteaded. But after a while, when the Territories come into | 
the Union and the land passes under the control of the State, you have 
powerful syndicates built up that have control of the State government 
and control of every acre of the lands; and they will retain the control 
of them, or at least are liable to do so. I think that is very objection- 
able legislation. 

Mr. SYMES. By the report from the Committee on Territories for 
the admission of Territories into the Union as States it passes to them 
and they retain control of the school lands, and they are inhibited 
fszm disposing of them. They are made school lands for a permanent 
fund. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the legal status of this land. I am 
not a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and if the members | 
of that committee have no objection to this bill, I will not object to it; 
but it does not strike meas not being the right manner in which to 
accomplish the purpose sought. 

Mr. McRAE. I want to say but one word. This land is scattered 
about, a section here and a section there; and if it were in a body 
there would be a great deal more force in the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. By a person taking “section 6,’’ or ‘‘section 16,”’ 
or any section, you can not make a monopoly of the land in a Ter- 
ritory; and I do not see any reason why these people should not raise 
funds by renting these lands if they desire to do so. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘There are parties grazing lands surrounding those 
sections now. 

Mr. MCRAE. That does not interfere with anybody’s rights. 

Mr. MACDONALD. If there is to be farther debate on this bill, I 
will rise for the purpose of objecting to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. If I may be permitted one word of explanation, Ido 
not think there will be any objection to the bill. I think the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] has entirely misunderstood the situa- 
tion in reference to this land. In the Territory which I represent the 
people are expending $25 annually on each scholar of school age. They 
are establishing a university in that Territory. The Secretary of the 
Interior in his letter indorses this bill. He believes this legislation is 
wise; and I do not believe there can possibly be any objection to this 
bill in reference to Wyoming. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do you know of any situation in Wyoming that 
does not apply to the other Territories, and why it might not be wise 
legislation for them ? 

Mr. CAREY. I have been working on this bill practically for three 
years for the Territory of Wyoming, and I will not discuss what may 
be wise for the other Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment of Mr. TooLE was read, as follows: 





After the word “‘ Wyoming.” insert ‘‘Arizona, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, New 


Mexico, and Utah.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not insist upon that kind of 
legislation. The namesshould be inserted in the body of the bill,and be- 
fore the vote is put Lask that the first section—that portion of it which 
embraces Wyoming—shall be reported as proposed to be amended, so 
as to see if the subsequent language will harmonize with the several Ter- 
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ritoriesnamed. Iapprehend that the whole bill will have to be changed. 

The Clerk proceeded to report the section. 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting the reading). That will not do at all. 
I suggest that the bill will have to be remodeled. 

Mr. TOOLE. I withdraw the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the gentlemen representing th 
other Territories that this bill be withheld for a while. I think it is 
bad legislation—at any rate it is not good legislation; but inasmuch 
as the gentlemen seem to be so anxious for this provision I will not 
object myself, for I do not see why the same rule should not apply to 
all Territories, and I shall not object to have this provision extended 
to the whole of the Territories named, except Washington. 

Mr. KERR. I will move to strike out that section. Ido not think 
it should be for any Territory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
against it. 

Mr. KERR. I do not think it ought to apply anywhere. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask that this bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman in charge of this bill does not de- 
mand the previous question on its passage, I will. 

Mr. CAREY. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


That can be accomplished by voting 


| time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

KANSAS LANDS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish 
the interest of the United States in certain lands in Kansas, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That all the interest of the United States in and to the south 
half of the northeast quarter and the north half of the southeast quarter of sec- 


| tion 6,township 6 south,of range 18 west, of the sixth principal meridian, in 


Rooks County, Kansas, is hereby relinquished to Elmore 8. Stroup. 
The SPEAKER pro t«mpore. 
of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report may go into the REcorD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report (by Mr. TURNER, of Kansas) is as follows: 


Is there objection to the consideration 


Your committee have had under consideration House bill No. 6217, and find 
the following facts: The south half of the northeast quarter and the north half 
of the southeast quarter of section 6, township 6, of range I8 west of the sixth 
principal meridian, in Kansas, was located with Supreme Court scrip K 34, sub. 


| 2, R. and R. 71, by Elmore 8S, Stroup, and upon which patent issued December 


20, 1881. 

It further appears that at the time of making said entry the said Elmore S. 
Stroup was only nineteen years of age, a fact that came to his knowledge after 
making said proof, when he immediately deeded said land to the United States 
and placed said deed upon record with the register of deeds in the county in 
which said land is located. The Government could not accept said conveyance, 
and as patent has been issued by the Government to the said Elmore 8. Stroup 
for said land, the purpose of this bill is to quiet tne title of said land to the said 
Elmore 8. Stroup. The report of the Land Commissioner upon this case is as 
follows: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
‘GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
“ Washington, D. C., March 6, 1888. 

“Sir: Replying to your letter of February 24, 1888, you are informed that the 
records of this office show the S, } NE. } and N, } SE. }, section 6, township 6, 
range 18 west sixth principal meridian, Kansas, to be located with supreme 
court scrip K 54, sub, 2, R. and R. 71, by Elmore 8S. Stroup, upon patent issued 
December 20, 1881. 

“Very respectfully, 
“S.M. STOCKSLAGER, 
“Acting Commissioner.” 


The deposition of the register of deeds of the county in which said land is lo- 
cated is as follows: 


“STATE OF KAnsAS, Rooks County, ss: 

“Ti, A. Kinworthy, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and 
says: lam register of deeds for Rooks County, Kansas, and have in my cus- 
tody the records of deeds, mortgages, and so forth, of lands in said county. 
That page — of book —— of deeds shows a deed from Elmore §, Stroup to the 
United States, conveying by warranty his title to the 8. } NE. + and N. i SE. 3, 
section 6, township 6, range 18, Rooks County, Kansas, to the United States; 
and that the said deed remains on record uncanceled. Said deed is dated 19th 
day of May, 1883, acknowledged 19th day of May, 1883, and filed for record 2lst 


day of May, 1883. 
“Tse. | H. A. KINWORTHY, 
“ Register of Deeds. 


‘*Subseribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of February, 1888. 
*TsEAL. | F. A. CHIPMAN, 
“Clerk District Court, Rooks County, Kansas.” 


All of which is respectfully submitted, with the recommendation that the bill 
be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to nsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed ta 
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PURCHASERS WITHIN RAILROAD GR 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9056 
purchasers of lands lying in the vicinity of Denver, Colo., heretofore 
withdrawn by the executive department of the Government 
within the limits of certain railroad grants, and afterward held to lie 
without such limits. 

The bill was read, 

Be it enacted, etc., That as to all lands lying in the vicinity of Denver, in the State 
of Colorado, heretofore withdrawn by the executive department of the Gov 
ernment for the use or benefit of the Union Pacific Railway Company, Eastern 
Division, and the Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph C ompany, or their or 
either of their successors, under the construction heretofore place d b y the | e - 
ecutive department of the Government upon the act of Congress entitled ‘ 
act to authorize the transfer of lands granted tothe Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, Eastern Division, between Denver and the point of its connection with the 
Union Pacific Railroad, tothe Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph Company 
and to expedite the completion of railroads to Denver, in the Territory of Colo- 
rado,”’ approved March 3, 1869, construing the grant in said act mentioned to be 
one continuous grant west of Fort Riley, in Kansas, through Denver, Colo., to 
Cheyenne, Wyo., and which lands have been sold by said companies or either 
of them, or their or either of their successors, prior to December 9, 1887, to citi- 
zens of the United States or to persons who have declared their intention to be- 
come such citizens, the holder of the title under such purchase from the rail- 
road company, unless he be a director or other officer of the Union Pacific Rail- 
way Company, may, upon making proof of such purpose at the proper land 
office, and the further proof of the time of his or, if he claimed by inheritance, 
his ancestor’s purchase, that he or his ancestor relied in good faith upon the 
validity of the title of such railroad companies, and that such purchase was 
made fora valuable consideration, enter and pay for said lands at the ordinary 
Government price for like lands, and patents shall issue therefor to the holder 
of such title and inure to the benefit of the original purchaser and all claiming 
under him: Provided, that nothing herein shall be held to dispossess or deter- 
mine the rights of parties who may hold adversely to each other under purchase 
from the railroad company: And provided further, that a mortgage or pledge to 
secure the payment of money shall not be considered a purchase under the 
provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? The Chairs hears none. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wou ld be 
planation of this measure. 

Mr. PAYSON. I reported this bill under the unanimous instruc- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope time will not be occupied in discussion. 

Mr. PAYSON. My explanation will not occupy more than a min- 
ute. The simple effect of this bill is that parties who are in posses- 
sion of certain lands which they purchs used from the Union Pacific 
Railway Company—some of ‘eam: as early as 1869—and who have been 
in continuous possession since, will be allowed to repurchase the same 
land from the Government by paying the same price for it. 

This measure is rendered necessary from this circumstance: In the 
early days of that railroad grant these lands were held to be railroad 
lands. The Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1873 so de- 
cided; and the then Acting Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Cowan, af- 
firmed that decision on appeal. 
market and sold. In October or November, 1887, Mr. Muldrow, 
ing Secretary of the Interior, reviewed the former decision and held 
that, owing to some technical difficulty (which it would take me too 
long to explain, and which it is not necessary to explain), these lands 
were notrailroad lands. But in the mean time the parties who will be 
the beneficiaries under this bill have been in possession—some, as I 
have stated, since 1869. This bill givesthem, if they were purchasers 
in good faith and not connected in any way with the railroad com- 
pany, the right to buy from the Government the land they previously 
bought from the railroad company. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does this apply to excess lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; it applies to lands within the granted lim- 
its; not to excess lands, The lands are only rendered valuable by 
reason of their proximity to the city of Denver. As I have stated, the 
bill has been reported unanimously. 
land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Illinois to this point 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not want to oppose this bill, but I have a sug- 
gestion to make which I hope will be acceptable. There are three 
little private bills on the Calendar to which there can be no objection. 
They were reported prior to this bill and should have had priority of 
consideration; but in the hope that gentlemen would get through with 
these other measures, I have suffered them to goon. Now, if they 
will agree to take up these three bills and pass them, they may then 
take all the time they please in the consideration of this bill. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote !’’ | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of this bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The inquiry I desired to make was this: 


ANTS, 


to protect 


as follows: 


glad to hear some ex- 


I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 





Is there objection to the consideration 


My friend | 


from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] in the amendment which has been read 
officer of the Union Pacific Railway Company.’’ Is 
This corporation was in the first place | 


ae 


used the phrase 
that description a proper one ? 
known as the Kansas Pacific. 
Mr. PAYSON. It is now the Union Pacific Railway Company. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman think the phraseology of his 
amendment sufficient to cover the whole case ? 


Mr. PAYSON. There is no trouble about that. Iam told that asa 


It does not give away an acre of 


| 


as lying 


The lands were then put in the | 
Act- | 





matter of fact none of these officers are inte 
which will beaffected by this bill. That provision has simply be 
vbundant caution. 


Of course, I insist that that shall be in. 





ns rted out rf 
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Mr. PAYSON. That is proper. 














Mr STONE. of Missouri. I ask the ¢ < to re last 
a 1dment. Some of the to be ected by val- 
u -worth a thousand do $s an acre I tl K t vision 0 
to be well guars led. 

The Clerk again read the amendment 

Mr. PAYSON. That is just as strong as it can 

Mr. HOLMAN. It appears so 

There being no objection, the House proceeded t ( } 

| of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Land 
were agreed to. 

Mr. P AYSON. There isa verbal amendment which should | ule 
in line 28. The word ‘* claimed hould be ‘‘claim.’’ I ask tomake 
-- correction. 

1e SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the correction 
Ww RS th niin The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that t] report in this 
case be published in the REcorpD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

The report (by IN) is as follows 

By the Union Pa pad 8 8 GS SN 1, 1862, July 2, 1864, and 
July 3, 1866, a contil of lands was made t > Union Pacific | way 
Company, Eastern Division, from Kansas ¢ ies Gureush Denver, Colo., to 
Cheyenne, Wyo.; by a further act of Cor of March 3, 1869,the Union Pa- 








cific Railway Company, Eastern Division is authorized to contract with the 
Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph Company f _—- nstruction of that 
part of the Union Pacific Railroad between Denver anc heyenne, and to trans- 
fer to the Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph Cor m} iny its grant of lands 
long that portion of its road. 


The road from Kansas City to Denver was completed in accordance with the 


icts of Congress,and accepted by the President October 19, 1872; and the road 
from Denver to Cheyenne was completed in accordance with the acts of Con- 
gress, and accepted by the President May 2, 1872 








In 1873 the question was raised in the Land Department whether the act of 
March 3, 1869, above referred to, severed the original continuous grant fi Kan- 

| sas City to Cheyenne intotwoseparate grants, one to the Union Pacific Railway 
Company, Eastern Division, from Kansas City to Denver, and the other to the 





De *acific Railway and Telegraph ( 
thus making two termini at Denver. 
his question became important because the Union Pacific, Eastern Division, 
runs into Denver on a course substantially due east and west, and the Denver 
Pacific on a course substantially due north and south, So thatif there be two 
grants, each terminating with a line perpendicular to the line of these roads at 
Denver, there would be a triangle or segment of land, lying southwest of De 
ver, which belongs to neither of the companies. In the tw 
before Land Commissioner Drummond, in 1873, to wit: Denver Pacifi . 
gan and Union Pacific vrs. Hodge, Mr. Drummond decided that the act ag March 
3, 1869, above cited, did not sever the original continuous grant, and that the 


ompany, from Cheyenne to Denver 


cases which aros 








lands in the triangle belonged tothe several companies. The case of the De 
ver Pacific vs ne is appealed to the Secretary of the d was 
iflirmed by the the Acting Secretary Cowan, in 1874 See 1 ) i 
101. 

Aside from the decisions last quoted the executive departmer Ge 
ernment has recognized the continuity of said grant both befo ‘ he 
passage of the act of March 3, 1869, in the following ways 

1. When the Union Pacific Railway Company, Eastern Division, ts map 
of general route, in 1860, the Department approved the same anc it to the 
register and receiver of the land office at Denvera plat showing the limits of the 


letter withdrawing the 


grant which included the triangle in question, and a 
lands in the triangle from private entry. 

2. When the Denver Pacific filed its map of definite , August 21, 1869, 
the Department approved the same and forwarded to the register and receiver 
at Denver and at Central City a diagram showing the definite limits of the 
grant, which diagram includes the northerly half of this triangle; and when 
the Kansas Pacific first filed its map of definite location, May 26,1870,the De- 
partment approved the same and sent to the register and receiver at Denver a 
diagram showing the definite limits of the grant, which diagram includes the 
southerly half of the triangle. 

3. From 1874 to December 9, 1887, the Government issued patents to the said 
companies and their successor to 16,740 acres of land in the triangle, in each of 
which patents it is recited that the said companies are entitled to the same by 
reason of their compliance with the acts of Congress above mentioned, 

4. From the time the Union Pacific Railway Company, Eastern Division, first 
filed its map of general route, in 1866, the Government has at all times, both be- 
fore and after the passage of the act of March 3, 1869, sold the even-numbered 
sections within the triangle at double minimum price, on the theory that the 
triangle was part of the grant to the railroad companies. 

On December 9, 1887, the question of whether or not this triang 
the grant to said railway companies was again raised before the Secretary of 
the Interior, on the petition of H. R. Clise and others, asking thatthe Attorney- 
General be instructed to bring suit to set 1 of the lands 






le was part of 


aside patents to certai: 


in the triangle, and Acting Secretary of the Interior Muldrow, in his decision 
of said last mentioned date, held that said act of March 3, 1869, severed said 
original continuous grant, and that the triangle in question never became the 
property of said railroad companies, and instructed the Attorney-General to 
bring suit to set aside all patents issued by the Government to said railroad 


companies for lands lying within the triangle 

Prior to the rendition of this decision, and while the Government recognized 
the title of the railroad companies to these lands by the decision of the Secre- 
| tary of the Interior and the numerous other ways above set out, these ra 
companies sold about 38,000 acres of these lands to innocent purchasers, who 
were induced by the conduct of the Government to believe that the title of the 


road 


railroad companies was perfect. Some of the purchases were made as early as 
1869, and a large number of the purchasers have been in actual I ossessio il- 
tivating and improving the lands, for ten and fifteen years; and a!! these lands 
have to be irrigated to make them productive, which could only be done at 
great expense. Some of these lands lie in close proximity to the city of Den- 
ver, have gone through numerous Lands, and are said to have become very 


valuable, from $250 to $500 per acre. 
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Of th Th a 80 1 l by innocent purchasers, about 17,000 acres 
have been pate to tl p r ind about 21,000 acres are neither pat- 
ented nor certified 

Phe bill under « ra 1 (II. R. 9056) is intended to protect these innocent 
! iasers, J rn them to purchase the lands of the Government at mini- 
r np it es not ant any lands to the companies, nor does it in any 

! ! nize any prior pretended grant to the companies, but, 

' trar 1 upon the theory that the decision of the Secretary of 
the I f December 9, 1587, is correct, and that the lands in the triangle 
I pa ltothe ra road companies 

re f asked in this case comes within the spirit of the act of Congress of 
M }, 1887, for the protection of innocent purchasers from railroad compa- 
I but owing to the p« liar « umstances of the case, that act is not appli- 
J c mittee are of the opinion thatthe said innocent purchasers are equit- 
titled to th ranted by the bill (H. R. 9056), and therefore recom- 

{i isa 1 the foll tmendment 

On line 21, between the words “ successors”’ and ‘‘ to,” insert the words “ prior 
t j mber 9, I 

On line 24 tween tf mpany’’ and “may insert the words 
me: 4 he be a director « r officer of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
] ny 

nm lin between the words nd office” and “enter,” insert the words 

nd the further proof of the time of his, or if he claim by inheritance his an- 
cestor’s, purchase, that he or his ancestor relied in good faith upon the validity 
of the title h railroad compani ind that such purchase was made for a 

iable con leration 

lhe bill as amended ; ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being rro 1, it wa ordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

lr. PAYSON 1 1 to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pa and i that t I mn to reconsider be laid on the 
tah 

The latter motion 1 l to 

HUGH FOSTER. 

The next publie-land business on the Calendar was the bil) (I. R. 
9040) to contirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be vt enacted, etc., That homestead entry nurabered 17 790, made at the United 





St land office at Marquette, Mich., March 22, 1879, by Hugh Foster, upon the 
south half the northeast quarter and north half of the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion 10, in townsbip 47 north, of range 2 east, under authority of the instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the local officers, dated July 


Z, Is78, and recommended for confirmation, by special act of Congress, by the 
tary of the Interior, in a decision on the case rendered November 18, 1881, 





be, and the same is hereby, confirmed as of the day of the date of said entry: 
Provided, he That d proof of compliance with the provisions of the 
homestead law shall be made in the usual manner. 


e consideration 


There being no obj 


bill. 


ction, the House proceeded to th 


{ 











ol tine 
Mr. HOLMAN, I ask unanimous consent that the report in this 
case be published in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

he report (by Mr. LArroon) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Publie Lands, to whom wassubmitted House bill 9040, 
having had the same under consideration, and after having examined Executive 
Document No, 88, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, are of opinion that said 
bill ought to pass. 

Chey thereiore recommend the passage of said bill. Said executive document 
j ade a part of this report 

{Senate Ex. Doe. No. 88, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
Vessage from the President of the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, of the 27th ultimo, with accompanying 
papers, on the subjectof the confirmation of the homestead entries of certain 
ids in the Marquette district, Michigan, made by Hugh Foster and John 

Waishkey ‘ 

To the Senate and TTouse of Representatives 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication of 
the Secretary of the Interior of the 27th ultimo, with accompanying papers, on 
the subjeet of the confirmation of the homestead entries of lands in the Mar- 
quette distriet, Michigan, made by Hugh Foster and John Waishkey, jr. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

ExrcuTive MAwneton, 

Washington, February 1882. 


oO 
amy 


DPPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 1882, 


Str: I have the honor to submit herewith, in duplicate, for the consideration 
of Congress, draught of a bill, with accompanying papers, for the confirmation 
of homestead entry No. 1790, made at the United States land office at Marquette, 
Mich., on the 22d March, 1879, by Hugh Foster. This entry was made under in- 
structions inadvertently issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
when the land was in astate of reservation under the act of March 3, 1875 (18 
Statutes, 516), and before it had been restored to market. 

I also submit, in duplicate, draught of a bill for confirmation of homestead 


ontry No. 1828, made May 8, 1879, at the same office, by John Waishkey, jr., 
under like circumstance. 
Vory respectfully, 
8. J. KIRK WOOD, Seerctary. 


The PRESIDENT. 
A Bill to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster. 


De it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That homestead entry No.1790, made at the 
United States land office at Marquette, Mieh., March 22, 1879, by Hugh Foster, 
upon the south half of the northeast quarter and north half of the southeast 

uarter of section 10, in township 47 north, of range 2 east, under authority of 
the instructions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the local of- 
ficers, dated July 2, 1878, and recommended for confirmation by special act of 
Congress by the Secretary of the Interior in a decision on the case rendered No- 
vember 18, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, confirmed, as of the day of the date 
of said entry: Provided, however, That due proof of compliance with the pro- 


vision of the homestead law shall be made in the usual manner, 
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DEPARTMEMT OF THE INTERIOR, Caumeat. LAND OFFIC . 
Washington, D. C., December 13 Sl. 
Sir: In compliance with the request contained in your lette r of November 18, 
1881, deciding on appeal that homestead ent ry No. 1790, made by Hugh Foster 





at the Marquette, Mich., land office, Maret th 22, 1879, unde r instructions to the 
local officers from this office dated July 2, 1878, was invalid by reason that the 
land which was reserved under the sec od section, act of March 3, 1875, had not 
been restored tothe public domain as therein provided for at the date of said 
entry, I hs ave tl 1e honor to inclose herewith for transmission to Congress the 
draught of a bill confirming said homestead entry, together with accompanying 
papers, namely : 










Copy of Commissioner’s letter to local officers authorizing cortain entries, 
July 2, 1878. 
Copy of Commissioner's dec ling the homestead entry of Hugh Fos- 
ter for cancellation, May 3, 187 
Copy of Secretary’s decisic ber 18, 1881. 
Very respectfully, y servant 
N, C. McFARLAND 
COomMmmMissione 
Hon. S. J. Kinkwoop, 
Sec wry of the Intea 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1878. 
GENTLEMEN: I am in receipt ofa letter from Guy H. Carleton, esq., dated at 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 2ist ultimo, requesting me to advise you as to 
whether or not the south half of northeast quarter and northeast quarter of 
southeast quarter of section 10,township 47 north, range 2 east, are subject to 
homestead entry. 
In compliance with the request of Mr. Carleton, I have to state that I am in 


receipt of a letter under date of February 20, 1878, from the Acting Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, stating that there is no Indian claim to the above-de- 
seribed land. If uponexamination of your records youfind nointerfering claim 





to said land, they will be subject to homestead or pre-emption entry by the first 
legal applicant. 
Very respectfully, 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 
REGISTI ND RECEIVER, 
Marquetie, Mich, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


° Washington, D. C., May 3, 1879. 


Homestead entry No. 1790, March 22, 1879, in the name of Hugh 
r the north half of southeast quarter and south half of northeast quar. 
m 10, township 47 north, range 2 east, is this day held for cancellation 
son that the land embraced therein is not subject to entry. 

On the section in question, although not embraced in the reservation, certai: 
Indians had made selections of land, and section 2 of the act approved Mar 
3, 1875, provides as follows: 

‘ That all Indians who have settled upon and made improvements on section 
10, in township 47 north, range 2 east, and section 24, in township 47 north, range 
3 west, Michigan, shall be permitted to enter not exceeding 80 acres each, atthe 
minimum price of land, upon making proof of such se ttleme nt and improve- 
ment before the register of the land-oflice at Marquetie, Mich.; and when said 
en hall have been cOmpleted in accordance herewith, the ‘remaining lands 
embraced within the limits of said sections shall be restored to market.” 

In the office circular of March 18, 1875, a act above referred to, 
the local officers were instructed to treat the land embraced in the two sections 

as reserved from any other disposal than that fo r which the act provides, and 

ut the expiration of one year from its passage—which was considered ample 
tim e for the Indians to avail themselves of the provisions thereof—the register 
and receiver were directed to report any vacant tracts remaining in said 


GENTLEMEN: 
Foster, f 
ter, sect 


for the re 















itries & 





sec- 


tions 10 and 24 for restoration to market. 


No report appears to have been made by the local officers, and the lands have 


not been restored to m 
You will inform Mr. 





io 





Foster of the above decision, and allow him sixty days 


within which to appeal, and in the event of the cancellation of his entry he 
will be allowed to i:nake a new one, with credit for fee and commissions already 
paid. 

You will make an investigation, first notifying the United States Indian agent 












for the tribe to which said Indians belong, in order to ascertain whether a 
Indian claims exist upon said lands, as contemplated by the act and report 
sult of such investigation to this office, in order that any va lands remain- 
ing may be restored to market. 

Very respectfully, 














J. M. ARMSTRONG, 
Acling Commissioner. 
REGISTER and RECEIVER, 
arquelte, Mich. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, November 18, 1881. 
I have considered the appeal of Hugh Foster from your dec @ ision « f May 
3, holding for cancellation his homestead entry of March 22, 1879, u 





ome half of the southeast quarter and the south half of the no rtheast 
quarter of section 10, township 47 north, range 2 east, Marquette, Mich., be 
cause at the date of said entry said lands were reserved from any other d 
posal than that provided by the second section of the act of March 3, | 
Stats., 516), which provides that all Indians who have settled upon and ma 
improvements on said section 10, and other sections therein named, shall be 
permitted to enter not exceeding 80 acres each, upon making due proof ther re- 
for, *‘and when said entries shall have been completed in accordance her 
with the remaining lands embraced within the limits of said sections shall be 
restored to market.’’ 

Your circular of March 18, 1875, under this act, required the local offic 
the expiration of one year from its passage,to reportany tracts which might th 
be vacant, the they might be restoredto market. Ifsuch report has been made, 
said lands have not yet been restored 

t appears, however, that on July 2, 1878, your office advised the local offic 
that if no interfering claim to the lands named in said section 2 appeared on 
their records they would be subject to filing and entry under the pre-empt 
and homestead laws by the first legal applicant therefor. These instruetions, 
as you state in your letter of May 3 “1879, were not intended to change the 1 
in respect to the restoration of lands to market, but were inadvertently iss 
They were, nevertheless, in force at the date of Foster's entry, who appears 
have made the same in virtue thereof, It does not appear to what ext« nt. i 
any, he has improved the tract; but whether much or little he should not sull*r 
in his rights or property from the inadvertency of your office. 

I am neither Eapened to waive the general rule respecting the restoration o 
lands to market, which has been in force for many years, nor to spare s\ I 
action for relief of Mr. Foster. I therefore request you to prepare abill for sub- 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin lb Mr ( 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. : . 
ai. Datwt . : . oo — Ties lh ; 7 . 
ir. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote wy which th bia w The . 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ta ; 
. 


vie. 
ry * 2 iS acCcorTU 
Che latter motion was agreed to. \Tr ATAC 
> il. Ath 
PATENT TO CERTAIN LAND IN ARKANSAS. as passed 


The next public-land business on the Calendar was the bill (S, 1082 ne tad 
to authorize the issuance of patent to certain land in Arkansas. Le Jatt 
The bill was read, as follows: 











Be it enacted, etc., That the location mad + ‘ f ‘a ET 
haif of southwest quarter of section 17, in »12 t g . = 
Arkansas, containing 80 acres, on the 4thof Ma I | > to 


bounty land-warrant No, 32256, for 80acr« é ..D ! 
name of Achilles Ferrill or Terrill, be,and ‘ 
patent shall issue, notwithstanding th ss of 
The SPEAKER protempore. Is th obje to the consid on 
of this bill? _ 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to hear a brief explanati 
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in said State,” approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled “An act 
extending the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the 
States of Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 
o 1 act entitled “An act making an additional grant 
Minnesota in alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 


1865, and also sect 4 


, | 
of lands to the State of 
tion of railroads in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are 
pplicable to lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and | 
the same are hereby, repealed 
Sec. 2. That the provisions of section 4 of anact approved June 2, 1864, and en- | 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act making a grant of lands to the | 
| 


State of lowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of certain railroads | 
in said State,’ approved May 15, 1856,’’ be and the same are hereby repealed, so | 
far as they require the Secretary of the Interiorto reserve any lands but the odd | 
sections within the primary, or 6 miles granted limits of the roads mentioned | 
in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act to which the same is amendatory; and all 
withdrawals of lands within indemnity limits heretofore made for the benefit | 
of any road or roads, under or by virtue of said grants or any of them,and any 
reservations of lands made under said provisions of the act of June 2, 1864, shall 
be revoked, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to re- 
store said lands to settlement and entry, after affording due opportunity, by 
such notice as he may consider proper to give to claimants under said grants, or 
any of them, to show cause why said restoration should not be made. } 

See, 3. That whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, a grant | 
of lands heretofore made by the United States to aid in the construction of any 
rail or wagon road, canal, or other work of internal improvement, has been ad- | 
justed, and he deems it advisable that said adjustment should be finally closed | 
on the books of the Land Office, he shall cause such notice to be given, by ad- | 
vertisement or otherwise, as may scem to him proper, warning parties inter- | 
ested to come forward within three months and show cause why such adjust- | 
ment should not be at once closed, 

if a proper showing be made, he shall,as speedily as may be, determine the 
matters involved, awarding to said parties whatever they may be entitled to, | 
and thereupon, or if no such showing be made, he shall at once direct the Com- | 
missioner of the General Land Office to close finally the adjustment of said 
grant, and the same shall not thereafter be reopened. And after. the closing of | 
any such adjustment,the Secretary shall revoke all withdrawals theretofore | 
made for such grant, and restore to settlement and entry, under the homestead 
laws, all public lands withdrawn thereunder remaining undisposed of. | 

Mr. HOLMAN, The changes made by the committee make it more | 
imperative. With the consent of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON | and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], who | 
are members of the subcommittee, I will not press that measure to- 
night. 

Mr, PAYSON. It isa good measure now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; let it be acted on with a motion to re- 
consider entered and pending. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the report of the committee be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the report. It is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask tocall up the bill (S. 283) toamend sections | 
2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting 
apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellow- 
stone River as a public park. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order for this evening’s session. 

Mr. WHEELER. This is reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me get in and pass a bill (H. R. 1176) pro- 
viding for the sale of certain mineral lands to aliens. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is only one minute remaining. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is impossible to pass it in that time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it necessary to move reconsidera- 
tion of the votes passing bills to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been done in each case. 

The hour of 10 o'clock p. m. having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore 
adjourned the House, according to order, until 11 o’clock a. m. to- 
morrow. 


This is not included in the special 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10969) granting a pension to 
Clara 8. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10970) to place the name of George R. Williams 
on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 10971) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay David H. Olive—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10972) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donaté four cannon to the Lafayette (Ind.) Soldiers and Sailors’ Mon- 
ument Association—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10973) for the relief of Florence 
Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10974) to increase the pension of 
James Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. 
Starr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10976) granting a pension to William L. Wilson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10978) for the relief of M. S. 
Hellman—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 10979) for the relief of Uriah 
L. Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 10980) for the relief of Willis 
Cornwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 10981) granting an increase of 
pension to Augusta B. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10982) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10983) increasing the pension of John Akers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10984) to place on the 
roll of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, the name of 
William A. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOUND: Petition of citizens of Trevorton, Pa., in favor of 
House bill No. 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Riley Sanders and 81 others, voters 
of Monroe County, Indiana, for protection to wool—to the Committee 


| on Ways and Means. 


Also, sundry petitions of citizens and soldiers, for restoration of ar- 
rears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kokomo, Ind., against reduction of 
tariff on;window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jeremiah McCool, for relief—to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of 
War to cause a survey and report to be made of the practicability and 
necessity of a winter bridge across the Detroit River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Margaret Bolio, of Detroit, Mich., for a pension— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COMPTON: A resolution authorizing the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to have Pennsylvania avenue and Massachu- 


| setts avenue east surveyed and platted—to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 

3y Mr. COWLES: Petition of Adam Staley, of Wilkes County, North 
Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Courtof Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant leave of absence to Frederick 8. Strong, Fourth United 
States Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of H. L. Knight and 170 
others, of King Wylly and 225 others, and of William A. Morrison and 
157 others, citizens of Florida, fora bill donating Fort Brooke military 
reservation at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GEST: Affidavits in the pension claims of John H. Starr, of 
William L. Wilson, and of John Brown—to the Committee on | 
sions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of A. E. House and others, 
citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, for certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of J. R. Harrison, and of administrator ot 
James Evans, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Massachusetts, for a prohibitory constitutional amendment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of administrator of Henry Alley, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Olive Coppock, of Saline County, and 
of Jennie Cope, of Garland County, Arkansas, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of Augustus H. F. Hien, for pay- 
ment of war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J.D. STEWART: Petition of merchants, business men, and 
prominent citizens of Richmond, Va., for an appropriation in behalf ot 
the National Colored Exposition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of George Coal, of Clayton County, Georgia, for rei 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee ou Wa: 
Claims. 

3vy Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Colorado, for amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Luke Phillips and 59 others, of Gunnison, Colo., fo 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Colo- 
rado, for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Committec on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition and proof to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of Joseph McSwain—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | the following bills, reported them severally without tie 
ance Union of East and of West Washington Territory, for a prohib- | submitted reports thereon 
itory constitutignal amend ! to the Select Committee on the Alco- A | H. R. 5155) granting a pension to John S. Bry 


holiec Liquor Traffic. | A | H ) until i to Edwit 
By Mr. WALKER: Petition of L. P. Ru Jackson. Mo., for re- Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. from the Committee on ¢ 


kK irk X ! 
peal of duty on dental instruments—to the ¢ imittee on Ways and | was referred the bill (8. 320) for the relief of John D 
Means it wit] dment 
By Mr. WARNER: Petition of J. E. Crozier, and of O. A. Jones, of 
Missouri, for reduction of duty on dental instruments, etc.—to th Mr. FAULKNER, from the ¢ ( 
Committee on Ways and Meat ferred tl 1 (S. 1008) for t : 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Eleanor W. McKisrack, of | County. inthe State of Mississi! ( ( 
Maury County, Tennessee for reference of her claim to the Court of | which was considered by unanin 3 con i 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims Reso That the bill (S, 1008) « 1A 
Also, petition of heir of John G. Tarkington, of Hickman County, | now pending in the Senate, togs with all the 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the | thesame ishereby, referred to the Court of ¢ 
: : : : ions of 1 act ay rvwed Mar . \ t 
Committee on War Claims. ices aloe oft male ‘ - ited 
By Mr. WILKINSON: Petitionof Francis Massich, of William Gold- | Mar 887, to find and re} t y 
ing, and of heirs of Adele Lanaux, of Louisiana, for reference of their | '™ aos soyalty of the cls ae ign 
. . * Ss cae : ; ‘ f es and as t ether tl the s 3 3 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ae alee cog eipe 
By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition of Typographical Union No. | 
3 pogra} REUREN 1 ANT 
12, of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of international copyright bill—to wre Mega el 
‘ > A j Mr. FAULKNER. from the Co ttee on ( , LS T< 
the Committee on Patents , a 
ferred the i _ 170 t t Live ithe 
a , ; : . ; ; lov I ) hic co | m™ 
Che following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 1 nd 
. agrTeet 


ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and several] 


referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: ar A sag? ned, Sag eae Hi toa . oe 





: See oc “ _ ee ind v pending in the Senate vere rw t uy rs, 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Of citizens of Fran! nville, N. Y. b ind the same is hereby, refer i to ( of ¢ a oe f 

By Mr. SYMES: Of citizens of Colorado. | the provis of an act approved M ur t entitled “Ana 

to pro for t g 4 st the G f the United 
} St tes i 5 t i ! | tto ‘ acts bea 
° on | i y aad ms 
SENATE. ; Sd 
Til oneeemes , o> > — : rial : om 
. WI DNESDAY, Ju Y 20, LSSS. Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bi SS. dod to eate a board of 
> | audit to all « is for s ul d ures tate by reasor 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D a a : ; a ee 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings w read and approved. “Pen : ’ nt om lumbia; which was read 
‘ : : twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI oom 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, Mr. DANT]I est trod ial 3 3376) mal Lap 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-com- | p,, fo purcha aft wautuahie: ae € th 

. ~ : ‘ y} 1 i i c ilCilasSs | { T I 4 t A 1e 
merce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | Nayy- which was read twice bv its titl refer Comn ittee 
merce. n the ] y 

- . 3 i . iia > OM LUC 4 ary. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizensof Brown County, Mr. CULLOM introduced a S. 3377 on to Mar- 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of certain amendments of the inter- | garet Ann Beebe: which was read twice by its title. and referred to tl 
state-commerce law; which was referred tothe Committee on Interstate | Committee on Pensions 
ese bas oe ina sas : a Ss Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill 3378) to nt pensions forservice 

_Mr. At E presented a petition of citizens of Wilson County, North | in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States during th 
Carolina, praying for an amendment of the interstate-commerce law; | war against rebellion: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of William Edgerton and 35 Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 337 regard to a montu- 
other citizens of the Third Congressional district of Kansas, praying ; mental column to commemorate the battle of J ton. and I ori 
for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the | ating $30,000; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. Cesnmitton om the | Seeery 
Mr. KENNA presented a petition of the board of commissioners of Mr. CAMERON battens ed a bill (S. 338 the relief of William 


Ohio County, West Virginia, asking for an appropriation by Congress | price & Co. and others ch was read tw by its title. and referred 
for the restoration of bridges and the repair of the national road recently | 44 the Committee on Clai aie 

* ‘ . - . ‘ ic PELLELALL LOE pil he I 
destroyed by storm and flood; which was referred to the Committee on He also introduced a S, 3381) for the erection of a public build- 





Appropriations. 1] } ] le. 

Appropria } ing at Allentown, Pa.;: which was read twice by its title, and referred 

is : es E to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom | Mr. HAMPTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) providing 
g 


was referred the bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore, | for the ad 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


ustment of the amount due to the State of South Carolina 





reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | for the rent of the Citadel Academy; which was read twice by its title, 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs ‘ 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without*amendment, | . owere site 
and submitted reports thereon: as : eer ere 
A bill (H. R. 9263) granting an increase of pension to Abraham J. Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
Buckles: by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
A bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. McIntosh; and | Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 
A bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge. Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- | bim to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
ferred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further | stores and s ipplies taken and used by the United St ates Army, as re- 
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committce on Military | ported by the ¢ ourt of ¢ laims, under the provisions of the act of March 
Affairs; which was agreed to “ | 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed, 

A bill (§. 952) for the relief of A. W. Hager; and and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

A bill (8. 2055) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine E. Whitall. | Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | WITHDRAWAL (| A} 

Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1981) to provide for the Mr. EVARTS I ask that the following ord 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other Gov- | Ordered, That W m Burnett have leave to s petitic nd ac- 
ernment offices at the city of Muskegon, in the State of Michigan, re- | CO™P8PY1NS Paper from the files of the Senate 





ported it without amendment. | These are papers now before the Libr iittee, not relating to 
Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was | PUblic affairs of any importance, and t they may be imme- 


referred the bill (S. 3187) making an appropriation of $150,000 to en- diately withdrawn 

able A. de Bausset to build an air-ship to convey passengers and freight The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made, subject to 

through the air, and for other purposes, asked to be discharged from | the rules. 

its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

tnterstate Commerce; which was agreed to. Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred | Whereas it is publicly announced that the Minneapolis, Sault Ste Marie and 
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Ath Railway ¢ | i gz from Minneapolis toSault Ste Marie, 
has passed « ; yner p of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
‘ iv, ortot sii ¢ lian Pacifie Railway Company acting | 
for Lin t 

Wherea ) eged that the control of the Dulath, South Shore and 
At Duluth to Sault Ste Marie, has also passed 
i t < ots l Canad Pacific Railway Company, or to the directors 
of Cana n Pac j way Compa acting for and in its interests; and 

t ) i col l the approaches to the bridge 
‘ I k t i e between the United States and 
( the « ‘ of av 1 bridge is also alleged to be in the said Car 
< c Kha vay ‘ pa l 
, i Canadian Pacific Railway Company owns the only line reach- 
j isa Marie fro he Canad iside; and by tue of the monopoly 
of t own p of the A rican lines controlling the approaghes to said 
] 1 of the owner f the said bridge, said Canadian Pacific Railway 
‘ pan it is allered is « iblec n effect to ignore and defeat the operations 

t tate-comine vit tier and in spirit; and 

Whereas said Canadian Pa Railway Company is not onlya foreign corpo- 
ration, but one built wh ' ind operated in the interest of a foreign govern- 
me and “ roe i the purchase and control of said American lines, 
it is alleged, is furnished either direetly by said government, or obtained by its 
eredit, and is used as abov recited Therefore 

Re ved, That the Com: tee on Interstate Commerce be, and is hereby, di- 
rec i to inquir e matters hereinbefore referred to, and as to whether 

ny legislation is ne ry to protect the interests of the people of the United 

tes, and to prevent t liversion of commerce from its natural and legiti 
, channels, and to pr ent the monopolizing of traflic by a foreign corpora 
tio and to report to t senate by bi or otherwise 

The PRESIDENT pro tem [s there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution 

GORMAN I ask that t re ution may lie over until to-mo1 
row morning. TI wish to prepare an amendment to be offered to it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The resolution will lie over unde 
the rule, and be printed 

PRIVILEGI Ov THE FLOOR. 

Mr. OAR. I move the adoption of the following resolution: 

Re ‘ Phat the rul f the Senate be so amended as to add to the list of 
pe s entitled to the privilege of the floor ex-Speakers of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States 

[ think there will be no objection to the passage of the resolution. 
It corrects what is manifestly an oversight in the rules. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLATT. Of course I have no objection to extending the privi- 
leges of the floor in this manner, butI think that all resolutions which 
to the extension of the privileges of the floor ought to go to the 
Committee on Rules, because if we pass one resolution without such a 


look 


reference it would be discourteous not to pass another which somebody 
might offer at some future time. 
Mr. HOAR. It does not strike me that that can by any possibility 


apply to this case. It is tocorrecta mereoversight. This high officer, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, has always been ranked 
with the Vice-President of the United States. Usually he is spoken 
of as the second oflicer in the Government, and to omit him from those 
entitled to our floor is a clear oversigh@ A gentleman who had filled 
the high office of Speaker of the House of Representatives was at the 
door of the Senate a few days ago, and I was yery much mortified on 
finding that the rules did not permit me to bring him on the floor. 

| hope my honorable friend from Connecticut will in.this case-—it 
being so absolutely plain and clear—notinsiston a reference. It would 
involve a special meeting of the Committee on Rules, taking those Sen- 
ators from their avocations on the floor of the Senate, and taking the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcI], the chairman of that com- 
mittee, from the Committee on Finance. 
which the Senate can judge. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwillnot say that the suggestions of the Senator from 
Massachusetts have not convinced me; but I think that I am convinced 
against my will, and am of the sameopinion still. However,I will not 
object to the consideration of the resolution nor ask to have it referred 
to the Committee on Rules. I think we are in great danger, if such 
resolutions are not referred to the committee, of some time having the 
matter enlarged in a way which we shall be sorry for afterwards. I 
think there is no earthly objection to passing this resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite agree with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Puatr]. It is a very unsafe method to amend the rules without 
consideration. But if the mover of the resolution will allow it to be 
referred, I think the Committee on Rules can report it back in thirty 
minutes from the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that course. My sole reason in 
not referring it was a regard for the convenience of the members of that 
committee. I supposed it would probably put a mortgage on the time 
of those gentlemen for some morning to get a meeting. 

Mr. HARRIS. The committee is composed of only five members, 
and I suppose the five can get together and report the resolution back 
this morning. There can be no objection to the resolution. It would 
be a very bad precedent to amend the rules without a reference to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, let it take that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 


I think it is a matter of 
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¥ yr OF 
JULY 25, 
BRIGHTWOOD AVENUE. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution: which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and hereby 
are, directed to report whether the Seventh street road, now called Brightwood 
ave has not been reduced in width, and if so, by what authority, and what 


steps, if any, are necessary to restore it to its original width. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
4 message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


he 


Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast be- 
tween Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md., agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
hereon, and had appointed Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. CLARDY, and 
managers at the conference on its part 
message also announced that the Houseinsisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 2115) to provide aid to State homes for the support 
of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. MAtIsu, and Mr. LAirpD, 
managers at the conference on its part. 

‘The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with lments; in which it requested the concurren 


ill 


S. 


if 
; 
1 


Houses 


ihe 


amen 


of the Senate: 
A bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands on account of 
live oak in the Southwestern land district of the State of Louisiana; 


\ bill (8S. 1086) to authorize to certain Jand 
in Arkansas; and 

\ bill (S. 1732) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
Jands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill 558) for the relief of certain settlers upon the school lands 
of Washington Territory; 

\ bill (S. 1709) to provide for the issue of patents to certain person 
for donation claims under the act approved September 27, 1850, com- 
monly known as the donation law; 

A bill (S. 1870) granting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, 
Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the purposes of a 
public park; 

A bill (8S. 2845) granting to the corporate authorities of the city of 
‘Tuscaloosa, in the State otf Alabama, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States to fractional sections 22 and 15, lying south of 
the Black Warrior River, in township 21 and range 10 west; and 

A bill (S. 3365) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Chicago to be used as an appraiser’s warehouse and other public pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 6264) to incorporate the Washington and Highlands Street Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a pile bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, 
Florida; . 

A bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- 
ville, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Bir- 
mingham Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Black Warrior 
River, in Alabama. 


the issuance of patent 


» 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Having seen a majority of the Committee on Rules, 
and being authorized by each of them, I report back the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it be now considered. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be so amended as to add to the list of 
persons entitled to the privileges of the floor ex-Speakers of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ness that.order is closed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


BILL. 


If there be no further morning busi- 


the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill having been reported from 
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The PRESIDE ; r 
The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. IR. 1661) for erection « La a ae ; 
praisers’ wal ‘house in the city of New York, and for other purpos : t a ia ; ; I : 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole . , ~_ on and _ 
proceeded to considei s bill. point this . lid had Sere 5a tT ; : 
rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and ( othe 3 yaa 
. + , a + 4 





with amendmen 


f rs iendment was 1 section 1 e 4, after the word “pu "5 
é 
chase to inser or acquire by condemnation » as to u - 
} . 1 : : : tn I 
That the Secretary of the Treasury and heis hereby, authorized and d ; 


rected to purchase or ac 


























thereon a substantial and commodious proof building for the us he m ‘ t i : | 
United States appraiser, and for other Government us ut the eity of New to wait hours } r¢ a ‘ ronda at ¢ 
York, in the State of New York ; 
e¢ ( i ( 
The amendment was agreed to ted there and th it of a 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word “sit ( vl located 
to stril out the wo pu h I ») as to rem ) ‘ 1 be ) i is I I 3 
Che site shall or 1area t 1 ) $ S etar f 1 ind ) 1SeT i ’ 
he | poses above mentione : 
t pury a em : D I y ‘ : Lb eu 
rhe amendment was agreed to. ’ New York But as to d nat 
‘he next amendment was, in section 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘ site,’’ | where it shall be located. the S ( 
to strike out the words ‘‘ when purchased;’’ so as to read consult the « eni¢ of 1 ple of t 
And the building to he erected on the said site shall be plain and ithout | with the « i-} f 
porticos, towers, or needless ornamentatic but shall ymtain the 1 i “ 77 ' } 
commodations ices an appraisers’ warehouse, suffi Ire | : 
the exa m raisal of imported me und th fac I } : 3 » ‘ 
pateh, and shall not exceed in cost the sum of $650,000, } ) 1 t 
rhe amendment was agreed to. will pa some 
The next amendment was, in secticn 2, line 4, after the word “‘ pur- <. I know that the appraise 
chase,’’ to insert ‘‘ or acquire by condemnation;’’ so as to read: ire inadequate, and I know that the p 
See. 2. That thesaid Secretary is hereby farther authorized and directed, in his | not what it ought to be, but w ive h 
dis suand stead of the purchase of a site for an appraisers’ warehouse | York We built a post-o yuild l 
only irchase, or acquire by eonden a site embracing an area sufi anita Bins a. hill a icieetummenne 
cient for the purposes r tioned in this sec on for the erection of a new 1s- as Stril bly 6S LNs cose pern ) o1 } 
tom:-house building, in addition to said appraiser's warehouse. } wanted another million and a half, I he y ra them that 
The amendment was agreed to. | and put in still more stringent ulations, requ r the building t 
on ; es - . . aw er aad teed . M chnaetts f{ } 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 15, before the word | be finished irom 


‘*dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one million five hundred thousand’’ and in- | DAWES], I remembe is Chairman of the committee at the tir 
sert ‘‘three million;’’ so as to read | he will recollect better than I do; but I think that at three d 
Or the said Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, purchase two | times, in viola i iws, they exceeded the iimit, 
sites in the vicinity of each other in said city of New York, suitable for both of | us nine or ten mi 
said purposes of the ‘appraisers’ store-house and eustom-house; and then and | fore we got throu 






















in that event the said single site for custom-house and appraisers’ warehouse 
as aforesaid, or two sites in the vicinity o ach other, as the case may be, shall 
not exceed in cost the sum of $3,000,000, which sum, or so much thereof as may 





I do not propose that we shall provide that this 
located at any particular place, but I think Congress ought to know 
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at what price property can be obtained, and we should see whether it 
is going to bo pla | ata proper point or not. 

fhe Secretary of the Treasury is perhaps the hardest worked man in 
this A uistration, and he will have nothing to do with the location 
under the bill. He will have no time to look at it; perhaps he will 
not know anything about it, but will send some clerk or somebody 
who will pick out a place and locate the building there whether it is 
right or wrong, and while it will be said to be done by the Secretary 


of the Treasury it will in fact be done py somebody about whom the 
Secretary of the Treasury may know very little. 

If Congress is going to maintain any control over a great matter like 
this, there ought to be more care given to it than the bill provides for. 

1 only desired to say that much, and I do not propose to oppose the 
bill further. 

Mr. SPOONER. I feel under obligations to the Senator from Maine 
to withdraw this matter from consideration if he insists upon my doing 
80, although it is a matter of great public interest. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to have the debate continue. 

Mr. SPOONER I think it will take but a few moments longer to 
dispose of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. if it is going to give rise to any further debate, of 
course I must insist upon going on with the regular order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Wis- 
consin that this is an important matter, and I think it is important 
that the bill be passed with great care and consideration. We doneed 
new appraiser’s stores in New York City. We do need a new custom- 
house there. The buildings ought to be in the vicinity of each other, 
and they ought to be convenient to the merchants; and when we enter 
upon that work we should enter upon it with great care. 

Although I have confidence in the Secretary of the Treasury that he 
will exert proper care in the selection of a site for these two buildings, I 
think that power should not be given to any one man. I think it isa 
matter of sufficient importance to elicit the attention of a commission 
of eminent men or of two or three of our Cabinet officers; and when 
the work is entered upon it should be entered upon with a view to the 
convenience of the merchants and those who are transacting business 
at the custom-house. When that is done, in my judgment, the $3,- 
000,000 limit put in the bill will not prove to be a sufficient limit. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides for the purchase of a site for that 
amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. It proposes to appropriate $650,000 for the purchase 
of a site, if 1 remember correctly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill contains alternative propositions. 

Mr. ALLISON. It proposes that a building shall be erected upon 
the site selected, plain in its character, and not to exceed a cost otf 
$650,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or in lieu of that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may purchase at a cost not exceeding $3,000,000 a site for both the ap- 
praiser’s warehouse and the custom-house. 

Mr. ALLISON. No appraiser’s store can be built suitable for the 
business of the city of New York for $600,000 or twice that sum, in my 
judgment, even of a plain, substantial character. Of course it will be 
lire-proof. 

Mr. HALE. I think I must call for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall detain the Senate just one moment longer. 
1 examined this matter with great care, as did the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck], a year or two ago. It is a matter of immense im- 
portance. Ido not know of a place where the business of the country 
is so inconveniently transacted as in the city of New York. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
this bill has been very carefully considered by merchants’ associations 
in New York, by the Produce Exchange of New York, by the institu- 
tions in New York of a business nature which it would be especially 
necessary to accommodate, and its provisions meet their entire approval. 
As the bill came from the House it provided for the erection of stores 
at a cost not exceeding $600,000 or the purchase of a site for both 
buildings at a cost not exceeding $1,500,000. We have increased that 
limit upon the request of the business interests of New York to $3,000, - 
000, which they regard as adequate. 

The Secretary of the Treasury was communicated with in regard to 
the bill. He has given the subject great personal attention. He comes 
from that State; he is a careful man; he knows pretty well and can 
inform himself very accurately what the interests of the business ot 
New York require in this respect, and he very much prefers the bill as 
reported from the committee to the bill as it passed the House; it meets 
his commendation. I believe one good level-headed man, with all the 
facilities at hand for information, would do as well as a commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say—— 

Mr. SPOONER. However, if the bill is to be farther debated I do 
not feel at liberty under my arrangement with the Senator from Maine 
to insist upon its further consideration. 

Mr. BECK. I hope if this bill is to go over—and I trust it will— 
the Senator from Wisconsin will endeavor to ascertain, as remarked 
by the Senator from New Jersey, what disposition can be made of the 
present square in which we have the appraiser’s stores, and what are 
we going to do in regard to the old custom-house ? 
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retary of the Treasury should ascertain| Mr. SPOONER. We have inquired into that. 


Mr. BECK. I believe, with the Senator from New Jersey, that that 
block is utterly unfit for the appraiser’s stores and can be sold for per- 


| haps two or three millions, and perhaps the custom-house and grounds 


for two or three millions more, and we may as well look this thing 


| squarely in the face and appropriate those pieces of property and the 
| three millions now proposed, because the appraiser’s stores and a cus- 


a 


tom-house suitable for New York can not be built for twice that. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is only to purchase a site. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I should hope that this bill would 
not be treated here as if it was a new proposition or one that had not 
been very fully considered in this Congress, It was introduced in the 
House of Representatives and there passed, when it was thought that 
it was much better that there should be a larger provision which should 
cover the cost of the land that should provide for both structures under 
the idea that it was important that the custom-house and appraiser’s 
stores should be convenient, and that therefore an area should be put 
at the disposition of this Government that would accomplish those pur- 
poses. 

Now, there is an alternative proposition in this bill providing a cer- 
tain price for a plot on which to erect appraiser’s stores, and also a pro- 
vision for the erection of those stores, which is probably quite inade- 
quate, I agree; the alternative proposition being to take into view by 
the Secretary of the Treasury plots of land contiguous, adjacent, co- 
terminous, or convenient to one another, by which the common struct- 
ure or the double structure may be economically erected. 

I have not heard a single objection to the proposition that this greater 
accommodation both for the appraiser’s establishment and for the cus- 
tom-house ought to be provided; nor is at all doubtful that for the 
convenience of the public business and of the merchants, which are 
entirely coincident as we all know, they should be coterminous and 
embraced under one structure, if that be found suitable. Where, then, 
does this alternative suggested to us leave a grievance unredressed until 
some other inquiry is made? Inquiry in every direction has preceded 
this bill before its introduction, and on the part of the Department of 
this Government having charge of it, the Treasury Department, ever 
since. 

So, then, this method of disposing of the matter is simply leaving us 
without a custom-house, which everybody agrees we should have; with- 
out an appraiser’s establishment, which every one agrees we should 
have; without a site for them, that everybody agrees we should have; 
and upon what suggestion are we to be left in this position? Is it 
better that Congress should pass upon the competing private interests 
of land-owners who would wish to sell to the Government? It seems 
to me not at all suitable either on its general principle or on the habits 
of this country. Our habit is to concentrate responsibility upon execu- 
tive officers and to hold them responsible to Congress for any lack of 
administration. 

Mr. President, no one knows better than the Senator from Kentucky, 
who has had abundant opportunity to satisfy himself and has firmly 
expressed himself, that we need in New York for the business of the 
Government, for the convenience of commerce, this provision or a pro- 
vision that is to accomplish the general purpose. We now holda 
custom-house wholly inadequate in Wall street, where every square foot 
is of the highest value and which can be disposed of by itself probably 
for enough to cover the purchase of the new structure that we are to 
make. There is no place in the city of New York where the square 
foot is worth as much as it is on the site of the present custom-house. 
If it were abundant, if it were large enough, if it were convenient, if 
the merchants desired it, the cost of the land should be no impediment 
to our continuing our possession. 

Now, Mr. President, all that we propose here is to provide a sum of 
$3,000,000 to give, either by purchase or condemning, an adequate plot 
in the city of New York for these buildings. I should hope, there- 
fore, not only that this bill might be heard and passed upon now, but 
that if it is contested it should be now presently disposed of. It is not 
a matter about which to protract debate. The Senator from Iowa has 
said what he has to say, the Senator from Kentucky has said what he 
has to say, and they both agree in the principal proposition that we 
ought to have an adequate appropriation for the purposes aimed at. 

I do not know any other way that we are to find out where the proper 
place is except by leaving it to the officers of the Government that are 
trusted. I have repelled on my part toward all my constituents any 
effort to direct the attention of the Senate to the place where this 
should be. I have said to all of them that I would have no entertain- 
ment of those ideas, but they must all be reserved for the responsible 
head of the Treasury Department if this bill should become a law. 

Why put it off a year or why put it offa week? I agree it does not 
make any difference whether it passes this week or next week. It has 

the House. It has on it amendments which only are changirg 
the area that embraces the object of the whole structure. Now, as to 
the appraisers’ stores—perhaps the Senator from Iowa, or the Senator 
from Kentucky, may be more accurate about the amount of rent than 
I can be without refreshing my memory—it is a very large sum—as | 
understand, certainly over $80,000. Iam not sure that it is not over 
$100,000 a year that we are paying for rent merely for an appraisers 
establishment, and a very inadequate establishment, an inconvenient 
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one, an old sugar-house, not in site nor in its arrangement complete to By unanimous consent, the President ) vas 
the satisfaction of the Government. We mustiookat things asthey are. ‘ the nferees on the part of the Senat ind M I 
fhe present custom-house in Wall street will sell for enough to cover ind Mr. BERRY we ppointe 
everything, as I suppose. Certainly we make a saving in paying the NAVAL AI 
interest on the cost of the appraisers’ stores instead of $80,000 or Mr. HALI N I hone w ‘ ! ) 
$100,000 a year rent for inconvenient quarters. The magnitude of the 
sum involved should not affect in the least the consideration and the ™ [ DR ES , Q 
determination of the question, because that is determined by the neces- rl es os ~ a { H | 
sit of the case and the high value of real estate. ania tions fot t 
So all agree about the important object, and we have been obliged to Toa | et ( ) ‘ . 
put in the billa provision for condemnation, with entire uncertainty | one; in él] endivnd . - ‘ 
hether by private contract or not, so great is the val ie near by and in | ., ‘kine out ¢ clause from , ‘ 
er places, that w« Light not be at the mercy olf competing private Fo . 
int< ts. | Secretary eN t > s 
Mr. SPOONER. I feel under honorable obligation to the Senator | coast of the Gulf of M 
from Maine, in view of the condition on which he granted me indulg- | ©*Pe"s : i nd est “ 
ence, not to press further this bill at this time if he insists upon going M CA do not pi » delay ~ 
on. I give notice that at the earliest opportunity I shall call it up | co ler 1 of this ame h 
for action. sion ppointed by the Secretary of the N 
] e ot t ( 
DISTRICT SALES 1 PROPERTY FOR OVERDUE TAXES, : ‘ . 
sisting of Commodore Luce, Chie \ \ 
Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 2m membs They made 1 
Mr. HALE. So much time has been taken in the unexpected de- { i al a oe pay< ot se 1s " ‘ 
bate that has arisen upon the pending amendment that I can not yield rh ch é | 
any further now. There is only one single amendment to pass upon | rx te ind the water 
in the naval appropriation bill. B ter, the Xellow 1 and Santa Kosa © 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two amendments were reserved. Sent ae 4 
Mr. HALE. I feel constrained to insist on going on with the bill. | states r $s ‘ ‘ eo 5 
Mr. FAULKNER. LTappeal to the Senator from Maine to permit me | that of any other 1. The <« ste is i f and 
tocall up House bill 10060. It will not take more.than three minutes | (O° Sparact ; ete led ; ee 
to pass it, and it is a very important and pressing matter in the Dis- | pine, w enter so largely into wood 
trict. It has only a few lines. If it takes more than three minutes I | s itry In abundance, and 
will withdraw it at once. oe Dieter he aee maieea 
Mr. HALE. Go on, ' s f e prese atic 
Mr. FAULKNER. Task unanimous consent to call up Order of Bus- Pens ut the entrance of which t 
iness 1824, being the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales mene ; ethane. hay ve poder Pde, oe 
and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for over- | feet ma t the principal wharf. Recent soundings show tl 
aue taxes. } Dec ) alé ‘ ines thie lepth i ge i e I = tw ty-! 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bill read. aL acnaeeteat temaininn aan te eae 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- | dredging ot itis known ast ’ . i 
ject to objection. vy wa , ir is about | mile southeast of the ru f fort M 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. . 5 the ™M alae wks ia > we 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the Senator in charge of this | , rtance of this yard was fully demonstrated 
bill explain what will be the effect of the sale. Pensacola Bay is almost the only suitable place for a nayal s 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that this | “")' ao a ahould ee 7 . om a — , 
bill does not change the present law as to the methods of sale, but4 M Me 4 : AN . - a ie 7 7 ry t] ats * ‘e iat : 
there have been two statutes passed in different years, which conflict as Se ee ee eee eee. ee 


. ; nent men, but it does not reach the precise point we ar 
in reference to the notice of the sales. One statute requires the notice , ; re , 





to be given in September and another requires it to be in July, so that | ” ; ; and tha ’ ae as | , s P ae! 1 sie 
there could not be a sale until eleven months after the notice of sale | ee paneer - P ee 2 ; teeta py 
was given; and that was occasioned by an error in the last statute ee ; a rae ne ee +} a aes 1 
which was passed requiring the notice to be in September instead of ee r* “or : do oT heal fe * ‘ z ‘ s : { 
July. This is to rectify that and to put the law back where it was | , ae y Po ao eae . aii ma } 
formerly. = ae — aa a ge > a , 
Mr. HOAR. Is there no advertisement provided for except the ad- | and . . te = : 2 1 ne , 
vertisement in this pamphlet of real-estate sold for taxes ? _ : tee cemieck = S : 5 dieefen os ths teal ' 
Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; there is no other provision of the stat- | “PS °° ** os 6 thet cere? 7. uh ‘als cae 
ute now. ‘This puts it back where it was formerly. ' : oe S I th oe . . : emacs a cameiinn tee a 
Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Senator irom West Virginia if | SS°U}0"- | 5 think 18 would’ be fataitous ro abandon tr. 
it be the law that the real estate of any absent owner, or of a minor or | "3" ; ot a soe weap Fyre hese vagus points 
insane person, or aged person, may be sold for taxes with no other no- | © '®P a — ae haa | a tae os Bren 7 a 
tice than that contained in a pamphlet of which 5,000 copies are printed | rv sha ok 7 Semi ak arts . +p : 1 
to be delivered to persons on application? re eee ee ee eee ” 
Mr. FAULKNER. That is the only notice I find in the old law. | COPED to the range of modern ariillery, a ship stationed ata 
Mr. HOAR. I think if we are to pass a new law on the subject it | eames — i = ‘Ma aoa a a. af Dent hades Se 
ought to contain more protection for the classes I have named, and | °° ane a peer aan das - opcpnle 5 tec ‘ 
there ought to be added to the bill some obligation in regard to per- | the eee See ea ma ye nahn ee ~ Sage “ah 
sonal notice, or notice at the usual place of abode if the person be absent. | rece ee Ses Sead 


A oe Seer 7 ; | icing this place even f a navalstation took occas oremat! 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will withdraw the request for the considera- | meter, ery peng vee Sey COO rn SO Rees | 
| ra 


; p ] c= $2 . . : | a good deal of its future value depends upon a canal to connect it h 
tion of the bill at this time, because I feel under obligations to the Sen- | °° od deal ¢ ae vee ge l npon & cana conn 
* from Mai ; | the waters of the Alabama River, and also acanal to be built a¢ 
tor from Maine to do so. | ict} f Fl ’ TY er } ttled 4] 
re 7c wATT m : : ‘ ‘ s nus or Fiorida, nese considerations have unse ed th 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request for the consideration | ; f “ps x ; of h . bo d ae —o ; 
of the bill is withdrawn. [OS GOs TARRY SE WES NAYS WO Com wv 1 
that being a proper location for the building of steel and 
LAND PATENTS IN ARKANSAS. There is no convenient access to it. exc pt by rai 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment | to be, I suppose, for many years to come, unl ve ld build a « 
f 4h . P . . ’ . | a . . . . 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1082) to authorize the | nal across trom the waters of the Alabama River to the vot Pe : 


issuance of patent to certain land in Arkansas, which was toadd tothe | cola. Ifthe commission which is to be sent out under this bill s1 ld 
bill the following proviso: | indorse and ratify all that has been said on the floor by the Senat 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prejudice adverse rights,and | Florida about the Pensacola navy-) ard as a location, then that 
that, should conflicting claims be presented, the rights of the claimants shal! be | would be forever settled and the whole strength of the Sout 
adjudicated by the Department as in other cases. | . a ' ca } ale 
ee | the interior of the country would be concentrated upon 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. | the proper place for the establis] , wh ynsid 
BERRY], who reported this bill to the Senate, and who is absent, to | pensable one for the building of steel and iron ships 
move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment of the House of | building of heavy ordnance on the waters of the G 
Representatives and ask for a conference with the House of Representa- I wish to remark in this connection that it ( to 
tives thereon. 


re C | carry one of these very heavy guns by rail acro 
The motion was agreed to. 


ply the forts on the Mississippi River, at the Bay of Mobile, r 
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Boston are considered now somewhat distant from each other, as repre- 


| senting the various rich and industrial communities which lie behind 


(7 ~ 
9174 
en and it may be other places where guns may be needed for defense, 
tit would be quit ing, quite a convenience to the Government 
of the United Stat to have these guns constructed in the South. 
lore t th due to the enterprise of those people that the | 
‘ of the United States should give some attention to their 
ut ré for 1 construction of guns of heavy caliber. I need | 
fer, I think, to the capacity of Alabama and of Tennessee and of | 
th Georgia for the supply of ores, metals, coal, timber, and what- 
ever else may be necessary in the construction of ships. These places | 


are now very prominent before the attention of the enterprising men 
of the United States and ought to attract also the attention of the Gov- 
ernment. Weought to avail ourselves of these facilities so far as we can. 

Dut the starting-point is an agreement as to location. If a commis- 
sion goes out and makes a report in favor of Pensacola as the proper 
place to build these ships and build these guns, I shall be found, ‘‘in 
season and out of season,’’ advocating their construction at that place. 
If, however, in going about over the country there and making the 
soundings and tests and borings that are necessary to determine the 
location, they should find some better place, I should expect an equal 
support from the Senators from Florida. 

It does not follow that because fifty or sixty years ago we established 


2 navy-yard at Pensacola, when we built nothing but wooden ships, it | 


therefore is to continue as a ship-yard, a place for building ships or 
heavy guns, when the entire structure of the navy has changed from 
wood to steel and iron. It does not follow, and we are not satisfied 
with it. But a commission organized under this bill, sent out to in- 
vestigate this subject, can make a pretty good report in respect of all 
these modern methodsof constructing vessels and heavy guns, and they 
can possibly find a better location than Pensacola. But I say again 
that if they do not, I shall take Pensacola, heartily take it, and I ex- 
pect fully that the Senators from Florida would be entirely willing 
that we should have the opportunity of having this investigation made, 
so as to concentrate our influence and our efforts to satisfy everybody 
as to what is the best thing to be done in regard to this very important 
new enterprise, 

I believe but one war ship was ever built at Pensacola, and that was 
a very magnificent one—I think only one—and since that time the 
vy-yard has been dismantled. 
now even in the way of repair of ships, but it has been abandoned, and 
that, too, after we had built the caissons and floated them around from 
the New England coast somewhere for the purpose of building a very 
large dry-dock. 

Mr, CALL. It never 

Mr. MORGAN, It never was completed. Why was it not com- 
pleted? Simply because the Government of the United States did 
not find need for it; the Government of the United States was doubt- 
ful about it, and more than that, since the time the Senator speaks 
of, the report that was made by the admirals he has read here this 
morning, Pensacola has had several visitations of yellow fever, the 
most unfortunate thing we know, butsomething that none of our cities 
can escape. Thatisa very important factor in the question of the loca- 
ton of a ship-yard by the United States Government. We must try to 
find some place, if we can, that is exempt from that dreadful scourge. 
if it issuitable in all other particulars, that is an argument against it. 
{ regret to allude to that. At the same time it isa factor in the case, 


a 
na 


has been built. 


and I think the Senators from Florida ought willingly to agree to have | 


this matter investigated by a proper commission, so that the Congress 
of the United States may be informed officially, after a careful exam- 
ination, as to what is best to be done in respect of the locality upon 
which we shall erect a ship-yard, a place for the construction and re- 
pai of ships. 

| confess that I desire very much that the waters in the vicinity of 
Mobile should be found to be the proper location. Why should I not? 


Why should Mobile not have an equal opportunity with Pensacola in | 


a matter of this kind? 

{do not seek to deprive Pensacola of the possession of a navalstation. 
Ilere is a naval station, a place for storing up coal and all sorts of naval 
supplies, easy of accesstoourships. Ishould never think of abandoning 
Pensacola for that purpose, and it is all that it is used for now; it is 
all that the Government of the United States intends to use it for. I 


There is nothing being done there | 





i 





suppose the Government does not think of putting back the machinery | 


that was taken out of the navy-yard at Pensacola for the purpose of 
the construction or repair of ships, and I wish to say that ships ought 
to be repaired at the navy-yard in Pensacola. 

Our coast on that gulf is not going always to be in the condition that 
itis now. A time is coming, and it is not very far away, when there 
will be a canal through the Isthmus of Darien, when the ships of the 
world will find their way through that isthmus, through the De Lesseps 
Canal, or the Nicaragua Canal, or the Tehuantepec Canal or railway, 
and that will be the highway of the ships of the whole world. When 
that era comes, the fertile lands which border the Gulf of Mexico, 
furnishing splendid locations for residences, will produce not another 
Mediterranean, but a Mediterranean magnified and beautified in every 


respect as a place of delightful residence and of great business enter- | 


prise and capacity. Then Mobile and Pensacola will be considered 


somewhat distant from each other, as Philadelphia and New York and 


| sippi River. 


them on the seacoast. Our country is not going to stand still. We 
need not be afraid of the future development of the Southern country, 
particularly along the Gulf of Mexico. There is no more inviting field 
on this earth than that for human enterprise. After a little while I 
think the decadence of the Spanish power in the Island of Cuba and 
in the other islands belonging to that kingdom will liberalize all the 
proceedings of commerce and of all the different] industriesof mankind, 
and the wealth that will be originated in that region for transportation 
into other markets and other places will be something that willastonish 
mankind, and that in addition to the great wealth that must be brought 
through the Gulf of Mexico from the transit through the Isthmus of 
Darien. 

Now, let us not be narrow in our policy. Let us look to the future; 
let us unite our efforts in the South for the purpose of building up our 
country and meeting this development which time is so rapidly unfold- 
ing in our behalf. 

I trust that Senators will not object further to what the other House 
has done. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, when this clause first fell under my 
eye I had determined not to support it, for I supposed that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy had the authority already to appoint a commission to 
investigate the establishment of navy-yards, but I understand that he 
has not. The question of a proper location for a navy-yard and docks 
for shipping near the Gulf coast has been very much debated for the 


| last eight or ten years among naval officers, and I am glad to have the 


opportunity to support a measure which will enable them after thor- 
ough investigation to give us the benefit of their judgment. 

The country interested in the establishment of a navy-yard on the 
Gulf of Mexico may be divided into two grand divisions: First, that 
vast region penetrated by the Mississippi River and covering the entire 
area from the Alleghany to the Rocky Mountains, containing to-day a 
population of over twenty-five millions of people, and drained as trib- 
utaries of the. Mississippi River by over 17,000 miles of navigable 
streams. Colonel Benton, of Missouri, estimated—and he was good 
authority for facts—that there were 50,000 miles of boatable streams 
tributary to the main trunk-line of the Mississippi River. This vast 
region embraces all the degrees of the temperate zone, and is rich in 
all the products of agriculture, manufactures, and mining, of under- 
ground wealth. The gate-way of this great valley, the largest in the 
world, is at the city of New Orleans, 110 miles from the mouth of the 
Mississippi River. 

The second grand division of our country interested in the establish- 
ment of this navy-yard is that bordering on the Gulf of Mexico from 
the southeast extremity of Florida to the Mexican line. The proper 
point for the defense of the Mississippi Valley is near the mouth of 
the Mississippi River, and the best point for the defense of our own 
interest within the circle of the Gulf of Mexico would be upon the 
Island of Cuba, which lies just off the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
dominating and commanding the approaches to the Gulf by the Strait 
of Florida on the east and the Strait of Yucatan on the west. 

Cuba is the key to the Mexican Gulf and to the mouth of the Missis- 
Let me say at the outset that I know navy-yards do not 
of themselves defend anything. In fact, they would rather invite at- 
tacks in time of war. But a well-established navy-yard, equipped 
with all the apparatus and appliances for modern ship-building, would 
furnish the indispensable means and instruments for carrying on naval 
war; and a navy-yard should therefore be located where it would be 
absolutely safe from the enemy and within secure communication by 


| water both to the country that yields the supply and material for war 


vessels, the skilled labor, and to the ocean. So long as Cuba is not in 
our possession we may exclude it in considering the important ques- 
tion before us. 

We do not own Cuba, and so far as I am informed there is no publi: 
sentiment in the country to-day which demands the immediate ac- 
quisition of the island of Cuba. It would be foreign to our policg in 
any manner to wound the amour propre or national pride of Spain, with 
whose Government and people I am sure we have every motive of 
comity and interest to cultivate friendly relations, but we can not close 
our eyes to the state of affairs in Cuba and to the fact especially that 
an enormous debt paralyzes the development of the energies and indus- 
tries of the people and that the excess of expenditures over the revenues 
point to a time when Spain herself may find relief by offering the 
island of her own accord to the Government of the United States for a 
sum quite within our ability and disposition to pay. The likelihood 
that l'rance may complete the Panama Canal must prompt us to see to 
it that American interests in that quarter are not overshadowed by the 
ambitious designs of France competing with Germany and Great Brit 
ain for the trade of Mexico, South America, and the far East. 

Mr. President, I repeat, the question, where should this navy-yard 
be located which shall supply the means of defense of the Mississippi 
Valley and to maintain our rights and interest in the Mexican Gulf’ 

The Senator invites our attention to the navy-yard at Pensacola 
how it was selected even before the admission of Florida into the Union 


| and was the chosen rendezvous for the Spanish and French fleet long 
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Connected t 1 thing which I have not heard suggested, but | 
which it s te rthy of very grave consideration, is that we | 
our ecu i enlargement of the canal between Chicago and 
La Sall 1 e such increase in the depth of water of the Illinois 
River as tol naibled to transfer gunboats trom the Mississippi to the 
lake 1 from lakes to the Mississippi River. 

Venced not conceal it from ourselves that questions of a more or | 
é leso wracter are continually to arise with Great Britain, | 


‘ 


place it out of our power to assert the rights of the 


1 States we shall be the sufferer: from every attempt at negotia- 
) By the arrangement we now have with Great Britain we are not 
ble to keep gunboats on the lakes. Canada has the control of the | 
Welland Canal, and in« f trouble can transfer through the Welland 
Canal on to t ike inboats that would enable them to command 
the |] ref e could construct ganboats on the lakes to mect 
then 
No { t seems to me as a wise precaution—and I call the at 
tent { a f Illinois to this matter—that one of the | 
thin ch ought to be done is the enlargement and deepening of the 
canal between Cl oand LaSalle, and the completion of the deep- | 
ening of the Illin River from La Salle to the Mississippi. By doing | 
that and } r ry depth of water from the mouth of the I- 
linois River southward to the mouth of the Mississippi River we might 
transfer gunboats from the Lakes down the Mississippi to the Gulf, or | 
by way of the M ssippi and the Illinois River through this canal to | 
the Lakes, and ¢ us a protection which we have not now, and which, 
in case of war, we would tind the greatest necessity for. 


Taking that view, while I do not undertake especially to discuss the 


should be located for the construction of these | 
ships, it seems to me, considering depth of water, the availability of | 
fresh water, the convenience of the transfer of such gunboats and war- 
ships to the Gulf, and what ought to be made the convenience for their 

«kes, would indicate that it is worth while to examine 
ion as to whether a place for the construction of such vessels 
as are contemplated can not be selected on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I only desire to add a few words to 
what was so well stated by my colleague. 

‘The question before the Senate is, where is the best location for a 
ship-building station on the Gulf of Mexico? Now, the difficulty of 
making ananswer to that question, as shown by this debate, is strongly 
persuasive to my mind of the necessity of this commission. 

[ do not suppose that there isa Senator who is sufliciently familiar | 
with this subject to be able to decide this question as a great public 
lle might be able to decide it as a local question. For in- | 
stance, the Senators from Florida could decide that Pensacola was cer- | 
tainly the best location; the Senators from Alabama could decide that 4 
certainly the best location was Mount Vernon, in Alabama; the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana that New Orleans or Algiers was an admirable loca- | 
tion. So with the Senator from Texas, that Galveston might have all 
the advantages necessary for a ship-building station. I repeat that 
this debate shows to my mind the necessity for the creation of a com- 
mission qualified to pass upon this question. 

[ admit I do not know enoughabout it to be able to give any infor- | 
mation that would enable thisSenate to pass upon it. Ido not believe 
any other Senator has that information or qualification to pass upon 
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| could be established for ship-building at Mount Vernon. 





this question. We must go elsewhere for information. That infor- 
mation must come from men who have had life training, skilled training 
in matters that will enable them to make a location for this great pub- 
lic mse, 

Now, so far as Pensacola is concerned, we all know that that is an 

Imirable location for a navy-yard, but the difficulty about Pensacola | 
is that it is too much exposed. I would say that one great advantage | 
that a location of a ship-building station ought to have is its inacces- 
sibility to the armed vessels or boats of other nations. Pensacola is 
exposed from the Gulf and from Santa Rosa Island and from Fort 
Pickens to being shelled, and we all know that the Pensacola navy- 
yard wasshelled in the last war. 

My knowledge of Mount Vernon enables me tosay, asa physical fact 
that is observable by anybody having the power of observation, that | 
Mount Vernon has all the advantages that are needed in the way of | 
raw material and water and railway transportation to make a station 
of this sort valuable. 

It seems to.be in the minds of some Senators that the shallow water 
in the channel of Mobile Bay is an objection to Mount Vernon being | 
made a ship-building station. I had a conversation with John Roach, 
the great ship-builder of this country, upon that very subject. I men- 
tioned to him what I thought to be exceptional advantages of location 
of Mount Vernon for a ship-yard, and I told him that I could see no 
disadvantages, except the depth of the channel through Mobile Bay. 
Why, he said, that was no objection whatever, that the depth of the 
channel at this time was amply sufficient to float_any sized vessel that 
could be built at Mount Vernon, and that it could be carried to deep | 
water and armed; and I have no idea that these naval gentlemen when 
they investigate that matter will decide that it is any objection what- 
ever to the establishment of a station at Mount Vernon that it has 


to be approached through a channel only 17 feet deep. | 


J ULY 20, 


And, by the bye, we have now a plan for deepening that channel to 
22 or 23 feet, that has been approved by the Engineer-in-Chief, and for 
which an appropriation has been made by this Congress. That plan, 
I have no doubt, will be carried into execution long before the plant 
That is all I 
desire to say on that subject. 

I do not see how any Senator can object to the creation of this com- 
mission. I have no doubt its report will be very valuable, and if Pen- 
sacola has all the natural advantages and the exceptional character 
given it by the Senator from Florida, he ought to desire the commis- 
sion to make public to the world these remarkableadvantages that Pen- 
sacola has over all other places. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I wish to say a very few words 
on this proposition. I have had some experience upon the Committee 


| on Naval Affairs of this body, and during that experience I have studied 
| considerably the location of the different navy-yards and different naval 
| establishments of the United States, and I can not imagine the intel- 


ligence which was behind a policy which has established in this country 
cS 


| a naval establishment at Portsmouth, another at New London, one at 


New York, one at Philadelphia, one at Norfolk. In other words, the 
policy seems to have been to conserve local interests. The Government 
of the United States has frittered away its money. It has invested a 
certain amount of money at Portsmouth, another certain amount at 
New London, another certain amount at Pensacola, in establishing 
small naval establishments, insufficient in point of class, without the 
facilities even to repair ships and doit economically and cheaply. But, 


'as I say, we frittered away thousands and millions of dollars in the 


attempt to maintain an impossibility. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to ask the Senator a question. Suppose 
that fifty years ago all thi§ investment of money had been made in the 
navy-yard at Norfolk, what would have been the result ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should think it would have been, perhaps, a 
good policy to have done it, instead of scattering the money and invest- 
ing it where it has been invested. Any man who will take the map 
of this country and will sit down five minutes and attempt in his own 
mind to forecast the future, will see where, of necessity, the great the- 
ater of national contest must be; and he will make up his mind that 
in the Gulf of Mexico, somewhere along that coast, there is a positive 
necessity for the establishment of a great navy-yard, not only for the 
construction but for the repair of naval ships. With two canals in 
contemplation across the isthmus which divides the Atlantic from the 
Pacific Ocean, with the naval establishments to-day owned by foreign 
Governments in the West Indies, with the only ground on earth that 
is upon this continent in which they have a foothold upon land any- 
where, with their vast naval establishments and appliances, does it look 
reasonable that the naval appliances of the Government of the United 
States can be made adequate to a contest against the great naval force 
that may be brought to bear upon us? 

What kind of policy should we consider it to be upon the part of this 


| Government to send a disabled ship from the mouth of the Nicaragua 
| or the Panama Canal either to New York or Philadelphia for repairs, 


two or three thousand miles from its base, whereas by the establish- 
ment of a suitable naval station in the Gulf of Mexico it would be im- 
mediately at the point where the naval repairs were needed ? 

Sir, we do want a naval establishment, and a large one, in New York. 
I think that Norfolk is another good location for a naval station; but 
certainly there should be one in the Gulf of Mexico. There should 
be another one and perhaps more on the Pacific side. With thousands 


| and thousands of miles of seacoast which this Government is obliged to 


defend, and with a nationality to defend, it seems to me the very height 
of absurdity and nonsense to spend any longer a large amount of money 
in these little naval establishments, but something should be created 
commensurate with the needs and the responsibilities of the Govern- 
ment; and to omit, in making up the list of places, an investigation 
into the possibilities of the Gulf of Mexico, whether it be at Pensacola 
or at some other point in the Gulf, is to my mind omitting a very im- 
portant thing. Although we do not expect in the immediate future, 
perhaps, to get into a war with any foreign power, certainly we must 
know that in the future, as I have already stated, with the great thor- 
oughfares of commerce across this continent connecting the Atlantic 
with the Pacific Ocean, in the neighborhood of those canals will be 
found the war ships of a great many nations. 

Hence it is that there should be some fac lity at the nearest practi- 
cal point where a naval establishment can be created and also near to 
the source of supplies from which navies are constructed; and certainly 
there is no more desirable point than one on the Gulf of Mexico where 


| yon have the coal, the iron, the steel, the limestone, and everything 


that is needed for the purpose of bringing into use the raw material ot 
that country and converting it into armed cruisers. 

I hope that something will be done toward investigating the ques- 
tion, and I do hope there will be a settled policy on the part of this 
Government with respect to its naval establishments, that, while we 
undertake to create them, they shall be establishments suitable for the 
wants of the Government and its needs, and that we shall abandon the 
policy of frittering away money in uselessness and folly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, Iam very glad, in listening to the cun- 
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tinued remarks of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON 
that I somewhat misapprehended his real meaning by construing too lit- 
erally the language he used in opening his s} I understood him 
to mention specifically several of the naval establishments of the coun- 
try where he thought money had been wasted, and I understood that 
g a policy which would Jocate in some one portion ol 
the country, and that the most desirable of all for a 
the means for the construc 
United States. 
fo such a policy as that I think every 8 
objection. While the Government should make no provision, as I 
think, further than in the development of a truly and properly n 
tional spirit in the population of the whole country, the development 
of a militia, which, whenever called upon, can do battle for the pres- 
ervation of the nation in its internal institut 
nance of its prestige and power abroad—while it should do everything 


he was advocatin 
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tion and repair of the future navy of the 
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that it can to develop the individual man, the hero who is to do the 
ighting of the future, it oughtnot, as I think, tosospend the money of 
the country as to create in the diff localities within the exterior 


boundary of the United States ther any particular sec- 
tion strong as against any other sect itry or to maintain 
itself as against the national power in any effort to set up a local sov- 
ereignty. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 1air). he Sen- 
The hourof 2 havi rived, the Chair lays befor« 
the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide 
for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Iask for the present that 
informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside in order that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered 

Mr. BLAIR. 
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But in whatsoever relates to the maintenance of our 
boundaries, the assertion of thenational power in a way which 
is truly defensive (for this nation will never be called upon, and it will 
never willingly indulge itself, I believe, in a policy of national aggres- 
sion and will never engage in what can in any sense be called an ag- 
gressive war unless it be in a case where aggression is truly defense¢ 

n in favor of the expenditure of such sum of money as may be ne 

essary upon all those points of external contact which are liable to at 
tack. Whatsoever money, I say, is necessary to make them entirely 
invulnerable against attack from abroad and to make them the proper 
sallying points, the points of preparation of that reserve force which 
wrudent nation will ke 
ure, I am willing to v 
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mmission of inquiry to ascertain not only the proper location for 
ense but for proper offense of a defensive nature in the Gulf of Mex- 
CO very where along the entire line of our boundary, whether it 
be on the sea line or on a land boundary like that which is between us 
and Mexico on the south and between us and Canada on the north. 

But, sir, if must not be concluded, and I think the Senator from New 
Jersey is hardly justified in concluding, that money expended in some 
of the places which he has mentioned, as at New London and certainly 
at the harbor of Portsmouth, is money wasted, or that it is not money 
properly and prudently expended, forit should be remembered that on 
our great Atlantic coast we have at least along the northern portion oi 
that coast only the harbor of Portsmouth which is accessible during 
the winter, and probably the best harbor on the entire Atlantic coast 
really for defense against aggression from the navies of Europe. It is 
deep, it is full, it is ample; and with the river P p- 
ties into it, we have at least ten, twelve, or fifteen miles of internal 
harbor, not properly a harbor, but a river, which is navigable and where 
the tide-water ebbs and flows, where the ocean currents are felt, which 
is practically a continuation of the harbor of Portsmouth; and there is 
oint on the Atiantic coast where on the whole the Government can 
so prudently and properly establish a great naval station, considering 
its nature and considering the cheapness of land and the facilities which 
can be afforded for the construction of vessels, as in that game harbor 
of Portsmouth and its appurtenances, to which the Senator has aliud: 
in the way which I have stated. 

The country must flot expect that these tremendous sums are to b 
voted to develop naval stations in the South alone or at any one or two 
localities in this country. It is agreed by the representatives from al 
ections that there must be more than one naval station on the Pa 
for the defense of that great line of coast, some 1,400 or 1,500 miles in 
extent. The idea that in the extreme Northwest, on Puget’s Sound, or 
in the vicinity of Vancouver Island, where the English are now locat- 
ing their immense naval! station, there can be the only necessary « 
pen2iture made for defense upon the Pacific coast wil! not do. There 
will have to be an expenditure at the mouth of the Columbia and at 
San Francisco; and the Bay of San Diego is looming up into immens« 
importance as a defensive position in the future. Just so at Mobile; 
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it may be necessary to expend money there as well as at Pensacola, and 
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coast. a ot bex If that other places have greater advantages 
th ¢ il I t the question of location ought to be re- 
ga ‘ iS § ed and fixed and determined. 

It has b ed that there ; uperior advantages near Mo- 
bi it 1 e ] how large an amount has been expended to 
ce th | t river ti , and how little has been accom- 
pli j i man { i advisable to seek a new lo- 
ca in 1 aires n 

[t] ] rested from Lou [Mr. Gu ] 
t he l be s ted 

l ( by y ear ago Alygi V » ished a by 
t ter the M } and know that large nnual pro- 
J ions | been made in r to protect the banks along the rive 
ff t 1] i re tment from the overflow of that migh tream 
Phere ha en no sufficient reasons urged here why any change in 
the location of the navy-yard should be made. 

In the 3 t made by Commodore Harmony, Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, in the present year, in speaking of the advantages at 
Pensacola by 

I acola, although feetir in some respects, combine more advantages 
for 1VAai Ss tl ita rde¢ by a detached, exposed position like Key 
West or as ipon t u rtain and varying bai ift river like the 
Mi ppi 

rhe Senator from Alabama {| Mr. MorGAN] has suggested the objec 
tion that ola sometimes has an infliction of the yellow fever. 
Surely that is not the only point on the Gulf subject to this o} Yection. 
All the large cities yn the northern shore of the Gulf have been visited 
by ihis scourge and Pensacola can be protected from itas readily as a1 
other place that has been mentioned as suitable. If this objection is 
to be urged it will apply to other localities besides Pensacola. 

»w, Mr. President, in view of all the advantages which have been 


already stated, in view of the fact that Pensacola has been found in the 


past to be the most desirable station, in view of the fact that the only 
result of the commission would be to postpone for one or more years 
the question of building up an efficient navy-yard upon the Gulf coast, 


l oppose this proposition for a comn 1ission. 








The § tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] has stated another mat 
ter to which it is proper that some reference should be made, and t 
is that the present navy-yard is in an exposed position on account of 
it arness to the waters of the Gulf, but as pointed out by Commo- 
dore Harmony in the report already referred to, it would be quite 
easy to move the navy-yard to another location further up the bay 
where an abundant de pth of water can still be found, entirely beyond 
the reach of a hostile fleet lying in the Gulf, and at a point where it 
would be still further p1 te ‘ted by the increased breadth of Santa Ro 
Island. ‘This I think fully disposes of that objection. 

I understand that the action of the committee which has had tl 





ference to this matter is unanimous, and that 
they have all united in the proposition to amend the ] vi by strikins 
out the clause to organize this commission, and I hope that the amen 
proposed will be adopted, and I shall sustain it by my vote. 
ir. CALL, I wish say a very few words in conclusion of this 
matter. If it not that Pensacola has been ascertained by the ex 
perience of the country and the reports of all the naval men who have 
attained to distinction in the country to be the only place on the Gulf 
of Mexico suitable for a naval station and for the construction of ships 
and the only harbor where, if a ship was built of any size, it could get 
» the sea—if these were not incontrovertible facts, so decided by 
com! msent of both naval and commercial people, I should 
but whatever may be the fate of this 
the bill, I wish the facts to be 
forth here 
face of the objections m: 
tor from Alabama 
lineated in the maps, 


bill in charge with re 


to 


were 


out 
the 
hesitate to oppose this action; 
motion to s out this proy 
known to the country and to | 


rts ali State, in tine 


10On ¢ 
Lis 
trike ision of 
ve brought 


‘These re p 
tor from 


features of the country 


ide by the Sena- 
, and the raphical 
1 its geographical 


Texas ana the Sena topog 


as de an 





description, all testify to the fact that the bay of Pensacola has an 
abundance of fresh water without connecting it with the Alabama 
River. 

The Yellow River and the Blackwater and streams emptying into 
Santa Rosa Sound and Pensacola Bay running far up into the countr: 
are fresh-water streams. The proposed new site of a navy-yard far 


removed beyond the reach of any enemy’s guns is a place selected be- 


cause of the abundance of fresh water. It is nearer to the coal and iron 
fields of Alabama than any other point, and the cost of transportation 
of supplies will be It is nearer in time, it is nearer in distance. 
One railroad already communicates with that portion of the « 
another directly communicating with it is in process of construc re id 
anot! id has been organized with capital sufficient to build it, I am 
infor med, connecting Memphis with Pensacola. It is mustiaosh ’ 
des the of commerce and of naval) offense and of 
def it has always been, of the Gulf of Mexico. 
as I have said, has been considered ever since a period 
acquisiti the territory from Spain. Pensacola was 
of the Spanish and the English fleets, the only place 
could be accommodated safely, 
and with egress from the har- 


less. 
ountry, 


sor i 


med to be great seat 
fense, as 
This subject, 
antedating the 
th udezvous 
of refuge, the only place wher 


with easy and sure l 


nol 
re 
they 


access to the Gulf 
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bor, and impossible of being blockaded, and that is an essential feat- 
for any place as a naval station and for the « constra tion of ships. 

Now, compare these two places. Here is the Mi ppi River. 
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Military a and naval men h 
sec tes 


e reported the fact and 
nony is here, oat ig that the pr 


Admiral Farragut, 


4: > } 
g the servation of Pensacola as 
~- 








| & navy-yar l, as ap lace for a nbling, rendezvo ising, and supplying 

| t hips of the United States, and for thei: constru tion, was worth 

ja in What better testimony can you have than that? The 

ls m ) penetrated 1 up the Mississippi River with all the de- 
fen of the Confederacy there, with his fleet, and captured it, has 
given this it we in favor of Pensacola, and who does not know 
that a single sloop, ingle s1 Ts vessel sunk in the artificial channel 
made at an immense cos by aptain Eads, and preserved th 1ere by 
constant care, attention, and ex ne would at once prevent the egress 
of all the ships you might build in the Mississippi River ? 








Who does not know the impossibility of constructing 
in the ever changing and uncertain soil of ara 
stream of 150 feet depth, a torrent always breaking over its banks? I 
am told by officers of the Navy who have examined the subject that 
the scheme is entirely impracticable, and that ships « an not be built 
under those conditions with any certainty. You might as well under- 
take to establish a navy-yard for the building of ships un See the falls 


he necessary 


docks idly-running 


— 


f Ni 


Ol Niagara, 
Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to interrupt 
him there? 


CALL. 


Certainly. 


Mr. GIBSON. They are building now some of the gest ship 
the United States on the docks right at Algiers. 

Ir. CALL. They may build one or two ships, but it is an unde- 
niable fact, and all the naval experience and all the reasonable proba- 


bilities are against the possibility of 
41, 
‘ 


hiat 


f making a navy-yard in a stream 
t overflows and washes nearly everything away every few years, at 
beyond the control of men, carrying destruction with it, and 
constantly threatening the city of New Orleans. You can not have 


Limes 


the docks there. I was told this morning by a leading officer of the 
Navy that that was the settled and the better opinion of naval men 
who have studied the subject 

But suppose the statement of the Senator to be correct, how will 


you get your ships out? of dollars to make and 


‘serve a channel there. 
What is the difficulty 


You pay millions 


of blocking that exit tothe sea? It requires 


great and constant care to keep it from closing itself, without any aid 
from anenemy. At Pensacola, however, we have a broad, magnifi- 


200 
, where 


to the ocean, which has always been used, not 50 or 
»$ 24 miles through a narrow ch: wnnel, like Mobile Bay 


cent exit 


miles, n 
} 


on ithe r side a ship will be stranded outside of a 125 or 150 feet nee 
nel; you have but two miles and a half to defend for an exit to the 
ea, With a greater supply of water than anywhere upon the Gulf of 


lexico. 

Ir. President, as I said, here is the report of Commodore Tatnall, 
here is the report of Commodore Rodgers, and the reports of other ofli-- 
cers upon the subject of the defense of the Gulf of Mexico, the one 
pointing to the Dry Tortugas as a valuable place for the southern por- 
tion, of Florida and the only appropriate place not for a yard of construc- 
tion but a place of refuge, a tortified position, a Gibraltar, as he terms 
it, for the protection of the Gulf of Mexico, and the other for the port 
P , where it properly belongs, with its magnificent harbor. 


of Pensacola 
[ only wish to say, in regard to this matter about Mobile, that here 





is the report of the Engineer Department. Here was an improvement 
im need by the General Government in 1827, the depth of water 

then being 55 feet through Choctaw Pass and 8 feet on Dog River Bar. 

| That is a magnificent place to build a navy! The expense has been 
from 1827, under the several bills of improvement, to the present date 


400,000. 
E Ol va it ? ‘Through a mud bar 24 or 28 miles lon 1S, with achannel 
3 fe ‘signed to be made 200 feet in w idth, al id they have gotten 
the high 1e est rate 17 feet of water, and two ve ssels actus ally passed in 
year through that 17 feet of water, the abrasions —_— the shores 
on either side of this narrow channel having refilled it to the depth of 
16 feet, as the engineer says; the ordinary safe depth is 15} feet. If 
this money had been expended on Pensacola Bay, what a grand har- 
bor you would have. With all this expenditure the commerce of 
, even with the rivers running into it from a rich upper cot 7 
is decreased until the report shows it has become an insignifica 
and Pensacola now has a foreign commerce far greater than 


about $1, 


‘ e 





ATnhil 
wop1e 





h 
mount, 
Mobile. 
That is the result of the improvements from 1827 to the pres 
not approaching by 5 or 6 feet, according to the report of the engi 
and of the commission two years ago, the water on Pensacola Bar, with 











a harbor nearer to the c pal and iron of Alabama and Georgia than a 
other place, with a capaci ity to accommodate the navies of the wor 
and with 22 to 24 feet of water from the time of the Spanish domini 
to the present day, with fewer visitations of yellow fever onan Mo 
or New r Orle: ins has had—not one-third as m: uny—with every possib 
inducement to the commerce of the country now seeking connect 


with it from the Mississippi River at Memphis, from Selma in Ala- 
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liied up, 


made of granite 


is 








I can not understa1 itis, if t Senator om Flori 
confident of the superiority of Pensacola as asite for a navy 
he should oppose the a tment of a commission to inve 
sustain the interesting statements which the Senator has 
this morning. 

The navy-vard at Pensa vas } 1 ] 
Florida was a dependene f Spa 
that tim had no rifled ca ! 
into the for and built ships. Tl 
t] naterial close at hand and tl 
a beautiful bay in which could b 
States: but n l warfare h t 


ter of mechanism and ot mach 


Science is brought to bear in 





great navy-yard near to the Gu der not onl 

but to equip the ships that are to be constructed. These 
defend not only the Mississippi Vall 
, and, as the Senator from New J 


ersey 
rly said, on the completion of tl 





or ieni 


vill be « ompl ted 


of the 






either at the 
somewhere in 
to a commissio1 
biased by any political sentimer 
or Louisiana, but who will 

own expt rience, thei 
to appreciate the facts that are di 


Mr. REAGAN. [ask the Secretary to note an ame 
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propose to this clause. é mrad ** Me 
312, the words ‘‘ or on t and I desi: 
tention to the reason I | gestion 
The object of the est: ard is to g 
where we can build vess« sh water in w 
build iron and steel ve the where t 
available for the defen enew ft 1 





cause I feel that it is one of importance We can not hope 














epee (and I am one wh 








escape trouble with Great Britain. ’ 

No one can foresee when that will be precipitated. At the ] 
time, by an arrangement between the United States and Great 
we are precluded from having gunboats upon the Lakes, upon 
so large a portion of the population and wealth of this « ti 
The English Government, the Canadian rnment, has |} 
Welland Canal, which would enable them at any time to thr 


boats enough into the Lakes to command the lakes in 





of view, and to destroy our cities on the borders 
One of two things ought to be done, either 


revised which precludes us from building an 


boats and vessels of war as we please upon th 


to enlarge the canal from Chicago to La Salle on the Illinois River, a 


canal that is already in existence, and « 
water in the Illinois River from La Salle 
that and getting a depth of water that 





tA 


t 
gunboats from the Mississip] 
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seaboard west of the Mississippi River, and several between that and 
Mobile, where the building of ships might be conducted with great suc- 
cess, 
I will say to the Senator from Iowa that very little is known about 
that coast. Very little money has been expended upon it. What we 
need most information. Very recently I obtained from the Coast 
Survey a survey of the Mobile River from Mount Vernon to Mobile, 
and, as I stated yesterday, I was greatly astonished to find that it was 
a good deal better river than the Delaware for getting ships out; that 
it was deeper water; tha were broader banks, the river 
wider, and there was a greater collection of water. 

I think that, in order to come to an intelligent conclusion about the 
right place to build a naval construction yard, these officers ought to 
have the opportunity to sound, bore, and test not only at the location 
where the yard may be placed, but also at intervening locations be 
tween that point and the seaboard, to see what it would cost to remove 
any mud bars or obstructions which might exist. 

What we want, of course, is an interior place. 
We want deep water. 


is 


there was 


We want fresh water. 

We want a broad channel in which to launch 
hips. Wewant that sort of a place which does not exist, for instance, 

at Wilmington, where they could not make contracts for large ships, 

because they did not have the opportunity to launch them. If we get 
place, we want a good place. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
how the $50,000 was to be expended, If the three naval officers who 
are to act as a commission are to make soundings and surveys of the 
areas embraced within the provision, it will cost instead of $50,000 a 
great many more thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, not the entire bed of the river. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Coast Survey has surveyed the entire coast of 
the Gulf of Mexico, so that a mere reference to their survey will be 
ample in that instance. 

Mr. MORGAN, It might be. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as the Mississippi River is concerned, the 
depth of water is certainly well known. 

Mr. GIBSON, If the Senator will permit me, I will state that the 
M 
pletely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it is not necessary to survey the Mississippi 
Ktrver or to sound it. 

Mr, MORGAN. That is not contemplated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sol think if we are to make the appropriation 
and allow the commission to make the examination, we ought to ex- 
clude the idea of making soundings and surveys. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, of the river in a general sense, of course, but 
the soundings and surveys, as I understand, apply to the location. 

Mr. ALLISON. To the location of the navy-yard ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. But they are not authorized to locate a navy-yard. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means, but they want to bring us in- 
formation of the comparative merits of different localities. 

Mr. ALLISON. For example, we have at Pensacola a navy-yard 
which I think has been established for over fifty years. Certainly it 
is not necessary to make a resurvey of the immediate vicinity of Pen- 
sacola. 

Mr. MORGAN. Probably not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I take it for granted that when the Pensacola navy- 
yard was established it was supposed to be the best location on the 
Gulf of Mexico. Ishould be glad to see an establishment somewhere 
on the Mississippi River, but it seems to me that the provision might 
weil be projected in this way: A provision to dispense with the Pen- 
sacola navy-yard and establish one somewhere else on the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator from Iowa desires to treat the sub- 
ject in that way he is welcome to do so, and we shall go into debate 
about it. If he wants to abolish the navy-yard at Pensacola I suppose 
he would undertake to de it by a general act of legislation applicable 
to that and all other navy-yards. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Alabamaif the provis- 
ion does imply that Pensacola is not a suitable place for a navy-yard ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a navy-yard there, one established long 
ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no implication of that sort by any means, 
and none can be drawn from the clause by any fair process of rea- 
soning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this sum is entirely beyond any necessity, 
such as is proposed by the Senator from Alabama or the friends of the 
meastire. Therefore [ move, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ inline 314, 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ $10,000.” 

Mr. MORGAN 


tifv me in resisting the motion of the committee to strike out the pro- 
vision, because this matter has come before me merely as one of the loose 
Senators about this establishment who never know anything and who | 
are never permitted to know anything outside of whatis done by a Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
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I made the inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining | 


ississippi River Commission have surveyed the Mississippi River com- | 


Mr. President, I have noinformation that would jus- | 


The gentlemen on the Naval Committee of 
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the House of Representatives are supposed to understand something 
| about matters of this kind, but their opinion is not worth anything here. 
You must get a man from the Committee on Appropriations before he 
knows anything about naval affairs in this country, or military affairs, 
or even scientific affairs. 

I think that the Senator from Iowa ought to be able to define before 
the Senate, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, why it 
is that $50,000 is not necessary. In the House of Representatives the 
Naval Committee took charge of this subject, investigated it upon their 
responsibility, reported it to the House, and the House voted the pro- 
vision in the bill. It comes here to me and I have to defend it in the 
best way I can on the floor after the bill has been reported, without 
any time for consideration. I find that the committee, without asking 
anybody on the Gulf of Mexico a word about it, have stricken it out. 

Perhaps if the Committee on Appropriations, instead of acting upon 
their own motion or upon the motion of one of the members of that 
| committee who happens to have a navy-yard in his own State, had 
sought this information at any earlier day in the progress of the bill, 
I should have been able to inform the Senator from Iowa of the par- 
| ticular facts as reasons why $50,000 are necessary to conduct the bor- 
ings and soundings and examinations of the bars, etc., in those unex- 
plored and unexamined rivers, of which we have no survegg, and also 
of the particular lecalities there, at which dry-docks and naval con- 
struction yards might be built. 

I understand that it is quite necessary when you commence the en- 
terprise of building a dry-dock on the margin of a water course of any 
| kind, particularly of a river, particularly of the Southern rivers, that 
you should conduct a series of borings to ascertain what is the nature 
of the soil beneath. That is the first thing you would undertake to 
| do, and it would hardly be fair to any locality in the South that you 
should send a commission out into the field to locate a ship-yard of 
| this kind without some means to conduct the soundings and borings 
| 
i 
| 


| which are necessary to develop, first, the nature of the foundations on 
which the yard itself would rest, and next, and very important, the 
| character of the soil in connection with the building of dry-docks, for 
these are very important matters. 

I am informed—I do not know anything about it beyond that—that 
the Secretary of the Navy desires to make these explorations. I infer 
from the fact that a committee of the House reported this provision, 
and the House passed it, that there was some reason for having the 
sum $50,000. Now, weare asked to vote $10,000 to oblige the econom- 
ical disposition of the Senator from Iowa, who I find does not know 
anything more about it than Ido. He can not state any more reasons 
why it should be $10,000 than I can state reasons why it should be 
$50,000. Let us vote $10,000 to accommodate the special spasm of 
economy that is on the heart of the Senator from Iowa, and let us send 
it into conference, and they will convince him whether it ought to be 
$50,000 or whether it ought to be $10,000. I can not do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘TheSenator makes a gentle fiing at the Committee 
on Appropriations because it has seen proper to strike out this pro- 
vision, and he very kindly states that there was no one on the com- 
mittee who was able to give information on the subject. 

This is a provision to employ naval officers, and surely, although 
we have not a very great navy, we have vessels enough to transport 
them along these shores, and they are not to be paid out of this appro- 
priation, because they receive pay now. 

There have been but two suggestions made here as respects the loca- 
tion of this navy-yard. One is that it shall be in the neighborhood of 
the Senator from Alabama, in Mobile Bay, or on one of the rivers run- 
ning into it. Another is that it shall be somewhere on the Mississippi 
River. It may be a spasm of economy in me to make this suggestion, 
or it may be otherwise. I do not make any great claim to any particu- 
larly economical spirit either on this provision or on any other, but 1] 
venture the suggestion that unless the men who are to constitute this 
commission are to take with them a corps for the purpose of exploring 
the rivers and sounding them and surveying them, they can not spend 
$50,000 in this examination, and that they will not expend it. There- 
fore I think it is an entirely unnecessary sum to put in the bill. The 
burden of proof is not upon the Committee on Appropriations to show 
that this is a necessary sum, but the burden is upon those who favor 
the proposition, and the Senator from Alabama very frankly states that 
he does not know anything about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. [stated also that if I had had any notice that the 
comniittee intended of its own motion to strike out this provision with- 
out letting me or any person down there know anything about it [ 
should have been prepared. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama says that if he had 
known that the committee on its own motion would make this amend- 
ment, of course he would have furnished us with some information. 
But the Committee on Appropriations does nothing of its own motion. 
| The Senator has stated that the Secretary of the Navy desires to have 
| this investigation made. Has any letter been read here from the Secre- 
| tary of the Navy? Does any Senator in his place say that the Secretary 
of the Navy has committed himself to an expenditure of $50,000 for 
| three Government officers to go in a Government vessel sailing around 
the coast of the Gulf of Mexico or up the Mississippi River? 
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When expenditures are presen 
they are present 
appropriation : te there any suggestion in the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy that we ought to examine the Mississippi River or Mobile 
Bay with a view to the establishment of a navy-yard ? 

Yet the ae s ays the Cominitt e on Appropriations ought not to 
have stricken out this provision. The Committee on Appropriations 
as a rule does not insert in these bills anything that is not found in the 
annual estimates. Now and then, of course, in the regular and ordi- 
nary appropriations for the existing public service it may put in an 
appropriation for a new vessel or fi r some additional supplies not men 
tioned in the estimates. 

Mr. MORGAN. - I will ask the Senator a question, if be will allow 
me. You put in the bill a provision for three cruisers of 2,000 tous 
each. Were they estimated for by the Secretary of the Navy ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was a less appropriation for that purpose than 
was in the bill asit came to us from the House of — sentatives. We 
substituted one for the other. B ut that is in the regular and ordinary 
course of the support and sustenance of the Navy. We e have been bhild- 
ing ships and cruisers for the last five or six years; and while I hav: 
not t the estimates be fore me, I venture to make the staten 
Secretary of the Navy has estimated for more money for the purpose 
of building ships than is in the bill now or was init as it came from the 
House. Thatis the general policy and the 
respects such things. 

My colleague on the committee [Mr. Beck] suggests to me very 
properly that here is a report made by the House Committee on Naval 
Affairs giving the reasons for the various apptopriations in the bill, 


nd yet there is not in it one single word showing or stating that it is | 


desirable to establish a new navy-yard on the Gulf of Mexico or on 
the Mississippi River. So when the Senator from Alabama says that 


the Committee on Appropriations acted of their own ‘volition and mo- | 


is no intimation 
a desirable thing 


states what the fucts do not disclose. Ther 


this naked provision that it is 


tion he 
anywhere except 
to do. 

If the Senator from Alabama had been interested in this measure it 
would have been an easy thing for him even to have furnished the proof 


| 
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ted tothe Committee on Appropriations | mittee o1 
d on estimates. Is there any estimate here for this | did act 


ame 
A 
~) 

= 
oe 


Appropriations upon which it could act otherwise 
Mr. MORGAN I never kn it until the Senator fro 
chairman of the committee, stated that he did not know an; 
about it [ found the provision in the text of the bill. I found 
struck out by the committee, and that was all I knew about it, and 
| then I found the House of Representatives ur ! e for having made 
this appropriation without due consideration or } estimate. Ido 
know personally that the Secretary of the Navy considetably in- 
terested three or four years past in looking t some location in the 
South where a navy-yard, a yard for naval constr 1. could be built 
I think that that would commend itself to the i judgment of any 
American statesman. That very view of the question would nat irally 
attract the attention of any man who had the good of his « at 
heart and capacity enough to comprehend what would be best for it. 
There ought to be a naval station in the South i mean by a naval 
tation aship-yard. It ought to be somewhere there in convenie 


rent that the | 


well-established policy as 


to the Committee on Appropriations. There is no letter from the Sec- | 


retary of the Navy, there is nosuggestion of the Secretary of the Navy, 
there is no recommendation of this provision either in the House report 
or any suggestion respecting it, except what is found on the face of the 
bill. 

Therefore, when this matter came up in the Committee on Appro- 
priations the committee decided, first, that it was not a wise thing to 
resound and resurvey the Gulf of Mexico, because we knew that the 
Coast Survey had made a pretty general survey of that coast; and we 
knew also that there was absolute knowledge as respects the Mississip pi 


| of ships, and engines, and the like. We are coming 


| from the commis 


River, certainly as far up as Memphis, because not only has that sur- | 


vey been made by the Mississippi River Commission, but it has been 
made by the Coast Survey as well. It was made forty years ago by 
General Humphreys with great accuracy when he was an engineer upon 
that work. 

So I think the Committee on Appropriations were justified in strik- 
ing out this provision, and when I take the opportunity to inquire of 
the Senator from Alabama why it is that we are to engage in sound- 
ings of the rivers and in surveys of the rivers and the coasts, and why 
it is that $50,000 is required, he answers me by a criticism of the con- 
duct of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. When the Senator from Iowa put that question to 
me he knew very well that I was not a member of the Naval Commit- 
tee or of the Committee on Appropriations of this body, and he knew 
just as much about this provision as I knew, which was that this feat- 
ure came here from the House of Representatives in the bill. I had 
right to suppose that the House of Representatives had some good 
sound reason for putting it in. I had aright to suppose even that 
there was an estimate for it. I stood upon that, I did not go before 
the Committee on Appropriations and file a brief. I am not very often 
found knocking at the door of that committee or any other money 
committee of this establishment with a view of trying to get a little 
help for my people. What few battles I have to fight in the Senate I 
fight on this floor, openly and above board, and I do not go around 
that committee with briefs, and touching of elbows, and pulling at 
buttons, and the like, to get gentlemen to favor plans that I think are 
valuable. Iam willing ‘to come before the people of the United States 
on the floor of the Senate and under the rules of this body to contro- 
vert in respect of the measures that I think affect my constituents or 
affect the good of the country to which I happen to belong. 

So when the Senator complains that I did not file a brief, he can 
make the same complaint about everything else that comes up. I do 
not pursue that method. If we must here in the Senate of the United 
States hunt down the committee with briefs then we are in rather 
bad position. I do not like that view of the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that he 


criticised the Committee on Appropriations for taking hasty and incon- 
I showed him that there was nothing before the Com- 


siderate action. 


| day a capacity for producing very 


| country so cheaply that the people 


access to the great producing power of the interior of this country, 
which 


which is transported to the seaboard upon the waters of the Mississippi 








River, and, if you please, upon the waters of the Alabama River 
I did not k y that this provision was subject t = tellendanl ec- 
tion. I did not know that the committee had made a technical obje 
tion toit. I never thought about anything of that kind. They m 
to have struck it out because there was no estimate for it. Iam very 
sorry if there was no estimate. Iam not able to answer upon that 
point. Ihave had nothing to do with presenting estimates. If t 
provision is to go out On a point of order, as a matter of course we can 
| not help ourselves, though I understood that the Senator from Iowa 


by proposing to reduce the sum from $50,000 to $10,000 waived the 
point of order, and tl 
1 


iat the matter was before the Senate fairly for its 
tion under our rules 


( DS1ae!r 

Che subject has been de bated here I do not find that any member 
of that committee except the one whose State is terested has any 
objection to bringing in the information that t provision calls for 





iny other Senator 


10on proposed. I have not heard 
he Southern States 


on that committee say that the Senators from 
should not have the benefit of this information a predicate upon 
y could hereafter propose something in the nature of an estab- 
» building of ships of war, and dry-docks, and places of 
repair, and, if you please, for even heavy guns. 

I know, Mr. President th: it during the whole existence of this Gov- 
ernment we have been neglectful of opportunities like this, but we a1 
nd taking an adv: need line inre spe ( t of all industrial 
so in regard to the heavy mineral products, 
and for the building 
to the front 
that subject. If Congress is not willing to assist us about it, or pay 
us any attention, we shall come to the front anyhow; it does not mak 
any difference. 

It will be but a very few years until we shall have absorbed in the 
- ae States the production of iron to such an extent that Great 
Britain will no longer control the markets of the world. We have to- 
high « and very soon 

e shall have equal capacity for producing very high qualities of steel, 
whi h will override the power of Great Britain in the control and mo- 
nopoly of thisenormousindustry. You will find that the wealth which 
Great Britain in the Cleveland district has so amassed and made her- 
self so splendid with, will begin to crystallize about the establishments 
in the Southern States, and that, too, without the necessity of a high 
protective tariff. We shall send our productions out through this 
can have the advantage of the be- 
neficence of God Almighty in connection with the skill and enterprise 
of men who are now free to work and who are ready to do it. 

Congress may neglect as mach as it pleases; technical objections may 


lishment for th 


waking up nowa 
pursuits, and especially 
such as are necessary for the muniments of war 
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| be interposed here whenever gentlemen choose to interpose them; Sen- 
ators may neglect us whose duty it is at least to look after us; jeal- 
ousies may spring up and for a while cripple us in our progress, but 
still we shall act upon the broad idea of the general progress of the 
South. Our development is going to correspond with our resources 
and when they do we shall be just as magnificent a people as exis 
in this world. 

God has blessed us with resources which are not paralleled any where 
in the world. We are now beginning to wake up to the idea of ou 
ability to handle them, and after a little while we shall not be at all 
dependent upon Congress. No, sir; Congress is dependent upon us 
more than we are upon her. Every Senator here knows that. Ip the 








event of a fierce war with any great maritime power, it would be an 
absolute necessity of the situation that we should have the means of 
producing ships and guns upon the waters of the Mississippi River o 
some other place accessible to the Gulf of Mexico in the most rapid and 
excellent manner that is possible. 


No man can shut his eyes to the necessities of the situation c« cted 
with the conjecture of a war which may occur between us and a great 
maritime power. I would gladly shut my eyes t ons; I 
would gladly dismiss such prognostics from my though but they 
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the only wise thing according to our view, believing as I did at the 
time that the Navy Department had authority to make these surveys. 

Striking it out in the Senate does not eliminate it from the bill. 
We do that all the time when we have no information either from the 
Navy Department or from the House debates or from the report made 
by the House committee and it is anew matter altogether. Westrike 
it out because we do not know what to say about it nor what is the 
true amount to appropriate; and when we meet together in conference 
if the eonferees on the part of the House advise us as to what reasons 
they had for putting it in, either as to amount or anything else, it is 


| then open for settlement, and the Senate conferees have never resisted 


a fairexplanation made on the other side. That would be the atti- 


| tade of this provision if it should be stricken out in the Senate. 


will cor nu ‘ reason that the country which lies 
around 1 ont sus to us, now under the domination of royal 
authority be d the Atlantic Ocean, after a little bit will beeome a 
prize and ( between us and the great powers of the earth. 
Wi 12 li ( jathers did not have the means of capturing | 
the ket-line which commences at Newfoundland and runs around | 
to Yucatan. When we established this magnificent Republic upon this | 
col it did not have the means to do it Nevertheless, it re- 
a duty for us to perform, or, if not for us, for our posterity to 
pe! i 

I ne of the necessities of our situation upon this hemisphere that 
those picket-lines and outposts shall fall into our possession and not be 
in the ownership of any othernation onearth. It isa part of the great 
mission of this constitutional Republic that it should be so. 

What I am doing in regard to this matter is not to get a few dollars 
of your money expended in the South. Thatis not the idea. Weare | 


Willing to furnish you with cheaper material for building your ships 


than you can get anywhere else, and we will build them in the very 


he waters to be found, better than the waters of the Delaware for | 
float ships to the sea We are willing to furnish you with a variety | 
of timber trees there which are not excelled in any part of the earth, 
either in quantity or quality, or in variety. We are willing to con- 
tribute all the resources of nature so abundantly lavished upon us to 
the Government of the United States in order to assist in building up 
wa Navy, without which we are soon to cease to have even respectability 
among the nations of the earth. We are willing to do that, and all of 
that, and we are not here beggars for your favor—not by any means. 


When I stand here advocating a measure which comes from the House 
of Representatives proposing to appropriate the paltry sum of $50,000 
for explorations and soundings, lam met with the inquiry, where are 
you going to send the commission and what are you going todo? Sir, 
there are channels deep that lead to the sea, estuaries which are valu 
able to this country in a military as well as a commercial view, ot 
which the people of the Northern and Middle States of the United 
States know nothing, because you have not favored us with surveys. 
I repeat that I had myself to go to the Bureau of the Coast Survey to 
ask as a favor that they would run linesup and down the Mobile River. 
The charts have been made and the development showsone of the most 
magnificent currents of deep fresh water to be found on this continent, 
of which Senators on this floor were just as ignorant as they are to-day 
of the waters of Iceland or of Lapland; and so in regard to other places. 
HOAR. Ifthe Senator will allow me to ask him a question for 
information, has not the survey of the Coast Survey been made as thor 
ough in regard to the part of the country in which the Senator lives as 
any other part of the country? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. 
outer coast, along the ocean. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that is the general understanding. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iknowitisnot. I have no doubt the Senator from 
Massachusetts is right about that. That is not the general understand- 
ing. But would the Senator from Massachusetts have believed that 
we have an arsenal at Mount Vernon, 50 or 55 miles north of Mobile, 
on the Mobile River, and that no line had ever been run from the city 
of Mobile or the Bay of Mobile up to that place in that broad, deep 
expanse of water, and that the Coast Survey charts did not show a 
mark in regard toit? Yet there are numbers of other points which 
are equally in an unfortunate and a neglected place. The territory 
represented here by the Senator from Louisiana is terra incognita in 
regard to some of the most important inlets from the sea. We havea 
mere fringe of survey around that border. That is all we have, and 
that is one reason which actuated me at least in urging that there 
should be some opportunity on the part of this commission to make 
some little investigations for themselves, for the Government of the 
United States has done it. All I claim here, Mr. President, is fair 
play. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, we are spending a good deal of time 
over a matter about which I think there is very little difference ot 
opinion. While a good deal can be said about the greatness of this 


| 
yal. 


It is a mere fringe along the 


country and the need of improvements everywhere, the Committee on | 
Appropriations (and that is all I care to say) acted in this matter, as | 


we thought, with absolute respect for the members of the other House 
in striking out the provision. 

The bill came to us with an entirely new provision in it, not esti- 
mated for by the Navy Department. It came to us with a report 
from the chairman of the committee having charge of the bill, which 
made no reference to this provision. 
the proceedings of the House of Representatives, and I hold it in my 
hand from beginning to end, and there was no allusion made to this 
provision in the debates in the House. Therefore, having no estimate 


from the Department, there having been no reference made to it in the 
debates in the House, as the RECORD shows, and no reference made to 
it in the report the chairman of the House committee furnished in re- 
gard to the items in the bill, and it being entirely new, and being ad- 
vised by a member of the committee that Pensacola isa great navy- 
yard, as we knew, or a great location for one, in striking it out we did 


We turned to the Rrecorp of 


| 
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But since it has heen suggested that some sum ought to be inserted, 
if $10,000, or $20,000, or $25,000, or $50,000 should be put in, I have 
no idea that the Department will spend any more thanis needed. If 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is agreed to 
and the provision is reinserted with $10,000, and the conferees on the 
part of the House will show us that $50,000 is required. or if when 
the conference committee gets together it will send for the Secretary of 
the Navy, as it can very well do, and ask him what will be needed for 
this work, the true amount will be inserted. That is aJl there is of it. 
In any event it is still open. 

I think the Senate will readily see, and the Senator from Alabama 
will readily see, that at first blush, as it was presented to the committee 
without an estimate, or a debate, or a suggestion in the report, all we 
could do in justice to the Senate was to say, for the time-being let the 
provision go out unti] further information is obtained. That is all 
there is of this whole thing. 

[ will vote for $10,000 or for $50,000, if that is the true amount, be- 
cause I know there will be no survey made of the Mississippi River or 
of all the tributaries under this provision. I agree with the Senator 
from Alabama that surveys are necessary; that investigation ought to 
be had; that we ought to build a navy-yard on the Gulf, and that we 
to have it in the best place. If Pensacola is not the best place, 
as there may be difficulties about yellow fever or other climatic condi- 
tions, or if other reasons make some other place better, let us have it 
at the best place. A survey will have to be made to enable us to se- 
lect a place so as to make an intelligible report as to what ought to be 
done; and the best survey ought to be had, so as to show sufficient 
reasons why it is proposed to be located there, and let the Secretary of 
the Navy have what money is needed to do it, and when we get that 
information we can act upon it intelligently. That isall there is of it, 
and that is all that influenced the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN | has good ground for his declaration of independence of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. He has good ground for saying that it 
is of little consequence to him or to some of those whom he represents 
what action Congress may take in the expenditure of the public moneys. 
He has good ground for saying that the protective tariff is a matter of 
comparatively little importance to his section of the country. 

But, sir, the ground which I understand him to give as the reason of 
his independence does not seem to me to be the true and the correct 
ground of that independence which I concede. It is not because 
throughout the South there are vast and abundant resources as yet un- 
developed but developing. It is not by reason of the abundance of 
nature as compared with other portions of the Union that the Senator 
is independent of the Government of the United States. By no man- 
ner of means is that the case. I desire that the ground of Southern 
independence shall be fully understood, and that it shall be placed upon 
its true foundation in this debate, if it is to be discussed at all. 

It is this, that by reason of conditions which have previously existed 
there and which are still continuing, in a process of dissolution and 
disappearance I admit, and I am glad that it is so—by reason of those 
conditions still partially existing, the labor of the South is as a whole 
cheaper than the labor of Europe to-day. That is the reason of the 
independence of theSenator from Alabama and of the independence 
of the controlling influences in that section of the country who handle 
its capital and who look forward, many of them, to the control of the 
riches which are to be developed by that cheap labor in the future. It 
is because of a comprehension of that which is to come by reason of the 
control on the part of the few of the masses of the Southern people in 
the matter of their earnings in the future that they are independent, 
and that they insist upon opposition to such- measures as the trifling 
appropriations which have been proposed here in this Congress and in 
former Congresses in the direction of the education of the people of 
the whole country. 

The secret of the Senator’s independence is the ignorance of the masses 
of those who perform his labor, for ignorance is slavery, and wher- 
ever you find an ignorant population, where the masses of those who 
work are ignorant, there their wages are low. It is because of the ig- 


ought 


| norance of those who possess the muscle of the South and its produc- 


ing power that the Senator from Alabama is so independent upon the 
floor of Congress to-day, and there is no other basis for it. 
To me it seems like a shame and an infamous disgrace that we deal 
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rial protection which is indispensable to the life of the Nort 
r condition than that the average of intelligence among t 
le of the South is necessarily 1 thata . the j ple 
orth. He proposes to con enying tothe masses of 
he power of individual, development whi | 
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1 of cheap Southern labor save | 1e develop 
f the masses of the South people, who thereby will 
lemand those wages which, being the purchasing power 
oring population every where must depend ip will enable 
the very commodities w thei rea r develop 
Here is the rue secret f American def I isa gQg ter t 
any of us who said that lucation is tl hief d se of nation I 
am speaking upon the development of the war power when I sa , 
few millionsto the masses of the people throughout t South and th 
Northin proportion to theilliteracy and the need wh er it exi I 
the Senator from Alabama will never again risein his p] on the floor o 
the Senate and say he is independent of the Gove tof the Un 
tates, 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Al Mr. M 
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GAN] in his remarks stated that a member of the ¢ 1 Ap- 
propriations of the Senate had a navy-yard in his Stat i the imp 
cation was that the suggestion to strike out th ro} ynnof the Hou 


had originated with me. I desire to say that 1 tw yi 

occurred when this amendment was before the committes i 
pened to be absent from the committee when this clause of the bill 
was considered and the action was taken striking it out 





Had I been there, however, I should not have felt mys« 
by the fact that the navy-yard wasin the State of F! 
what was manifestly right and what ought to hav 
the circumstances— voting to strike out this provision on the ground 
that the question had been settled by the common consent and judg- 
ment of all authorities on the subject for many years in fav 
cola Bay. 

The only provision of this kind which with any propriety could have 
been inserted in the bill in relation to navy-yards in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico would have been an appropriation which would enable the Secre- 
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least of the number should be established on the North Pacifie coast. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


That seemed to be the view of the Committee on Naval Affairs who | 


reported the bill of which this amendment is a copy. That seemed to 
be the view of the Senate when it passed the bill some two months ago 


without a dissenting vote. Therefore I now propose to add it as an 
amendment to the provision inserted by the House, 
In thi mnection it will be observed that the amendment does not 


increase the appropriation one dollar. The bill as originally passed by 
the Senate simply appropriated $1,000. I understand that is all that 
will be n« ry, in the opinion of the Department. The amendment 
as I now propose it provides that ‘‘ $1,000 of the above amount,”’ that 
is to say, of the $50,000, shall be used for this purpose. 

I will state further that this naval station is recommended by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks in a very strong recommenda- 
tion contained in his last annual report. That report was referred to 
in the annual report of the Secretary of the Navy, and indorsed and 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy. It is most earnestly urged 
by the Admiral of the Navy ina lengthy letter which I hold in my 
hand, addressed to me some time since, which has already been printed 
not only in the Recorp but as an executive document. 

As it has already been clearly indicated by the last vote of the Sen- 
ate declininz to reduce the amount of the appropriation in the bill that 


the proposition of the House is not to be stricken out by the Senate, it | 


is but proper and just to another great section of the country that the 
provision should be amended as I propose. 

Mr. HAL! if the clause in the bill is to be retained by the Sen- 
ate, and if the Navy Department is to send out exploring expeditions 
to hunt ites for new navy-yards, when we have so many now that 
we do not »w what to do with them, I am, for one, entirely clear 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon should be 
adopted. !i there is any portion of the country where a navy-yard 
would be useful, would supply a good need, and that good reasons could 
be urged for its establishment, it is upon the upper part of the Pacific 


coast, neat hy the place where Great Britain is to-day and has been for | 


years estal lishing a great naval and military station. 

The o})ject of a navy-yard is not, as it seems to have been accepted 
by nearly everybody who has joined in this discussion, for defense. A 
navy-yard protects nothing. It only opens more Government property 
to destruction by the foe if it comes nigh. A navy-yard does not pro- 
iect. <A navy-yard is a place where shops may be built, stores may be 
collected for use; but none of the navy-yards are surrounded or con- 
nected with an elaborate system of fortifications. All that has been 
said in that regard does not apply to the establishment of new navy- 
vards any where. 

But the temper of the Senate is evidently in favor of the Navy De- 
partment coing forth on this new quest and finding more places where 
more money can be spent, where docks can be built, and where a civil 
force can ye placed, increasing the number of what we have now so 
that they shall be more; and if that is to be done I hope that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon will be adopted.* I 
commend his moderation in asking for only $1,000. 

Mr. MiTCHELL. On reflection I think the sum ought to be in- 
creased wu little. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator does not make it too much, I shall not 
qualify my remarks. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will make it $5,000. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that it is impossible to see how in 
an exploration conducted by naval officers, who are paid by the Gov- 
ernment, upon naval ships which are maintained by the Government, 
with a complete outfit that is furnished for the survey by the Govern- 
ment, $5,000 or $10,000 or $15,000 could be spent. I hoped that the 
Senator would be content with his modest and simple request for $1,- 
000. Ido not think $5,000 would be very bad, but it is absurd to 
talk about spending on a survey of this kind $50,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I knew I was very modest, but that was my in- 
nate nature; it was my natural modesty. 

Mr. HALE. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As everybody knows. I suggest, however, that 
my amendment be changed, making it ‘‘$5,000 of the above amount.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that is very bad. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated as 
modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ soas to read: 

To defray the expenses of such commission the sum of $5,000 of the above 
amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, PLUMB. Imove toamend the provision by limiting the amount 
provided for by the House to $15,000. Ido not believe that $50,000 
could be usefully spent upon any theory whatever. I think that $15,000 
is too much, but at the same time it is very much better to have it 
at $15,000 than to have it at $50,000. By appropriating an unneces- 
sarily large sum undoubtedly some suggestion of extravagance and of 
going into unnecessary fields would occur to the commission. At all 
events, whether the money will be spent or not, I think it is proper 
that the appropriation should be somewhere within reasonable bounds. 
I therefore move to reduce the amount to $15,000. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

| The Cuter CLERK. In line 314, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ it is 
| proposed to strike out ‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ so as to read: 
**$15,000.”? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, to strike out 
the clause which has been amended, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. How does the clause stand as amended ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For the expenses of a commission of three officers, to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, to report as to the most desirable location on or near the 
Gulf of Mexico, or on the Mississippi River for a navy-yard and docks for ship- 
> for the expenses of sounding and surveying and estimating expenses, 
: That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, required to appoint a 
commission composed of three competent naval officers, whose duty it shall be 
to examine the coast north of the forty-second parallel of north latitude, in the 
State of Oregon, and Territories of Washington and Alaska, and select a suita- 
ble site, having due regard to the commercial and naval necessities of that coast, 
for a navy-yard and docks, and, having selected such site, shall, if upon private 
lands, estimate its value and ascertain the price for which it can be purchased, 
and of their proceedings and action make full and detailed report to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy; and the Secretary of the Navy shall transmit such report, 
with his recommendations, to Congress. 

To defray the expenses of such commission the sum of $5,000 of the above 
amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. An affirmative vote strikes out the 
language which has been read. A negative vote restores it to the bill. 
| The Secretary will call the roll on concurring in the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called}. I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina[ Mr. BUTLER]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLpri’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DoLPH] is detained from the Senate by sickness in his 
family. He is paired generally with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. If they were here both would vote ‘“‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
MorRILL]. If my colleague were present he would vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. Unless something may besaid by 
his colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] to indicate that the pair would not ap- 
ply probably to this vote, I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. After consultation with the colleague of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrie], and I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PADDocK] is paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I donot know 
how my colleague would vote on this question if he were present. 


| 
’ 





Mr. GIBSON. My colleague [Mr. Eustis] would vote ‘‘nay’’ if 


he were present. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTT]. 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 


Call, Hampton, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pasco, Wilson of Ilowo, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
George, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

NAYS—24. 
Bate, Cullom, Hearst, Reagan, 
Beck, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Gibson, Morgan, Teller, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Coke, Gray, Plumb, Walthall. 


ABSENT—33. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 


Berry, Davis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Dolph, McPherson, Stanford, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Morrill, Turpie, 
Brown, Eustis, Paddock, Vest, 
Butler, Evarts, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Faulkner, Quay, 

Chace, Harris, Ransom, 

Colquitt, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 


Allison, Hale, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
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33, line 788, the word ‘‘five’’ should be ‘* twenty-five.’’ Mr. HAL What is the unfinished busin 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two words “‘five ’’ in that The PRESIDENT pro temp It is the S. 12) to provide for 
line. ‘To which one does the Senator refer ? the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washing- 
Mr. HALE. The first one. ton, and for other purposes. Is there objection to the unfinished bus- 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chief Clerk will report the pro- | jness being informally laid he Chair hears none 
posed change. Mr. SAWYER I move now to proceed to tl consideration of 
The CHier CLERK. On page 33, in line 788, it is proposed to | objected 1 ite pension bills 
change the word “‘ five,’? where it first occurs, to ‘* twenty-five; ’’ so The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from W 
as to make the provision read that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of private pension 
lo complete boat-house for steam launches, $25,000 in addition to the $5,000 | fyyorably reported. Is there objection [ ( ’ eal ane 
heretof re appropriated. t } : bill on the ¢ endar will be stated 
rhe amendment was agreed to. The CHrer CLERK. Order of Business No. 1710. being 4 H 
Che amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read R. 2233) erantine a pension te Bernaed Cari 
8 third time. a Mr. SPOONER. Task my< lleague to yield t ra mon 
rhe bil! was read the third time, and passed. | Mr. SAWYER. If it leads to any debate, I can not give wa 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | Mr. SPOONER If needs a word of explanation, and if i t 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the | induce my colleague to give me a ) nt W t ike t 
unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 12) to provide for the forma- | planation, I will not press it 
tion and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and The PRESIDENT pro ter e. Isthere objection The Cha 
for other purposes. none. 
Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent that the special order be I © BUILD AT ALLEN 
temporarily laid aside, and that the bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the com- Mr. SPOON] I am instructed by the Co1 t I 1 
ing of Chinese laborers to the United States, be now proceeded with. The = eel t Mn he wena tl . ' S a] rthe e1 n 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN ] has not concluded his speech on : 1 I ask —aieseun ; 
that bill, and he suggested that he might be called away. I think we 3 4 ilar bill p ‘ 
might have it disposed of this evening. rae a ; 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator t it . ve 7 1 at 
from Nevada, will he allow the Chair to present business on the table 7 
or disposition ? = 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 1 nalne tateem tm tb 
LIVE-OAK LANDS IN LOUISIANA. * 1 [Mr. Spoos 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore laid before the Senate the amendment yer ked and t tv nim 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 196) to cancel certain rf t i t report the 
reservations of lands, on account of live-oak, in the Southwestern !and l I ; 
district of the State of Louisiana, which was, in line 13, after the word The Cuter CLERK A bill (S. No. 3381) for the erection of a pu 
laws,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ except section 2301 of the Revised Stat- | building at Allentown, Pa. 
utes,’? The PR ro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of | tion of this bill? The Chair hears no 
the House. | The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
The motion was agreed to. | bill; which was read at length 
SCHOOL AND UNIVERSITY LANDS IN WYOMING. Mr. HALE. Is this a general public-building bill? 
The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate theamendments Mr. SPOONER. No, it is a general public bill for one pl 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1782) to authorize the | ©W2- — 
leasing of the school and university Jands in the Territory of Wyoming, Mr. HALE. Only one building in it? 
and for o‘ her purposes, which were, on page 1, to strike out, after the Mr. SPOONER. Only one building; one t 
word ‘‘ Territory,” in line 7, alldown to and including the word ‘‘Ter-| Mr. HALE. And in one State? 
ritory,’’ in line 18; and on page 2, line 9, after the word “‘ university,” Mr. SPOONER One State, and one country . 
to insert the words ‘‘ and sehool.”’ ? rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments | >¢ eDgtossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
of the House of Representatives. ORDER OF BUSINI 
he moti rag avree 
nae mation was ageene <u Mr. SAWYER. I now move that we proceed with the consideration 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. | of private pension bills. 
The bill (If. R. 6264) to incorporate the Washington and Highlands Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator that there are a 
Street Railway Company of the District of Columbia was read twice by | number of bills on the Calendar, all of which ought to be considered, 
its title and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | and it seems to me that it would be better to proceed with the regular 


XIX——-425 


Ts 


Cal la rk VII There are a number of House bills and 
other bDiil on the Calendar. 

M1 ) ling to agree to that, because it will 
only tak hort 1 t through with the pension bills. To- | 
mo } iing we can take up the Calendar and go through with it. 

Mi PrEWART i think there should be some time reached in 
which to finish the Chinese bill. The Senator from Wisconsin sug- 
gested to me that he would help me on that, and now he suggests tak- 


rf up the Calendar norrow morning. That will not do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought unanimous consent had been given fo1 
the consideration of private pension bills now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansa That was laid aside, and it was so stated 


by the Chair 
The PRESIDENT pro 


dar will be announ 


The first pension bill on the Calen- 


i 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansa [ understood the Chair to announce that 
the unanimous consent that was given to the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Sawyer] to take up pension bills was set aside on the motion of 
the other Senator f 1 Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] to take up another 
till 

The PRESIDEN’) pro le mpore. it was. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas nd that bill was disposed of. I should 
like to know by what means another order of business can be taken up 
now lhe Chief Clerk, however, was proceeding to read a bill without 
any consent on the part of the Senate. 


4 


Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not object 
to proceeding, under the circumstances, with the pension bills. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas 
ought to be some sort of reply made to the proposition I made, that 
the Calendar be proceeded with regularly. I suppose there ought to 
he no objection to that. It seems to me that it ought to be done by 
consent of everybody. 
regular call of the Calendar, I 

pension cases, 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator that the regular call of 
the Calendar should be proceeded with as soon as possible, but unani- 
mous consent having been give 
the nator will not object. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the 


That unanimous consent was set aside. 
Senator will net object to the consid- 


eration of pe usion cases 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will not object. 

Mr. SPOONEI I thought the regular order was only temporaril) 
la | aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Is there objection to the consider 


ation of private pension billson the Calendar favorably reported? [A 





par | ‘The Chair hears none » first private pension bill will be 
tate ] 
BERNARD CARLIN. 
Che bill (H,. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Bernard Carlin, late of Company A, Fourteenth 
Jtegiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WIDOW OF SAMUEL CLARY. 

Che bill (Hf. R. 7253) 
Clary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension-roll the name of Ann Clary, the widow of Samuel 
Clary, late a private in Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, war of 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 


ROSANNA K. GRIFFIN. 

The bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rosanna K. Griffin, widow of James Griffin, 
Jate of Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
v third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY NEVELS. 

The bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels was considered 
as in Conimittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
rolls the name of Mary Nevels, a blind orphan, whose father, Thomas 
Nevels, of Company G, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers, 
was killed in battle in October, 1863, at $18 per month during the term 
of her natural life. 


| the name of 


; TOU, 


I do not object, but I do think there | 


If the Senate does not see fit to go on with the | 
I shall not object to the consideration of | 


n to proceed with pension cases I hope | 
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love, who served in the Navy in the war of 1812, from $12 to $30 ner 
. . ° i 
montl 
» bill was reported to the Senate without amen ent, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passe« 
JAMI M’INTYRI 


Che bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntyre was con- 


idered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James McIntyre, late a private in Company 
G, Tenth Michigan Infantry. 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC N, JOHNSO? 

The bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isaac N. Johnson, late a private of Company 
B, Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL F. C. GARRISON. 

The bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Garrison 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
Samuel IF. C. Garrison, late chaplain Fortieth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteers, now a resident of El Dorado, Kans., on the pension- 

} 

1 to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


third time, and passed. 


The bill was reports 

a third reading, read the 
CAROLINE PAUTEL, 

The bill fH. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline Pautel, widow of Frederick Pautel, 
late of Company D, Thirty-second Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. BOURLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of James T. Bourland, late of Company A, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ANNA PUTTERFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Anna Butterfield, dependent mother 


| of James A. LB. Butterfield, late a sergeant in the Second Illinois Cav- 
| alry. 


It proposes to | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, ard passed. 
REBECCA MANLOVE. 
The bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Manlove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca Manlove, widow of David Man- 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NENRIETTA 

The bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henrietta Brown, widow of Charles F. Brown, 
late of Company F, First Connecticut Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONAS DOERING. 

The bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll at $50 per month the name of Jonas Doering, late 
private of Company A, Eighth Battalion Turner Rifles, District of Co- 
lumbia, in lieu of pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BROWN. 


MATHEW 0. REGAN. 

The bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay to Mathew O. Regan, late of Company E, Third United States 
Artillery, now on pension-roll for loss of his right arm at elbow-joint, 
the amount allowed for loss of arm at or above elbow where artificial 
limb can not be worn, according to provisions of act increasing pen 
sions, approved August 4, 1886, instead of the rate he has been rec 
ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN WINKEL. 

The bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel, was « 

It proposes to place on the 


| pension-roll the name of Christian Winkel, late a private in Compa 


B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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in M. Powell, de- 
was nsi re a i i AA UL ; the Whole. It airects the 
Secretary of tl nterior to pay to the heirs of John M. Powell, ¢ 
eased, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment of Indian 
teers, the amount of pension allowed him under certificate ni 
226727, dated February 6, 1883, the provisions of section 471 
Revised St 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


; read the followi: rt, submitted by Mr. 


ceased, 


atutes of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding. 


unteers., 

The soldier died, leaving neither wid nor nor children surviving 
certificate issued prior to the death o! r, but the same did not re th 
soldier during his life-time. Thesoldier was sick and confined to his house and 
bed for several years prior to his death. Being without property and means of 
support, and without the ability to earn on¢ e was dependent on hi 
and relatives for support and maintenance. During the time h 
helpless and disabled condition, from disability for which he was pension 
from which the death-cause ensued, he was taken care of, supported 
and provided for by his daughter; also the exp« 
burial were paid by his relatives. The he 
very poor and needy circumstances. 

Your committee recommend the passage 
The bill was reported to the Senate with 

sed for a third read 


nses of h 


10 furnished 





RACHEL BARNES, 


Che bill (11 R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes was con- 
lered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nension-roll the name of Rachel Barnes, widow of William Barnes, who 


i in Company I, Second United States Infantry, from February 
until I’ebraary 24, 1841, and to pay her a pension as such 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MANUEL GARCIA. 

The bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Manuel Garcia, late of Company I, Eighth New | 
Jersey Volunteers. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. FLOWERS, 

The bill (If. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
pension-roll the name of George W. Flowers, late a private in Company | 
C, Fifty-second Pennsylvania Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYNTHIA J. CARLTON, 

The bill (IL. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cyn- | 
thia J. Carlton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Cynthia J. Carlton, | 
widow of Henry Carlton, late captain in the Twenty-second Regiment 
of Michigan Volunteers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. CLAUS. 

ihe bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John H. Claus, late a private in Company K, One 
hundred and eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and also late 
a private in the Ordnance Department of the United States Army. 

Fhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. DURFEE, 

The bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Dur- 
fee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the words “‘ rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’”’ 

nd insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, 
to the provisions and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of George 


| 


W. Durfee, late private of Company I, First Regiment New York Volunteer | 


Dragoons; this act to take effect from its passage, and the pension hereby 
inted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving, 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN N. BOVEE. 
The bill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the pension of John N. Bovee, late of Company E, Eighteenth Regi- 
nent New York Volunteer Infantry, from thirty to forty dollars per 
month. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, BRIDGET HACKETT. 

The bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place qn the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Bridget Hackett, of Decatur, Il]., widow 
of Michael Hackett, who served as a seaman in the naval service of 
the United States during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
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The bill was reported to the Senat+ as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EDSON SAXBERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Edson Saxberry, late private Company C, Ninety-ninth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at the rate prescribed by existing 
provisions of laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. HEADY. 

The bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Headly 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 3, before the word ‘‘ who,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Headly ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ Heady ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the pension of William J. Heady, who was pensioned 
by act of Congress approved July 6, 1886, be increased tothe sum of $50 a month, 
from and after the passage of this act, owing to increased disability. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


| a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill increasing the pension 


|} of William J. Heady.’’ 


WILLIAM M. WHALEY. 

The bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Whaley was considered as Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place the name of William M. Whaley, late of Company C, Sixth Reg- 
iment Wisconsin Volunteers, and of Company C, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. ROLF. 

The bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Rolf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of John A. Rolf to $45 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him under certificate 63064. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. PIKE. 

| The bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William F. Pike, late of Company H, Thir- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABBIE L, HAM. 

The bill (S. 3197) gfanting a pension to Abbie L. Ham was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Ham,’’ to insert the words 
‘* widow of John S. P. Ham;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie L. Ham, widow of John $ 
P. Ham, late captain of Company C, Thirteenth Maine Volunteers. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


| 


MARY MURPHY. 
The bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Murphy, widow of Jeremiah Murphy, Jate 





be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
KEYES P. COOL. * 

The bill (S. 3219) to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the name ‘‘Cool,’’ to strike out ‘‘a volun- 
teer soldier’’ and insert ‘‘a private in Capt. G. Spencer’s Company of 
Vermont Militia;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool, a private in 
Capt. G. Spencer's Company of Vermont Militia in the war of 1812, from $8 to 
$40 per month, in accordance with the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws 

The amendment was agreed to. 


of Company D, One hundred and fifty-fiftth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SHAFFER. 

The bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to William Shaffer was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Shaffer, late of Company I, Third United 
States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM T. HUTTON. 

The bill (S. 3189) granting a pension to William T. Hutton was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proj 3 to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William T. Hutton, late of Company H, Fifth 





iment Missouri State Militia Cavalry 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
MARTHA J. COLI 
The bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Robert,’’ insert the letter **‘ E,’’ so as 


to make the bill read : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, anc 
t rized and directed to place on the pension-rol], subject 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Martha J. Cé 
i. Horner, late a second Jicutenant inthe Twenty-sevent! 
Volunteers. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ISAAC N. HAWKINS. 


The bill (8.3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- | 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,’’ to insert the words ‘‘at 
the rate of forty-five dollars a month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac N, Hawkins, late a captain 
in the Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to 
third time, and passed. 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

RUTH AMES. 

The bill (8S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth Ames was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ruth Ames, widow of George Ames, late of Company 
D, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH O’LAUGHLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, 
the helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a mem- 
ber of Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the | 
pension-roll, at $18 per month, the name of Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, deceased, and late 
a member of Company I, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay the same to her legaily constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH 8S. WILSON. 

The bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph 8. Wilson, late a private of Company 
F, First Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, and lieutenant of Company | 
E, One hundred and seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY L. HUFFMAN. 

The bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. Huffman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nancy L. Huffman, widow of Archibald Huff- 
man, deceased, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-fourth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 

The bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension to Elnathan Meade was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elnathan Meade, late of Company C, Forty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID A. YEAW. 

The bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of David A. Yeaw, late a private in Company D, | 
Eleventh Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


@ third readin read ie third time, and passed. 
JOHUN TAAFFE, 


Phe bill (H. BR. 6220 


| pe 
granting a pension to John Taaffe vas consid- | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- | 
)-roll the name of John Taaffe, late a member of Company F, Sixt! 
iX<entucky Infantry, at $8 a month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. GRIFFEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on 
pension-ro}l was announced the next pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCK RELI Do they not know the name of that soldier? The | 
bill reads 

Dependent her of Gi y, late private of Company D, Second North 


( na Regimen el 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor: 
the House of Representatives and there seems to be no amendment. 
The name of the soldier is given, but the first name of the father is 
apparently unknown. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
not to pass. 

The PRESIDI NT pi temp . It is given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon, the bill reads: 

John A. Griffey, de pe t father of - 

If we do not know the name of the soldier, I do not know how we 
can pension his father. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

WILLIAM H. PORTER. 

The bill (HI. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
of William H, Porter, of Madisonville, Ky., upon the pension-roll for 
services rendered in the war with Mexico, in the company commanded 
by Captain Leftwich, in Third Regiment of Tennessee Volunteers, as 
shown by testimony on file with Porter’s application for a land war- 
ued by the Commissioner of Pensions on the 18th of January, 


Unless the soldier’s name is given, the bill ought 


— Griffey, ek 


rant 1s 


1988, 


The bill is reported as it came from | 


JULY 25, 


FREDERIC RONICKE. 
The bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 
nsion-roll was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Frederic Ronicke, late of Company A, Fifty-eighth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. CATHARINE SINNOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine Sinnott, widow of 
Patrick Sinnott, otherwise known as Edward Clark, late a member of 
Company I’, Fortieth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. LORD. 

The bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William C. Lord, of Portland, Me., at $12 per 


| month. 


It proposes to place the name | 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MYRON TEACHOUT, 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNA M. ARNOLD. 

The bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Anna M. Arnold, widow 
of John Arnold, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Anna M. Arnold, widow 
of John Arnold, late of Company C, Forty-first New York Volunteers, 
at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘Company B,’’ to strike out 
‘*Forty-fifth’’ and insert ‘‘Sixtieth;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E,. Taylor, of Missouri, 
late a member of Company B, Sixtieth Missouri Enrolled Militia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| was concurred in. 


The bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll the name of Myron Teachout, late of Company G, One 
hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


It proposes to place on the | 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL MASSEY. 

The bill 
pension-ro]l was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Samuel Massey, of Charleston, Swain County, 
North Carolina, on the pension-roll, and pay him the pension of a cap- 
tain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Smith, widow of Clinton D. Smith, late 
first lieutenant of Company C, Eighty-fourth Regiment of Indiana Vol- 
unteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MOSES T. COFFEY. 

The bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Moses T. Coffey, late a private in Company H, 
One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA A. HEINY. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


pension-rolls the name of Lydia A. Heiny, widow of George Heiny, | 
late a member of Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers, and Company E, Eighth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Che bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia A. Heiny was | 
It proposes to place on the | 


H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the | 


| ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. TILLY. 

The bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilly was con 
It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William C. Tilly, late a private of Company 
B, Fourth Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY KELLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley was consid- 

It proposes to place the name of 


| Mary Kelley, widow of Daniel Kelley, late private of Company B, of 


the Eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, on the pen- 


| sion-roll. 


} 


| 
i 





| 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARIA HULSE. 

The bill (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Maria Hulse, dependent mother of Silas 
Hulse, who was a soldier in the Mexican war, and subsequently joined 
the regular Army of the United States, and was killed in the service 
of his country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATLENA LYMAN, 


The bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Catlena Lyman, widow of William C. Lyman, 
late surgeon United States Navy, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now allowed her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB LOGAN. 

The bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Logan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Jacob Logav, member of Company H, 
Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, at $12 per month. 
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MAKY E. FORREN. 

The bill (H. R. 8677) granting a pension to Mary E. Forren was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-rolls the name of Mary E. Forren, widow of Morris Forren, late a 
private in Company I, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

Ihe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY FOSTER, 


The bill (11. R. 817) granting a pension to Mary Foster was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension- 
roll the name of Mary Foster, mother of Ezra P. Foster, late a private 
of Company A, Eighth Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALLIE T. WARD. 

The bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow 
of the late W. T. Ward, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Sallie T. Ward, 
widow of the late W. T. Ward, at $50 per month during her natural 
life. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to |} 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI LITTLE. 

The bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-rolls the name of Levi Little, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Delaware Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Mary C. Davis, formerly widow of William M. Worsham, 
majorof the Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, United | 
States Army, on the pension-roll. 

*The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. MITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the 
pension-roll was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of John J. Mitchell, late of Com- 
pany A, One hundred and tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. JUDITH DEIG. 

The bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Judith Deig on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA TREFREN,. 

The bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Eliza Trefren, widow of James Trefren, late of 
Company F, Seventeenth Vermont United States Infantry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN A. SEAVEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7510) granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Stephen A. Seavey, formerly of Company C, 
Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteers, at $30 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. CHASE. 

The bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to George C. Chase, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George C. Chase, late of Company F, Third 
Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL K,. HARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel K. Harris, late a member of Company 
I, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM R. ELLIS. 
granting a pension to Hiram R, Ellis was con- 





The bill (H. R. 831) 
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| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| of George E. Wells, late a member of the Sixth Ohio Independent Bat- 
| tery, on the pension-roll of the United States, at $8 per month. 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| pension-roll the name of Scott S. Hawn, late of Company M, Twenty- 


JULY 25, 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hiram R. Ellis, formerly first lieutenant and 
adjutant of the Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension as of the rank of first lieutenant, in lieu of the pension allowed 


| him under the general pension law of the rank of sergeant of Company 
| I, Fifth Michigan Cavalry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE E. WELLS. 
The bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells was con- 
It proposes to place the name 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordeyed to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARSHALL BURTRUM. 
The bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrum was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Marshall Burtrum, of Lewis County, Ken- 


tucky, late first sergeant in Company K, Fortieth Kentucky Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. COTRILL. 
The bill (S. 3255) granting a pension to Mary E. Cotrill, widow of 
Hugh B. Cotrill, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Cotrill, 


| widow of Hugh B. Cotrill, Company H, Eighty-eighth Indiana In- 


fantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SCOTT S. HAWN. 
The bill (S. 3200) granting a pension to Scott S. Hawn was con- 
It proposes to place on the 


second Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. We have only nine more pension cases. I hope 
my friend will withhold his motion until we get through with them. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I withdraw the motion. 

MRS. ELLEN HAND. 

The bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Ellen Hand, widow of Swaim Hand, late 
a private in Company D, Nineteenth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET E, ADAMSON, 

The bill (S. 2939) granting a pension to Margaret E. Adamson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret E. Adamson, dependent mother of 
Francis A. Adamson and Charles C. Adamson, both deceased, who 
were privates in Company A of the Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. THOMAS. 

The bill (S. 3330) granting a pension to William H. Thomas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of William H. Thomas, late a captain of Com- 
pany H, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL SHONG. 

The bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to Michael Shong was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Michael Shong, late of Company I, Four- 
teenth New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH E. GROFF. 

The bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff, widow of Charles H. 
Groff, late a private in Company K, Forty-fourth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ADELAIDE H. WOODALL. 
The bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. Woodall 


De Ue 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with ament 


ments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll,”’ to strike out 





per month;’’ and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,”’ 
‘*and that said pension be paid from the date of the death of the said 


Col. French B. Woodall so as to make the bill read 


l w 
strike out 
j 





B te ted, « I t the Secretary of the Interior be ind e is herel il 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll th ume of Adelaide H 
Woodall, widow of French B. Wooda ut olonel of the One hundred 
fifty-first Regiment of Hlinois Volunteers 


The amendm<¢ nts were agree d to. 

Whe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engros ed for a third reading, read tl 
third time, and passed. 





JASPER N. WARREN. 


The bill (S. 3316) granting a pension to Jasper N. Warren was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen 
sion-roll the name of Jasper N. Warren, late of Company G, Forty-first 
Regiment Second Cavalry Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK WELCH. 

The bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick Welch was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Patrick Welch, late of the United States Navy, 
war ot the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY FRANTZ, 

The bill (S. 3369) granting a pension to Henry Frantz was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto increase the pension 
of Henry Frantz, late private Company D, Forty-sixth Pennsyivania 
Volunteers, by placing his name on the pension-roll at the rate of $4 
per month instead of the rate of $2 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I shall move to-morrow that we take up 
the Calendar in regular order, and I rise to give notice that I will ob- 
ject to the consideration of any bill on the Calendar that requires unan 
mous consent unless the Calendar shali be gone on with in regular order. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Why not go on with the Calendar for half an hour 
to-night? Wecan do it just as well as not. Suppose the Senator 
makes that motion ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, July 26, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
WEDNESDAY, July 25, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
W. H. MILBury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, NEBRASKA. 

TheSPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 1612) to provide for holding terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate thereon. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JAMES O'BRIEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 6602) fur the relief of James O’Brien. 
Mr. BUTLER. This is simply a change in the name, and being a 
mere verbal correction I ask that the Senate amendment be agreed to. 
The title of the bill is also to be amended to conform to the body of 

the bill. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, SIOUX CITY. 


; The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the | 
Senate to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1701) author- 


izing the construction of a wagon-bridge across the Missouri River. at 
or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 
ate read. 

The amendments wére read at length. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 


I would like to have the amendments of the Sen- 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in response to a resolution calling information r¢ 
tive to officers who served in the Mexican war whose names een 
dropped from the pension-rolls. 

The SPEAKER. This communication will be referred to the ¢ l- 
mittee on Pension 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is in response to a resolut of ing y ad 
dressed to the Military Committee and by it reported to the Ho 
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The SPEAKER. But it relates exclusively to pensions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND That may be; but it was originally referred 
to that committee and reported back by them. I think it more par- 
ticularly applies to military affairs. 

The KAKER. Without objection, the communication will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objeetion, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Morrow, for ten days, on account of service on the Special 
Committee to Investigate Foreign Immigration. 

To Mr. GALLINGER, for the day, on account of sickness; 

REPRINT OF BILL, 

The SPEAKER. [he gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIx 

CAMPBELL | asks that the bill (H. R. 1687), which has been partially 


considered, be printed with amendments, 


lered. 


If there be no objection, it 
will be so or« 


| 
here was no objection, and it » ordered, 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES., 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the confer- 
part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on House 612, Mr. RoGERs, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, 


wy 
eJiil 
and Mr, FULLER. 


enceon th 


WELLAND CANAL. 

The SPEAKER. Yesterday morning the Chair laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the House, a report from the Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion, relative to the use of the Welland Canal, which was referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
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Ta 


DINGLEY | asks that that reference be changed, and that it now be re- | 


ferred tothe Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. DUNN. I wasabout to ask for the change of reference, and I 
request that the committee have leave to report at any time. I am 
informed that it is the information of the Department that legislation 
will be necessary to correct the disturbance, and it may be necessary 
to report by a bill. In fact, I am informed that the Department will 
prepare a bill for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] asks 
that the committee be authorized to report at any time on this subject. 
Is there objection 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ide 
whether the resolution would affect the railways as well as the canal? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It affects the canal only. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the change of reference 
will be made, with the power to report at any time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


> 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MCKENNA. The Recorp of last night’s proceedings, page 
386, might bear an interpretation that the bill to grant the State of 
California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public 
lands in that State came up for consideration and was not considered 
on account of my absence. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that the evening 
was set apart entirely for bills reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands to which there was no objection; and as this bill would inevi- 
tably receive objection it was the understanding of the committee that 
it would not be offered at all. 
sidered, my absence is to be explained on account of the understanding 
that it could not be offered, as no bill was to be offered without unani- 
mous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The statement of the gentleman from California 
{Mr. MCKENNA] is entirely correct. 


‘ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of private 
land claims; and the regular orderisdemanded. Some gentlemen have 
reports to make,and if there be no objection they will be permitted to 
hand them to the Clerk. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF 


REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s | 
desk: 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CITY OF DETROIT. 
Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9447) to restore cer- 
tain money to the fund for erecting a public building at the city of De- 
troit; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
HEIRS GALLUP. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 
Asa O, Gallup; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


OF ASA O, 


ire to inquire of the gentleman from Maine | 


Hence, sir, as the bill could not be con- | 


7459) for the relief of the heirs of 


| a bill 
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House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
ordered to be printed. 


report, 


THIERMAN & FROST, 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
H. R. 330) for the relief of Thierman & Frost; which was laid on 
the table. 
Mr. MASON also, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10985) for the relief of Henry 
Thierman and White Frost, late partners, doing business under the 


firm-name and style of Thierman & Frost; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SERVICE 


Mr. GALLINGER (by request), by unanimous consent, 


PENSIONS. 
introduced 
(H. R. 10986) to grant pensions for service in the Army, Navy, 
and Marine Corps of the United States during the war against rebel- 
lion; which was read @ first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, filed the views 
of the minority of that committee on the bill (H. R. 1990) to amend 
the act of the 20th of January, 1885, entitled “‘An act to provide for 
the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to the 31st of July, 1801;’’ which were 
red to be printed with the report of the majority. 

EMMA BIDDLE. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 4074) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Biddle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

STEPHEN C. SLAYTON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 55) granting a pension to Stephen C. Slayton; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ELIZA BOWMAN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, 


MRS. 


reported back 


| favorably the bill (H. R. 5157) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Bow- 





man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWI CLARK. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 420) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
G. Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. ; 


G. 


SARAH A. CRONE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crone; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on’the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


o-~ 


vi 


ARLINGTON M. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harring- 
ton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY WHITE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3199) granting a pension to Mary White; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

MRS. M. BOYLE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10557) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M. Boyle; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


M. 


HENRY ROSE. 
Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; which w 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Caler- 


| dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REBECCA FRANKLIN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 8924) for the relief of Rebecca Franklin; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private Ca! 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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P, DUNPHY. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (Hf. R. 3821) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of P. Dunphy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXTRA COPIES OF THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yield fora moment to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask,by unanimous consent, 
to have the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk read, and that 
it be considered at this time. 

Mr. COWLES. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is notaclaim, and Ireally 
do not care whether it is offered or not, but I offered it at the request 
of a great many gentlemen on both sides of the House. It is simply a 
request to have an unusual number printed of the bill passed by the 
House on Saturday last. 

Mr. COWLES. The bill I propose to call up is a very meritorious 
bill, and yet the regular order was demanded and it was not con- 
sidered. I have a letter from the United States district judge in 
favor of the measure I desired to call up. It is for the relief of some 
poor men, and the district attorney joins with him. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has ordered the judgment suspended in the case, and 
there is merit in the case. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
[BRECKINRIDGE] for a moment to ask leave to have a number of copies 
of the tariff bill reprinted, but if there is to be debate I shall have to 
claim the floor. 

Mr. COWLES. I withdraw my objection to the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That 100,000 copies of a comparative statement embodying the 
present tariff law (act of March 3, 1883) with proposed amendments of H. R. 
9051 (Mills bill), to be prepared by the Committee on Ways and Means, be printed 
for the use of the House, 

Mr. BURROWS. I would inquire if the bill as proposed to be printed 
will indicate the amendments that were offered ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition is to print, 
under the supervision of the Ways and Means Committee, the present 
tariff law as passed in 1883, with the provisions italicized and put in 
the body the text contained in the bill which passed the House on last 
Saturday. The work has already been substantially compiled by the 
clerk, and I would be glad that the gentleman should see it and see 
whether it is in accordance with his views, and make whatever sug- 
gestion may strike him concerning it. 

The SPEAKER, If the cost of this printing will exceed $500 it 
must be done by a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I doubt whether it would; 
but I ask to have it referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Che resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY. This is the day set apart for the consideration 
of bills reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims, and I 
call up Senate bill 2316. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

\ bill (8. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration 
of this bill, and that the same be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Jesse A. Corn, in 1874, filed a pre-emption claim upon a tract of pub- 
lic land in Colorado, which said land in 1875 became worthless for agricultural 
purposes by reason of an overflow of the Arkansas River, and thereupon he re- 
linquished the same to the United States: and 

W hereas said Corn, in 1884, settled and filed upon another tract of public land 
in Colorado, believing that he had the legal right so to do, and has since resided 
upon, improved, and cultivated the same in good faith,and now has a claim for 
entry thereof pending inthe Land Department, which the said Department has 
refused to approve for patent, and to which there is no adverse claimant: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the said Jesse A. Corn be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to pre-empt the said land now claimed by him on making the proofs required 
by the provisions of the pre-emption law. 

Mr. McCREARY. Under section 2261 of the Revised Statutes it is 
provided: 

No person shall be entitled to more than one pre-emptive right by virtue of 
the provisions of section 2259, nor where a party has filed his declaration of in- 


tention to claim the benefits of such provisions for one tract of land shall he file 
at any future time a second declaration for another tract. 


As the preamble of the bill shows, this gentleman, after living upon 
the land for sometime, on account of sickness lost his right, and he 
now simply asks that he be allowed to pre-empt another claim. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
a question, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 


Mr. PETERS. Has the committee taken into consideration a bill 
covering all cases of that kind? 

Mr. McCREARY. Thereisa bill of that kind, but it has not passed 
the Senate, and we do not know that it will. 

Mr. PETERS. There are quite a number of cases that are similar 
to this, and this seems to have come from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims and not from the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. McCREARY. This is the only one of that kind that we have. 
I ask that the bill be passed to a third reading, 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam in favor of the passage of the bill; but I rise 
simply to say that I can not understand how it got before the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 'The Committee on Public Lands has 
jurisdiction of claims of this kind, and they ought to go to that com- 
mittee. Asa member of the Public Lands Committee, I simply pro- 
test against these bills going to the Committee on Private Lands, al- 
though I will not object to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the bill has gone to 
that committee through the petition-box. 

Mr. McCREARY. I spoke to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands about the bill and he was willing that the billshould be 
retained by the Committee on Private Lands. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

M. F. VANCE. 

Mr. McCREARY. The next bill I will call up is Senate bill 2009, 
to restore the homestead right of M. F. Vance, of Akron, Colo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the homestead right of M. F. Vance, of Akron, Colo., 
be restored, and that he be entttled to all the privileges accruing under sections 
2289 and 2317, chapter5, Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. McCREARY. This is simply a bill to restore the homestead 
right of M. F. Vance, of Akron, Colo., and I ask by unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. How many of these bill have the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims? If it is going to usurp entirely the duties of the 
Committee on Public Lands, we will give its duties to them. 

Mr. McCREARY. This is the only one we have, and I mentioned 
that to the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, that it had 
been referred to the Committee on Private Lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. Do they go there through the petition-box? 

The SPEAKER. They could get there in no other way. 

Mr. PAYSON. If this isthe only one I do not object. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. McCREARY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2009) to restore the homestead rights of M. F. Vance, of Akron, Colo,, having 
had the same under consideration, report: 

The bill was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior for information 
usvene when the bill was pendingin the Senate, and he sent the following 
etter: 

, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“Washington, D. O., February 29, 1888. 

“Sir: Iam in receipt, by your reference, of a letter from Hon. P. B. PLume, 
dated United States Senate, February 20, 1888, inclosing Senate bill 2009, to re- 
store the homestead right of M. F’. Vance, of Akron, Colo., and requesting the 
views of this Department thereon. 

“In reply I have the honor to report that the records of this office show that 
M.F. Vance made H. E. No. 4031 July 12,1876,for the E.4 SW.} and 8.} NW. 
sec. 3, tp.3, R.9 west of the 6th P. M., Kansas, and that said entry was canceled 
by this office upon his voluntary relinquishment, July 6, 1878, and the land en- 
tered by another party March 27, 1880, 

** Accompanying the said relinquishment was an affidavit by Mr. Vance, stat- 
ing he proceeded to improve and cultivate the land embraced in said entry, ac- 
cording to the requirements of the homestead law, until about the 27th day of 
September, 1876,at which time he was disabled from doing manual labor by 
reason of disease in his right arm and was compelled to go East for medical 
treatment by a competent surgeon; that he left his claim about February 1, 
1877,and had been under the medical treatment of Dr. R. J. Morrh, whose cer- 
tificate as to his disability accompanies his affidavit. Further, that since Sep- 
tember 27, 1876, he had not been, nor is he at date of affidavit (January 23, 1878), 
able to perform manual labor, and by reason of said disability he relinquished 
his said entry, without compensation, and asked to be allowed to make a new 
entry at some future time onany vacant public land, with credit for fee and com- 
missions already paid on former entry. 

“The case was not considered to justify the allowance of a second entry under 
the law, and his application was rejected by office letter of April 20, 1878, ad- 
dressed to the local officers at Kirwin, Kans., and a second application was re- 
jected December 29, 1887. 

‘If there is satisfactory evidence presented to Congress of Mr. Vance’s good 
faith in the matter, and that he is now ag eee to comply with the legal home- 
stead requirements, I see no objection to the passage of a special law for his re- 
lief. 

‘‘Attention is called to the fact that the act of May 20, 1862, was repealed by act 
of June 22, 1874 (Revised Statutes), and it is suggested that the bill should be 
amended so as to refer to sections 2289 and 2317, chapter 5, Title XXXII, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in lieu of the act so repealed. 


Very respectfully, 
“S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Acting Commissioner, 
“Hon. W. F. VILAs, 
** Secretary of the Interior.” 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. TheChair desires to make a statement in reference | tucky [Mr. McCREARY] w! 
to the manner in which these bills went to the Committee on Private | more |] lt 1 they woul 
Land Claims. They are Senate bills and did not go through the peti- Mr IcCREARY It 
tion- box, but were presented to the Clerk as the Chair discovers, and | 
under an order made by unanimous consent that bills be referred to Mr. A . 
certain committees, went to the committee in that way. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be Mr. McCREARY ! 
ing engrossed, it wa rdingly read the third and passed f ! i ¢ 

Mr. MCCREARY moved to reconsider the vote 1ich the bill was Mir. PAYSO? Is ther 
pa ed; and also moved that th motion to reconsider be laid on the | t 1 ort ‘ rinal ce 
table. ti ites stand ordinarily 

The latter motion was agreed to. and, as I understand from thi 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
































ot al it i ( 1 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced | (jearly. therefor Oo 
that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of the House to the | ¢gjeg ore new 3 issu 
bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the George town Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Mr. M EARY 

Railway Company, asked a conference upon the disagreeing votes of | coo that there ean be | ; 

the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of Mr. PAYSON T } 

the Senate Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. HARRIS. siaivetein 
ore . . , i : 
he message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the he \ evan gniioweih 4 

umendments of the House to the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Bright- | pejng encrossed. it was a 

wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia, asked a conter Mr. McCRI ; 

ence upon the disagreeing votes of the two Housee thereon, and had vas passed; and also 1 d 

‘ ‘ted as conferees he rt f the Senate Mr. HARRIS. Mr ' ’ 

appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. tRIS, Mr. | the tal 

SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL. The latter motion was act 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed without . 

amendment a bill (H. R. 1912) providing fora term of court at Quincy, | 

Mr M 4 7? MI Q 
Tl! lt l MARY. I 
WILLIAM R. M’KEE. the W rouse be dischal 
bill (H. R. 3830) for the 1 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker I now desire to call up the bill (H 4 ] i the H« 

R. 10082) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the widow was read. as foll 

and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late of Lexington ' " 

Ky.” fn 
The SPEAKER. That bill is in Committee of the Whole House. entry st qua 
Mr. McCREARY. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of a, a 

the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the W he ears 

bill, and that it be put upon its passage. I 1 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; aie “That 
The bill was read, as follows: ed t 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, t ur . < 

into effect the grant of one quarter-s¢ on each to the orphan childre Co : 

William R. McKee, made in the second section of said act, be, and he is hereby a 4 7?) I 

: : : ; il I Ley é 
authorized and directed to issue to the surviving children and grand childr 

of said McKee, or the owners and holders thereof, other certificates for thos« DORSEY » made t re 

they now hold, issued by authority of said act, which new certi ates they ma Mr. meSEY the S 

enter and locate for themselves upon any lands in satisfaction of said grant « iT — ‘ 4 

the class described in the act to which this is an amendment at my : 7 

nstead ot ft rit e { i 
lhe report (by Mr. McCCREARY) was read, as follows: The SPEAI [he Ss 
The Committee on Private Land Cl 1 the bill (H.R tee ont ru 

10082) for the relief of the children of ¢ have had the sar » 

under consideration, and report as fol 
The act proposed to be amended is ed January 25, 1853, er l I 

“An act for the relief of the widow an lren of W im R.M l ( 

Kee, late of Lexington, Ky.” (10 Stais 
The second section of said act is as fo ; 

‘That to each of the orphan children of the said McKee there shall be, and Le 

hereby is, granted one quarter-section of land to be located upon any vacant ! vy read 

land of the United States,and to be located where and in such manner as the MT , . 

President of the United States shall direct Mes ; 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office states that * certificates wer t ‘ ‘ 

issued for location in satisfaction of the grant herein referre i 

was located and patent issued thfereon, but other certificat | ‘ ‘ 

7 he \ 
rhe present amendment to the original act authorizes : 

the General Land Ojfice to carry into effect > grant of 

each to the orphan children of Col. William R. MeKee, and he ) 

ized and directed to issue to the surviving children and g rid Mr. Mc( \ Y 

McKee, or the ownersand Iders thereof, other certificates for t se tuey hh v the Whole H 1S¢ ‘ 

hold issued by authority of ®id act, to be located by them for t! selves u a : 

any lands in satisfaction of said grant of the class described in the act to w i . 

this is an amendment. bill b i 
Colonel McKee, who was killed at the head of his regiment at the bat of Che re ’ 

Buena Vista, in Mexico, left several minor children, one of whom was Hug! 

McKee. At the time the original certificates were issued it was intended to i ¢ ' t ‘ 

> 

change his name to that of his illustrious father, William R. McKee, and the | he is! ! 

certificate was issued to him by that name. The change, however, was never | County, > . < r€ 

made, and he entered the Navy and was killed June 11, 1871, leading the fa- nds 

mous assault on a fort in the Corea. It is said he gave his certificate to his | § er, t 

mother, and she gave it to her granddaughter, Alice Jones, who now holds and , range Ld wes id ‘ 

claims it. To allow the Commissioner to give her certificates in her ow ‘ Wesley M sO 

if she proves herself the owner and holder of those now unlocated, and i nee W i act 

the complications the Land Office experiences growing out of the original - | reg the 1 ‘ 

take of name, is one of the objects of the bill uiled | se ofa pi 
_Martha McKee, another of the orphan children of William R. McKee, ma the records of th ) 

ried Stephen E. Jones, and died without locating her certificate, leaving thre« ery \ t have mace ar 


children, one of whom is a minor, the others of age. 7 hey wish to divide the | the homes ‘ 
certificates they now hold among themselves and get new ones they can locat¢ Mr. ADAMS Mr 
which the committee think can and ought to be allowed . “2 

They have experienced great difficulty in making their locations on account | We bad a bill si 
of these facts and the requirements of the President’s direction, which is now from Indiana | M 


wholly unnecessary, as they are all about of age and can act for themselves hic] — ; a hat ¢ ] 
om : which), a provision t é 
The committee believe the original act should be amended as proposed in the : , 
bill, which has been submitted to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, | /1™mits olf any Incorpora d town o1 
and no objection found to its provisions. They therefore recommend the pas from Illinois [M PAY whoi 
sage of the bill. | that provisior not a proper on 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, let the bill be read again. | not necessary ? 
The bill was again read. Mr. PAYSON. I think the 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ken- | proposed by my colleague, an 
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braska [Mr. Dorsey], whose constituent interested in this bill, that 
he had better let it be so amended. 

M ADAMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill by add- 
ing t » which I send to the desk 

Phe ( I re follows 

} Tha cated bet the n fany incor 
I i or cit} 


Ir, DORSEY. I have no objection to that; but the land could not 
possibly be located within any incorporated town or city. 
The amendment was agreed to 


he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pas ed, 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved 1 the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

COURT FOR PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN ARIZONA, NEW MEXICO, AND 
COLORADO, 
Mr. McCREARY. I now ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 


the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. 2. 7643) to establish a United States land court, and to pro- 
vide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims 
in the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and in the State of Col- 


ucky asks unanimous 
red from the furthe1 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ke 
consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharg 
consideration of the bili indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYSON, and Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I object. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 


Che motion was agreed to. 





‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


Tiouse on the state of the Union, Mr. BLounrtT in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





A bill CH. R. 7643) to establish a United States land court and to provide for a 
judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims in the Territories of 
At ia, New Mexico, and inthe State of Colorado. 


Mr. MCCREARY. I 
pensed with (as the bill has already been read in the House 
it be now read by sections 

the CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be mad 
The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by sections under the five-min- 
ute rule 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire at the 
proper time to offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute for 
this entire bill. Will that be in order when the reading shall be con- 
cluded? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be ut enacted, ete., That there be established a court, to be called the United 
States land court, to consistof a chief-justice and two associate justices, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
to hold their offices for four years. The chief-justice shall receive a compensa- 
tion of $%,000 per year, and each of the associate justices shall receive a com- 
pensation of $4,500 per year, payable monthly from the Treasury of the United 
; and each shall, before entering upon the discharge of his duties, take 
and subscribe an oath to support the Constitution of the United States and 
to discharge faithfully the duties of his office. Each of said justices shall be 
entitled to appoint and remove at willa stenographer, whoshall receive a com- 
pensation of $1,200 per year, payable monthly from the Treasury of the United 
States, each of whom shall, before entering upon the discharge of his duties, 
take and subscribe a like oath. The Secretary of the Interior shall detail from 
his Department a person to act as clerk of the said court, and shall also, upon 
the application of the said chief-justice, detail from his Department such addi- 
tional clerical force as sha! from time to time be necessary to transact the busi- 
ness of the said court. The said court shall have power to adop: all necessary 
rules and regulations for the transaction of its business and to carry out the pur- 
poses of this act; toadopt a seal and to alter the same at pleasure; to issue any 
process provided for by law and necessary to the transaction of the business of 
said court, and to issue commissions to take depositions as provided in chapter 
17 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. Each of said justices shall have 
power to administer oaths and affirmations. It shallbe the duty ofany United 
States marshal or deputy marshal to serve any process of said court placed in 
his hands for that purpose, That said court shall sit continuously, except as 
hereinafter provided, in the city of Washington, with a vacation not exceeding 
one month in any one year, to be taken at such times in the months of July or 
August as the court shall determine. The Secretary of the Interior shall pro- 
vide in his Department suitable rooms for the occupation and use of sail court. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall detail a clerk to act as reporter of said court, 
who shall from time to time cause the*decisions of the said court, both in De- 
partment and in bank, to be published in the same manner that the decisions of 
the Department of the Interior relating to public lands have been heretofore 
published. The said court shall have jurisdiction to examine, hear, and decide 
all cases of private land claims which shall come before it in the manner here- 
inafter provided for. 

Sec. 2. That the said court shall, upon its organization, be divided into three 
departments, to be known as departments numbers one, two, and three of the 
United States land court, to each of which departments one of the said justices 
shal! be assigned by the chief-justice. Such departments may sit simultaneously, 
and the justice of each department shall have full power to examine, hear, and 
determine any cause coming before him in said department; and from time to 


ask that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
and that 


States 


time,as in the judgment of the chief-justice the exigencies of the business of 
the court may require, the three justices shall sit in bane for the determination 
of such cases as may, in the manner hereinafter provided, be brought before 
There shall also be appointed by the President, by and with 


the court in bance. 
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é ice and consent of the Senate, a competent attorney to represent the 
United States in said court in all cases where the United States is interested, 
and particularly in the adjudication of all private land claims. Such attorney 
shall receive a compensation of $4,000 per year, payable monthly out of the 
Treasury of the United States, and shall, before entering upon his duties, take 
and subscribe to an oath to support the Constitution of the United States and 
perform the duties of his office. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend by striking out at the end of 
line 5, in section 2, the word ‘‘may,’’ as that word is repeated at the 
beginning of line 6, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. Thatimmediately upon the organization of the said court it shall be the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and he is hereby required, 
to transmit to the said court the testimony and papers in each and every case of 
contest where two or more parties claim the right to enter, locate, select, or 
otherwise acquire title to the same tract of land, in wholeor in part, and wherein 
testimony has been taken by the district land officers or surveyors-general in 











| the manner now provided by law and regulations, and wherein no decision upon 
the merits has been rendered by the said Commissioner; and the said cases shall 


be divided among and submitted to the several departments of said court in such 
manner as the chief-justice shalldetermine. And thereafter it shall be the duty 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, immediately upon the receipt 
by him of the testimony in any such case, to transmitthe same tothe said court, 
and upon its receipt in the said court it shall be assigned by the chief-justice to 
one of the said departments for examination, hearing, anddecision. And in all 
such cases in which decisions have been rendered by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, but which decisions have not under existing lawsand reg- 
tions become final, the party against whom such decision has been rendered 
may, Within sixty days from the date of the approval of this act, file an appeal 
to the said court in the same manneras appeals have heretofore been taken from 
of the said Commissioner to the Secretary of the Interior; upon re- 
ceipt of which appeals, properly taken, the said Commissioner shall certify the 
use to the said court, where it shall be received and considered in the same 
manner as if no decision had been therein rendered by the Commissioner. In 
the event that in any such case no appeal shall be filed from the decision of the 
Commissioner within sixty days from the approval of this act, such decision 
be considered as final, and shall not thereafter be reopened except upon a 
r of newly-discovered evidence. And all cases in which at the date of 
the approval of this act appeals have been taken from decisions of the said Com- 
missioner tothe Secretary of the Interior, but which appeals have not been sub- 
mitted to the said Secretary, shall, immediately upon the organization of said 
court, be transmitted to said court in like manner. 
liately upon the organization of the said court it shall be 
ary ot the Interior to transmitto said court the records of 
before him on appeals from the decisions of the Com- 
nd Office, and all cases pending before him on mo- 
onstherein. Such cases shall also be divided among 
same manner as provided in,the foregoing 
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section for cases received by the court from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, except that tl shall have precedence in the order of examination 
and decision. 

Sec. 5. That the said justices, in their respective departments, shall proceed 


with the examination, hearing, and decision of the cases socoming before them, 

irly as practicable in the order of their submission, except that the cases 
‘red to the court by the Secretary of the Interior, as provided in section 
i, shall have precedence. Each of said justices may, however, upon sufficient 
eause being shown, advance any case pending before him and set same for im- 
mediate examination, hearing, and decision. Each justice shall cause to be kept 
a record of the proceedings in his department and of the decisions rendered by 
him. 








The following amendment of the Committee on Private Land Claims 
was read: 

Strike out sections 3, 4, and 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That in every case where it is not made to appear, by evidence satis- 
factory to the court, that the value of the property invoived, with the improve- 
ments thereon, exceeds the sum of $2,000, the decision of the justice rendered in 
department shall be final. In every case where the value of the property in 
volved, with the improvements thereon, isso shown to exceed the sum of $2,000 
either party not satisfied with the decision rendered shall have the right of a) 
peal to the court in bank: Provided, That notice of the intention to take such 
appeal be filed in the department where the decision is rendered within sixty 
days from date of notice of such decision, and the appeal thereafter perfected 
in accordance with such rules as shall be prescribed by the court in that regard. 
The court in bank shall proceed with the examination, hearing,and decision of 
the cases so brought before it by appeal as nearly as practicable in the order of 
submission, except that upon sufficient cause shggvn the chief-justice may ad- 
vance any such case and set same for immediate txamination and hearing. 

Sec. 7. That in every case where it is not made to appear, by evidence satis- 
factory to the cqurt, that the value of the property involved, with the improve- 
ments thereon, exceeds the sum of $5,000, the decision of the court in bank sha!! 
be final. In every case where it shall be so made to appear that the value of 
the property involved, with the improvements thereon, exceeds the sum of 
$5,000, either party not satisfied with the decision rendered shall have the righ‘ 
of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States,in the same manner an 
upon the same conditions as is provided by law forthe taking of appeals from 
the decision of the district courts of the United States: Provided, however, That 
if such appeal be not taken within six months from the date of such decision, 
the right of appeal shall be barred,and such decision thereupon become final, 
and the attorney for the United States shall also have the right to appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States on the same conditions. 

Sec, 8. That whenever the decision of the courtin any case shall become final 
either by failure to appeal or otherwise,as herein provided,the clerk of the 
court shall certify that fact to the Commissioner of the General Land Offi 
transmitting to him at the same time the record of said case ; and the said Com 
missioner shall thereupon promptly execute and enforce such decision. 

Src, 9, That the said court shall have jurisdiction over all private land cla 
in the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and the State of Colorado which hia 
not become final by’the action of Congress or of the Executive or Judicial | 
partments. The said court shall by one or more of its members, in the dis 
tion of the chief-justice thereof, be in session at least six months in each a 
every year at Santa Fé, in the Territory of New Mexico, at Tucson, in the T« 
ritory of Arizona, and at Denver,in the State of Colorado, until the busin 
arising under this section iscompleted. Theduration of the termsof said cou 
at the respective places named, shall be regulated by the chief-justice of s 
court, who shall give notice of the time and place of holding such « : 
publication, for thirty days in both the English and Spanish languag 
newspaper of gencral circulation, at the éapital of the State or Territory wh 
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that the | 
»aiter the entire bill has been read. 

SMITH, of Arizona I want to be heard on t nendment now. 
Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw my point, if t :tleman desires to 
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is a matter of great 
Mr. McCREARY 
five minutes more. 
when this bill was up be I ude a eech myself, treating | « em ~ 1 





this question elaborately. I have no objection to an extension of fivs rumped y 

or seven minutes. I su 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to occupy twenty or p may th 

sibly thirty minutes. not best ple « 
Mr. McCREARY. I suggest ten. Mr. DUNN. I would 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. McCREAR) yuld 

imous col t tl t l ul th ure § to ¢ t 

for ten minutes. and in a ¢ I condit r all tim 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will close within thirty minutes. I | tlement 

will not occupy more time t 

try and shut me off. Gentlemen will not gain any time in that way. Mr. DUNN. nee { 





ASKS uns 


an that, and it will not do any good to Mr. SMITH f Ari ia. Most I t 





Mr. McCREARY. How much time does the gentleman want? _ posed to L he 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will close within thirty minutes at tl these sett 
most. Mr. SMITH, of J l 
Mr. McCREARY. I have no objection. 
Mr. SENEY. Why not give the gentleman as much ti he de Mr. DUNN I ) 
sires : b re uniri 
Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman says he will be satisfied with | under the 
thirty minutes. I ask that he be allowed thirty minutes, deducting | determin 
the time he has a i 





a ready occupied. Mr. SM { 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f But you t 
, , , . , . | — 
consent that the gentleman from Arizona may occupy thirty minutes, | Arizona az 


the five minutes he has already occupied being deducted. Is there ob- | find di t e 
jection? The Chair hears none. be given i I 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, sir, in connection with these names | miliar. He: 
that I have read, and because some members asked me not to give any | cumstances 





Ald 





OS00 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 25, 





- , a ‘ . | 
he fairer and more honest the court is the more difficult it will be 


for the people to get justice, because the best and the wisest court will 
he misled by conditions that are existing, and the more difficult it will 
he for these people to prove their titles when brought face to face with 
these Mexican grants 

Mr. BRUMM. The reason you have assigned for opposing this bill 

fur as it applies to Arizona, would that not apply naturally to all of 
the Territories of the United States ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 
ries to determine. 

Mr. BRUMM. But 
all the Territories ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 


That is for those from the other Territo- 
would not the same provisions apply equally to 


I do not believe it exactly would, and for 


| can not stop it when it starts. 


ment. I want my people to have these claims settled, and I want 
Congress to make an appropriation to settle this question. It has not 
got the machinery, and untilit creates it they can not doit. The court 
It has got to be investigated before a 
tribunal that can stop it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Does this bill make anything title 
which would not be title irrespective of this bill, or does it make evidence 
that which is not to be evidence irrespective of this bill? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I think it does. 

Mr. SYMES. I heartily agree with what the gentleman from Ari- 


zona has said regarding the fraudulence of numerous large grants, but 


this reason: The Territory of Arizona is covered by fifteen of these | 


claims. In New Mexico there are a great many of these claims. ‘This 
land has been settled by hundreds and hundreds of men who have had 
these small holdings for years and years, which were handed down 
from father to son, and it is impossible to perfect their title, but their 
title is such as everybody would accept as just. There onght to be 
some speedy means of settling these small holdings, but there ought 
not to be any means directed by this Congress to promote the interest 
of those large land-grant claims, and the men interested in them ought 
to have no further or better chance to get a grip on the people. 

Mr. BRUMM. If there are such cases in the other Territories it 
ought to apply to them as well as Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
yield for a question ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Is it not a fact that under the present 
law if the land has been surveyed by the surveyor-general and settled 


Will the gentleman from Arizona 


| and agriculture. 


I can not speak for the other Territories. 


there area great many grants that are just and correct so far as not being 
fraudulent in title is concerned. It has been the practice for squatters 
to settle on this land and for men to pursue their avocation in farming 
I heartily agree with all that. Alleged grant titles 
cover large tracts of this land. I have witnessed the practice, and I 
have seen for thirty years that the Interior Department have absolutely 
failed to afford any relief and to confirm their titles or eliminate 
them and restore lands to the public domain, orconfirm the grants where 
they are legal. Now, the gentleman from Arizona was before our com- 
mittee when this subject was before it, urging a bill for this purpose. 
I want him now to explain to this House why it is that he is opposed 
to this bill, and why it is he will not suggest a better remedy. Iam 
with him in everything he says, except that I want Congress to adopt 
a remedy to cure the evil he complains of. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman has made a good speech 


| and a fine peroration, but the misfortune is that it does not exactly 
| comport with the facts in the case. 


He intended it should, but he 


| missed it nearly as far as this bill misses the proper remedy for my 


on, whether the land grant is small or not, these land-grant claimants | 


get possession of it? 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. 


That is very true; but fortunately for my | 


people, with an honest surveyor-general, not a single one of them has | 


been surveyed, and we are in possession. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
No. 17? That is occupied by land-grant claimants, and is in just the 
same condition as the fifteen or sixteen other claims. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In Arizona? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will you name one of these in Arizona? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Tres Alamos. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I know something about Tres Alamos. I 


happen to live near it myself, but the body of it is owned by a member of 


the Senate. The Tres Alamos claim was placed on the San Pedro River, 
below the townof Benson. The grant, as far as the original claim was 
concerned, was before the Private Lands Committee. It went from 
where the San Pedro River sinks into the sand away towards the set- 
ting sun, and it trended its course until it had gone on and almost 
touched Mexico, as far as the Reavis claim on the north, and it had on 
it hundreds and hundreds of the most prosperous farmers in Arizona. 

The present surveyor-general has made a report on the Tres Alamos 
claim, that the Private Lands Committee ought to have brought in to 
this House, where he surveyed the whole of that land. My people are 
in possession of it and we do not propose that it shall be taken out of 
their possession and an opportunity given to the land-grant people to 
create a court to aid in wasting and plundering them. There isa better 
way thanthis. Every other claim in the Territory is in the same condi- 
tion. These are some of my reasons for objecting to this measure as 
far as Arizona is concerned. I can not speak concerning any other 
‘Territory. Iam here to represent Arizona and nothing else. I donot 
know the condition of the people in New Mexico or Colorado, but I 
know the condition of things in Arizona from talking with the people, 
and they ought to be protected against the land-grant claims, and the 
only answer I can give is that these claims must be settled by the Gov- 
ernment as the Government promised to do in the treaty with Mexico. 

Mr. DUNN. Can not your people prove up these frauds in the 
court? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Can the poor men who live down on the 
San Pedro go to Tucson and go over to Mexico and over to Spain and 
examine the royal archives to find record of their title? 

Mr. DUNN. That will apply to New Mexico as well as Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Can the poor claimant go over to Spain 
and search the royal archives and find where the theft lies? 

Mr. DUNN. How do you find out that these frauds exist? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. By searching time and time again, by my 
people paying money out of their pockets, and by the surveyor of the 
Territory paying $1,000 out of his own pitiful salary to assist in it, 
and by his going into Mexico and making examination; and this Con- 
gress will not give him money enough to go to look into the subject. 
Then they tell the poor occupant to go and look into the royal archives 
of Spain and find out the title. 

Mr. DUNN. I will ask if it does not look like a suspicious title that 
is not willing to be tried. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I donot want to be tried on adead muni- 


Territory. [Laughter.] There wasa question beforethe Public Lands 
Committee upon which I was heard, and inasmuch as the gentleman 
has brought that matter up, I am forced to make an explanation, 
because I do not wish to appear of record as having held two different 
views upon a question of so much importance to my people. We 
went before the Public Lands Committee upon the question of the 


| formation of a commission having certain judicial powers, on the state- 


Have they not surveyed Tres Alamos | 


re 


ment before that committee that this bill was to be reported for the 
purpose of forcing a conference with the Senate to see what views the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] would entertain about this 
scheme to which he had always objected. 

I had no right to vote on the Public Lands Committee, because I was 
not a member of it, and if I was I could not have voted; but in the 
Private Lands Committee, when this bill came up at the very last meet- 
ing, I said to the gentleman who happened to be beside me, the honor- 
able gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], ‘*‘ When that bill comes to 
the House it shall never pass, so far as Arizona is concerned, with my 
consent.’’? I was opposed to it then, and I have been opposed to it from 
that day to this, so far as it applies to Arizona. I do not care fur Col 
orado. The gentleman from that State [Mr. SyMgEs] undoubtedly 
knows better than I do what is best for the people there, and let him 
advocate it. Ido not care for New Mexico, except to say that the House 
would probably act wisely in following the advice of the gentleman 
who has been so persistent, so honest, and so earnest in pressing this 
measure in the interest of his people. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes; a question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Did you not appear before the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Territories, of which I was a member, and suggest amend- 
ments and discuss the matter and give us the benefit of your practical 
information, which was valuable to us in fixing up a bill similar to this 
one providing for a judicial tribunal to settle these claims ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I believe I did have the misfortune to hav« 
to go before a subcommittee that had JudgeSyMrs on it. [Laughter. ] 
I expected then that I would probably never hear the last of it if | 
should feel called upon to oppose any bill here that he desired to have 
passed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have gone as far into that Public Lands Com- 
mittee business as I intend to go now, except to say that I did not 
there advocate, I do not here advocate, and if I can help it I will not 
let pass, a bill like this, that would compel the people of Arizona to 
rush into court at the beck of a large corporation to be either black- 
mailed or robbed or forced to pay out their inheritance for lawyers’ 
fees. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Is it 
not true that you are a member of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and that this bill was not opposed by you in that committee ’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It is true that I have the privilege of sit- 
ting in the Private Land Claims Committee, and I am sorry that it is 
made a matter of reproach to me that, recognizing the modesty which I 
thought would probably befit a poor Delegate who could not vote either 
in committee or in the House, I so far departed from the general char- 
acter and conduct of certain members of the committee. Gentlemen 
appear to be greatly surprised that I did not tear my shirt in commit- 
tee where I knew it would do no good. [Laughter.] I did there 
what I have done here. I presented my objections to this bill, and 


made efforts to have other provisions inserted in it; and I claim that 
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if there be salvation for my people through th it will only b 
dopting the amendments w h I suggested. 

Mr. Met REARS Another question. H i received from the 
Bar Assor iat not 1 al ty Arizona, of which i¢cson 1s the county 
seat, a petition asking you to advocate this bill and declaring that the 
are in favor of the bill now pending? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Just asI told you, gentlemen! There it 
is; between the land grants and the lawyers! Laughter.| There 


a little coterie of lawyers in Tucson, able men, good lawyers, and if 
this bill should pass they would get very rich. [Renewed laughter. | 
I ought to be amongst them, getting rich too, because if this bill passes 
I think I would probably have the pleasure of being employed in some 
of these land-grant cases. The passage of the bill might be a benefit to 
me, just as it would be to those lawyers. But did the gentleman ever 
hear of other petitions that have come up from that country? Did 
you ever hear that from the hot plains; did you ever hear that along 
the desert track; did you ever hear that from wherever the sweat was 
rising from the toiling masses in that Territory there came petition 
after petition, , te legram after telegram to me crying out, as was done 
in days of old, ‘‘ For God’s sake come over and help us against the 

land = and the lawyer? [ Laughter and applause. | 

Mi CREARY. Have those petitions been filed? 

Mr. § S Mi TH, of Arizona. If they have not, there isa desk full of 
them over there which the gentleman woul ld be edified by reading 

[Laughter.] I think some of them have been filed, but I know that 
he will find one of them incorporated in the remarks which I addressed 
to the House some time ago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these are my reasons for objecting to this bill, 
and I ask this House, in the name of my people and so far as thev are 
concerned, to do me and to do them the justice to let us for once say 
what we prefer in this matter, so far as our titles are concerned, and 
if, later, some wiser plan can be found, as I am sure there can be, we 
shall be prepared to take what you give us. 
assume that Colorado and New Mexico know best what they want; but 
we in Arizona certainly do not want this bill. 


The conditions are so absolutely different that Arizona ought not to 


have been included in the original bill. I admit that of all the bills 
on this subject which have come before the House, this certainly in my 
opinion is the wisest and the best considered. I grant that freely; but 


while the bill may properly apply to the conditions existing in Colorado | 


and New Mexico, the wisdom which may belong to a measure applica- 
ble to certain cireamstances may become anything else than wisdom 
when applied to an entirely different state of facts. While thisisa 
good bill for the settlement of land claims in New Mexico and Colorado, 
it certainly does not apply to the natural physical conditions surround- 
ing my people. I hope, pre that the amendment I propose strik- 
ing Arizona from the bill may be adopted. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I hope I shall not be limited to 
five minutes in responding to the gentleman from Arizona. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark that this bill is being 
considered by paragraphs, and amendments must properly be offered 
to each paragraph as read. 

Mr. McCREARY. I suggest that the gentleman from Arizona with- 
hold his amendments until we get through with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That arrangement can 
consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. With the understanding that I may offer 


the amendments to these paragraphs after the reading of the bill is con- 


cluded, I will withdraw my amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The arrangement suggested can only be made 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent that after the reading of all the par: gr aphs under the five-minute 
rule, the gentleman ftom Arizona may be permitted to submit an 
amendment striking out the word ‘‘Arizona’’ wherever it occurs in the 
bill. Is there objection? The > Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEARyY] in responding to the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. SmitH] be allowed not exceeding thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ishall probably not want so much time 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Kentucky may be permitted to oc- 


cupy the floor for thirty minutes in response to the gentleman from | 


Arizona. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. McCREARY. 1 think my friend from Arizona [Mr. Sm1TH] is | 
mistaken in the view which he takes of this bill in regard to its appli- | 


cation to Arizona. He stated that he regarded the bill as one of the 
wisest and best measures which had been ——— to this House in 
its application to New Mexico and Colorado, but he says he does not 


regard it as a good bill when ap yplied to the Territory of Arizona. If | 
the bill under consideration is a wise and appropriate measure for New | 


Mexico and Colorado, it certainly isa good measurefor Arizona. Now, 


in order that we may know exactly what we are doing, I wish to state | 


briefly the object of the bill. The object is to prov ide for a judicial in- 
vestigation and settlementof private land claims in the Territoriesof New 


X1X——426 


I think it is only fair to | 


be made by unanimous | 


I now ask unanimous consent that the gentleman | 
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th a view to contorm bona fide grants and 


may be deemed i i | | 

give f to the treaty of 1348 between the United States and Mexico; and 
until the final action of Congress on such claimsall lands covered thereby shall 
be rescrved from sale or other disposal by the Government, and shall not be | 
subjsect to the donat anted by the previous provisions of this act, 


1 


I have read the eighth section of the act of 1854 in order that the 


members of the House might understand the situationin Arizona, New | 
Mexico, and Colorado. There are places in New Mexico and Arizona | 


where men have purchased 160 acres of land and expanded the pur- 
chase into thousands of acres, ‘They are now in possession and have 
been in possession for many years. One of the objects of this bill is to 
furnish a remedy to drive out land thieves and land pirates who have 
gone out and, under the act of 1854, which has proved to be a failure, 
taken possession of and inclosed hundreds of thousands of acres of land 
which they are illegally holding to-day. They do not want land grants 
contirmed; indeed, they do not want anything done. 

rhe report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office shows 
that under the act of 1854, from the end of the year 1860 to the end of 
the year 1870, there were but seven land grants confirmed by Congress. 
From 1870 to 1879 there were but three, and from 1879 down to the 
present time not one solitary land grant has been confirmed. The act 
of 1854 therefore does not give the relief needed in Arizona, New Mexico, 
and Colorado. 

The people there are at the mercy of land sharks and land pirates. 


That is the reason that the demand is so pressing for the passage of | 
f 
| ants under said claims with the right of appeal as provided for in the bill now 


some kind of a bill that will remedy these evils. That is the reason 
that a large delegation of gentlemencame from New Mexico to the city 
of Washington last winter. They earnestly asked for a judicial tribu- 
nal to settle private land claims, which, asI have said before, erabrace 
nearly 10,000,000 acres in New Mexico, 6,000,000 acres in Arizona, 
and 1,500,000 acres in Colorado. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Thereisinaddition to that 4,600,000 acres 
to be added to the Arizona portion. This has just sprung up lately. 

Mr. McCREARY. And Iam surprised that my friend from Arizona 
should express himself as so much opposed to a measure the only ob- 
ject of which is to settle these land claims. It seems to me that any 
man, where there is a contest about his land, ought to be willing to 
submit the questions raised to an honest judicial tribunal, appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a letter which was sent to me as chairman of 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, which I desire to have read 
from the Clerk’s desk, to show the views of distinguished citizens of 
Arizona. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tucson, Ariz., April 11, 1888. 

GENTLEMEN: T have the honor to transmit, herewith inclosed, a copy of reso- 
lutions adopted by the bar of Pima County, Arizona Territory, in favor of the 
establishment of a court or tribunal for the settlement of Spanish and Mexican 
land grants in this Territory. 

Yours, etc., 
S. M. FRANKLIN, 
Secrelary pro tempore Bar Association. 
The COMMITTEE ON PrIvaATE LAND CLAIMs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Preamble and resolutions adopted by the Bar Associations of Pima County, 
Arizona Territory, at their meeting held at Tucson, Saturday, February 25, 
1888. 


W bereas there are in the Territory of Arizona vast tracts of agricultural lands 
which are covered by Spanish and Mexican grants; and 

Whereas the prosperity ofthis Territory is dependent upon action by the United 
States whereby the title to said lands can once and forever be determined and 
adfudicated: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the bar of Pima County, Arizona Territory, earnesily rec- 
ommend to Congress the passage of an act establishing a court or tribunal to 
determine all claims to such lands and land grants, such court to hold sessions, 
take testimony, and hear arguments in the Territories where such grants are 
situated; with the right to appeal from the judgment of such court or tribunal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by our secretary to 
Hon. Mark A, Smiru, our Delegate to Congress, and to the respective Commit- 
tees on Territories and Private Land Claims of the United States Senate and 
House of Representatives 

Passed by unanimous vote. 

WM. H. LOVELL, President. 
8S. M. FRANKLIN, 
Secretary pro tempore. 

Mr. McCREARY. I had that letter read, from the Bar Association 
of Pima County, Tucson, the county seat of Pima, being the largest city 
in the Territory, to show what the Bar Association of that city desire, 
and to show further that an association of able and honorable attorneys 
indorse this bill. I want to say in this connection that I do not believe 
the Bar Association of Pima County would deliberately petition the 
Congress of the United States to doa thing that they believed to be un- 
wise and commend it in order to put fees in their pockets. I put these 
statements on record in answer to the statements of the Delegate from 
Arizona [Mr. Smrri] in regard to the lawyers of the Territory which 
he represents. 

Now, sir, some plan for the settlement of these private land claims 
should unquestionably be devised. Upon that point there seems to be 
but little difference of opinion. The demand comes from the Delegate 
from the Territory of New Mexico and the Representative from the 
State of Colorado, and I referred this bill to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior in order to have the views of the Interior Department on that 
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question. I have received a letter from Mr. Vilas, the Secretary of the 
Interior, approving the billand saying that the Congress of the United 
States should promptly pass a bill for the relief of land claimants in 
the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and in the State of Cclo- 
rado. The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE R, Washing 

Sin: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 7th instant, transmitting for my con- 
sideration House bill 7643, entitled *‘ A billtoestablish a United States land court 
and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims 
in the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and the State of Colorado.”’ 

I referred said bill to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, whose re- 
port thereon is herewith transmitted, 

In the copy of the bill submitted for my consideration sections 3, 4,and5 have 
been crossed witha pen. As these are the only sections conferring upon said 
court jurisdiction over all cases of contest in land matters, I presume that it is 
the intention to so amend the bill as to provide for a court whose jurisdiction 
shall be confined solely to the judicial investigation and settlement of private 
land claims in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico and the State of Col- 








| orado. 


It is evident that existing laws requiring private land claims to be submitted 
to Congress for final confirmation thereof have proven inadequate to such a 
speedy and final settlement of private land claims as the rights of the claimants 
and the interest and welfare of the public and the Government alike demand. 

Some other provision should be made by which these claims may be fully in- 
vestigated with the view to a speedy and final decision upon the rights of the 
claimants thereto, whether it be by conferring upon the General Land Office, 
under the supervision of this Department, jurisdiction to hear and determine 
such claimsin the manner proposed by my predecessor as set forthin the report 
of the Commissioner, or by the creation of a separate tribunal invested with full 
and ample jurisdiction to dispose of all questions affecting the rights of claim- 


under consideration. 

While I concur in the views of the Commissioner that the Department has a 
skilled and competent force sufficiently able to make a thorough investigation 
and properly dispose of said claims, I am satisfied that a separate tribunal, un- 
trammeled with other matters, and whose jurisdiction shall be confined solely 
to the investigation of such claims, would be more effective in securing a prompt 
disposal of them; that it would possess equal if not superior facilities and ad- 
vantages to the General Land Office for such investigation, having the usual 
advantages possessed by courts in presenting testimony with the aid of counsel 
for both parties, and the decision of a court rendered after such investigation 
would be more satisfactory to all parties in interest. 

But the end most to be desired is that the proper settlement of these claims 
shall be speedy and final, so that the claimant may be secure in his title to the 
land to which he hasa rightful claim, and that the land to which no lawful 
claim can be shown may be restored to the public domain to be disposed of 
under the general land laws. 

The billas originally proposed provides for a court having jurisdiction over all 
contested land cases now pending in the General Land Office as well as for the 
investigation and settlement of private land claims in the Territories and State 
named therein. But sections 3, 4, and 5 having been stricken from said bill, it 
may require some minor amendments, by way of omitting therefrom certain 
phraseology, depending for its significance upon the said sections stricken out, 

I see no objections to the general frame of the bill, and I believe that the or- 
ganization of a court, with the powers and jurisdiction as therein provided, will 
accomplish the objects and purposes above indicated more effectively than the 
existing law or the plan proposed by my predecessor. 

In view of the great and pressing demands for the speedy settlement of land 
titles in the State and Territories mentioned, I beg leave most earnestly to urge 
the crying necessity for prompt and efficient Congressional action in the prem- 
ises. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 

Hon. James B. McCreary, 

Chairman Commitice on Private Land Claims, 
House of Representatives. 


If, then, this bill has been carefully prepared, if the demand comes 
from the Territory of New Mexico and from the State of Colorado 
through their representatives on this floor, and is approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and is desired by the people who are inter- 
ested, we ought to pass it, unless it can be shown that there is some- 
thing objectionable or unconstitutional in the measure. 

Various plans have been suggested within the last twenty years for 
the settlement of these land claims. One is to appointa board of com- 
missioners, and in this connection let me say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
bill now under consideration is almost exactly like the bill which was 
passed by the Forty-seventh Congress, except that it provides for a 
judicial tribunal instead of a board of commissioners. The board of 
commissioners did not work well in California, and I am not in favor 
of a board of commissioners to settle private land claims when a judi- 
cial tribunal can be obtained. 

Another plan was to give jurisdiction to the United States district 
courts in the two Territories and in the State mentioned; but when the 
committee examined this plan we found that the courts are already 
overburdened with business, and if we give them jurisdiction there is 
no probability that the cases would be reached for trialin many years. 
We therefore concluded that the best and wisest plan to give speedy 
relief would be found in a bill providing for a judicial tribunal accord- 
ing to the termsof the bill under consideration. 

The bill provides a fair, comprehensive, and speedy plan for the set- 
tlement of privateland claims. The court which is created only lasts 
for four years, and it is believed in that time the relief so earnestly de- 
manded will be granted. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, as a representative on this floor of 
the Territory of New Mexico, I will state here and now that the peo- 
ple of the Territory of New Mexico are a unit in favor of the passage 
of the present bill for their relief from the condition of things which 
has been so well explained by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

I readily understand why my friend representing the people of the 
Territory of Arizona is opposed to this measure. I am reliably in- 
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will be dene with titles to land. New Mexico desires an opportunity 
for a free development of her great natural resources. Nothing willaid | to 
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volume 17, part 5, pages 4370 tc 4381) a bill designed to cure these 
long-existing evils. The bill now before the House is offered as a prac- ( 
ticable solution of the question and promises aspeedy settlement of the | 2 Unit 
forty years’ trouble and delay. The whole Territory of New Mexico 
awaits its passage with the utmost anxiety. 

Mr. SYMES. The people of u n Colorado, of New Mexico, 
and, as | always understood from my friend, Mr. Smiru, of Arizona, nee t 
when he was helping to get a similar bill, are confronted by a condition. | wh« sitt 
Mr. Chairman, that condition is that very large tracts of land in that | make pri that 
country are included within the boundaries of Mexican grant rh land é 
have what are called ‘‘paper titles.’’ The Mexican grants take in root tI 
only whole counties, but some of them cover about one-cighth of the | t lact that t 
Territory of New Mexico, as shown by my friend from that Territory i ’ 
[Mr. JoserH], and as large as one-eighth of the Territory of New Mex- | is in behal 
ico, and a large tract in the southern part of the State of Colorado. t 

Mr. Chairman, those grants conflict with each other in their bound- | farms 
aries, and often are plastered, so to speak, by these paper titles, some | farn 
of them fraudulent and some of them not fraudulent, from two to ten | m of ] 
thick. That isthe first class of what may be called the Mexican grant | t 
paper titles that have existed since the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo | Phe 
in 1848 and the Gadsden treaty in 1853 over large portions of that do- t 
main. Now, we have another class of titles that we are seeking here 
to protect by this bill. The special object of this bill, the special ob- | ' : t 
ject.of the gentlemen who have had experience and who have spent | these larg 
time in maturing this bill, is to protect what may be called the small | into t! 
holder can be ta t 


ugh New Mexico, through a portion of the southern part of | perhay be t 





Colorado, and, as I had understood from the Delegate from Arizona.in | boundaries of hi 


portions of that Territory also, there are what may be called Mexican | tion wi 


settlements, little settlements along the small streams, where the 
people have their farms,the sovereignty of which was transferred from | tent to s« 
Mexico to this country after the Mexican war. They have their little | by large amou: 











irrigating ditches, and they have occupied those little farms for gener- | the Supreme Court 
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I could discuss this question, Mr. Chairman, by the hour—-I have 
had practical experience in it; I have conducted grant suits—but it is 
not necessary to do so at present. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Smit] was withdrawn, and there 
is now no amendment pending. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Imovea pro formaamendment. Mr. 
Chairman, in my judgment this proposition to exempt Arizona from 
the operation of this bill ought not to prevail. If this bill ought not 
to apply to the Territory of Arizona, it ought not to apply to any Ter- 
ritory whatever. In the Territory of Arizona, so far as I have been 

] 


able to ascertain, the boldest, most reckless, and gigantic schemes of 


robbery have been attempted in relation to these land grants. In the 
Forty-ninth Congress the men interested in these grants in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona had their lobbyists filling the corridors of this Capitol 
seeking to have the Committee on Private Land Claims recommend 
the confirmation of these grants and to have Congress adopt that recom- 
mendation. 

I hold in my hand a favorable report made by the Committee on 
Private Land Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress in relation to Tres 
Alamos claim No. 17, occupying a whole county of that Territory. 
The evidence transmitted by the surveyor-general of that Territory was 

ch that any man not cognizant of the actual facts would have been 
led to believe the grant was legal and ought to be confirmed. A gen- 
tleman, not now a member of this House, but who occupies the posi- 
tion of governor of a great State of this Union, an honest, able, capable 
man, had charge of the case at that time and presented the facts to the 
Coramittee on Private Land Claims in this report, which convinced the 
committee that the claim was just. And, sir, it was only on account 
of the late presentation of the report and the impossibility of calling 
the attention of the House to it that it did not pass Congress, thereby 
confirming beyond the power of reversal a gigantic robbery of the pub- 
lic Jands, to the detriment of a thousand men who occupy farms upon 
that grant. 

Can it be possible, sir, that any measure which will give those set- 
tlers a remedy by judicial trial, will confirm their titles, and do away 
with these fraudulent titles, is to fail here? The grant to which I have 
referred was never made by Mexico or Spain. It has no foundation. 
It can not be found anywhere. It is a forgery from beginning to end. 
That grant is but a sample of nearly all the others. Every land-grant 
claimant in the Territory of Arizona is opposed to this bill. Every 
man who is not a land-grant owner, so far as I have been able to learn, 
is in favor of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ob, no. Does the gentleman speak by authority of 
the surveyor-general of that Territory ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. No, sir; but I have heard from a 
great many men who live upon those land grants and who say this 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not the gentleman ‘know that the surveyor- 
general of Arizona, John Hise, is opposed to the passage of this bill 
and in favor of the plan recommended by Mr. Lamar as Secretary of 
the Interior, in his last two official reports to Congress ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I have not time to discuss that mat- 
ter—— 
Mr. PAYSON. Iam not asking for discussion, but for the facts. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I do not know the reasons for the 
position which Mr. Hise has taken. I presume he is an honest man. 
I have been informed that he has been offered $60,000 to confirm a land 
grant in the Territory of Arizona, which he has refused. Put a dis- 
honest man in his place, and under the present system, what might 
happen? The effect of the opposition to this bill, if successful, will 
be to continue the present system of wrong, of robbery, of outrage, in- 
flicted upon the settlers in that and every other Territory where these 
land grants exist. Sir, in my opinion, if every land claimant in New 
Mexico, Colorado, or Arizona were consulted, he would be opposed to 
everything except an act to confirm his grant. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the formal 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 10, That immediately upon the organization of said court the clerk shall 
cause to be inserted for a period of thirty days, in five newspapers published in 
each of the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico and State of Colorado, 
Such notices shall be published in both the Spanish and English languages, and 
shall contain the substance of this act, 50 far as same relates to private land 
claims. 

Amendment of the committee: . rm 

‘Insert, after ‘Colorado,’ these words: ‘notice of the passage of this act.’ 


Mr. McCREARY. That is the amendment to which I desire to call 
attention. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 11, That each and every person, corporation, or association claiming 
jJands in either of said Territories or State, under or by virtue of any right, title, 
er authority derived from the Spanish or Mexican Governments. which right, 





title, or authority it is claimed the Government of the United States is boundto 
respect under the provisions of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, or the treaty 
concluded December 30, 1853, commonly known as the Gadsden purchase, with 
the Government of Mexico, or under the laws, usages, and customs of Spain or 
Mexico in the disposal of lands, shall, within two years from the date of the ap- 


proval of this act, present to the said court, or any justice thereof, as hereinbe- 
fore provided, a petition setting up the facts upon which such claimant relies in 
support of his said claim, stating the location, boundaries, and extent of the land 


claimed, with a map of same, and praying confirmation of the land claimed. 
At the time of filing such petition, or within ninety days thereafter, such claim- 
ant shall present to said court the documentary evidence and the testimony of 


witnesses upon which he relies in support of such claim. The evidence here- 
tofore taken before the surveyors-general under the acts approved July 22, 1854, 
entitled “An act to establish the offices of surveyor-general of New Mexico, 
Kansas, and Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
other purposes,” and the act approved July 15, 1870, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1871, and for other purposes,”’ shall be competent evidence in said 
court of such weight and credibility as the court shall deem it entitled to, hay- 
ing in view the manner and circumstances under which it was originally taken. 
In case it shall be desired to take additional testimony, either on the part of the 
ciaimants or of the Government, same may be taken by depositions upon notiee 
to the claimants or their attorneys and to the United States district attorney for 
the district in which the deposition is to be taken, or if the deposition is to be 
taken in Washington, then to the attorney appointed under this act, who shall, 
in the matter of taking such deposition, represent the United States. On the 
trial, if the same shall be had in either of said Territories or State as herein pro- 
vided, oral testimony shall be received under such rules and regulations as shall 
be made by the court, which shall be taken down by a stenographer as herein 
provided, and which evidence so taken shall be transcribed in long-hand, which 
testimony shall be a part of the record. 


Mr. PAYSON. I rise for the purpose of offering an amendment to 
come in at the end ofsection 11. I send it up to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the limitation of two years in this section shall not apply to 
any tract of land of 160 acres or less in possession of any person of Spanish or 
Mexican descent, and so heldin possession or oecupancy by such person or his 
ancestors for twenty years, nor to any land occupied asa pueblo or village site. 


Mr. PAYSON. I think that amendment will perhaps be satis- 
factory to the chairman of the committee without consuming any of 
the time of the Committee of the Whole in explaining the necessity of 
this amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will ask the amendment to be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems to be satisfactory to everybody. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Src. 12. That any person, corporation, or association claiming an adverse title 
or right under the United States or otherwise to any part of the land so claimed, 
or who shall, at the date of the approval of this act, be in actual possession of 
the land so claimed, or any portion thereof, otherwise than by the lease or per- 
mission of the claimant, shall have the right to intervene as a party in interest 
in the cause or proceeding in said court, at any time before decision has been 
rendered, and, upon notice to the claimant or his attorney, to submit evidence 
contesting, in whole or in part, the right of the claimant or the existence or va- 
lidity of the alleged grant or claim, which evidence shall be considered by the 
court in making its decision, 


There being no amendment proposed, the Clerk read the next sec- 
tion, as follows: 


Sec. 13. That after the evidence in any case so presented is completed, the 
court shall proceed promptly to examine same, with such arguments as may be 
presented, and thereupon to determine as to the validity, in whole or in part, 
ofthe claim. In arriving at such determination the court shall be governed by 
the provisions of the treaty applicable to such claim, the law of nations, the 
laws of the government from which the claim is derived, the principles of 
equity, and the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States so far as 
they are applicable. The said court shall not in any case confirm a claim for a 
greater quantity of land than was originally granted, or for a greater quantity 
than was authorized to be granted by the laws of the government under which 
the claim had inception. And in confirming any such claim, in whole or in 
part, the court shall in its decree specify plainly the location, boundaries, and 
probable area of the land the claim to which is so confirmed. When, however, 
the description of the land in any such grant or concession shall require the lo- 
cation to be ascertained by mountain ranges, mountain tops, forests, and like 
natural objects, whereby or by any description thereof, the quantity of land in 
any such grant or concession is uncertain, or too vague for location, said court 
shall declare and adjudge such grant or concession void and of no force, by 
reason of such indefinite description, except as to the quantity of land in such 
grant or concession in the actual possession of the grantee, or his assigns, or 
legal representatives, at the dates of the treaties of cession. 

Amendment of the committee: In line 22 substitute the word “and”’ for 
“or;’’ so it will read: 

“The quantity of land of any such grant or concession is uncertain and too 
vague for location, ete,.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Sec, 14, That whenever the Government, by its attorney, or any person, cor- 
poration, or association, shall deny the existence of the right, title, or grant from 
the Spanish or Mexican Government, under which any petitioner claims lands 
by petition before said court, or shall allege that the said right, title, claim, or 
grant was fraudulently obtained, or that there is good reason to believe that the 

apers or documents under which any such right, title, or grant is claimed are 

orgeries,then,andin any such case,the petitioner 7 pene shall, upon the 
order of said court, exhibit to the court, at a time and in such order to be speci- 
fied, the original papers or documents upon which any such right, title, claim, 
or grant is alleged to be founded, ifthe same are in possession of such petitioner 
or can be obtained by him; if such originals can not be produced by such pe- 
titioner, he shall exhibit and file in the office of said court, within such time as 
the court shall direct, duly authenticated copies of all papers upon which he de- 
pends to establish his claim; whereupon if the Government, by its attorney or 
any proper person, shall certify said court that there is doubtas to the validity 
of such claim, right, or grant, it shall be the duty of the court to transmit tothe 
Secretary of State of the United States a request that the question in controversy 
be thoroughly investigated by the representative of the United States Govern- 
ment in Spain or Mexico, or any of the States thereof from which it is claimed 
any such right, title, or grant is derived; and thereupon the Secretary of State 
shall authorize and direct such representatives to said foreign government to 
ascertain and report the exact facts in relation to any such claim, right, title, or 
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grant as the same shall appear by the records of such foreign ¢g rnment, ac 
npanied by duly authenticated copies of any documents or papers he may 
find in relation to the same, upon the receipt of which by the Secretary of State 
he shall transmit the eto sak i the court sha luly ify the 
parties or their attorneys thereof re} tand autl ted 3 
shall be received by the is such w 


e court may think proper 
rhere being no amendment proposed, the Clerk read the next sec- 
tion, as follows 









- ) int shal! produce 
tion { uous occupancy and 
at ) years next pre 1 ip 
of this act, of a piece or parcel of land in either o! 
ut not exceeding 160 acre in extent, and not in« f 


‘ 
grant for the establishment of a city, town, or v 

| be necessary or required fi 
titled to confirmation of his title 





DUNN. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of asking a question, and if I find it to be necessary, of offe ring a sul 
stantial amendment. Now this section provides that proof of simple 
occupation unconnected with the character of title by which the tenant 


} 1 I 


holds oceupafion shall be evidence of title. To explain my question | 


desire to say this: Those familiar with that country and those titles 
know the Pueblo Indians hold their titles under pueblo or village 
grants. We also know that under the laws of Spain and Mexico that 

i title in fee-simple in these Indians. Suppose the tenant and his 


ancestors shall have occupied as tenants by the permission of the Indian 
tribe, by the permission of the headman or trustee of this village for 
forty years, do the gentlemen intend to allow that tenancy to be proved 
up adversely to the title of the real landlord or oy 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido notthink that criticism of section 15 is well 
taken, because th ction refers to any chaimant, and there is a distin 
tion between a claimant and tenant. 


It provides: 














‘ 15. That wherever any claimant shall produce evidence to the i 
tion of the said court of the « inuous oce¢ incy and posses I 
l incestors, or grantors, for forty years next preceding the date 
val of this act, of a piece or parcel of land in either of said Territ 
not exceeding 160 acres in extent,and not included w l t Vv 

int for the establishment of a ctt town, or village, no furt vi of 
title or ownership shall be neeessary or required from su i in t 
3 hereupon be entitled to confirmation of his tithe to such | > or parce 





maha, 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to the Hot Springs case. That was a Government reserva 
tion. The people went there and built up a town. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment just 
at this point with reference to his suggestion. If you say ‘‘adverse 
claim, 





nr) 1 


would that not make it perfectly clear? 

Mr. DUNN. I want to give the gentleman an illustration by this 
Hot Springs case. First, there were two or three claimants to the title 

The Supreme Court decided finaHy that the tit] 

was in the Government. During the forty, fifty, or sixty years that 
the property was in the possession of these landlords some persons were 
admitted as purchasers and others were admitted as tenants by terms 
or at will, under them. When the Government took possession of the 
property and appointed a commission to adjudicate the title, at] these 
tenants became claimants, and set up a claim of title by occupancy to 
that part of the reservation they occupied, and it has required adju- 
dication, and finally a decision by the Supreme Court of the Unite 
States to settle the question as between them and their former land- 
lords. Now, if that decision had been final, and without the possi- 
bility of appeal, these tenants at will would have taken the property 
of their landlords, who were given under the act a preference to the 
purchase of the property, at the price fixed by the Government. 

The section of this ill ought to be now amended to meet sucha 
condition. 

But I desire to call the attention of the House also to the experien 


of this property. 


of the Mission and Pueblo Indians of California. I have traveled over 
the region of country affected by this bill and have some knowledge of 


the existing conditions there. When the commission of 1851 was cre- 
ated to adjudicate these titles in California, nobody imagined that the 
rights of the Indians were to be impleaded there; and the commission 
was directed to ascertain and report upon the tenure by which the 
Mission Indians held their titles. That commission never made that 
report, because they did not leave anything to the Mission Indians to 
report upon. Their titles were all swept away. The Mission title is 
a different title from that of the Pueblo Indian. The Mission title 
was simply aright of occupaney given by the Mexican government and 
which could be secularized—restored to the public domain at any time 
by the Government. 

A strict and technical ruling ugsler the law applicable to California 
would bar every Pueblo Indian title in California, if the court hold 
that the Indians were impleaded in those cases, 

Now, strict care should be taken in this bill to protect the right of 
these Pueblo Indians as well as the Mission Indians, if there be any 
there; and no bar or pretended bar or statute of limitations by a State 
or Territory or a Congress should be allowed to operate against them; 
nor should any trespasser or tenant upon their lands be allowed to set 
up an adverse title. These Indians are the wards of the Government. | 
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expired 
Mr. DUNN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. M 
CREARY | to yield time to offer an amendme 
Mr. PAYSON. I have an amendment which | 
the gentleman’s purpose. 
Mr. DUNN fhen I withdraw the request for unanimous consent 
Mr. PAYSON before offering that, I desire to say one word int 
ence to the observations first si tted by the gentleman from Ark: 
sas, and to offer an amendment prior to the one which I now hold 
hand. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the crit ms wl { 
gentleman from Arkansas has made upon this section are l 
I think the section as it stands will con 1 
mittee intends t] section shall accomplish, but I think t 
the provis Ous alr to nNroy 3 
In this bill the limitation is fixed at forty years In my judgment 
that is entirely te ng, for two reason First, it is not In consona 
vith the land legislation of tl country So fai | know 
years of open adve p 1 to a piece of Jand in every State in t 
I yn is regarded equivalent to title, and I think that the li 
should be made twenty yea ind thus conform to legislation 
lar cases : over the nt 
Mr. HOOKER Will the gentleman allow 1 to su st to him 
that in some of the States ten ve pen ai ep , 
Mr. PAYSON. Inmostoft Western St n of 


color of t en years of open and adverse possession is considered 
ise of the Territories, where the rights 


utinthis< 


of persons are po le to be interfered with, and the question is one 
siiuply between them an the Government, I think twenty years of 
open adve title is sufficient for all purposes, and I think so for the 
further reason that in the sections of country such as that there isa 
difiiculty in securing evidence of open adverse possession for forty 
years, but that in an oldersection, such as where the gentleman from 
Mississippi lives, forty years adverse possession would not be proper. 


Therefore I move to strikeout, in line 4, the word ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert 
“* twenty lt has been suggested by gentlemen that there may be 
cases where people who claign under these fraudulent grants have gone 
into possesion of them and claim 160 acres, and in connection with this 
In line 7, after the word ‘‘ extent,”’ 
These two 


amendment I offer another. 
‘*and whose original claim did not exceed 160 acres.’’ 
amendments would perfect this clause. 

Mr. McCREARY. With that qualification I have no objection to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. By the lim- 
itation to forty years in these Territories in the State of Colorado there 
are persons who may have been in possession where they have illegally 
taken possession for over twenty years, and with the qualification of 
the gentleman from Illinois I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOVEY. Do you hold that time runs against the States ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Oh, no; only against persons. 

Mr. HOVEY. That amendment is broad enough to cover ¢he lim- 
itation of the State against the Government. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is not a question of saving to the Government. 
Here is publie land, and the public lands that the Government owns 
are forthe use of the people. Thereis a situation of affairs in the south- 
west portion of the Union where men can not get title. The ordinary 
provisions of the homestead law will not apply, nor will the provisions 
of the pre-emption law. In this situation it was thought best by the 
committee to provide that as these little disconnected tracts of land in 
these Territories where a person has been in open adverse possession 
should be confined to not more than 160 acres. Under the homestead 
laws he gets title in five years. That is the reason for this amend- 
ment. It does not save land to the Government, but simply is to give 
them title to land of which they have had adverse possession. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky for information why the limit is placed at 160 acres. 
Is it to be analogous to the homestead law? 

Mr. McCREARY. It willbeanalogous. It issaid by the Delegate 
from New Mexico that all of these claimants are small and the holders 
have not more than 160 acres. 

‘The question on the amendment to strike out ‘forty’ and insert 
‘‘twenty’’ was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to insert, after the word ‘‘ extent,’’ in line 7, ‘‘and 
whose original claim did not exceed 160 acres’’ was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Sec. 16, That whenever any decision of confirmation rendered by said court 
in any case shall become final, either by the failure of the United States to ap- 
peal therefrom or by its affirmance by the Supreme Court, the clerk of the court 
shall certify that fact to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with 
m copy of the decree of confirmation, which shall plainly state the location, 
boundaries, and probable area of the tract confirmed; the said Commissioner 
shall thereupon cause the tract so confirmed to be surveyed at the cost of the 
United States. When any such survey shall have been made and returned to 
the surveyor-general of the respective Territory or State, and the plat thereof 
completed, the surveyor-general shall give notice that same has been done, by 
publication once a week for four consecutive weeks in two newspapers, one 
published at the capital of the Territory or State, and the other published near 
the Jand so surveyed, such notices to be published in both the Spanish and 
English languages; and the surveyor-general shall retain such survey and plat 
in his office for public inspection for the full period of ninety days from the date 
of the first publication of notice in the newspaper published at the cap‘tal of 
the Territory or State. If at the expiration of such period no objection to such 
survey has been filed with him, he shall approve same and forward it to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. If within the said period of ninety 
days objections are made to such survey, either by any party claiming an inter- 
est in the confirmation or by any party claiming an interest in the tract em- 
braced in the survey or any part thereof, such objection shall be reduced to 
writing, stating distinctly the interest of the objector and the grounds of his 
objection, and signed by him or his attorney, and filed with the surveyor-gen- 
eral, with such affidavits or other proofs as he may produce in support of his 
objection, At the expiration of the said ninety days the surveyor-general shall 
forward such survey, with the objections and proofs filed in support of or in 
opposition to such objections, and his report thereon, to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. Immediately upon receipt of any such survey, with 
or without objections thereto, the said Commissioner shall transmit same, with 
all accompanying papers, to the court in bance for its examination of the survey 
and of any objections and proofs that may have been filed; and the said court 
in bane shall thereupon determine if the survey is in substantial accordance 
with the decree of confirmation, If found to be correct, the court shall direct 
its clerk to indorse npon the face of the plat its approval. If found to be incor- 
rect, the court shall return same for correction in such particulars as it shall 
direct. When any survey is finally approved by the court, it shall be returned 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who shall cause a patent to be 
issued thereon. 


Mr. PAYSON. I offer the amendment whicn I send to the Clerk’s 


desk, to go in at the end of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All persons of Spanish or Mexican descent in possession or occupancy of a 
tract of land of less area than 160 acres, and who by themselves or ancestors 
have been in such occupancy fortwenty years or more, shall have their respect- 
ive holdings ascertained and certified under the direction of the surveyor-gen- 
eral and patented to them without expense to them, and this shall be donealso 
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to all pueblo or village sites and locations; and hereafter all application to en- 
ter land in any of said Territories or the State of Colorado under the land laws 
of the United States shall show and full proof be made to the register that no 
part of the land sought to be entered is in possession of any person of Spanish 
or Mexican descent,and as to all such tracts of land the limitation of the act 
shall not apply. 

Mr. PAYSON. I may say that I have submitted this amendment 
to the Delegate from New Mexico, and it is satisfactory to him as well 
as tothe members of the committee. Therefore, unless some explana- 


tion is desired by gentlemen who are not familiar with the subject, I 





will not consume time by stating the reasons for the amendment, ex- 
cept to say that I agree fully with the idea suggested by the gentleman 


| from Arkansas [ Mr. DUNN] as to the necessity of full protection to all 


the inhabitants of these pueblos and village sites in these Territories. 
They are a simple, harmless, ignorant people, who believe that their 
titles are as absolute and perfect as we believe the title of the Govern- 
ment to be in the building in which we stand; and as to them I think 
that their holdings should be ascertained and patented by the Govern- 
ment without expense, and that there should not be any entry per- 
mitted by anybody in any land claimed to be in these neighborhoods 
without an affirmative showing in the application that the lands are 
not in possession of any of the people sought to be protected by this 
amendment. The amendment is broad and covers the whole field. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 17. That no allowance or confirmation of any claim shall confer any right 
or title to any gold, silver, or quicksilver mines, or minerals of the same, unless 
the grant claimed affected the donation or sale of such mines or minerals to the 
grantee, or unless such grantee has become otherwise entitled thereto, in law 
or in equity, but all such mines or minerals shall remain the property of the 
United States, with the right of working the same and authorizing the same to 
be worked, and every confirmation made and patent issued under this act shall 
be made and issued subject to the rights of the United States to authorize the 
lands included in such confirmation and patent to be entered upon by its citizens 
for the purpose of cession for locating and working gold, silver, and quicksilver 
mines, or minerals of the same, that may be found therein, and to pass such laws 
as shall procure such rights and make the same effectual, which shall be stated 
in any patents issued under this act. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I move to amend that section by striking out, in 
line 4, the word ‘‘affected,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
‘‘effected.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 18. That all lands the claim to which shall be finally rejected by said 
court, or by the Supreme Court, and all lands to which no claim is presented to 
the said court within two years from the date of the approval of this act, shall 
be deemed, held, and considered to bea part of the public domain of the United 
States. 

The Committee on Private Land Claims recommended an amend- 
ment, as follows: 

After the word “‘lands,’’ in line 3, insert ‘‘claimed in either of said Terri- 
tories or State under or by virtue of any right, title, or authority derived from 
Spain or Mexico, or under the laws, usages, and customs thereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think that perhaps a verbal amendment ought to 
be added to make this section harmonious with those that have been 
amended preceding it, and I send such an amendment to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “‘act,’’ in line4, insert ‘‘ except as otherwise herein provided.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 19, That the filing of a petition for the confirmation of any private land 
claim in the court, as herein provided, shall have the effect of lis pendens as to 
all persons subsequently entering upon or acquiring any interest in the lands 
embraced in such claim or any part thereof, and said court may submit, in ac- 
cordance with the usages of the court of equity, any question of fact that may 
arise during investigation of any claim to a jury to be summoned, impaneled, 
and paid in the same manner as juries in the United States district courts. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I move to amend that section by striking out the 
words ‘‘ the court,’’ in line 6, and inserting ‘‘courts.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 21. That section 8 of the act of Congress, approved July 22, 1854, entitled 
‘*‘An act to establish the office of surveyor-general of New Mexico, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for other purposes,’ 
and all acts amendatory or in extension of said section 8, or supplementary 
thereto, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to add, as an amendment, 
the words: ‘‘ Except as to the Territory of Arizona.’’ The court here 
provided for takes the place of the surveyors-general of the various Ter- 
ritories; and inasmuch as I feel that the present system is a better one 
for Arizona than the one proposed in this bill, I ask to have that Ter- 
ritory excepted, and I would like to have it done by unanimous con- 
sent. ® 

Mr. McCREARY, I suggest to the gentleman from Arizona that he 
withhold that amendment until a vote is taken upon his other amend- 
ment, to strike out Arizona from the operation of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Then I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the amendment to section 21 after the vote shall have been taken 
on the amendment first offered by me. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 
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Spanish Government We are under treaty obligation to respect th 
rights when established, th ght t 
be given to have them i the court last resort, and t 
no distinction should be n them b ise of the v : 
the want of value of the property. The property of the small ho 
is as important to him as that of the large holder is to him 

Mr. SPRINGER, What would be the effect of t hange 
you propose y 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The effect would be to give an appeal 


all cases from the department judge to the 
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I 
is now limited to cases where the value of the property exceeds $2, 00 


The amendment wae read, as follows: 


In section 6, strike out lines 1, 2, 3,4,5,6,7,8, and vords “right of t 
the court in bank in line ind insert in lieu thereof the words follow 

and there shall be a right of appeal in all cases from the depar t co t 
the court in bank. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ol Mr. THOMPS a 


unanimous consent to return to section G. 





Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire whet 


this amendment applies is not one of those 
out? 


Mr. McCREARY No, sir; this refers to section 6. 


Mr. PAYSON. é 
Mr. McCREARY. No, sir; sect 


leaving the bill in such a shape as t« 








ply ’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the Clerk had better report the 


amendment, thatit ma: 
turning to that portion of the bill. 





Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask that th 


strike out be read. 
The Clerk read as follows 
In section 6 strike out ‘‘ That in eve 


evidence satisfactory to the court, t 


the improvements thereon, exceeds 
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tice rendered indepartment shall be final. Inevery case where the valu 
ty invo!ved, with the improvements there 
$2,000, either party not satisfied with the 


prope 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. That leaves the remainder of the 















tion stand. 

Mr. McCREARY. I see no objection to tha As 
understand simply allows an appeal to be tal rt i 
bane no mat what may be the a it involved. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of O] Ast 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘ nto the request of the gent] 
man ff rett ection 6 for the purpose of consideri 
this ame1 lr} hears non¢ 

The amendment was considered and adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I now ask un } col it to 
nit a similar amendment to section 7. 

The Clerk read as follows 

In section 7 strike out That in every e it is not made ippear, | 


evidence satisfactory to the court, that the value of t 











he property 
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»,000, the decision of the court 





the improvements thereon, exceeds the sum of $ 

bank shall be ° In every « ise where it shall be so mad ar that t 

value of the property involved, with the improvements tl eeds t 

sum of $5,000,’ and ins In all cases determined by the ank; ~ 
as to read “Sec. 7. Inall cases determined by the court in rparty 

satisfied with the decision rendered shall have the right of appeal to the S 
preme Court of the United States, in the sam« nner and upon the same « 


ditions as is provided by law for the taking of a 


district courts of the United States 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 


sent to return to section 7 for the purpose 
considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Why 


does 
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unanimous ¢ 


of having this amendm 


Mr. SPRINGER. I think we ought not to permit in every case 


peal to the Supreme Court—— 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in ord 


through. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Itwas the understanding with the chair- 


man of the committee [Mr. McCREARY |] that I should have the oppor 
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Mr. FELTON. Is it in order to move a reconsideration of the vote | bill, and so far as that has been done it removes some of the objections 


by which Arizona was excluded from the provisions of this bill ? that I had to the bill in its original form. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I object. The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman as 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion to reconsider is not in order in the | proposing the substitute for action now? 
Committee of the Whole. | Mr. PAYSON, Yes, I move the adoption of the substitute. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is not a motion to reconsider in or- Mr. FELTON. I desire to ask the gentleman if Arizona is included 
der at any time? | in this substitute ? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not in committee. Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I am perfectly willing to have the sub- 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can reach his object by asking a | stitute pass with Arizona in it, if that answers the gentleman’s ques- 
separate vote in the House on the amendment adopted in the commit- | tion. 
tee providing for the exclusion of Arizona from the operation of the Mr, FELTON. My reason for asking is that the present bill, for 
bill. | which this bill is a substitute, at the very last moment of its consider- 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can only answer for the present. ation in the committee was amended, an exception being made to the 

Mr. McCREARY. I move the bill with the amendment which has | Territory of Arizona, and excluding it from the provisions of the bill. 
been agreed to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | I am unable to see any good reason why that should have been done. 
mendation that it do pass. By reason of the laches of the Government of the United States and 

Mr. PAYSON. When this bill was under consideration on the 31st | the violation for years and tens of years of our solemn treaty stipula- 
day of March last, if I remember correctly, I had the honor to submit | tions and obligations in regard to these lands, through and by reason 
some observations in opposition to its passage, and in support of a plan | of which we obtained them, that portion of the country has been in an 
of adjustment of these claims which I have had in mind for a number ; almost chaotic condition, its development and prosperity greatly re- 
of years, or since my connection with this subject. Ihave prepared in | tarded, and itscitizensdemoralized. No right in real property has been 
the line of my record a substitute for the pending bill, which, asamended | recognized by anybody. As the gentleman from Arkansas has said, 
hy the committee, is now in a much better condition as to my own , the ‘shotgun law”’ prevails and might makes aight. 

I am opposed, sir, to any bill by whicha portion of the people of this 
country shall be denied their constitutional rights toappear before the 
tribunals of their country in order that they may present their cases 
for adjudication and obtain even-handed justice. This bill now dis- 
criminates against a section and denies the people thereof a hearing in 
court and consequently justice. 

A bill to provide for the settlement of private land claims in the State of Col- Now, in regard to the Arizona land claims, I know almost of my Orn 
orado, and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and for other pur- knowledge that there are ten or fifteen as valid grants as were ever 
poses, given, and to be fair I should add that I believe there are also twenty 

it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | OF More involving as rascally pieces of knavery and thievery in con- 
imerieain Congress assembled, That jurisdiction ishereby conferred on the Depart- | nection with land grants as can be found in the history of the country. 
ment of the Interior to ascertain and settle all private land claims in the State Admitting both of these facts to be true, and I know whereof I speak, 


of Colorado, and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico in the manner fol- : ; . . To? 
r: A full examination of all such claims shall be made by the surveyor- | 20d in some instancesI know that some of the best talent of the United 


general of the respective the said State and Territories as is now provided by | States has heen employed and sent to Mexico to look over the old 


Inv i the added ac that "as f the taking “$8 y > . . . . . 
eee aes cases of the taking of oral testimony the pro- | archives and carefully examine in regard to these grants, and purchases 
e surveyor-general shall make report on the case, with all evidence taken | have been made under the circumstances and on reports so made; I 


views than when I prepared the substitute for it. 
Mr. McCREARY. Let the substitute be printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. SENEY. No, let the substitute be read. 
Mr. PAYSON. Very well, let the substitute be read and be consid- 
ered as pending. 
The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


to he Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon which. at atime to be | say, admitting these facts to be true, and they are true, I see no reason, 
fix dand due notice to parties interested, a trial and adjudication of the e tial met , ae ae Resa — he » witi 
1 ull be made by the Domsaiesioner, whoshall, pending the hearing, havepower no justice, no question of right, fair dealing, or equity why the citi- 


to order further investigation by the surveyor-general. If Ceemed necessary Zens of Arizona should not be entitled to their constitutional right of 
pe 3 edite examinations in the Territory of New rane : e Secretary of the | their day in court, as well as the people of any other portion of the 
Werior may appoint an assistant surveyor-general for that Tc) ritory,whosh til : a ian a me Y — al te hi in ita nres 
© skilled in the Spanish language, and at a salary at the race »2 per an- | country, and hence I am SpE sees se am passage of this bill in ats _— 
1uns, tobe paid monthly, and for the period he shall be actually employed, | ent form. I see no reason why an honest man in Arizona, desiring to 
and to pay the same the eum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary | do and receive justice, could object to an adjudication of his rights be- 
ind not otherwise appropriated, is hereby appropriated. liens in * all : ; pictietMlas Ai nas hai 
And in all hearings evidence ‘already taken in pending cases may be used, fore @ tribunal appointed by the President, and thus removed even 
wiving the same such credit as it shall be entitled to. from the suspicion of any local knowledge or prejudice, with no incen- 
suc, 2. From the decision of the Commissioner an appeal may be taken to the | tive to do wrong. 


Secretary of the Interior, and the record and all papers in the case shall be cer- ntaieiitiaia ai —" elie i a . 
tified to that officer for hearing and deiealnalion. and he may order addi- I suspect there are those who do not desire an investigation into 
tional investigation to detect fraud or correct error in fact. what they term their rights. 

From the decision of the Secretary of the Interior an appeal shall be allowed Mr. SENEY addressed the Chair. 
to the Supreme Court of the United States upon appellant, if avlaimant or party Mr. McCREARY I ask unanimous consent that the debate be con- 


other than the United States, giving bond in such sum as shall be required by , . a . , : : 
the Seeretary, payable to the United States for the use of all interested, and | sidered as closed in fifteen minutes, ten minutes of which shall be 


conditioned for the prosecution of the appeal with effect and the paymentof all | allotted to the gentleman from Ohio. 


sts in the Supreme Court on the dismissal of the appeal or the affirmance of . SENRY a e oT 4 nani 
the finding of the Secretary, The full record of the case shall be transmitted to Mr. SEN EY. J object to being limited in that w ay: . 
the Supreme Court and errors assigned thereon as in cases of appeal from a Mr. McCREARY ° W ell, then, to give the gentleman as much time 
cireuit court: Provided, That the foregoing proceedings shall be limited to cases | as he desires. 
and claims involving 1L square leagues or less of land; in all cases involving a . @PvEv ite — : ‘ . : : 
wreater area than 11 square leagues, the proceedings shall remain as under ex- . Mr. SENEY. I understand J have the right to the floor in my own 
isting law except as hereinafter provided : time. , 

Sc, 3. All persons of Spanish or Mexican descent in possession or occupancy TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor under 


of a tractof land of less area than 160 acresand who by themselves or ancestors . ~* a : i cael . Sam + 
have been in such occupancy for twenty years, shall have their holdings ascer- the rule for five minutes. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
tained and surveyed under the direction of the surveyor-general, and patented the substitute ? 

to the om wienens sapene to ae ry ae ae — oe sites = oa, Mr. SENEY. My understanding of the substitute may be stated in 
tions, All applications to enter land in either of the said Territories or State o sat etait ‘ G ile a : here 
Colorado under any of the land laws of the United States shall show, and full a very few words. it proposes that the oe eyor-gene ral in t 1e first 
proof be also made to the officers of the local land offices, that no part of the | instance shall take jurisdiction of these Jand cases, and provides an 


iands sought to be entered is in possession of any person of Spanish or Mexican appeal from his decision to the Secretary of the Interior, and a furthe: 
descent ~ — . . is c . . am eens 
ve, 4, All claims under private grants from the Spanish or Mexican Govern- opp al from the de cision of the Secretary of th« Interior tothe S ‘i at 
its, except as to tracts in occupancy of less than 160 acres, and pueblo or vil- | Court of the United States. I donot know, Mr. Chairman, whetle cr 
lage sites o1 peng — be tiled within two are — ~~ peeps of this | not that provision of the substitute would be a constitutional «nact- 
act and not after, and in all cases all written evidence of title or duly certified bite oe, 3. ' Bets + 4s hat on 
copies thereof shall be filed with said claim and also duly recorded within one ment; but it 1s not my purpose to discuss at this time the constitu al 
month thereafter on the real estate records of each county in which the lands | features of the bill or to make an argument as to the constitutionality 
claimed shall lie, and no paper, the execution of which is connected with the | of that provision. 





title, shall be used in evidence unless so filed and recorded. sAVRSON r ae nol a 
Phere shall be no further withdrawals of land on preliminary survey, but the Mr. i AYSON. Will the gentleman permit an interrupt _— Jjast 
filing of paper evidences of title as above provided shall be notice. there? If it be regarded as essential, Mr. Chairman, I can produce in 
Nhe Secretary of the Interior shall have power to make all necessary rules | five minutes’ time three different decisions of the Supreme Couri of the 
and regul ~ -“arry oO y visions hereof. aie ’ . . > 7 . 7 
and regulations to carry out the provisions hereof United States affirming the power of Congress to clothe either an indi- 


Mr. PAYSON. Isimply wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the bill | vidual or commission with power to adjudicate questions of title com- 

just read, proposed as a substitute for the pending measure, is in har- | ing down to us as a conquering nation from a foreign power and giving 
mony exactly with the recommendations made by Mr. Secretary Lamar | the force of legal sanction to decisions of such tribunal or commission 
in his last two annual reports to Congress. It contains the idea which | as much as any court in the land. 
{ outlined in the observations made tothe House on the 3ist of March Mr. SENEY. I do not question that. Ido not question that it is 
last, when this bill was under consideration, and I do not care to go | within the power of Congress to make this feature of the substitute 
into the subject farther, as an argument now on this bill would be a | constitutional by clothing, if you please, the surveyor-general with 
mere repetition of what I said then. Some of the prominent features | judicial powers. That may bedone, I know, by an act of Congress, and 
in the substitute have already been incorporated in the committee’s | if done of course it would cure the objection. 
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But I think that this bill proposes bad legislation. I do not want 
to say that it proposes vicious legislation, but it is a sort of legislation 
which, in my judgment, the : 
pose of the bill—the ori 
authorized to hear a 
mentioned and in 
is no necessity at 
this class of « 
for the creation of 
to pass t ) 

I am unable to see why the 
to say, the Territory of Ariz 





L 
] 








State of Colorado, « not be 

tion to hear and determine these ca and in all of the dis i 
that has been had on this floor on this subject I have not heard any 
reason advanced or any suggestion made » why the Federal cou 


l ré 
lin the Territories named should not hear and determine 


in theStates an 
these claims 


gent ian from Kentucky Mr. McCREARY 
rts were ¢ verloa ied. 
rd that stated, but think t e 1s no fo! in the 





Mr. McCREARY. if it will not interrupt rentleman, I wish to 
revert to my remarks on that point, and state that I endeavored to 
show the fact that the district courts of the Territories named, and of 
Colorado, were already overburdened with business, and that to refer 
the claims of this character to them meant practically no trial for a 
number of years; and in that Iam supported by statements made by 
the several Secretaries of the Interior who have looked into the matter, 











and [ think there is no question of doubt about. it. 

Mr. SI 1Y. Well, in answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
will say I notice in the reading of the bill that the existence of 
this court is provided for for a period of four years, and that at the 


¢ 


expiration of four years the court is to terminate and cease. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

Mr. MCCREARY. I move that the 
time—ten minutes more if he desires i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SENEY. I was observing, Mr. Chairman, that the limitation 
upon the existence of this court is fixed by the billat four years. That 
provision of the bill suggests to my mind that there is probably on 
year of business to be done, and it is proposed by the bill to extend 
that one year of business over a period of four 

Mr. McCREARY. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, in response 
to that statement I will say to him that there are now one hundred 
and seven cases that have been refet 
Land Claims, and that there has not been a single case passed that has 
been reported by the Committee on Private Land Claims in the last 
nine years by Congress. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, certainly it will not take the time of three 
iudges four years to dispose of one hundred and seven land cases. 

Mr. McCREARY, But, Mr. Chairman, these are only the cases that 
are now before the Committee on Private Land Claim 

Mr. SPRINGER, There are many thousand others. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are thousands of other cases that have not 
been sent to that committee. 

Mr. SENEY. If there be many thousands of these cases it is not at 
all improbable that a decision in a single case will dispose of, it may 
be, a hundred other cases. 


man has expired. 
man be allowed furthe1 





red to the Committee on Private 








yy the provisions of the bill it is contemplated to keep this court in 
existence four years, and [ infer from that fact, drawing upon my ex- 
perience and observation, that that means about twelve months of act- 
ual labor for these judges todo, and means nothing more. Now, sir, is 
it politic to create a court as is proposed in this bill for no other pur- 
pose than to determine cases which ought not to occupy the time of a 
court fora period longer than twelve months. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we ought not to multiply these tribunals. We 
passed a bill a few days ago creating acourt for the purpose of settling 
what are called Indian depredation claims, and that court was, by the 
action of the House, constituted, if I remember aright, with three 
judges. We have on the Calendar of this House a bill to create a Fed- 
eral court called a court of appeals in patent cases. We have also on 


the Calendar a bill proposing to establish an intermediate court between | 


the circuit courts of the United States and the Supreme Court of the 
United States. We have, in addition to that, another bill on the Cal- 
endar which proposes to enlarge the jurisdiction of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States, and that bill proposes to increase the 
number of judges in both of those courts. 

Here we are met with a proposition to organize another distinct and 
independent court forno other purpose than to try such cases‘as are tried 
in every court of common law jurisdiction,State or Federal,in this coun- 
try; to organize a court for no other purpose than to determine land 
titles in the two Territories named in the bill and in the State of Colo- 
rado. 


Mr. McCREARY. I want to remind the gentleman that under the 


act of 1854 these land claims can not be confirmed except by Congress. 



































Mr. SENEY. Now. Mr. ( i in, Iv to hear f 
t in advocating this l, why it is that » district 
Fed CO t in thesetwo 7 tery e 
ested with jurisdiction to la 
\ a special tribunal for yurpose, 1! singan< 
t y to figures 1ich I ha made i hido 
y n of ‘ : a 
t I t \\ ) , 
I en 1 of this Hous 
( g t ta urdé of t 
t 1 re in when we é 
th I ypost to 
id upon the tax-payl pe ot 
vh lnotb tof t of $200,000 
Mr. Cha I 1 Op} 1 tot I do 
to } ind " l t 1 1 
e tot Fede if the two t a 1 
( ) 1 complet 1 1 to hea 
( 3 1 protect the rights o 3 by p 
it court » the Supre ( is 
I to i r ttent 10 i tot 
‘ ' 3 \ c tot ke A ra rt ‘ \ 
1d d also to th that tl 3 i | 
pressed belore t House tog the T \ Ar i 
jud I hav ilso been info ed, I do ) l 
that there is st nother bill pending to e tot 
Mexico tional judge 
Mr. S R Chat is sta 
Mr. SI Well, there i » mistake a the 
lerrit of N Mexico they have four Fed 
Territ Arizona they have three Federal es; and the 
é t the further fact that in the State of ¢ do t 
( ed 1dge Now, I ask this House, I ask t 
1 ¢ this bill, what t it these Fe il 
errit Lin this new State are doing, if they ha ) 
ind ae CASt such as are pri led I 1 this D 
( ( rt pos that the Fede yurts in ¢ 
[ é erritories SO vi led w 1 bus ne { 
to l 1 dete mine cases such as covered 
rt bill tcan1 | le, s that their doc 
) ) »> vive att m to 
Ir. SI rom Ohio |[Mr. SEN 
loo ( i€ irisdiction and duti¢ 
that the st 
tran than that uch ft 
id a i ie 1dge ip} nte 
( I Lé ii Ca S$ al ng u 
rt le m wtices of t ea 
as l e United State 31 
Tl of the Territo 
| Ne M » OI 
orie the Pre i 
ly ‘ 
r y of A l 1 is three tim is large 
t ) t 3 a é ( intry where there 
more litigation in proportion to population than inthe settled 
of the country. Mining titles are in dispute, everything is uw 
and litigation is much greater in proportion to the number ot 
ants than in the States. The judges have totravel long d 
frequently by stage and on horseback, to hold their « 
been informed of one case in Dakota where a judge had to t 
miles in order to hold his courts one time in his judicial d 
{nother point is that the courts in New Mexicoare, tomy ow 
edge, overcrowded with business now It is very difficult to 
there. It takes twice as long to try a suit in New Mexico as i 


n Ohio, from the fact that every case has to be translated eit 


the Spanish into Englishor from the English into the Spanish la: 


as the case may be. Every jury empaneled in New Mex 





posed in part of Spanish-speaking people wh ot unde 

English language. Interpreters have to | ind 

timony given by witnesses has to be translated. That isa 

pr 3s 1d the business of the courts is very great, a 
nallv that the judges are overworked. 
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and have been unable to dispose of 
thing more than another h Cor s es to t 


New Mexico, and Southern Colorado it is to 
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which they can h 1estion of their land titles judicially and 
finally det ine 

We owe to tl do that By the treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo 
and the equent G len treaty it was stipulated that we should 
make good the til as they exist | before the cession of the Territory 
to the | ted State but we have let them remain unsettled all these 
ye and in my judgment the prosperity of the Territory of } 
Mexico has been retarded more than can be estimated in dollars and 
cents by reason of t fact t perhaps one-third of the titles are in 
doult, so that no stantial improvements can be made, no valuab 
houses can or will be bu by parties who do not know whether thei: 
titles are dor not [ speak from personal knowledge, for I hay 
visited y Me ) veral times for my health, or rather that of my 
family. iam y to say I have not any other interests there, and I 
am convil it is of the utmost importance that something sha 
be don to qulet Lies¢ titles. It is not 80 important who owns the 
lands as it is to determine that somebody shall own them, and to give 


the people security in their land titles 


Mr. SENEY. I takeissue with the gentleman from Illinoisas to th 
condition of legal business in those Territories. I will inquire of him 
what it is that makes business for the Federal courts there? I do not 
know whether in the Territories they have Territorial courts or not 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘They have none. 

Mir. SENEY,. Then 1 take it that all the business, criminal and 
civil, in the Territories is transacted in the Federal courts ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes 

Mir. SMITH, of Arizona. Or by 


court 


the Federal judges in the Territorial 


Mr. SENEY. Now, when we think of the population of one of thos« 
Territories and estimate upon the basis of that population the business 
that is probably being done there, how can it be said that out of that 
business much litigation can arise for the courts to hear and determine? 
The business is not there to make the litigation. From the manner in 
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] talks one would 
suppose that every citizen of the Territory had a silver mine and that 
his mine was in litigation in one of those courts; but of course that 
can not be possible. I have no doubt that there are a few such cases, 
but it does seem to me that with diligent and faithful judges, giving a 
proper portion of the year to their daties, there is no reason why al 
the business that can arise there should not be readily disposed of, and 
why the courts should not find time to deal with all controversies be- 
tween citizens of those Territories fairly, fully, and promptly. 
; if there was more legal business in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico than there is in the Stateof Ohio. I undertake 
to say that more legal business is transacted in the courts of Ohio in a 
single day than is done in that Territory during the whole twelve 
months, 

Sir. SPRINGER. I said more business per capita, more business 
according to the number of people. 

Mr. SENEY. I did not so understand the gentleman. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Of course I never claimed that the aggregate busi- 
ness in a Territory like New Mexico was greater than that in a State 
like Ohio. 

Mr. SENEY. 


by which legal business is 


he gentleman talk 


Well, the per capita furnishes no basis or criterion 
to be estimated, and I think the gentleman 
upon mature reflection will not insist upon any such criterion. It is 
not mere population that gives business to the Federal courts, for the 
greater part of the population may be engaged in agricultural pursuits, 


and, as we all know, the agriculturists of the country are rarely, if 


ever, found in the Federal courts, or, for that matter, in the State 
courts. It is the conflict between business interests—not particularly 
between the citizens of the Territory, but between citizens of a Terri- 
tory, and citizens of aState—that makes business for the Federal courts. 
As to this Territory of New Mexico, I hardly know what its popula- 
tion is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
and sixty thousand. 

Mr. SENEY. Shall I be told that four Federal judges who, I under- 
stand, hold two terms in four different places in that Territory each 
year, besides coming together once a year to hold acourt in banc; shall 
I he told, or is this House to be told, that that judicial force is inade- 
quate to meet the demands of the legal business of the people of that 
Territory? 

Why, sir, this, tomy mind, is a mere proposition to create a half dozen 
or more places for some favorites to fill. Itis, in my view, buta scheme 
to fasten upon this Government more salaried officers. We shall be 
called upon to respond to the provisions of this bill, if itis made a law, 
to the tune of about $30,000 or $40,000 a year. If there were neces- 
sity for it, if the interests of the peopie in the Territory reasonably 
and fairly demanded the establishment of this court, I would be the 

to oppose it. Satisfied as I am that this court is 
interests of that people, I shall vote against the 


One hundred and fifty thousand or one hundred 


last man on 
not demandcd by the 
bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word in response to the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. Seney]. I merely wanted the gentleman to understand that the 


business of the courts in the Territories is greater per capita than in 
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? 
the State In the Territories everything is i ition 
1 e are more disputes and controy 

Mr. SENEY. I1 l that; and in I re t t that 
circumsta eini j i no ¢ ( < the 

rritor 

I GER. But i he gent] ( Ly present 
t Cial ¢ imunica lol t { e gen 
{ 1lrom UY »\ 1 do i i m ol 1 here have 
lor f he y ld « onally visit t J icate a 

] W lid ( 

Ir. SENEY I form 3 0} ( llow them to 
be made by anybody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. O : one thing and f ; another. 

Mr. SENEY. I have here the report of the committee, and upon 


that I base my opinion. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Irepeat that opinions are one thing and facts 





another. The Committee on the Territories 1 ported a bill for the 
sins . f sllowing ) widi _ 1 =4 A ; . \ — 

purpose OF aliowipg an additional justi in Arizona, oO} in yy yomlng, 
one in Idaho, one in Utah, two in Dakota, and one in Washington, 


and in order to obtain the opinion of the Department of Justice on this 
subject I sent that bill to the Attorney-General, asking whether the 
evidence in that Department was such as to justify and require this 
additional judicial force in those Territories. I have here the answer 
of the acting Attorney-General. My friend from Ohio will not dispute 
the facts which are officially furnished to the House on this subject. 

Mr. SENEY. I take the liberty of determining facts for myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER.  Factsare facts, whether the gentleman likes them 
or not. The gentleman will not say that the Department of Justice 
would send in here a falsehood. 

Mr.SENEY. My acceptance of any statement on this subject would 
depend upon whether the person making it had any better opportunity 
to ascertain the facts than you or I have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read this communication: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washingicn, June 26, 1888, 
Sin: Your letter of the 12th instant has been received, with a copy of House 
bill es onde ear Report 1 sAl, respec ting additional justices of the supre me 
rts of Dakota, Washington, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and Arizona Territories, 
a for other purposes, 
This proposition was 


judges, 


Mark you, Arizona has already three 


| to give that Territory a fourth judge. 


Upon examination of the report of the committee, submiited on the 27th of 
March last, in connection with the unofficial information which the Department 
has received from civil officersof those Territories, it is forced to the conclu- 
sion that the proposed increase of the number of justices in the Territories men- 
tioned is necessary and wise ¢ concerning the interests of litigants, 





legislati« 
witnesses, and attorneys in the reaper tive Territories. 
Very respectfully, 
G. A, JENKS, 

ing Alttori ey-Genel tl 

That is the statement of the Department. 

A MEMBER. What is the date? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Just a few weeks ago the Department of Justice reported to the 
House through the Committee on the Territories that another justice 
was needed in Arizona; and we gave New Mexico another justice in the 
last Congress. To my own knowledge, and from information derived 
through letters received from persons in the Territories, I am satisfied 
that there is no judiciary in the United States which is so overworked 
as the judiciary in the Territories, and I appeal to the Delegates from 
the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Washington, and on the 
other side of the Chamber to the gentlemen representing the Territo- 
rics of Dakota, Wyoming, and Idaho, whether it is not true. 

Mr. SENEY. And Alaska. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, not Alaska. There is no Delegate here from 
Alaska. But I appeal to them to state whether or not the business 
there demands what the Department says they are entitled to—an ad- 


June 26, 1888. 


ditional judge. 

Why, the gentleman certainly can not contend that we would ask 
an increase and an unnecessary increase of the judiciary. 

Mr. FELTON. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to state as 
his opinion that the object of passing this bill was to create another 
court for the purpose of creating its accompanying expenses, or some- 
thing tantamount to that. The gentleman was never more mistaken 
in all his life. If he thinks that those who advocate this measure do 
it for such a purpose as that he pays a poor tribute to their repesenta- 
tive capacity as well as to their intelligence. We advocate it because 
we represent constitnencies in the Territories and in the States who are 
materially interested in the welfare of the Territories, and because, as 
shown by the Secretary of the Interior and the history of the Terri- 
tories for the last thirty years, it is impossible for their citizens to ob- 
tain a hearing in the courts of their country. 

The conseguence of the present condition of things has been, as it 
vere, to spread a pall over the industries of the entire country. We 
desire to have the land title settled, in order that the prosperity natural 
for the country shall not be further impeded, and for that reason and 
for no other do we desire the passage of this or some kindred measure. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I will only add a word to what has 
been already said. 




















d. How mu tl t f ( 


Mr. SYMES. 
Mr. McCREARY. 
Mr. SENEY. I< 
Mr. SYMES. 











[Mr. SPRINGER], from my « | obser 
vestig ym of th l ‘ t 
is entirely correct. r, these itlemen who live in the East 
u lerstand hela i ou Cal sate the 
L¢ Tila l i ma ‘ l 1 
they are not familiar with the subject-matter of li ‘ 
of practice in the courts of the Territo 
Then, again, mining « Ips spring uj] 
litigation per capita in those than most people conceiv 
besieged with new « estion cI ! nig 
tion of the dockets amounts to an :; te d f eina vit ( 
mining ¢ lntry when ti siness of the « t é mie ( d 
no ia il l i aispo ( 
gation , 
A large amount g lit ‘ 
tying up the mines with injunction pending suits in e}¢ 
ment to be tried to determine the legal title, until the ines é 
caved in, or the rich litigant wore out the poor one be¢ could 
not have his case tried for years I could go over this subject ext 1 I 
ing through a period of fifteen years of personal observations and \ M 


that the litigation arising in those regions does not bear any relation o1 
comparison to the ordinary litigation in agricultural communities 


the older States of the Union. But I will only repeat now wh tl 
gentleman from Illinois has said, that if the pur of this bill is to 


undertake to have the Territorial courts in New Mexico dispose of at 


least 700 or 800 Mexican land grants it would amount to practically a , 

denial of justice, and you might as well let the matter aione as to1 \ McCREARY 

mit them to the Territorial courts sd 
So far as Colorado is concerned, we havea most excellent court there, ain’ ; 

and Federal judges. We have a large number of cases that will ari 


expressly for Colorado. But I know it is absolutely necessary in New 
Mexico, and it isa mere temporary tribunal. So that, all things con 
idered, I think the same court had also better dispose of the Colorado 
ind grants, because the court can not be separated under the provis 
f the bill. 

Mr. SENEY. I understand the gentleman proposes to strike ou 
the bill the word ‘‘ Colora 

Mr. SYMES. No, sir; Imade nosuch proposition. I said yo 
not well separate the cases and take the few cases that arise in Sou 
ern Colorado fromit. Thecourt is temporary, and when it gets throu 
with the business it will pass away. 

Mr. SENEY. 1 did understand the gentleman then probably tos 
to us that in his judgment there is no particular necessity for the b 
as far as Colorado is concerned t] 

Mr. SYMES. On the contrary, I think there’is necessity for it so i AK 


f 
A 
in the southern part of the State, and I should not urge a separate cou 


le 
Li 


oO 


. AT 


far as Colorado is concerned 


Mr. McCREARY. The question, I presume, is on the substitute « M N( 























the gentleman from Illinois. I hope we will now have a vot 
he question was taken; and on a division there were—ays 
noes 26. t 
So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. McCREARY. I move that the committee rise and report t 
bill favorably to the House as amend 
Che motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; er re 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that le H 
on the state of the Union, having h: ie | | 
R. 7643, had instructed him to report the same favorably to the H 
with amendments. 
‘he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 
reported from the committec Is a separate vot 
amendment ? 
Mr. FELTON. Idemandaseparate vote upon the last amendment oar ' ‘ 
excepting Arizona from the provisions of the bill. “The ¢ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understand hat ther re I ak cal 
amendments relating to Arizona. ‘T . 
Mr. FELTON. I refer to the amendment by which this 7 Mr. |] 
was stricken from the bill M 
Mr. McCREARY. : gentleman refers to the amend y 
out Arizona from the provision of the bill, a1 Sf Th ( 
from the operation of the tribunal proposed | ‘ 


Mr. FELTON. On that I demand a separa 
Mr. FELTON. I desire a separate vote up : ient 
the word ‘‘Arizona’’ occurs, and that Territory is exempted from the 
operation of this bill. j 
The SPEAKER. The vote will first be n upon all the other 
amendments. 
The other amendments of the Commi 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 








a sep- | 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MATSON having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Dock rnry, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
10614) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

M. M. GIBSON. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson, and that the 
bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


tand settle the claim of M.M. Gibson, postmaster at Clio, Tex., for the sum 


$53.75, on account of loss sustained in the destruction of postage stamps, et« 
‘ 


iuch thereof as said Postmaster-General may find to be just and proper 


The committee recommended an amendment in line 7, striking out 
stamped 


the words ‘‘so forth,’”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
paper. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
"he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


! 


‘ir, LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion,to reconsider be laid on the | 


table 
he latter motion was agreed to. 
CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA FALLS AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


\ir. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
\ hole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
granting the right of way to the Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls and 
Northwestern Railway Company over and across the Pipe Stone res- 
ervation in the State of Minnesota. 

ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. LIND. I object. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WINONA, MINN. 

Mr. WILSON, Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
bill H. R. 2475 “to i increase the appropriation for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at "Winona, Minn. 

‘he bill was read. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill ? 

A MEMBER. I object. 

W. W. WEEDON, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 3686, and that it be put upon its passage. 

(he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to settle with the administrators de bonis non of W.W.Weedon, 
deceased, late of Maysville, Ky., and his sureties on his official bond for serv- 

cs performed in the mail-messenger transfer and station service at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, route No, 21708, since July 1, 1884, and to allow and pay them for said 

ervice the actual cost of performing said mail service to the close of the period 

r which said Weedon contracted to perform the same: Provided, That the 

‘astmaster-General shall be satisfied that the service has been well and faith- 
fully performed: And provided further, That he shall not allow or pay more than 
s : service could have been rendered for by the exercise of reasonable skill 

| diligence, 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. Let the report be read. 

Che report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 3686, having con- | 


sidered the same, adopt the report made in the Forty-ninth Congress and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 
House Report No. 3790, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. } 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7044) for the 
relief of the administrator and sureties of W.W. Weedon, deceased, having con- 
sidered the same, submit the following: 


rhe Post-Office Department, on January 21, 1884, advertised, inviting proposals | 


for mail-messenger, transfer, and mail-station service at Cincinnati and other 
cities, from July 1, 1884, to June 30, 1887. Proposals to be received until March 
1, 1884. Decision to be announced March 8, Contract to be executed by April 8 
of said year. 

The Cincinnati mail-messenger and transfer service was advertised as Route 
No. 21703. In a foot-note to the schedule of service required in. the printed ad- | 
vertisement by the Post-Office Department was the following: “ Bond required 
with bid, $25,000; check, $1,250; present pay, $6,779."" In each of the other eleven 
schedules for like service in other cities there was nothing said as to the present 
pay of the route. There were five bids on said Route No, 21703, as follows, 
namely: 






BR Gh, WENO, 5. cevsvecccveccccceccccsccesscsscosnscdbécentensbansabeces essvenensbbeusnspebedssssbonebes $18, 990 
Cincinnati Railroad and Omnibus Compan y........ccccescesreeeceennssseeeseseceeses 17, 995 
Merchants’ Drayage Company.................. -- 17,475 
H. ©. Slavens...... sendenson 17, 700 
W. W. Weedon .............. 8, 997 


Mr. Weedon being the lowe est bidder, and the postmaster at Cincinnati hav- 
ing investigated and reported favorably as to the sufficiency of the sureties, his 


Le it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to ad- | 


ju 
of 
by tire on the 9th of November, 1584, and to pay to said Gibson said sum, or so | 
n 


Is there objection to the present con- 


= 
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proposal was accepted according to law, and a contract ordered with him from 
the Ist day of July, 1884, which was duly executed by him and his sureties. 

It is now claimed by the administrator and sureties of Weedon, the contractor, 
that he was induced to make his bid and enter into said contract by reason of 
the misrepresentation at the foot of the schedule, giving the pay of said route 
prior to his bid at $5,779, nothing being said as to the present pay of any of the 
other routes contained in the same advertisement. It is true that the amount 
stated was the amount of the former bid, but it is also true that the person who 
took the contract at said sum of $6,779 broke down and was unable to perform 
t service lhe evidence shows that Mr. Weedon, deceased, was not a regular 
contractor, and was not informed as to the value of such services, and that in 
making his bid he relied largely upon the information contained in said foot- 
note and his correspondence with the Post-Office Department. 
| On February 7, 1884, Mr. Weedon wrote the following letter: 


‘MAYSVILLE, Ky., February 7, 1884. 





Dear Str: I find from advertisement o f January 21,1884, inviting proposals 
or? l-messenger, transfer, and mail-station service on route 21703, at Cincin- 
} nati, Ohio, the present pay,as advertise ad, $6,779. Would thank you to inform 
| me if there has been any increase pay, by appropriation or otherwise, since the 


| letting. If so, how much and from what time? 
} ‘Respectfully, 
“WILLIAM W. WEEDON. 
““SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
| ** Washington, D. C.”’ 
To this communication the following response was received, to wit: 
‘“ WASHINGTON, February 12, 1884. 
‘Respectfully returned to Mr. W. W. Weedon, Maysville. Mason County, Ken- 
tucky. The pay has not been increased. 
‘The advertisement will inform you that pay for such service will not be in- 
creased or decreased during the term of the contract, 10 matter what increase 
| or decrease of service. 
“HH, D. LYMAN, 
“Acting Second Assistant Postmaster-General.”’ 


} It will be seen that Mr. Weedon’s bid was more than $10,000 less than the 
| highest, and nearly $8,000 less than the lowest bid. It also appears from the 
| evidence before the committee that said service, by the exercise of skill and dil- 
| igence, can not be well and faithfully performed at an actual cost of less than 
|} $14,000 per annum. 
On the 4th day of July, 1881, the said contractor, W. W. Weedon, died; that 
sinee said time his securities have been performing the service under said con- 
| tract; that the same has been performed faithfully and well and to the entire 
| satisfaction of the Post-Office Department. 
The committee are of the opinion that the contract was entered into under a 
mistake of fact, and that concealment of material facts by the Government in- 
| fluenced Mr. Weedon to enter intothe same. Theamount saidservice requires 
is taken from the estate of the deceased, and will impoverish the family. The 
committee think that such an enforcement of the terms of the contract would 
be inequitable and unjust under all the facts and circamstances of this case 
The committee submit herewith letters from the = ost-Office Department, Hon. 
W. H. Wadsworth, affidavits of Robert Anderson, 8. A. Whitfield, S. G. Sullivan, 
John H. Wilson, and C. B. Pearce, to be printed with this report. 
Che committee return the bill, with the recommendation that the same do 


pas 
pass. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 7, 1886. 
| Stir: I have the honor to return herewith the bill (H. R. 7044) for the relief of 
| the administrator and sureties of W. W. Weedon, deceased, late contractor for 
the mail-messenger and transfer service at Cincinnati, Ohio (route 21703), with 
copies of the papers in this Department relating to the subject, as requested in 
| your letter of the 2d instant. 
On the 21st of January, 1884, this Department advertised for proposals for the 
| ee and transfer service at Cincinnati for the term beginning July 
, 1884, and ending June 30, 1887. The following bids were received therefor: 





: ate sceatineahdiighianttahdidititia $18, 99 
Cincinnati Railroad and Omnibus Company 17, 
Merchants’ Drayage Company .. ............0006 - mae 
als, Gh NINE, : ca.cepscnntisseedninetilanssounnstiubdecubueibubbnaedhnoestireen pee ee FO 
Fo Oe oe cntinisinneinseineee petnandnassinainialodiate saleidunierhiinaisidtnlineiitin sengeiiiaeadas 8, 997 


Mr. Weedon being the lowest bidder, and the postmaster of Cincinnati hav- 
ing investigated and reported favorably as to the sufficiency of the sureties, his 
proposal was accepted according to law, and a contract ordered with him from 
the lst day of July, 1884, which was duly executed by him and his sureties. 

On the 7th of July, 1884, the postmaster of Maysville, Ky., reported by tel 

| egrs aph that Mr. W eedon, who resided there, had died on the 4th of July 
On the following day the subjoined order was made, being the usual order in 
simile ar cases: 
‘JuLy 8, 1884.—W. W. Weedon, contractor, having died July 4, 1884, it is 
| hereby ordered that John H. Wilson and ©, B. Pearce, jr., of Maysville, Mason 
| County, Kentucky, his sureties, be held responsible for the continuance of the 
| service from that date, and that they be required to perform the same, if it is 
| not assumed and continued by the administrator, executor, or other person for 
| the benefit of the estate of the deceased contractor.”’ 

The postmaster of Cincinnati reported to the Department on the 5th of July 
the decease of the contractor, and on the 8th he was notified that the sureties 
would be held to the performance of the service in accordance with the ordei 

it date. On the llth he reported that the service had been commenced on 
Ist of July by C. W. Weedon, agent of the sureties, and that it had bee: 
actorily performed since that date. 
| 3 Se ptember last application was made by the sureties to have the contrac , 
| annulled and the service readvertised, for reasons set forth in the letter of thei 
| attorneys, of which a copy is herewith transmitted, together with the answer 
of the Department declining the application. 

The compensation under this contract is believed to be inadequate, but the 

Department has no power to increase it. 
Very respectfully, 


WM. F. VILAS. 

Hon. WM. M. SPRINGER, Postmaster-General. 

Chairman Commitice on Claims, House of Representatives. 
HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1387. 

Sir: Iam well acquainted with the widow and children of W. W. Weedon, 
deceased, and the extent of the estate left by the deceased. 

The estate is small and embarrassed. To enforce the mail contract entered 
into by him with the Post-Office Department for the mail-transfer service at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, would utterly impoverish the family, 

Very truly, yours, 
W. H. WADSWORTH 

To the CHAIRMAN of the Committee on Claims. 
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} 9 pended int \ ae 
in 1 to ex he 
time ‘ t Wee 
‘ to ) i nt on the Ken- 
tuch ( tral Ra ud,r and Cin 
nati, ¢ he 1d or 
t ‘ on 
t a gtat rent ut 
. then ¢ tract 
b edge said We i s« 
h‘s 
ROBERT ANDERSON. 
dand sworn to re me and in my presence by said Robert Ar 
derson, | onally | 1 tome to be the same person he represents himself 
Give ler my hand and official seal this 6th day of May, 1886, 
' x JOHN F. POGUI 
N Pr i id f Ha 1 County, ¢ 
I bers have personal knowledge of the performance of the work on 
r rvice route No. 21703, now carried on by Messrs. John I 
W iC, B. Pearce, sureties for original contractor, deceased, soon aft 
d contract, and state that said service is conducted in an exception- 
} t, careful, and business-like manner, and to their entire satisfaction. 
Hay opportunities for comparison, they state that it is the best service ever 
y contractor in this city since the inauguration of the present sys- 
tem of transportation of mails to and from railroad stations. 
r r state that they believe said service to be economically conducted 
! and as aply as c: in be done consistent with the requirements 
of this : in the matter of a full complement of horses and wagons. 
S. A. WHITFIELD, 
Postmaster, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
S. G. SULLIVAN, 
Superintendent of Mails, Cincinnati, Ohio, Post-Ofice 
Sw 1 to by the said S, A. Whitfield and S. G. Sullivan, and subscribed by 


my presence this 12th day of March, 1886, 
FRED. D. PEER, 


Hamilton County, Ohio. 


Js 


Nolary Pub 


John H, Wilson and C 
Weedon, now deceased, in the contract for performing the mail-messenger and 
transfer service at Cincinnati, Ohio, route 21703, from July 1, 1884, to June 
1887, entered into under advertisement by —_ naster-General of January 2 
1854, an at said John H. Wilson is the ad strator of said W. W. Weedon's 
estate, duly appointed and qualified. They st ite that said contractor and each 
of themselves at the time of entering into said contract were residents of Ma- 
son County, Kentucky, and had been so fora great number of years prior theret« 
that neither said contractor nor either of themselves had, prior to entering into 
said contract, ever had any experience or knowledge of what was to be done 
or what it would cost to pe rform the mail-messenger and transfer service at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, or any other point; that said contractor and these affiants in 
entering into said contract to perform said service at Cincinnati, Ohio, for t! 
sum of $5,997 per year, were influenced solely and alone by ‘th 1e statementat the 
foot of the schedule of service required at said point, contained in said adver 
tisement, that the then present pay for performing same was $6,779, and before 
doing so neither said contractor nor either of them made the sli 
and independent investigation as to what it would cost to perform saic 
but relied exclusively on this statement as a basis of dete ination, 
that the purpose of the statement was that they should take it into consideration 
in determining the price per year they should agree to perform the service for, 
and that if the then present contractor was able to perform said service at the 


B. Pearce, jr., state that they are the sureties of W. W 
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price of $6,779 per year, Weedon could certainly perform it at the price of $8,997 
per year, 
They state that sai d Weedon, before he put in his bid, consulted with these 
ffiantsas to th e amo 


is a result of their consulta- 
tions and deliberations it was determined that he should put it in for the sum 
of $8,997 per year; and the sole fact in their said consultations and deliberations 
which led them to come to this determination and conclusion was this statement 
at the foot of said schedule; and that in order that they might certainly rely on 
it as a basis the affiant, E. B. Pearce, jr., under the said Weedon’s name and at 
his instance, wrote the letter marked A, hereto attached and made part hereof, 
to ascertain whether there had ever been any increase or decrease in the pay, 
to which they received the response contained in the letter B, hereto attached 
and made part hereof, and that after the receipt of said response this determi- 
nation ont conclusion was reached. 

They state that the copy of said advertisement, accompanying this affidavit 
and made part hereof, marked C, is the one that said contractor and these affi 
ants had at the time they reached said determination and conclusion, and that 
upon inspection of same the figures 8,997, the amount of said Weedon’s bid, 
will be found just under the said statement as to their present pay, having been 
placed there by said Weedon at the time he concluded as to amount of his bid 
They state that at said time neither said contractor nor either of these affiants 
knew anything as to how the former contractor was getting along under 
contract; especially they did not know—which they have since learned to ! 
been the case—that said contractor broke down under the contract, and could 
not perform the service required to be performed by it because of the lack of 
funds, the amount received from the Government not being near sufficien 
that the contract was taken from him and given to others, and that aft 
its performance was intrusted to said contractor's sureties, who comp!eted 
and further, that the service performed was an inferior one. 

That since the commenceme _ of said contract until the Ist day of May, 188 
they have‘sent to Cincinnati, to their general manager there, tlie sum o 
952.63 (an itemized statement the reof is hereto attache d and made part hex 
to be expended in the performance of said service; that same has been so ex 
pended by him, and they have vouchers and receipis in their possession show- 
ing the disbursement of all of same to that end. This covers a period of one 
year and ten months, and makes the performance of the service cost them at 
the rate of $13,065 per year, or $4,068 per year more than they are receiving 
They state that they have conducted the matter as economically as —_ e 
consistent with the proper performance of their duti es under the eontract, and 
they do not believe that it could be run more so. hey state that they hh ave 
been informed by the Post-Office officials that same has been performed in a 

creditable manne-s, and they have every reason to belicve such to be the case. 

They state that this cost of $4,068 per year over the contract price, as shown 
above, is in addition to the loss of theirtime devoted to the affairs, interest on the 
excess of cost over rece cipts, which they have been compelled to borrow, and de- 
preciation in value of the equipment necessary to perform the service, for 
almost the cost price of which said Wee:lon and said Weedon’s estate is in- 


int he should put it in at, and a 









































CONGRESSIONAL REC 














\RD—H 




















wW 
‘ 
< —— ‘ 
to 
\ \ , ! 

Mr ANT) »* ; 
oni eted ( 1 ) S é 
l ind save time ? 

Mr. THOMAS : The 3 
no approp! but s lires ‘ 

il 1 y the 1 Li < at ¢ S 

M ANDERSON, of Kansa | : , 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. Whateve 

Mr. HOLMAN I think the rt had 

Th Clerk completed the readin f the rey 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, if this é 
vithout objec tion I desire to make some 
we to be fully understood before it is act i 

SPEAKER pro t I lhe gentlemar I 
niaed = the Chair, ; and he has an hour if he desir 

M SPRINGI « Is objection made tot ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro t Che Chair 
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SPRINGER] to st which side of this question he ison. We do not 
understand whether he i s for or agai this ! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise toa point of ord r h 
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Mr. SPRIN I t | the « uittee, as I under- 
stand Iam not now ar ] of the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COBB. But this | ' reported in the last Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itw t I can not undertake to recollect | 
ticulars in regard to all of the numerous bills which were before that 
committee. The report has been read in the presence of the House. I 
do not remember what it says on that point. I am inclined to think 
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Mr. COBB. I simply wanted to know what is the meritoi th bill, 
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Mr. KERR. In addition to what has been said by the gentleman | Robe rt Anderson states that he isat present general manager of the mail mes- 

from Mlinois [Mr. Srrincer], I will say that the object of this bill is | ¢®€¢r, 20d transfer service at Cincinnati, Ohio, route No. 21703, and has been so 
; i ° J : : o | since the lst day of October, 1584; that said service is being performed as e 

; ‘ ind children of this mar Weedk fr a very bur } : : : ; ee Se ae es eowenenn ee 

to relieve t \ a children of th 1an YW eecon irom & very Dbur- | nomically as possible, and can not be conducted forany less amount than is now 


contract which, ifenforced, would sweep away all their estate 
and still leave a burden upon the securities, 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The objectis to relieve the sureties and the estate | 
| 





of t contractor from obligations which he entered into with the Gov- 
ernment with full knowledge—at least he ought to have had full knowl 
eds of all the facts. I want to have thematter understood, becan 
otherwise, this might make a very bad precedent in the future. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Claims 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, second session, made a report in favor of 
this bill. trom said report it appears that the Post-Oflice Department | 
on January 21, 1884, advertised inviting proposals for mail-messenge 


transfer and mail-station service at Cincinnati and other cities from 
July 1, 1884, to June 30,1887. It was advertised as route No. 21703. 
In a foot-note to the schedule of service required in the printed adver- 
tisement by the Post-Oflice Department was the following: ‘‘ Bond re- 
quired with bid, $25,000; check, $1,250; present pay, $6,779.’’ In each 
of the other eleven schedules for like service in other cities there was | 
nothing said as to the present pay of the route. There were five bids 
on said route No. 21703, as follows, namely: 





R.G. Woodlief... esileouiieindmaaasih . » eal ——— | 
Oj nnati Railroad and Omnibus Company peamewes ‘ ae SL 
Mer nts’ Drayage Compan} . cosccrceccnvsesencoscocscsconscos 6 Bde S10 
H.C, Slavens...... pai mcbsaanlegastehiiiusninadabinvimeieeasipubiisael 17,700 | 
W. W. Weedon.. .. COCO Ee eee ne serene 100000808 seneee se esesees receseeesees seeese 8, 997 
Mr. Weedon being the lowest bidder, and the postmaster at Cincinnati hav- 
ing investigated and reported favorably as to the suflicieney of the sureties, his 


proposal was accepted according to law, and a contract ordered with him from 
the Ist day of July, 1884, which was duly executed by him and his sureties. 

It is now claimed by the administrator and sureties of Weedon, the contrac- | 
tor, that he was induced to make his bid and enter into said contract by reason 
of the misrepresentation at the foot of theschedule, giving the pay of said route 
prior to his bid at $6,779, nothing being said as to the present pay of any of th« 
other routes contained in the same advertisemnnt, It is true that the amount 
stated was the amount of the former bid, bus it is also true that the person who 
took the contract at said sum of $6,779 broke down and was unable to perform | 
the service. The evidence shows that Mr. Weedon, deceased, was not a regular | 
contractor, and was not informed as to the value of such services, and that in 
making his bid he relied largely upon the information contained in said foot- | 
note and his correspondence with the Post-Office Department, 

I will read a letter from Mr. Weedon and the answer of Mr. Lyman, 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, and statement of the com- 
mittee, as follows: 

MAYSVILLE, Ky., February 7, 1884. 

Dean Sire: I find from advertisement of January 21, 1884, inviting proposals 
for mail-messenger, transfer, and mail-station service on route 21703, at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, the present pay, as udvertised, $6,779. Would thank you to inform 
me if there has been any increase pay, by appropriation or otherwise, since the 
last letting. Ifso, how much and from what time? 

Respectfully, 





WILLIAM W. WEEDON. 
Second ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C. 


‘To this communication the following response was received, to wit: 
WASHINGTON, February 12, 1884. 
Respectfully returned to Mr. W. W. Weedon, Maysville, Mason County, Ken- 
tucky. The pay has not been increased. 
The advertisement will inform you that pay for such service will not be in- 
creased or decreased during the term of the contract,no matter what increase 


or decrease of service, 
H. D, LYMAN, 
Acting Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

It will be seen that Mr. Weedon’s bid was more than $10,000 less than the 
highest, and nearly $8,000 Jess than the lowest bid. It also appears from the 
evidgnee before the committee that said service, by the exercise of skill and 
diligence, can not be well and faithfully performed at an actual cost of less than 
$14,000 per annum. 

On the 4th day of July, 1884, the said contractor, W. W. Weedon, died; that 
since said time his securities have been performing the service under said con- 
tract; thatthe same has been performed faithfully and well and to the entire 
satisfaction of the Post-Office Department. 

The committee are of the opinion that the contract was entered into under a 
mistake of fact, and that concealment of material facts by the Government in- 
fiuenced Mr. Weedon to enter intothe same. The amountsaid service requires 
is taken from the estate of the deceased, and will impoverish the family. The 
committee think that such an enforcement of the terms of the contract would 
be inequitable and unjust under all the facts and circumstances of thiscase. The 
committee submit herewith letters from the Post-Office Department, Hon. W. 
H. Wadsworth, affidavits of Robert Anderson, 8S. A. Whitfield, 8. G, Sullivan, 
John H. Wilson, and 0, B, Pearce, to be printed with this report. 


I will read a letter from Hon. W. H. Wadsworth, of Maysville, Ky., 
which shows that estate of said Weedon is small and embarrassed, and 
that to enforce the mail contract entered into by him with the Post- 
Office Department for the mail-transfer service at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
would utterly impoverish the family. I will also read statement of 
Robert Anderson, and also statement of 8. A. Whitfield, postmaster, | 
and the statement of John H. Wilson and C. B. Pearce, jr., sureties of | 
W. W. Weedon. 


tn 


Hovusr OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1887. 


Sir: Tam well acquainted with the widow and children of W. W. Weedon, 
deceased, and the extent of the estate left by the deceased. 

The estate is small and embarrassed. To enforce the mail contract entered 
into by him with the Post-Office Department for the mail-transfer service at Cin- 
cinnati, Chio, would utterly impoverish the family. 

Very truly, yours, 
W. H. WADSWORTH. 


To the CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 


| being expended in that way, and that he is economi 





ing in every possible way 


| in order to reduce expenses to the very lowest figures; that before and at the 


time the contractor Weedon (now dead) and his sureties put in the bid for the 
contract to perform said service, he was United States mail agent on the Ken- 
tucky Central Railroad, running from Maysville, Ky., to Paris, Ky., and Cincin- 


| nati, Ohio; that he had agreat many conversations with said Weedon at orabout 
| the time he made his bid for said contract, and he knows positively from those 


ynversations with said Weedon that he based the amount of his bid on the pub- 

lished statement by the Government in its advertisement as to what was then 

the contract price for performing said service, and that to his positive knowl- 

edge said Weedon made no indepennent investigation on which to base his bid, 
ROBERT ANDERSON, 





Subscribed and sworn to before me and in my presence by said Robert An- 
mn, personally known to me to be the same person he represents himself 





Given under my hand and official seal this 6th day of May, 1886 
I JOHN F. POGUE, 
Nota Public within and for Hamilton County, Ohio 
rhe subscribers have personal knowledge of the performance of the work on 
mail-messenger service, route No, 21703, now carried on by Messrs. John H. Wil- 


son and C. B. Pearce, sureties for original contractor, deceased soon after award 
of said contract, and state that said service is conducted in an exceptionally 
prompt, careful, and business-like manner, and to their entire satisfaction 
Having opportunities for comparison, they state that it is the best servic 
ever given by any contractor in this city since the inauguration of the present 


system of transportation of mails to and from railroad stations. 
rhey further state that they believe said service to be economically conducted 
in all respects and as cheaply as can be done consistent with the requirements 


of this oflice in the matter of a full complement of horses and wagons. 
S. A. WHITFIELD, 
Postmaster, Cincinnati, Oh 


8. G, SULLIVAN, 


Su) intendent of Mails, Cincin ti, Ohio, Post-O{ 
Sworn to by the said S, A. Whitfield and S. G. Sullivan, and subscribed by 
them in my presence this 12th day of March, 1386. 


FRED. D. PEER 
Tamilton County, Ohio 


Nota / Public, I 

John H. Wilson and C, B. Pearce, jr., state that they are the sureties of W. W. 
Weedon, now deceased, in the contract for performing the mail-messenger and 
transfer service at Cincinnati, Ohio, route 21703, from July 1, 1884, to June 30, 


| 1887, entered into under advertisement by Postmaster-General of January 21, 


1884, and that said John H. Wilson is the administrator of said W. W. Weedon’s 
estate, duly appointed and qualified. They state that said contractor and each 
of themselves at the time of entering into said contract were residents of Mason 
County, Kentucky, and had been so for a great number of years prior thereto; 


| that neither said contractor nor either of themselves had, prior to entering into 


said contract, ever had any experience or knowledge of what was to be done, or 
what it would cost to perform the mail-messenger and transfer service at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, or any other point; that said contractor and these affiants in en- 
tering into said contract to perform said service at Cincinnati, Ohio, for the sum 
of $8,997 per year, were influenced solely and alone by the statementat the foot 
of the schedule of service required at said point, contained in said advertise- 
ment, that the then present pay for performing same was $6,779, and before do- 
ing so neither said contractor nor either of them made the slightest outside and 
independent investigation as to what it would cost to perform said service, but 
relied exclusively on this statement as a basis of determination, thinking that 
the purpose of the statement was that they should take it into consideration in 
determining the price per year they should agree to perform the service for, 
and that if the then present contractor was able to perform said service at the 
price of $6,779 per year, Weedon could certainly perform it at the price of $8,997 
er year. 

; They state that said Weedon, before he put in his bid, consulted with these 
affiants as to the amount he should put it inat, and as a result of their consulta- 
tions and deliberations it was determined that he should put it in for the sum of 
$8,997 per year; and the sole fact in their said consultations and deliberations 
which led them to come to this determination and conclusion was this state- 
ment at the foot of said schedule; and that in order that they might certainly 
rely on it as a basis the affiant, E. B. Pearce, jr., under the said Weedon's name, 
and at his instance, wrote the letter marked A, hereto attached and made part 
hereof, to ascertain whether there had ever been any increase or decrease in the 
pay, to which they received the response contained in the letter B, hereto at- 
tached and made part hereof, and that after the receipt of said response this de- 
termination and conclusion was reached, 

They state that the copy of said advertisement, accompanying this affidavit 
and made part hereof, marked OC, is the one that said contractorand these affi- 
ants had at the time they reached said determination and conclusion, and that 
upon inspection of same the figures 8,997, the amount of said Weedon’s bid, wil! 
be found just under the said statement as to their present pay, having been 
placed there by said Weedon at the time he concluded as to amount of his bid. 
They state that at said time neither said contractor nor either of these afliants 
knew anything as to how the former contractor was getting along under his 
contract; especially they did not know—which they have since learned to have 
been the case—that said.contractor broke down under the contract, and could 
not perform the service required to be performed by it. because of the lack of 
funds, the amount received from the Government not being near sufficient ; 
that the contract was taken from him and given to others, and that afterwards 
its performance was intrusted to said contractor’s sureties, who completed it; 
and further, that the service performed was an inferior one. 

That since the commencement of said contract until the Ist day of May, 1886, 
they have sent to Cincinnati, to their general manager there, the sum of $23,- 
952.63 (an itemized statement thereof is hereto attached and made part hereof), 
to be expended in the performance of said service; that same has been so ex- 
pended by him, and they have vouchers and receipts in their possession show- 
ing thedisbursement of allofsametothatend. Thiscoversa period of one year 
and ten months, and makes the performance of the service cost them atthe rate 
of $13,065 per year, or $4,068 per year more than they are receiving. They state 
that they have conducted the matter as economically as possible consistent wit!: 
the proper performance of their duties under the contract, and they do not be- 
lieve that it could be run moreso, They state that they have been informed 
by the Post-Office officials that same has been performed in a creditable man- 
ner, and they have every reason to believe such to be the case. 

They state that this cost of $4,068 per year over the contract price, as shown 
above, is in addition to the loss of their time devoted to the affairs, interest on 
the excess of cost over receipts, which they have been compelled to borrow, and 
depreciation in value of the equipment necessary to perform the service, for al- 
most the cost price of which said Weedon and said Weedon’s estate is indebted 
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< el dies. and beca f his death his p ym 
1 to vod t rer 1 ’ 
to reil | rt concern l iu i t ‘ 
ernme T \ Y. IAT 1 1e V Ol é 
n, this man had ed ud 101 This 
to Congress in his behalf? If he ved and 
out his contract, what obligation would ther on ¢ 
ve him of the consequences of his own miscor if the ( 
misconduct, or to ke good any loss which he might e 
by reason of the failure to carry out his contract with the ¢ 
\ MEM . Te carry out an improvident ntract 
Mr. COBB. Very well, an improvident contract. if y« é i 
object viving a bond with surety is to sect the fa il } 
ines tract entered into with the Governme!: If w 
propose to hold bondsmen to the terms of their contract, why 1 
an) } given at all? y 
So t ( irt 1, there is rround whatever for th« 
ble cons tion of this bill, u Ss can the cir 
under wl e cont t was made something g¢ ge out of the 
duct of the Government sufficient to induce us to relieve the con- | « 


| Mr. HOOKI 
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Mr. 
in each ease. It might be difficult in some instances to have a contract 
performed by another party by new advertisement; but a sense of jus- 
tice ought to prevail in this House, just as between man and man; and 
if the holding of a dead man’s estate to a contract would wipe out all 
the means of the widow and children, I do not think the Government 
of the United States ought to enforce the performance of such an im- 





provident contract, especially when the terms of the advertisement may | 
| until the vote was announced. 


justly be claimed to be misleading. 


It is a case in which I do not think the Government ought to enforce | 
the terms of the contract, but should apply the same rule in a matter | 


of that kind as would apply in conscience, judgment, and sound sense 

between man and man. 

man to the performance of such a contract. 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

thirty-five minutes left. Does he desire to retain that time? 
Mr. COBB. No; I desire to use it now. 


[ am willing for this contract to be considered as between individ- | 


uals. There was no obligation on the part of the Government of the | 
United States to inform this contractor whether he would make money 
or not. The only thing the Government did was to publish to the | 


world what had been paid under the former contract, which statement 
was the truth. Now, if this man was a prudent man, he would have 
gone to the prior contractor and found out whether there was any 
money to be made on the contract at that rate or not. Now, then. 
here is an advertisement published by the Government to the world 
inviting competition for this service, in which advertisement it is sim- 
ply stated that the former contractor was paid so many dollars for per- 
forming the work. No one questions the truth of that statement. 
What obligation was there on the part of the Government to advise 
anybody whether the former contractor had made or lost money? It 
was the duty of the man who proposed to enter into the contract to 
inquire into the fact whether such had been the case; and to obtain 
that information he should have gone to him to inquire. 

It was his duty to look at all of the surrounding circumstances of 
the case to determine whether or not he could perform this contract 
for the amount of money the Government proposed to give. The Gov- 
ernment did not offer a contract atso many dollars, but invited a bid; 
and he made his bid. 

Mr. FINLEY. Inasmuch as the Government was not bound to tell 
whether parties were making money or not, they were not bound to 
make that suggestion either. 

Mr. COBB. But it was no suggestion by the Government. It was 
simply the statement of a fact, not calculated in the slightest degree 
to mislead. e 

Mr. FINLEY. They would have left the man to make the exami- 
nation for himself. But they published that the work was being done 
at such a price, and having failed to tell the balance, was not that pro- 
vision misleading? 

Mr. COBB. If that misled the man, why did he refuse to take the 
contract at the amount given to the former contractor; but increased 
it by several thousand dollars ? 

Mr. FINLEY. 
the former contractor had taken it at a figure which he believed would 
be profitable. 

I can explain that they advertise these lettings, and the man must 
exercise his judgment upon the advertisement. No man goes and 
hunts up paper or a small contract or any other contract from the Goy- 
ernment with a view to ascertaining whether they may make money 
or not. If they get the contract on a bid for a larger amount they ex- 
pect to make a profit. This man expected to make a profit. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, but the point made is that this man was possibly 
misled by the former contract. Why is it that he demands a larger 
amount than was given to the former contractor? The very fact that 
he made a bid at a larger sum than the former contractor is evidence 
he had investigated the surrounding circumstances, the duties to be per- 
formed, and the amount of money that it would require to perform them. 
Now, thisis what the Government of the United States does in all cases. 
It publishes to the world that ‘‘I propose to have certain work done; 
now, what will you do it for?’’ leaving it to the parties to make an in- 
vestigation and ascertain what amount of money will be required in 
order to perform the terms of the contract to be entered into. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the course desired here is to be 
pursued it puts an end to control of all business such as is generally 
carried on by the Government in reference to these mail contracts. 
There is not a defaulting mail contractor in the United States who can 
not make as strong acase as this. There is no one who has madea con- 
tract improvidently but who can come to Congress and ask to be re- 
lieved from the consequences of his want of judgment upon as strong 
grounds as are presented here. 

I reserve the balance of my time. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there were— 
ayes 42, noes 37. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of no quorum. This bill affects 
the whole mail seryice of the country 


No such considerations as that would hold a | 
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KERR. You ought to take into consideration the circumstances 


The gentleman from Alabama has | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomas] and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Blount]. ; 

The tellers reported that there were yeas 30, nays 38. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes have it, and the bill is re- 
jected. 

Mr. KERR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I make the point of no quorum. 
The point of no quorum was not made 


Mr. KERR. I made it before. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. THOMAS). Withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 

Mr. KERR. I insist upon the point of no quorum. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask by unanimous consent, in view of the fact 
that the gentleman who reported this bill [Mr. TAULBEE] is absent, 
that the bill be now withdrawn from the consideration of the House. 
It was reported to the Forty-ninth Congress by Mr. WARNER, of Mis- 
souri, and the subcommittee which had it under consideration made a 
report- which I ask by unanimous consent shall be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 





Every man believes when he takes a contract that | 





Mr. LANHAM. Iask by unanimous consent that the report of the 
committee be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Was the report on the bill that we have just been 
considering read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was read. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then will it not be printed in the REcorD? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itwillbe. The report of the last Con- 
gress will not be printed in the REcoRD, because objection was made. 

Mr. LANHAM. But TI refer to the report of this Congress. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That has been read, and will be printed 
in the Recorp. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4318) to pr: 
New Berne, N. C, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site and cause 
to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-procf 
vaults extending to each story, for the use and accommodation of the post- 
office, United States courts, custom-house, internal-revenue offices, and other 
Government offices, at the city of New Berne, in the State of North Carolina. 
The site,and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications 
to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
not exceed in cost the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommoda- 
tions for the transaction of the public business,and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
and no purchase of site nor place for said building shall be approved by the Sec- 

retary of the Treasury, involving an expenditure exceeding the sum of $100,- 
000 for site and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building inde- 
pendent and unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open 
space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no 
| part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to said site shall be vested 
in the United States, nor until the State of North Carolina shall cede to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
| istration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of process therein. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended an 
amendmentstriking out the words ‘‘ one hundred ’’ where they occurred 
in the bill and inserting ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to make the appropria- 
tion $75,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the gentleman to withhold his objection, and 
allow me to make an explanation. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. No objection is heard. 
may proceed, subject to the right to object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. New Berne is the third largest city in the State of 
North Carolina. Itisa port of entry. There is a custom-house there 
which now occupies a rented building. Thereis a Federal court there 
which is held in a rented building. The judge of the district resides 
there and the Government rents an office for him. There is also there 
a large post-office, serving as the distributing center for twenty-seven 
counties. ‘The deputy collector of internal revenue also resides in the 
city. In all, there are six public buildings rented and paid for by the 
Government. This isthe fourth time, I believe, that this bill has been 
favorably reported to the House, and if there are any meritorious bills 
of this kind upon the Calendar, this is one of them, and it would have 
been passed long ago but for certain peculiar circumstances which it is 
not necessary for me to explain at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. HOVEY was recognized, and sent a bill to the Clerk’s desk. 
Mr. CRISP. Objection was made on that side of the House to the 


vide for the erection of a public buildingat the city of 





Is there objection to the present con- 


The gentleman 
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consideration of the last bill, and I now rise to present a privileged re- 
port. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey] later. 

Mr. NUTTING. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HovEy] had 
the floor and had been recognized, and I wish to know whether he can 
be taken off the floor by a member rising to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think that 
the recognition of the gentleman from Indiana was not such as the 
gentleman from New York intimates. There had been no considera- 
tion of the bill, and no request stated, and the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Crisp] states that the report which he desires to present is a 
privileged matter. 

Mr. NUTTING. Butthe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey] ad- 
dressed the Chair, and the Chair recognized him, and he sent his bill 
to the desk. I would like to know if that was not such a recognition 
as entitled him to the floor ? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair believes that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], desiring to present a privileged report, is 
entitled to the floor before the House has entered upon the considera- 
tion of another matter. 

Mr. NUTTING. I concede that; but the Chair had already recog- 
nized the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had recognized the gentle- 
man fromIndiana. That is true. 

Mr. NUTTING. Very well. When the Chair had recognized the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey], I contend that even a privi- 
leged report can not take the gentleman off the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. 
from New York [Mr. NutriNnG] that the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Hovey] was recognized for the purpose of asking unanimous consent, 
but he had not obtained it; and pending that the gentleman from 
Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] stated that he desired to present a privileged report. 

Mr. CRISP. Even if the gentleman were on the floor, I submit that 
under the rules he would have to give way to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question need not be raised now. 
The Chair has decided the matter and the Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. NUTTING. Iask the Chair to wait a moment. Let us have 
a ruling upon this. 

Mr. CRISP. I will dispose of the question by objecting to the con- 
sideration of the bill of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey]. 

Mr. NUTTING. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NUTTING. Am I right in this, that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HovEy] rose to his feet and asked recognition for the purpose 
of asking the House for unanimous consent to call up a bill for consid- 
eration, and that the Chair recognized him for that purpose? [Cries 
of ‘‘Regular order!’’] Is that correct, Mr. Sneaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now, hasthegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey} 
asked the House for unanimous consent to consider the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under the rule, does not a conference report take 
anybody off the floor? 

Mr. HOVEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Georgia to pre- 
sent his conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided the matter. 
If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Nutr1nG] wishes to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, he can do so. 

Mr. NUTTING. Ido not desire to appeal, but I desire to reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no matter before the House 
for discussion. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 
The Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. Crisp, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10347) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmoutb, 
Nebr., and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
and agree to the same. CHARLES F. CRISP, 

A. R, ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. SAWYER, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees, submitted in ac- 
cordance with the rule, was read: 

The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate amendments to H. R. 10347, inexplanation of the report 
herewith submitted, say that the bill fully protects the interests of the naviga- 
tion of the river, and all parties at interest are satisfied therewith. 

CHARLES F. CRISP. 
A. R. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 


The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
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The Chair will state to the gentleman | 
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Mr. CRISP moved to r sider ‘ 
adopt nd als oved that t I re 
table 
Che 1 i agree 1 ) 
ORDER ¢ ‘ 
Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order 
Mr. HOVEY I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [| Mr. 


SIMMONS |}. 
Mr. SIMMONS. 
ready been read. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The 
and cuts off all requests for unanimous consent. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the 


reguiar orae! 


The SPEAKER pro tem; The regular order is the wm 1ed 
business. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the regular order demanded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I move that the House now take a recess 
until 8 o'clock this evening, for the consideration of busin inde 


the spec ial orde - 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the special order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The consideration bi eported 
from the Committee on War Claims 

Mr. HEARD. Will the business of the evening 
absolutely to reports of the Committee on War Clai 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands the 


session be limited 


ty) 2 
Ms 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT SIOUX CITY, I0\ 
Pending the motion for a recess, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. PHELAN as conferees on the 
part of the House upon the bill (S. 1701 construction 


authorizing th 





of a high wagon-bridge across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City 
Iowa. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DocKERy for a re- 
cess, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. DOCKERY as Speaker prot 

The Clerk read the following: 

SPEAKER'S Room, Hovst F REPRESENTATIV 
Was D.¢ 9 

Sir: I hereby designate Hon. A. M. Dockery to preside as Speaker 

pore at the session of tl® House this even 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, s 
Hon. Jonn B. CLARK, 
( House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the spe lex 
/ I } 
under which the session of this evening is held. 
“he Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That on July 25 the House take recess at 5 o'« < til 8o 
p. m., the session not to extend beyond 10 p 1., the session to be devot« to 
consideration of bills reported from the ¢ nD tee on War ¢ st the 
is no objection 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 

called up to-night be considered in the House as in Committee of t 


Whole. 
Mr. COBB. Does that preclude debate on these bills? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Every bill will be subject to a 
any rate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I have no reason for wishing to object except 
one: when these bills are considered in the House as in Committee ot 
the Whole it compels our good friend the Journal Clerk to stay here 
until 1 or 2 o’clock in the morning to make up the record, while it 
the bills*be first considered in Committee of the Whole and afterward 
passed in the House the Journal can be made up in perhaps fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The matter which the gentleman ly 
worthy of consideration. In Committee of the Whole nothing is jour- 
nalized, while in the House a full journal must be kept, and it in- 
volves a large amount of labor for the Clerk. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is very hard for me to understand 
how measures can be considered and passed here without there being a 
record, and it would appear that if they are considered without go 
into Committee of the Whole it must necessarily save a great deal of 
work. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey calls 
for the regular order, which the Chair understands to be equivalent to 
an objection, 


single objec tion. at 


suggests is real 








CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. STONE K I move that the House resolve itself | 


into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the 


' 
( ol entucky. 








consideration of business under the special order. 
Che motion was agreed to. : 
Che House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | 
House on the Private CaJendar, Mr. CLARDY in the chair. 


Mr. STONE, of Ke I wish to makeasuggestion. In order 
that we may make proper dispatch of business to-night I ask unani- 
of the Committee on War Claims, the | 


ntucky. 


nt that each member 
committee which has reported these bills to the House and done the 
work upon them, be allowed to call up a bill and have it considered, 
and that afterward the Calendar be called straight through in order 
that members here to-night who have bills in which they are specially 
interes for them consideration. Bills as called up will 
be subject to objection, of course. : 

Mr. ADAM W hat is the request of the gentleman—that cach mem- 
ber of the Committee on War Claims be allowed to call up a bill, and 
that then we go on with the Calendar in regular order ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That, in the first place, each member of | 
the Committee on War Claims be allowed to call up a bill, subject, of 
to objection, and that afterward the Calendar becalled straight 
member present may have an opportunity to get 
e 


CONSE 


ted may secure 


course, 
through, so that each 
before the Hou 
ADAMS. He 


a bill 


M: wv 


would the gentleman think of a modification, 


to the effect that after the members of the committee present have each | 


called up their bill, then that those of the faithful few here to-night, 
who are not members of the committee, may have that privilege! 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is exactly what I want to reach, 
and in making my request that was the object I had in view. 

Mr. HOUK. ‘To let the members of the committee each one call up 
a bill, and then everybody else present call up one? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; that was my object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky modified by the request of the gentleman from 
Iliinois, that the members of the Committee on War Claims be each 
allowed to call up a bill, after which that members present may each 
have the right to call up a bill? 

The Chair hears 

Mr. BOWDEN, 


as 


no objection. 

Mr. Chairman, let us understand that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think the order was distinctly understood. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to request that each of the members of the Committee on War 
Claims present should be permitted to designate one bill, after which 
the Calendar was to becalled. The gentleman from Illinois suggested 
asa modification that each member of this Committee of the Whole be 
permitted to name a bill after the members of the War Claims Com- 
mittee had called up their bill. To that arrangement the Chair heard 
no « bjection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, If that arrangement was adopted, who would 
be first recognized ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would endeavor to recognize gentle- 
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their bills. To that I make no objection. After that, however, I hope 
the Calendar will be called fa its regular order, and that members 
present, if they desire to do so, may ask the consideration of bills as 
they are reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Mississippi? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Whatis it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Simply that when the members of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims have finished calling up bills, that the Calendar 


Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


| shall be taken up and called in its order, and if no gentleman desires 


to ask the consideration of a claim as it is reached, that it be passed 
over, as a matter of course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the order first 
one for the transaction of busine 

Mr. LANHAM. As there seems to be misunderstanding here, I de- 
mand the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Is it understood that the request of the chairman 
of the War Claims Committee was agreed to, that the four members of 


} ‘ ah) 
made was a2 more reasonavie 


I desire to call up the bill H. R. 10481, 


the committee presentshall each have the privilege of calling up one bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that that was agreed to. It 


| was coupled, however, with another proposition, to which objection 


has since been made. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not think there was any objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
| Mr. BOWDEN, I do not object to that, but to each member present 
calling up a claim I do object. It is quite evident now that each 
member could not have that privilege to-night; and there would be a 
struggle for recognition, which would result in doing nothing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that was the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the members of the Committee 
on War-Claims would be entitled to recognition anyhow. But the 
Chair will again submit the request, in order that there may be no mis- 
take. The request is that the members of the Committee on War 
Claims may be permitted each to call up a bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest that the roll be then called, and each 
member of the House be permitted to call up a bill. 

Mr. HOVEY. I object. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand the chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims made a proposition. This is his night. Thesession is as- 
signed to his committee, and I would like to hear that proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Consent was asked heretofore that each 
member of the Committee on War Claims be permitted to call up one 
bill, after which, that the Calendar be called through and the members 
present then have the opportunity to ask the consideration of bills as 
| they are reached. 
| Mr. LYMAN. And if no member asks the consideration of a bill, 
that it be passed over informally. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Although I believe the better proposi 





men alternately on each side. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam perfectly willing that each of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on War Claims present should be permitted to 
call up a bill; but then I should insist that we go to the Calendar and 
proceed in the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is too late now to object. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I did not hear any request for unanimous con- 
sent. We would have difliculty anyhow as to the order in which rec- 
ognitions were to be made; and it strikes me asa more reasonable propo- 
sition to proceed directly with the Calendar after the committee have 
had the privilege asked by them. We would make far more progress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ner suggested, I think. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let me say, Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS, If the understanding is that afler the Commit- 
tee on War Claims shall each have had the privilege of calling up a 
bill the Calendar is to be called and each gentleman present is to be 
permitted to call up a bill as it is reached on the Calendar, and if any 
bill so reached is not called up, that it retain its place on the Calendar, 
I shall not object. To that I think there will be no objection, and I 
hope it will be done. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The objection of the gentleman from 
Mississippi evidently comes too late; but the trouble he suggests is 
plain to be seen by everybody. It seems to me that it would necessi- 
tate a struggle for recognition. Butas the Calendar was called, then 
every member present would be permitted to call up a bill as it is 
reached. That would seem to be a proper method of proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then submit the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky as modified by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the regular order. 
arrived at an agreement. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam perfectly willing to concede the proposi- 
tion that the members of the Committee on War Claims shall call up 


We have already 


We would get through with more bills in the man- | 





tion is to let the roll of members be called and each member present 
be permitted to call up a bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. TRACEY, and Mr. BOWDEN objected. 

Mr. LANHAM. Evidently we can not proceed, owing to the mis- 
understanding that prevails; therefore I demand the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Do I understand that the Committee 
on War Claims is to be recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman coupled that request with two 
others, to which objection is made, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask that each member of the Committee on 
War Claims be recognized to call up a bill. 

Mr. HOVEY and others. Regular order. 

The Clerk read the title of the first bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R28) for the relief of William J. Poitevent. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask unanimous consent that members of the 
War Claims Committee may be permitted to call up one bill each. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My understanding of this matter was this: That 
the gentleman from Kentucky made the request that each member 
of the Committee on War Claims present might callup onebill. That 
was supplemented by the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
that after that each gentieman as recognized might call upabill. That 
was agreed to, and that is the regular order of the House unless it is 
revoked. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Idid not understand that was agreed to. I ex- 
pressly objected to that; but I have no opposition to the proposition o! 
the gentleman from Kentucky that each member shall be permitted 
to call up a bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I really think we ought to permit the Committee 
on War Claims to have some privileges in this business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was of the opinion that the proposi- 
tion had been assented to, but remembering that the regular order wa 
demanded at the time, the Chair is satisfied -—— 
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erat and Republican—each to call up 
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I will say to my friend from Indiana that I witnessed his troub] 


. 
bill, and that he shall then yield to members of th 


heré in getting bh ls cons red and I fully sympathize with him 
I have been in th me boat with him for six months, and he oug! 





: 
hs 
not, in justice to t ntleman from Kentucky, hold ] 





Mr. HOVEY. I have been a silent member of this House, a mod 
man, and I have pressed nothir 


RS eth ear 


1g forward here. In the monthof. 








re | 


1 of that privilege. 





“7 7 
n responsibie 


for the fault of others; and I h ype he will let the gentleman proceed. 


+ 


% uary I introduced four bills in this House, and neither one of them has 
_ been reported. One of the bills went to the committee of the gentl 

ts man from Illinois [Mr, TOWNSHEND], and it has never been hear 
70 3 from at all. 


a Mr. TOWNSHEND. What bill was that 
o1 & Mr. HOVEY. A bill to pay the soldiers during the late wai 
difference on their pay between greenbacks and gold. It was int: 

*h duced early in the session and has never been reported at all 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It had no relation to the business of my co 
mittee, and the bill has been referred back. [Criesof ‘‘ Ri 

Mr. HOUK. This debate is all out of order. 
Mr. HOVEY. If any member is to speak, I have the floo1 
Mr. DOCKERY. Idemand the regular o1 ] 
hat ze body off the floor. ‘ 
ber Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the regular order at this moment ? 
hat = reading of the bill, is it not? 
‘ The CHAIRMAN. §Itis. 
hs ‘ Mr. BROWER. I think the Clerk has read the title of the third b 
, 3 on the Calendar. There are two other bills ling it, which 


preceain 
} ung it, 











: 4 had not reported on them. 
n ¢ Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 


’ Mr. BOWDEN. I ask the Chair to decide the point that I hav 
u a . 


a made. 


£ reported from the Court of Claims. The Committee on War Clai 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that the gentleman from 


q a . ins Sas ; . } ao ial ; 
3 Georgia i Mr. ¢ RISP | rises to diseuss the poin i oraer ] 





gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Bowpen] 
Mr. CRISP. No, sir. The point I desire to make is that the Cler! 
has begun in the wrong place. 





made by the 
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General having appeared before the court in defense of the United| Mr.CAREY. Willthe gentleman allow me a word before he presses 
States; there is no more meritorious claim on the Calendar; and I re- | his motion? 
peat that if this is to be the rule there will be no more bills considered Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 
here to-night. Mr. CAREY. The able Speaker of this House ruled during the last 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the objection. It was in | Congress that a Delegate from a Territory can not object. I ask now 
no captious spirit that I objected. from this House an act of generosity to the Delegate from Washington 
Mr. LANE. I renew the objection. Territory [Mr. VooRHEES]| and the Delegate from Wyoming [| Mr. 
The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] objects, | Carey]. I ask that each of these Delegates be permitted to call up 
and the Clerk will report the next bill. a bill to which there can be no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. LAWLER. When? 
A bill (H. R. 26) for the relief of William J. Poiteyent. Mr. CAREY. Now. 
Mr. BOWDEN. I object. Mr. LAWLER. Oh, no; I object. We will let you have just as 


good a chance as ourselves. 
Mr. CAREY. But we never get any chance. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairwill state the request of the 


HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
ittee War Claims was > bi . R. 1028) fi slief of Hire u - oe ; 
mittes on War ' is the bill(H. R. 1028) for the relief of Hiram gentleman from Wyoming. The gentleman asks permission for him- 


Johnson and others. : ; ; 7 ; 
* Tha C MAN 5 seca lear tate ole aie . | self and for the Delegate from Washington Territory [Mr. VooRHEES ] 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of this | th9¢ each be allowed to call up a bill to which there is no objection. 


bill? ee : 9 
‘Mr. BOWDEN. I object. a Oe Toul ey 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Mr. GROSVENOR. If no business can be done this evening, we 


Mr. TRACEY. I move that the committee rise. As objections are | might as well adjourn and go home. The Committee on War Claims 
made to the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, I propose | asked for a session this evening for the purpose of considering certain 
that the committee rise so that we may resolve ourselves into Committee | bills on the Calendar reported from that committee. It seems, what- 


of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider public bills, | ever the rules of the House may specifically indicate, that it has been 
The motion of Mr. TRACEY that the committee rise was not agreed | customary ever since I had knowledge of the House when an order like 
to. this was made the committee which had obtained the night session 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the privilege of | for the consideration of its business was authorized—I do not say the 
making a statement. bs chairman arbitrarily, but the committee—to call up such bills as came 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman | within the scope of the order of the House under which the House had 





from Kentucky to make a statement ? The Chair hears none. | assembled at the evening session. 
Mr. FINLEY. I take it for granted that gentlemen on both sides of Mr. WHEELER. That is the unwritten law. 
the House have bills to the passage of which no one will object. Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems now under the rule of parliamentary 
Mr. MCKENNA. I have one right here. procedure—it seems to me thatit is apparent in this contention—I will 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I have one. not characterize it by any other name—— 
Mr. HOUK and others. So have I. A MEMBER. We can not hear what isgoing on. We would all like 
Mr. FINLEY. I think we ought toagree upon taking up some bills | to hear what is being said. 
which do not involve any great amount of money and in which all The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will resume their seats 
members will acquiesce. I have such a bill—— and preserve order. 
Mr. HOUK. I have one. Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless we arrive at some mode of procedure 


Mr. FINLEY. Itseems to me we ought not to kill time. Ourcon- | by common consent, it seems to me we will come out this evening 
stituents need some legislation, especially that poorer class whose | just where we started in. [Laughter.] In the way in which we are 
claims against the Government are very small in amount. I do not | now proceeding we get farther and farther from the transaction of any 
know any reason why, as representatives of the people, we can not | business, I disclaim having any particular interest in any bill. There 
agree to pass these bills involving small sums of money, and thus con- | is not one I would ask to have considered before another. But I want 
fer a greater boon upon the parties interested than if we should pass | to see the business transacted for which we are assembled, and I now 
measures involving five, ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars each. | ask, by unanimous consent, that the Committee on War Claims, act- 





The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman any request to submit? ing as a committee, may designate the bills upon the Calendar which 
Mr. FINLEY. Isubmit the proposition that we consider cases in | shall be called up for consideration. 
which no greater sum is involved than $1,000. Mr. BOWDEN. I do not like to appear in the réle of an obstruc- 
Mr, HOUK. I object to that; make it $2,000. tionist, but I must object. . 
Mr. FINLEY, Very well; I will say $2,000. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is’there objection to the proposition of 
order !’?] the gentleman from Ohio, that the Committee on War Claims designate 
Mr. SLONE, of Kentucky. I move that the committee rise. the bills in the order in which they shall be taken up for considera- 
The motion was agreed to. tion ? 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERy having resumed Mr. BOWDEN. Ifthe Chair will permit me for one moment I will 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CLARDY reported that the Com- | make a briefstatement. Now, I do not wish to appear in the role of 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration business on | an obstructionist, for I am rather a good-natured man and do not wish 
the Private Calendar reported from the Committee on War Claims, | to assume that réle. I have for ninety days danced attendance down 
had come to no resolution thereon, in that bull-ring for the purpose of securing the passage of one or two 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I want tomakeastatement | little bills in which my constituents wereinterested. This is the only 
of the present situation and what I hope may come out of it. This | chance I have to have those bills considered. 

Committee on War Claims has labored harder than any committee, or Iam willing each member of the Committee on War Claims shall 
at least as hard as any committee ever organized by the Congress of the | designate a bill to be considered, but I do object to the whole time being 
United States. So far as J am individually concerned, I have had only | taken up by the members of that committee to the exclusion of all 
a few small claims that were of interest to my own district. I have | others. I readily admit that the Committee on War Claims have ren- 
labored hard, as is known to members of the committee and the House, | dered valuable service, and agree that each one of them shall have the 
to get the business referred by members to our committee into such | privilege of calling up a bill for consideration; but while I consent to 
shape that it could be acted on by the House. When I asked for the | that, I also demand for myself the opportunity to call up from the Cal- 
fixing of to-night for the consideration of these bills, I did not-do so | endar for consideration the bills in which my own constituents are in- 
for my own personal benefit in any way. I asked this session for the | terested. . 

benefit of members who had bills pending here which they were anx- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Virginia ob- 
ious to have passed. ject to the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio? 

I came here and asked consent that those members of the Committee Mr. BOWDEN, Yes, I do object to his proposition that the Com- 
on War Claims who are present, being, perhaps, only half a dozen mittee on War Claims shall exclusively have the power to call up bills 

Mr. LAWLER. Four. for consideration this evening, for that would exclude me from going 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Possibly only four—should each have | to the Calendar for the consideration of the bills in which my constit- 
the privilege of calling up a claim and having itconsidered. That re- | uents are interested, and to which I have already alluded. 
quest was denied. Then I was willing that the Calendar should be The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
called in regular order. Now, if the House can arrive at any deter- Mr. HOVEY. I demand the regular order of business. 
mination so as to secure the consideration of these billsinthe mannerin| Mr. GROSVENOR. If we can do no business then I shall insist on 
which this House of Representatives ought to proceed with business, I | my motion that the House adjourn so we may go home. 
am willing it shall go ahead; otherwise, I am in favor of the House Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
now adjourning without longer wasting time; and I pledge the House The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. , 
that I will not turther give my time to the preparation of business that Mr. CUTCHEON. The special order provides that the session this 
will not be considered. evening shall be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from the 
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Committee on War Claims to which there is no objection. It does not 
provide specifically for the consideration of the bills upon the Private 
Calendar at all, or upon the Union Calendar. Now, is it not in order 
to begin with the calendar of the committee, commencing with the first 
bill and proceeding in regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan the Chair will state that the answer to his ques- 
tion depends upon the motion made by the chairman of the commit- 
tee or some other member of the House. 


! 
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ses on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on War ¢ 
come within the scope of that resolution? 

The SPEAKER pro temp 
has been construed frequently, when simi 
the House: Of course if the 


They do. The order means this 
lar orders have been mad 
7 


regular order is demanded the Calendat 





| of business must be called in its order, and it is the duty of the Clerk 


| to read the bill by its title, or if ne 


If a motion is made and | 


agreed to to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 
the Union, then, of course, the calendar in that committee will be 


taken up and the bills considered in order. If the motion is made to 
go into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
and it is agreed to, the bills on that Calendar will be taken up in their 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have moved that the House adjourn for the 
purpose of testing the sense of the House, and I ask for a decision on 
that motion. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
tleman from Indiana—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the motion to adjourn withdrawn ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, I will withdraw it to hear what the chair- 
man of the committee has to say. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish in the first place, Mr. Speaker, 


I rise for the purpose of asking the gen- 


to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hovey] to state just in what | 


order he desires the House shall proceed to the consideration of busi- | 


ness this evening. 

Mr. HOVEY. Iwill not dictate what order the business shall be 
conducted in. The gentleman knows what the parliamentary rules 
are. We have Calendars made here, and they are made for some pur- 

ose. Let us proceed in the regular parliamentary way. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is, that the chairman of the committee shall 
control the business and designate the bills to be called up. 

Mr. HOVEY. There is no such rule known to parliamentary law. 

Mr. WHEELER. It has been the unwritten law and the custom 
for over thirty years. 

Mr. HOVEY. Regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 18, noes 
46. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent of the House 
that bills called up from the Private Calendar to-night be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, instead of in the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to object to that, but 
there are public bills 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. NowI ask unanimous consent that each 
of the members of the Committee on War Claims present be allowed to 
call up one bill. 

Mr. HOVEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOVEY. Has not that same motion been repeated and voted 
down a dozen times? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
business has intervened. 

Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOVEY. I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
amendable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That order could only be made by unan- 
imous consent. Unanimous consent has been asked and refused. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now ask unanimous consent that the courtesy 





The Chair hears no objection, and it 


The gentleman is correct, but other 


Is that motion 


Is there objection to the request of 


always extended by this House to the chairmen of its committees be | 


extended to the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, so that he 
can control the business this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
another form and refused. 


Mr. STON#, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 


That request has just been asked in | 


wish to ask if it is in order to move that that order be followed in the | 


consideration of these bills to-night ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Tho resolution under which we are 
operating to-night reads, ‘‘that the session shall be devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on War Claims to which 
there is no objection.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 


Then I demand the regular order. 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


That is correct. 
My question is, whether these two 


It can only be done by | 


essary to read the bill itself. when 








the Chair asks the question, ‘‘Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill?’ If objection is made, under the order the bill,can not be 
¢ ynside re d. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is quite evident that we n not transact any 
business as long as the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. BoWpDEN] main- 
tains the attitude he has assun be able t ike 
some progress to-night, and I ask » back to t bill 
which he has designated and pr t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the to the req ‘ 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. COBB. I object. Cries of ‘‘Regular order! 

Mr. BUCHANAN I rise to aquestion of order lhe regular order 
goes to the beginning of the Calendar, I presume. We ire now in the 
House, nothing being accomplished in Committee of the Whole on t 
Calendar. We must therefore commence at the head of the Calend 





The SPEAKER pro te mpore. That point of order 1s we ll taken, ane 
the Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H. R. 9872) for the relief of Perez 

The SPEAKER pro tem 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I raise the question ol order that the regular or- 
der in the House is the House Calendar, and the 
we being now in the House. 

rhe SPEAKER pro te npore. Unanimous consent was asked and 
given to consider bills in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to protest against that order being made, 


Dick son 


pore. Is there objection to the presen 


first bill is on 


Mr. Speaker. I objected, and the Chair declined to listen to my ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman as objecting. . 


Mr. TRACEY. [ objected with a view to making an explanation to 
the House. I did not want to interfere with the action of the chair- 
man of the committee; but inasm 
private bills, I thought public bil 
bodied in the same order. 

The SPEA KER pro te mpore. 
consent was given. 


ich as his request covered only the 
3 on the Calendar should also be em- 


The Chair understood that unanimous 
The Chair did not understand the gentleman to 
jected the Chair will of course entertain the obiection now. 

Mr. TRACEY. lIobjected merely for the purpose of securing the 
consideration of bills on the Public Calendar as well as those on the 
Private Calendar. Thatwasall. I would nowask unanimous consent 
that all bills, public as well as private, be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro temp re. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New York that in the event this order is not set aside the House 


will have to begin somewhere, and the Chair supposes, of course, that 
it will begin on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY. Not according to the understanding. The under- 
standing was that we were to take up the Calendar lhe first tion 


of the Calendar relates to the public bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state as his recol- 
lection and understanding that the Private Calendar was first to be 
taken up. The gentleman from New York objected to the request of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, as he now states, and the Chair will 
entertain that objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. I objected for the 
that the public bills 
evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated the request of 
gentleman from Kentucky, which was to consider in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole the Private Calendar. The Chair now under- 
stands that the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRAcEyY] objected to 
it and still objects. The Chair will now entertain the objecti: 
gentleman, although the Chair did not understand the gentler 
New York did so object at the time. 

Mr. TRACEY. I objected for the purpose ot bringing 
bill; but as I think it would be but courtesy, 
with the chairman of the committee, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOUK. Iwant to makeaparliamentary inquiry. As I under 
stand it, the regular order is called for. 


reason I have stated, in order 


should not be excluded from consideration this 


yn ol 


nan irom 


up a public 


as that would interfere 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. HOUK. That being true, I wish to know of the Chair if it does 
not involve commencing with the first bill on the Calendar and pro- 


ceeding, 
PEREZ DICKINSON. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk, by direction of the Chair, 
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has ju yrted the first bill. The Clerk will again report the title 
of the bill 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

Ab Hn for the relief of Perez Dickinson 


The SPEAKER pro temp 
of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read for information. 

The SPEA KER pro tempore. Is there objection to consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The report ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report can only be read by unani- 
mous consent, as it is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects, 
and the Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 

JOUN DE BREE, 
The Clerk read the title. as follows: 


A IH. R. 1798) for th elief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Hig- 
gins 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill 

Mr. HOLMAN I ask unanimous consent that the report be read. 


ro te ’ ipore. 


The SPEAKER ; The gentleman from Indiana asks 
nnanimous consent that the report may be read, reserving the right of 
objection. Is there objection. 

Chere was no objection. 

‘The report was read for information. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (during the reading). Unless the committee 
agree to let this bill be considered, I do not see the necessity for read 
ing the report. I object to the reading of the report. 

veral MEMBERS. ‘Too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
of this bill? 

Mr. LANE. l object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


next pill , 


Is there objection to the consideration 


The Clerk will report the title of the 


WILLIAM F. POITEVENT. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 26) for the relief of William F. Poitevent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill, and then 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to suggest, if there is any 
business to be done at all, that the title be read, and unless some one 
asks for the consideration of the bill it should be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the titles of the bills be read, and unless some 
one asks for the consideration of the bill that it be passed over. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. ENLOE) was the bill (H. R. 1028) for the relief of Hiram 
Johnson and others. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I object. 

WILLIAM D. WILSON. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. CATCHINGS) was the bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of 
William D. Wilson. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I object. 

JOHN H. WEEKS. 
The next bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which was 


asked by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 5516) | 


for the relief of John H. Weeks. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consideration of that 


bill. Ihave been watching for it for six months, and I hope the gen- | 


tleman from Virginia [Mr. BowDEN] will not object to it. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that he 
had better see the gentleman from Illinois. I will have to object. 

Mr. KERR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore put the question and announced that 
the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division, 


The House divided, and there were—ayes 19, noes 49; so the House | 


refused to adjourn. 
WIDOW OF LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. BRowrER) was the bill (H. R. 456) for the relief of the 
widow of Lieut. John F. Stewart. 

Mr. BROWER. I ask that that bill be considered. 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 


Is there objection to the consideration | ! 
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| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks an objection was 
made on the right. [After a pause.] Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of this bill? 

A Memper. I think it should be read, subject to objection, and the 

eport also. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tem; The Clerk will report the bill; but the 
| report can not be read except by unanimous consent, as it is in the 
| nature of debate. 
| The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpoi Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

For the relief of the widow of Lieut. John F. Stewart. 

Whereas Lieut. John F. Stewart, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment, United 
States Infantry, in active line of service, was promoted and appointed, and did 

erve faithfully as a second lieutenant of said company from July 22,1865, until 

une 19, 1866; anc 

Whereas the a having been so far from headquarters during its entire 
period of service in the northwestern Territories that he failed to receive his 
commission as second lieutenant, to which he was equitably entitled, and failed 
ilso to receive the pay and emoluments due him for his services as second lieu- 
tenant: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay the widow of Lieut. John F. Stewart, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum or sums as the account- 
ing officer of the Treasury shall find to be due Lieut. John F. Stewart as pay and 
emoluments for his services in the United States Army, prior to his death, in 
the late war; and that his widow is hereby entitled to, and shall receive, the 
same benefits as if said Stewart had received his commission at the time he was 
appointed a second lieutenant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. BOWDEN) was the bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of th 

‘orfolk County ferry committee. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I allowed the bill just passed to be considered 
without objection, and here is a bill that belongs to my district, and J 
now ask to call it up. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to get the attention 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. It does seem to me that we will 
have to meet this bill some time, and we may as well do so now. It 
is on the Calendar, and what I rose for was to suggest that we should 
go into the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. BOWDEN. The proceeds of that bill, if it become law, go to 
the free schools of Norfolk County, Virginia. The tolls of that ferry 
were taken by the United States when the Government had possession 
of the ferry from Norfolk to Portsmouth, and the Court of Claims has 
reported in favor of the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman should remember that this House 
is opposed to the United States giving money in support of public 
schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 

JOHN FARLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 

was asked by Mr. McCREARY) was the bill (H. R. 341) for the re- 
| lief of John Farley. 
| Mr. McCREAKY. John Farley is a very old man and avery clever 
| Irishman, who has waited for twenty years for $118 the Government 
| owes him. He furnished supplies to the Federal soldiers who were 
| hungry and in need of groceries. I hope there will be no objection to 
| 
| 
' 
1 





the passage of this bill. 
Mr. BOWDEN. I object. 

| Mr. WISE. I, too, object. Iwant to state that if members are go- 
| ing to object to my bills I am going to object to theirs. 
| Mr. McCREARY. I have not objected to your bill. 
| Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Kentucky has-—— 
| ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BowDEN ] has risen in his seat and objected to the consideration of the 

bill. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore rapped to order. 
| Mr. McCREARY. I want to say, and to putit on record, that for the 
three years that I have been a member of this House I never objected 
to a genileman’s bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
| 


LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. PHELAN) was the bill (H. R. 871) for the reliof of 
Lucinda MeGuire. 

Mr. WISE. I object. 
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PHELAN. 
ight that bill is 











is 1 
ie SPEAKER ; . The Chair will state that objection 

has been made by the gentleman from Virgis | Mr. Wise] 

Mr. McRAE. Does the gentleman fron nia [Mr. WISE] ob- 
ect to that bill ? 

Mr. WISE. I shall object to ever: ll to-night i 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 45. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


) 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the yeas and nays 


The question on ordering the yeas and nays being put, the Speaker 

wre announced that only eleven gentleman had voted, evidently 
icient number, and the yeas and nays were refused. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ ] 

Phe SPEAKER pro temp The Clerk will report the title of t] 

next bill. 





I ITHA L. R L A » « [E} 
The Clerk read as follow 
At H, R.5 for the relief o lar 1 L. Russell Lot rs 
The SPEAKER t Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 


ALFRED H. THOMAS, DECEASED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on WarClaims (called up for consideration by Mr. GLASS) was 
the bill (H. R. 1067) for the relief of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased. 

Mr. GLASS. This bill is for the benefit of the family of a dead 


[The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to tl onsideration of this 


ANNIE B. RANDOLI AND DORA L. STARK 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
Var Claims (called up for consideration by Mr. THOMAS, of 
was the resolution referring the claim of Fannie B. Ran- 
dolph ind Lora L. Stark to the Court of Claims. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the consideration of this 








Mr. ENLOE, I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINES 


Mr. LAWLER. I move that the House do now adjou 
The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and 
ayes 21, noes 42. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let us have the yeas and nays 

The question was taken, and 16 members (more than one-fifth of the 
last vote) voted in favor thereof. 

Several MEMBERS. Count the other side. 

The question was again taken, and the Chair announced the vote 
as—ayes 16, noes 49. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Can we |! 
the yeas and nays? 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers can be demanded. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand tellers. 

The question was taken and tellers were refused; only 19 members 
voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo: On the question of ordering the yeas 
and nays the ayes are 16 and noes are 49. The ayes have it, being 
more than one-fifth of the last vote, and the yeas and nays are ot 
dered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it will take from now until 10 o’clock 
to call the roll, and I therefore move to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to—ayes 45, noes 17. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly apparent that 
nothing will be done this evening, and I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WISE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WISE. Seventeen members have a right to order the yeas and 
nays, and they have done it, and upon the motion to reconsider the 
still appears a sufficient vote in the negative to call the yeas and nay 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the yeas and nays were ordered, a motion which requires 
only a majority vote, the yeas were 55 and the nays were 17. 

Mr. WISE. It only makes it necessary for us to call the yeas and 
nays again. [ Laughter. ] . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. What isthe 
pending question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of reconsidering the | 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered the ayes are 45 and the 
noes are 17; the ayes have it, and the a&tion by which the House or- 





ave tellers on this question of ordering 
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By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Hiram W. Williamson and 25 others, 
citizens of Indiana, for a soldiers’ home near Indianapolis, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. HOVEY: Petition of John D. Kidd and 50 other veterans, for 
the establishment of a soldiers’ home in the State of Indiana—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of John W. Youman, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of Elisha Colbert, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Standish Monument Association, of | 
Duxbury, Mass., for aid in erecting a monument to Miles Standish—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of W. E. Hall, of Fayette County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWLAND (by request): Petition of Martha M. Smith, of 
Ansonville, North Carolina, for relief—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Osage County, Kansas, for 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of South Bend (Ind.) Typographical 
Union No, 128, in favor of the Chace copyright bill—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

by Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Rockville, of 
Butler, of Ride Hill, and of Lamar, Mo., for repeal of duty on dentists’ 
supplies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of Susan A. Bowers, for 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

by Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Patrick Dannaher, of Hum- 
phreys County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 











SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 26, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
JOHN F. COOK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the board of commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 23d in- 
stant, certain information in relation to the balance alleged to be due 
to John F. Cook as collector of taxes for the District for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1888; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

PETITION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of New 
York County, New York, praying for certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3349) establishing additional aids to navigation at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, reported it adversely, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them each without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 5670) for the construction of a revenue-cutter for New 
Berne, N. C., to replace the revenue-cutter Stevens; and 

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company 
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Salt Rivers. 

Mr, DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotments of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7547) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Missouri 
River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Dakota, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1508) for the relief of John Williams, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 649) for the relief of A. C, Bradford, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late 
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lieutenant-coionel and quartermaster-zeneral United States Army, de- 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official 
bond, reported it without amendment. 





JULY 26, 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amend- 


ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-sav- 
ing and light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint Clair $97.80, duties 
on @ monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the 
United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3074) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia Fichter; 

A bill (8S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (S. 3085) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (8. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; and : 

A bill (8. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire. 

Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3233) for the relief of James H. Hamilton, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 100) providing for the adjust- 
ment of the amount due to the State of South Carolina for the rent of 
the Citadel Academy, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8873) in relation to bonds of disbursing or 
other officers and to monthly payments of the Army, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt, 
reported it without amendment, and submitied a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern Rail. 
way Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, 
Minn., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there. 
on. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely the joint resolution (S. R. 92) author: 
izing and directing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Northwes! 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of Iowa for reunion purposes. I de: 
sire tostate, in reporting adversely the joint resolution, that the adverse 
report is based upon the statement of the War Department that there 
are no tents which can be issued for such purposes. I make the state. 
ment because of the numerous demands of this character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the repor! 
will be agreed to, and the joint resolution postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an addi 
tional life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, reporte¢ 
it with an amendment, 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3382) for the removal of the charg 
of desertion from the military record of Henry H. Schrawder; whicl 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referre¢ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

EASTERN OREGON AND WASHINGTON TERRITORY. = 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con 


sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to transmit t« 
the Senate the reports that have been prepared under the direction of the Chie: 
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Signal Officer of the Art 
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CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE 

Mr. HALE ibmitted the following res« t 1 vhich is referred 
to the Committ to Al ind Con the Col it J xpenses ol 
the Senate 

I l, Tha . 4 I s o tions of the ¢ 
= vi be I l to con e dur x t ess of Congress t vest 4 
t is directed | t res t 1 of this | f M 13 8 th all ‘ 
I s I privil conferred | l res 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK 8 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


A bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 





block of land 108 in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands in Kansas; 

{ bill (H. Rt. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon old Camp Sheridan 


military reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Walla: 
military reservation in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 8368) to forfeit the lands granted to the Hastings and 
Dakota Railway Company, in the State of Minnesota, and for the re- 
lief of settlers upon the same and certain purchasers thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to ‘‘The Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas’’ cer- 
tain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 9056) to protect purchasers of lands lying in the vicin- 
ity of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn by the executive depart- 
ment of the Government as lying within the limits of certain railroad 
grants, and afterward held to lie without such limits; 

A bill (H. R. 9234) for the relief of William Gaffer and his legal rep- 
resentatives and assigns; 

A bill (H. Rt. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, 
in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 10346) providing for the erection of fire-escapes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to certify lands to the State of Kansas for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts. 

The message also announced that t 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits; 


> 
he House had passed the follow- 


A bill (8. 856) to provide for the holding of the district court of the | 


United States at Salina, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 2009) to restore the homestead right of M. F. Vance, of 
Akron, Colo.; and 

A bill (8. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn. 

The message further announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10347 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purposes, and 
azreed to the same. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the | 


amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3361) to provide for holding terms of the cireuit and 
district courts of the United States for the district of Kentucky at 
Owensborough, in said district, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of James Obrion. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 


amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1612) to provide for hold- | 


ing terms of the United States district and circuit courts in the State 
of Nebraska, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill 
and amendment, and had appointed Mr. RoGers, Mr. HENDERSON of 
North Carolina, and Mr. FULLER, managers at the conference on its 
part. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolied bills; and they were thereupon signed by | 


the President pro tempore: 


A bill (S. 558) for the relief of certain settlers upon school lands of 


Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 734) granting a pension to James Hale; 

A bill (S. 888) granting a pension to Mercy A. Cutts; 

A bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension, in the 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 
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Mr. CULLOM entered the Chamber 

M ALLISON The Senator fro Thi is now | 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Does the Senator from L[lline le- 

re action on the resolution offered by him yesterd ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I prefer that it should lie over Che Senator from 
Maryland | Mr. GORMAN] expressed a desire to offer an amendment. 
Let the resolution lie 1 the tab! l te orre 
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order that it may go back to the House of Representatives and be dis- 
posed of before the ith of the month. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope—— 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my friend from Arkansas,in view of the 
statement made by the Senator from Iowa, that he raise no question 
this morning about the Calendar, but that we go on with the consider- 
ation of the Army bill now and get through with that. I shall join 
very cheerfully with the Senator from Arkansas in scrambling for the 





Calendar morning after morning afterwards. 

Mr. STEWART. When the Army bill is closed I want to follow it 
with the Chinese bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I gave notice yesterday that immediately after the 


morning business to-day I should move to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business with open doors, of course meaning the fisheries 
treaty. Iam compelled to yield to the Army appropriation bill, but 
J desire to renew the notice, and I shall antagonize everything else for 
the consideration of that treaty, regarding it as exceedingly important 
that it shall be pressed to final action. 

Mr.CALUL. I hope the Senator from: Iowa will not press the mo- 
tion to proceed te the consideration of the Army bill. The Senator 
from Maryland [ Mr. WiLson] hasgiven notice for a week or two weeks 
past of his desire to address the Senate in open executive session upon 
the proposed treaty between Great Britain and the United States. He 
I think 


4 


is here ready with his speech, and has been for several days. 


that courtesy to him requires that he should be allowed to proceed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
\ message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L, Prv- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 


24th instant approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. 886) granting a pension to Sarah F. Jones; 
An act (8. 111) granting a pension to Mary J. Davis; 


An act (S. 1142) granting a pension to Keziah E. Strong; 
An act (S. 1288) granting a pension to John Child; 


An 
An 


act (S. 1495) granting 
act (S. 2073) granting 


a pension to Mrs. Mary McGee; 
a pension to Margaret Blades; 


An act (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball; 

An act (S. 2089) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth White; 

An act (5. 335) granting an increase of pension to C. R. Thomas; 

An act (5. 2012) granting an increase of pension to Marcus D. Ray- 
mond; 


An act (8. 1124) to increase the pension of John W. January; 

An act (S. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Sallie R. Alex- 
ander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United States Army; 
and 

An act (S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, Ar- 
kansas, 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL1t- 
SON | moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(1. R, 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] to add additional sections, which has been read at length. 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment, the Chair is in- 
formed, was passed over in the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I desire to have that considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 21, after line 493, the Committee on 
Appropriations report to insert: 

For the manufacture, or purchase, and test of cannon and carriages, including 
two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a disappear- 
ing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; for the 
alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 
projectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi- 
iments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughts- 
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, 
and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving ground and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2. 50 
per diem while so employed, $600,009: Provided, That all purchases of materials 
under this provision shall be of American manufacture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment was offered to the 
amendment by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], which 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
moved to insert: 

And increased facilities for their m 

The PRESIDENT pro 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment as amended. 


inufacture. 
The question is on agreeing to the 
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In line 499, after the word ‘‘ projectiles,’’ it is | 


The question recurs on agreeing to | 
reservations, will be considered as concurred in in gross, if there be no 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to another ¢iatter. I conferred with the 
chairman of the committee upon a certain amendment, and I propose 
it now: In line 507, after the words ‘‘ six hundred thousand dollars, ”’ 
I move to strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert: 

Not more than $10,000 of which shall be expended for providing increased 
facilities for the manufacture of projectiles: Provided, That all material pur- 
chased under this section, excepting samples, shall be of American manufacture, 

The committee proposed that all the material shall be of American 
manufacture, but the Department desire to purchase certain samples 
abroad representing different styles of shot and different styles of manu- 
facture, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to either of those amendments, but 
they should be put in separately. The last amendment should come 
in in the first proviso, and then the first amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Connecticut should read: ‘‘ Provided further, That of the 
above sum,”’ etc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I willchangeit. I propose to leaye the paragraph 
as it stands, and at the end of the proviso to insert, after the words 
*‘ under this provision,’’ the two words ‘‘ excepting samples.’’; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 509, after the word ‘‘ provision,’’ in- 
sert the words ‘‘ excepting samples;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That all purchases of materials under this provision, excepting 
samples, shall be of American manufacture. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In accordance with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa, I move the proviso, that not more than $10,000 of the afore- 
said appropriation be expended for providing increased facilities for the 
manufacture of projectiles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment in writing to the desk? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihavean amendment covering the same point which 
I think will be satisfactory to the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed toadd to the amendment the fol- 
lowing additional proviso: 

Provided further, That of the above sum $10,000 may be used for increasing 
facilities for the manufacture of projectiles. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the same thing. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. All the amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have been acted upon, and the bili is still open 
to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to reserve the amendment adopted this morn- 
ing, offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], propos- 
ing to appropriate $6,000,000 for ordnance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The clerks will note the reservation. 

Mr. CALL. After line 446, I move to add: 

For repairs to the works on old Fort Barrancas, Pensacola Bay, Florida, $1,000, 
or so much thereof as shall be necessary. 

I will state that I offered this amendment and had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. It is founded upon a letter from the 
commanding officer at Fort Pickens, stating the fact that this was an 
old Spanish battery and fortification which is now used, but it is very 
desirable that it should be preserved from the encroachment of time 
as a memento of the past. It is a very old fortification in Pensacola 
Bay, which is now used in connection with the fort there. I offer the 
amendment in deference to the wishes of the commanding oflicer there, 
who I understand to be a man of merit and reliable in his statements. 
This old fortification is an interesting relic of the times when the Span- 
ish fleet found refuge with their rich cargoes of silver, bound for old 

| Spain, in this Bay of Pensacola and under the guns of this old Bar- 
rancas battery from the bold English buccaneers of the Gulf of Mexico 
and the Spanish Main. It was a main defense against the sea approach 
when the fort was surrendered to General Jackson on his first invasion 
of the Spanish provinces of the Floridas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I desire to reserve fora separate vote the 
amendments of the committee on page 18, relating to the Army and 
Navy Hospital at Hot Springs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion. 

| Mr. GORMAN. I wish to reserve for a separate vote the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] propos- 
| ing to add additional sections to the bill. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. That hasalready been reserved. If 
| there be no further amendments to the bill as in Committee of the 
| Whole, it will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments, except the two 


JULY 26, 





Will the Senator send his amend- 


The clerks will note the reserva- 











“aetna 


Fagg tae 


3 
ad 








1888, 


oD 


amendment will be stated 
The CHIEF ¢ ( 3 , 
412. the Senats » ( } \ 1 . a 
And the H : gs, Al 
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ment o em} Denes frol 
to 343,000 
The PRESIDENT pro tem) Che tion is on concurring 


amendment which has just been r 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It seems to me that if the committe 
amendment should be adopted as reported very 
done to the Army and Navy He spital at Hot Spr 
tofore had for the expenses of that hospital about 
effect of the two amend paragraph wi 
duce the aggrega l 
this class from $48,000 to $43,000. The appropriation as made by th: 
House of Representatives was to give $38,000 to all the other hospital 
and $10,000, as I understand, to the hospital at Hot Springs. 

The Senate Commit 
000 as applicable to the other hospitals and insert $43,000, making a1 
addition of $5,000 to the House appropriation, which is intended to 
cover the hospital at Hot Springs in connection with the other hospitals 
If the same allowance that has been heretofore given to the other hos- 
pitals shall be continued under this bill, then the entire reduction of 
$5,000 in the aggregate appropriation will fall on the Hot Springs h 
pital, which will cut down the appropriations heretofore made and an- 
nually expended in the administration of that hospital one-half. 

I hope that this will not be done, and I hope that the committe« 
will agree to insert $48,000 instead of $43,000 in line 416. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the amendment inserted by the committee 
will be sufficient to provide for the proper civilian force at the Army 
and Naval Hospital at Hot Springs. Under the appropriation act last 
year the general appropriation was $36,000. That sum was increased 
in the House this year to $38,000, which was intended to include th 
Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs. We increased the sum to 
$5,000, which would allow $7,000 for that purpose. I suggest to the 
Senator from Arkansas that he add $3,000 more to the appropriation, 
instead of the sum proposed by him, and if so I will accept it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Making it $46,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. Making it $46,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will agree to that 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 416, before the word ‘* thousand,”’’ it 
proposed to strike out “‘ forty-three ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-six;’’ so as t 

read: 
And not over $46,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph sh 
plied to the payment of civilian employés of the Medical Dey 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 
The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second reserved 
will be stated. 





The Cuter CLERK. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, in- 
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inished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel 
lefense guns of 8,10,and 12 inch caliber, in quality and di- 
mensions conforming to specitications, subject to inspection at each stage of t 
manufacture,and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provid: 
That no money shal! be expended except for steel accepted and delivered. 

Sec. 5. The material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be purchased 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the Secr: 
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufactu 
ers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty daysin the news 
papers most likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That each bidder 
with whom such contracts shall be made shall agree to erect in the United States 
a suitable plant,including the best modern appliances, capable of makir 
the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, and shall 
further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time of 
the delivery of the steel for the smalier calibers of heavy guns to commen« 
the expiration of not more than eighteen months,and that for the largest cali- 
bers specified in the advertisement, at the expiration of not more than three 
years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and thatal!l the material 
for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States 

Sec. 6. For the purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemates, cable gal- 
leries, and appliances to operate submarine mines; for continuing torpedo e» 
periments and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of tor- 
pedo service, $500,000, 

Sec. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes and 
torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000 

Sec, 8, The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,6, and 7 shall be avail- 
able until expended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I was not present a few days azo when 

the discussion occurred between the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Cock- 
ELL] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawtey]. I do not 
fully understand what reason is given why this appropriation of $6,000, - 
000, or something more, for heavy ordnance should be attached to this 
general appropriation bill. 
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for naval vessels, ordnance, and fortifications, but for less worthy pur- 
poses, is to prevent a reduction of taxation. There has been reported 
from the Committee on Finance an amendment to another appropria- 
tion bill now pending, which proposes to dispose of $20,000,000 more 
ofthe surplus by refunding to the States the direct taxes. These things 
taken together, it seems to me, show that the object and purpose is to 
give an excuse for withholding a reduction of taxes, which the people 
are demanding throughout the United States. 

While I regret to see the Secretary of the Treasury compelled to pay 
$127 for a $100 bond, yet this is not so objectionable as it is to waste 
the people’s money in reckless, unconstitutional, and useless appro- 
priations. The appropriations tor ordnance and for fortifications pro- 
posed by these bills I believe to be extravagant and to a large ex- 
tent useless. The proposed appropriation to refund to the States the 
direct taxes I believe to be unconstitutional and wholly unjustifiable, 
and unless I can be assured that there is some reason for it other than 
what has been stated in the RecorpD I can not vote for the amendment. 

I will not vote for any of these heavy appropriations not needed for 
the public service and which are continually pressed for the sole pur- 
pose of cutting down this surplus in order that the Republican party 
may have an excuse for not reducing the public taxes. Let us pass 
measures to stop this enormous flow of the people’s money into the 
Treasury rather than to be continually seeking for objects upon which 
we can expend it. 

For these reasons I asked to reserve the amendment, and for the same 
reason I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amend- 
ment, because I desire to record my vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment ? 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
to say on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not so intend if I said so. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, when the amendment which is now 
under consideration was proposed I stated all that I desired to say upon 
the policy of making appropriations for the manufacture of large guns 
confined alone to the Government armories. 

I discussed the matter very fully at the time, and so far as I was able 
to do showed that the interest of the Government was in this, as in the 
construction of a navy, to give out by private contract the greater por- 
tion of this work and to maintain at least one great ordnance foundry, 
so that the Government might not be imposed upon by contractors. I 
did not then nor do I now believe that the Army bill is the proper place 
for the consideration of this question. 

But if it is to be considered, if large appropriations are to be made, 
then I submit that we ought to go into it thoroughly and appropriate 
a sufficient amount to enable the mechanics and the manufacturers 
outside of the Government shops to come forward and compete, test all 
the various inventions that have been made, and give every inventor 
an opportunity to present completed guns to be tested by the War De- 
partment. 

I know it can not very well be considered now, but still, sir, if we 
are to go on with it, I shall propose as an amendment the measure I 
hold in my hand, which is practically, I may say, the bill that has been 
considered by members of the Congress, but not by any committee of 
this body. ‘The amount appropriated by the amendment is large, but 
‘it is to be expended in the way I have indicated. The amount that is 
embraced in the amendment that I propose is $38,000,000, to be ex- 
pended as follows: 
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I will say that if the Book of Estimates is referred to it will show, 
I think, that $130,000,000 or $140,000,000 are estimated, so that I 
believe this comes within the rule. I therefore offer the following 
amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti- 
eut 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. ° 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator if that amendment is 
printed in form? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The only printed copy is the one I have. 

The CHtEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to insert in lieu of 
the pending amendment the following new sections: 


Src, 1. That the sums of money herein pee for be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, namely: 
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For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the construction of sea-walls, and for earth embankments, $217,- 
000. 


For torpedoes for harbor defense; the purchase of submarine mines and 


| necessary appliances to operate them ; for needful casemates, cable-galleries, 


and appliances to render it possible to operate submarine mines; for continuing 
torpedo experiments, and for practical instruction of engineer troops in detail 
of the service, $100,000. 

Sec. 2. For the procurement of powders, projectiles, fuzes, implements, and 
materials for the service of heavy guns; for the alteration of sea-coast carriages, 
for the necessary expenses of ordnance oflicers while temporarily employed at 
the proving-ground, and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 
per day; for the compensation of draughtsmen on gun-construction while em- 
ployed in the Ordnance Bureau; forthe manufacture of breech-loading steel 
field guns; carriages, and equipments for the service of batteries of field artil- 
lery; and to procure and test two breech-loading field guns of three and two- 
tenths inch bore, of aluminum bronze, $300,000, from which the said aluminum 
bronze field guns shall be made and tested. 

Src, 3. To complete the guns now under fabrication by the Ordnance Depart- 
ment, and for testing the same, as follows; One 10-inch breech-loading steel 
gun, wire-wrapped, with longitudinal bars on Woodbridge plan, $20,000: for test- 
ing the same, $25,900; one 10-inch breech-loading, steel-hooped gun, $7,500; for 
testing the same, $25,000; one 10-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, wire- 
wrapped, $1,500; for testing the same, $12,000; one 8-inch breech-loading steel- 
hooped gun, $5,000; for testing the same, $12,000; for testing one 12-inch breech- 
loading rifle, cast-iron, steel-tubed, $20,000; for testing one 12-inch breech-load- 
ing rifle, cast-iron, hooped and tubed with steel on the French system, $20,000; 
for testing one 10-inch breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, hooped with steel, 
$10,000; in all $158,000. 

Sec. 4. For experiments in guns and projectiles for high explosives, including 
the purchase of guns, projectiles, and targets for such tests as the Board on Ord- 
nance hereinafter authorized shall direct, $100,000. 

Sec. 5. That the President of the United States shall appointa Board on Ord- 
nance, to consist of the Secretaries of War and Navy, the general commanding 
or ‘the senior major-general of the Army,as he may determine, one officer of 
engineers from the Army, and three civilians, said engineer officer and the 
civilians to be appointed by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
which board shall make, execute, and supervise contracts and authorize pay- 
ments under this act, as follows: The said engineer officer shall be president, 
and one of the civilians secretary of the board. The three civilians shall all be 
engineers of experience and standing, and one of them at least shall be ex- 
perienced in the quality and working of steel. The contracts made under the 
following sections of this act, except as herein otherwise directed, shall be 
awarded tothe lowest responsible bidder, after proper advertisement, and under 
such conditions and specifications as the said board may determine; they shall 
be signed by the president of the board, or by such officer or officers as the ma- 
jority of the board shall direct; and the board shall certify that prices under 
which contracts are awarded are reasonable and just. The board shall deter- 
mine, except as otherwise directed, the order and time of delivery of the guns, 
mortars, and appliances, and all other purchases, under such checks and rules 
as it may determine, and have general supervision of all tests necessary to carry 
out the following provisions of this act. The board is further authorized to ex- 
amine inventions and designs of heavy ordnance, carriages, projectiles, tor- 
pedoes, and other defensive appliances which may be submitted to it. No per- 
son shall be eligible as a member of this board who has any pecuniary interest, 
either directly or indirectly,in the material, manufacture, or :nventions to be 
employed in the construction or operation of the defenses herein provided for. 

That the compensation of the civilian members of the board shall be $7,000 
each per annum and all necessary expenses. For the payment of such services, 
and the contingent and necessary expenses of the board, $40,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

Sec. 6. For the construction of fifty cast-iron 12-inch rifle service mortars, to 
weigh about 31,000 pounds each, of which at least one-halfshall be breech-loaders, 
and of the other half such proportion shall be breech-loaders as the said Board 
on Ordnance shall determine, at a price to be fixed by the said board, and not 
exceeding $7,500 each if breech-loading, and not exceeding $6,000 each if they 
are muzzle-loading; and to obtain these mortars the said board shall make a 
contract with a suitable party or parties therefor. These mortars, except the 
breech apparatus, shall es of cast-iron of the same brand and similar to that 
used in the 12-inch mortar and 12-inch gun tested at Sandy Hook, but no more 
than one of each kind, either muzzle-loading or breech-loading, shall be pro- 
cured until the mortar or mortars so procured has or have been tested by or 
under the direction of the said board, by firing from each two hundred rounds 
of projectiles of an average weight of about, and not less than, 610 pounds, with 
an average muzzle velocity of 1,000 feet per second ; and the trial mortars, either 
breech or muzzle loading, shall be equal in accuracy of fire to the 12-inch mor- 
tars, either breech or muzzle loading, respectively, already tested at Sandy 
Hook. : 

That should either of these test mortars fail to reach this degree of endurance 
and accuracy, itshall not be paid for and no more shall be received; but should 
they, or either of them, reach the degree of endurance and accuracy specified, 
the contract shall be completed for the number specified in addition to the two 
trial mortars; and they shall be delivered at such average rate of delivery as 
will deliver them all within two years of the date or dates of the final contract 
therefor; and the said board shall contract for a suitable carriage for each of 
these mortars so to be delivered, and for not more than twenty projectiles for 
each. These projectiles shall be of cast-iron and of the standard kind of pro- 
jectiles for such mortars, of a weight of about 610 a each, if solid shot, or 
such as will be about 610 pounds when loaded if they are shells. Such propor- 
tion of these projectiles shall have chilled fronts as the board shall determine, 
the price not to exceed 10 cents per pound. The model of these mortars may 
be such as is satisfactory to the board and the contrators; and the contract for 
the projectiles and the carriage for these mortars shall be made with the party 
who furnishes the mortars, if the board can make satisfactory contract therefor, 

That none of the mortars herein provided for except those for trial shall be 
received until they have been fired not less than three nor more than five times 
with the standard test charge, as the proof of these mortars,which proof charges 
they must endure without injury. Anyand all of these service mortars shall be 
paid for at the time of their delivery. 

That the said board shall contract for the purchase of and make test of the 
trial mortars, and make proof tests of the service mortars if they shall be pur- 
chased, and may purchase carriagesand projectiles therefor, and provide trans- 
portation for the said mortars, carriages, and projectiles, at a total cost of not 
exceeding $360,000, 

Sec. 7. For the procurement of service and experimental seacoast carriages, 
and testing the same, at a cost not exceeding $150,000. , 

Sec. 8. For the manufacture of twenty 12-inch cast-iron breech-loading rifle- 
guns, about 33 calibers length of bore, and weight not less than 180,000 pounds 
each, all to be delivered at the rate of four per year from the date of the contract 
therefor, and at a price therefor not exceeding $27,000 each. , 

The said board may purchase carriages suitable for the foregoing cast-iron 
rifle-guns, and such projectiles as the said board may order for said guns, in- 
cluding the proving and transportation of the guns, at a total cost not exceeding 
$480,000, 
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That each of said cast-iron rifle-guns, before it is accepted, shall be tested with 
not less than five nor more than ten rounds with the service charge of powder 
and projectiles, which shall give 1,750 feet velocity per second to an 800-pound 
projectile; and such other test shall be applied as may be ordered by the said 
board, or thought necessary to enable it to determine that such guns are equal 
in all respects to the 12-inch cast-iron rifle made by the South Boston [ron Works 
and tested at Sandy Hook. They shall be made of similar iron and the same 
brand of iron as was used in that gun. 

For the purpose of further testing the said 12-inch rifle, if the said Board on 
Ordnance think it desirable so to do, they may have the powder-chamber re- 
bored tothe extent necessary to remove the eroded metal as far as to the begin- 
ning of the lands in the bore of the gun, and have this rebored part lined with 
gun bronze or aluminum bronze about three-tenths of an inch thick, at a cost 
not exceeding $1,000, and may then continue the test of this gun with such 
charges as the board and the producer of the gun may agree upon, at a cost not 
exceeding $30,000. 

The said board may authorize the lining of the powder-chambers of the above 
twenty 12-inch rifle-guns with bronze or aluminum bronze, if the said board 
think best, at an additional expense of not exceeding $1,000 each. 

Sec. 9. That the said board may contract for 8-inch multicharge guns of such 
proportions and on such terms as it may consider for the interest of the Govern- 
ment, and to be tested in such manner and to such extent as the board may di- 
rect, at an expense not exceeding $100,000. 

Sec. 10. That the standard weight for projectiles for testing 12-inch, 14-inch, 
16-inch, and 20-inch rifle guns shall not be less than 800, 1,300, 1,900, and 3,700 
pounds, respectively. 

Sec. 11. That thestandard weight of rifle guns to be tested for endurance, and 
of service guns to be contracted for as hereinafter provided, shall not be more 
than 108,000, 176,000, 257,600, and 516,000 pounds each, respectively, for 12-inch, 14- 
inch, 16-inch, and 20-inch rifles; and the length of any of these said ‘guns, exclu- 
sive of the breech apparatus, shall not exceed 35 calibers. 

Sec, 12. That the said Board on Ordnance shall contract, after due advertise 
ment, for two 12-inch rifled guns with such party or parties as shall to them 
seem best, which said guns shall be built up according to the plans now pre- 
pared by the War and Navy Departments for 8, 10, and 12 inch rifles, the princi- 
pal parts being of forged tempered steel. The drawings and specifications for 
one of said guns shall be furnished by the War Department and for the other by 
the Navy Department, within two months from the passage of this act, or as 
soon thereafter as may be, and the construction of said guns shall be surerin- 
tended by officers of the War and Navy Departments, respectively, who shall 
report progress from time to time,'‘and upon the completion thereof, to the said 
board, The weights and lengths of said gunsshall not exceed that provided for 
12-inch rifles in section 11 of this act, and the cost of said two guns, finished and 
delivered at the place of manufacture, shall not exceed $200,000, 

That the said board shall also procure by purchase, or contract, carriages for 
use in testing said guns, either or both, unless the respective Departments which 
furnish specifications therefor shall have carriages suitable for such tests. Said 
two guns shall each be tested under the directions of said board for accuracy, 
range, and endurance in competition with, and for comparison with, those to be 
furnished by private parties as hereinafter provided in section 13. The powder 
and projectiles for testing each of said guns shall be furnished by the Depart- 
ment which furnishes the specifications respectively therefor, and shall be — 
for by the board. The projectiles for said guns shall have the weight of 800 
pounds each, and shall be fired with a charge of powder sufficient to give a 
muzzle velocity thereto of 2,000 feet per second. 

The said weights and velocities may either vary by the amount of 1 per cent. 
of that specified, but the average shail not be less than 800 pounds and 2,000 feet, 
respectively. 

The said guns may either or both be repaired to an extent not exceeding 10 
per cent. of their respective costs, provided such repairs are necessary to secure 
the endurance of two hundred rounds or more from each ; at least twenty rounds 
of the first two hundred fires from each gun shall have been fired in not more 
than two hours, and at one time. In estimating the cost of repairs the trans- 
portation of the guns shall not be incladed. 

That the board may carry out the provisions of this section, at a total cost not 
exceeding $360,000. 

Sec. 13. That whoever shall, within the limitations provided in sections 19and 
20 of this act, produce one or more 12-inch breech-loading single-charge rifle 
guns, of not more than 35 calibers in length, exclusive of breech apparatus, and 
not more than 108,000 pounds weight, which guns are to be made principally or 
wholly of steel, or principally or wholly of cast-iron, each supplied with pro- 
jectiles, powder, implements, ordnance supplies, and including all incidental ex- 
penses of a test of two hundred rounds, to be fired as hereinafter provided for, 
shall, for each test gun so provided by him or them which withstands the test of 
two hundred rounds without more repairs than could usually be put upon it for 10 
per cent. of the contract price hereinafter provided for similar service guns, and 
without such injury as would prevent if so repaired some continuation of the 
firing, beyond the said two hundred rounds, be paid for the same, by direction 
of the said Board on Ordnance, if such gun or guns be made principally of steel, 
at a price not exceeding $160,000 each, and if made of cast-iron principally, at a 
price not exceeding $80,000 each, which sums of money areto be accepted as the 
full prices of the guns and the cost of the tests, which sum shall be due and paid 
for each such gun and tests as soon as any such test gun has withstood the pre- 
scribed test of two hundred rounds, but not including the cost of the carriage 
therefor, which, if furnished by the party providing the gun, shall, if it be 
found suitable for use with such gun, be paid for at a price of not more than 
$25,000; but should the carriage for testing any such gun be provided by the Gov- 
ernment, it shall be paid for by the party whose gun is tested thereon if the gun 
shall, by bursting, destroy the same before the gun has been fired two hundred 
rounds. Butmosuch trial or test gun shall be paid for at the prices mentioned 
unless it endure the test of firing not less than two hundred rounds with a 
weight of projectile of not less than 800 pounds from the 12-inch rifle, with an 
average muzzle velocity for two hundred rounds of not less than 2,000 feet per 
second, and of these two hundred rounds not less than twenty shot of the pre- 
scribed weight shall be fired within two hours, and the firing of this two hun- 
dred rounds shall not disable the gun so much as to prevent some continuation 
of the firing without repairs exceeding 10 per cent. of the cost of the gun ordin- 
arily; but should any such trial gun fail to reach the degree of endurance above 
specified, and fail also to reach a degree of endurance equal to the endurance 
of either of the 12-inch Army or Navy guns which are to be made and tested 
as provided in section 12, thenin that case no payment whatever shall be made 
forsuch gun and tests, including the supplies therefor, but should it reach, either 
with or without the above specified amount of repairs, a degree of endurance 
equal to either of the said Army or Navy guns, then it shall be paid for at a price 
for such gun and tests equal to the cost of said gun and tests which it so excels, 
provided it can be paid for within the limitations provided in section 19 of this 
act. 

That of the projectiles furnished for testing these guns at least twenty, and if 
the board shall so require, forty, shall be suitable for range and accuracy; and 
if the board shall require, five shall be projectiles suitable for penetration, and 
the rest of the projectiles for the firing of the said two hundred rounds for en- 
durance may be such as are fit for this purpose alone. 

That in testing the trial guns the Government shall furnish free of charge the 
use of proving grounds for range and accuracy, the necessary butts for dura- 
bility, the targets for penetration. and bear all expense of handling and trans- 
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shall be provided which withstand the prescribed test of two hundred rounds 
with the prescribed weight and velocity of the projectile, at least twenty rounds 
of which were fired consecutively within two hours, all such guns shall, if the 
producer of the gun desires, be further tested at the expense of the Government, 
under the joint direction of the party producing such gun or guns and the said 
board, until it is fully determined which of the steel guns and which of th ist 
iron guns are the most durable and serviceable, and that the steel gun so selected 
and the cast-iron gun so selected asthe best of its kind shall be contracted for 
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ng these guns, transportatior e guns and carriages and pro- 
for, and for such projectiles as the board purchase 
»t exceeding $500,000 m be expended 

Phat the contract for thirty cast-iron guns, to be made like that which shall 
in like manner have stood the prescribed tests, shall be for each gun at the price 
of not over 25 cents per pound, and for the thirty suitable carriages therefor, at 
a cost not exceeding $540,000 therefor; for lining the powder chamber of these 
guns with bronze or aluminum bronze, if the board shall deem best, at a cost 
not exceeding 21,000 eac h: and said board may expend for projec tiles for said 
cast-iron guns, to be contracted for by the said board under such specifications 
as they may direct, and for proving said guns and carriages and transportation 
of the same, not exceeding $300,000. 

That the carriages and projectiles for the above cast-iron guns shall be pur- 
chased of the party furnishing the said guns if the board can make suitable con- 
tract therefor. If morethan one of either of each kind has been provided, which 
withstands the prescribed test, the board shall report with a recommendation 
what action ought to be taken with regard to the other gun or guns of eitheror 
both kinds which have withstood the prescribed test, but have excelled or been 
excelled in endurance under the continued firing. 

Src, 14. That whoever shall produce one or more 14-inch, 16-inch, or 20-inch 
single-char breech-loading rifle guns, of weights and lengths conforming to 
section 11, within the time fixed in section 20 of this act, which guns are to be 
made wholly or principally of steel, and each supplied with a carriage, project- 
ler, implements, ordnance supplies, and including all incidental ex- 
penses of a test of two hundred rounds for each test gun so provided, shall, for 
the best test gun of either of said classesas shown by its endurance so made and 
so provided which withstands the test of two hundred rounds of projectiles fired 
with a muzzle velocity of not less than 2,000 feet per second, on an average, and 
an average weight of projectiles of not less than that prescribed for the standard 
weight of projectiles for such guns, in section 10 of this act, without more repairs 
than can be put upon such guns ordinarily for 10 per cent. of their cost, exclusive 
of transportation, be paid for the same by the direction of the said board on ord- 
nance at a price forsuch guns, and supplies and tests, not including the carriage, 
not exceeding double the price hereinafter fixed in this section, as the price for 
service guns of that caliber, which money shall be due and paid as soon as any 
such gun has withstood the prescribed test of two hundred rounds, and such 
further test as shows it to have better endurance than any other gun of its class 
so provided and tested, and which shall be in full payment for such gun and 
test, including the powder, projectiles, repairs of gun-carriage and gun, and all 
other expenses of the test not hereinafter specified, except the cost of the car- 
riage therefor, which if found suitable for use therewith shall be paid for at the 
price hereinafter fixed for carriages for service guns of such caliber. 

That the payment forany such carriage shall be made as soon as the test has 
shown it suitable for use with such gun or guns as it was made for, and without 
reference to whether the gun for which it was made endures its test or not 

That no such carriage shall be paid for at any price unless it is found st 
for use with the gun for which it was provided 

That for the next best gun of either class of the said 14,16, or 20 inch guns, as 
shown by its test for endurance so made and so provided within the time fixed 
in section 20 of this act which withstands the test of two hundred rounds of pro- 
jectiles fired with a muzzle velocity of not less than 2,000 feet per second, on an 
average and an average weight of projectiles of not less than that prescribed for 
the standard weight of projectiles for such guns in section 10 of this act, without 
more repairs than can be put upon such guns ordinarily for 10 per cent. of their 
cost, exclusive of transportation, be paid for the same by the direction of the said 
board on ordnance, at a price for such guns,and supplies and tests, not includ- 
ing the carriage, not exceeding 30 per cent. more than the price hereinafter fixed 
in this section, as the price for service-guns of that caliber, which money shall be 
due and paid as soon as any such gun has withstood the prescribed test of two 
hundred rounds, and such further tests as shows it to have better endurance than 
any other gun but one of its class so provided and tested, and which sha!! be in 
full payment for such gun and test, including the powder, projectiles, repairs of 
gun-carriage and gun, and all other expenses of the test not hereinafter speci- 
fied, except the cost of the carriage therefor. which if found suitable for use there- 
with shall be paid for at the price hereinafter fixed for carriages for service-guns 
of such caliber 
That no such test gun, or supplies therefor, provided or furnished for test 
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That all expenses for transportation of any such test gun which may be pro- 
vided under this section shall be borne by the Government and paid for by the 
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are provided of 16-inch or 2 cae ealibers, the producers of such gun or guns | 
shall refund to the Government one-half of the expense of all the shipments of | 
such gun or guns from the place of manufacture to or from the nearest tide 
water, on its route to the p e of test. 

That the Government, under direction of the board, shall furnish, free of | 
char he use of a proving.ground or grounds suitable for testing any or or all 
of t » guns for range, accuracy,and penetration, and furnish, free of charge, | 

1c necessary targets for accuracy and penetration, the butts to be used in firing 


durability, and bear all expenses of handling and transporting the guns, ex- 
it for the transportation to be refunded to it to the extent above provided in 
ise of 16 and 20 inch guns 

it the plans of the guns of either kind, the breech-loading mechanism, the 
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powders and cases therefor and all cartridges used in these tests may be of the 
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kinds heretofore approved by the War and Navy Departments, or may be after 
original designs or plans and proportions satisfactory to the projector and pro 
ducer; and any gun furnished by any party, and all the supplies therefor, shall 
be f i with rut any cost to the Government until such gun has endured 
the escribed test of firing two hundred rounds of projectiles with the 
wei velocities prescribed in this section. 

I iring of any such gun shall be under the joint direction of the parties | 
fur: he gun and the said board, but the party or parties furnishing any 
au 1y atany and all times increase the weights of projectiles or< harge | 
of powder above the standard prescribed to the extent he or they think best 
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ernment, and if ¢ ither r of the said competing guns has, in firing its first two 
l { rounds, done less work than the gun or guns it is competing with, by 
reason of its projectiles having been lighter, or the velocities thereof less than 
that of the projectiles of the said competing gun or guns, then such gun or guns 
shali first be fire “dd to the extent necessary to make up double the amount of 
» deficienc y of we rk performed, before it shall be considered in further com 
petition with th ut test gun or guns of that caliber which have done the superior 
amount of ake and a rule shall also be applied to the test 12-inch rifle guns 
to be provided and tested as provided in section 13 of this act, and in making 
up this deficiency the gun or poe to be fired therefor shall be fired with such 
charges of powder and shot, to be proportioned by the producer of the gun, a 
shall give an amount of work to the projectiles for each discharge equal to the 






























average work of the best or largest amount of work done in twenty fires by the 
com] un which it is bei: & qualized with, and this amount of work for 
each di e thereafter for endurance shall be required of each competing 
gun, unless the parties furn oe the competing guns and the board shall all 
agree to have the amount thereof reduced. Should the owner or producer of | 
any such deficient gun object to being obliged to make up this deficiency of 





work dene by his or their gun during the first two hundred rounds of firing it, 
hen such gun shall be considered as out of the competitive test, and the firing 
may go on with the other gun or guns as long as the producer of such gun or 
guns may desire. 

rhat at any time after any of the test guns which may be provided under th 
provisions of this act has been fired two hundred rounds, and the above speci- 
fied amount of tiring nece ssary to mé ike up the excess of work performed in the 
first two hundred rounds of firing by some competing gun of like caliber, such 
test gun shall appear clearly to be inferior in endurance to some of its com- 
petitors, the board may decline to fire it further, but this shall not prevent the 
producer of such gun from a further test thereof in the presence of the board at 
the expense of the producer, and such gun shall still be considered in competi- 
tion with the other gun or guns of like caliber being fired for endurance by the 
board; and if it shall excel them in endurance such expense for additional fir- 
ing shall be borne by the Government and paid by the order of said board. 

That after any such test guns of 12-inch, 14-inch, 16-inch, or 20-inch caliber has 
been fired the first two hundred rounds, and such additional amount as is above 
specified in this section to give it acredit for endurance equal to any of its com- 
petitors for work done in its first two hundred rounds of firing, then all con- 














tinuation of the firing for endurance for each successive fifty rounds shall be 
conducted on the same plan of equalization, and shall be with charges which 
#hall increase the average work stored in each projectile of such fifty fires, by 
an amount of not less than 5 per cent. of the average work stored in each of the 
projectiles of the last fifty rounds previously fired from the best of such com- 
peting guns, and this amount of work required of each gun for these fires shall 
not be reduced except by consent of the board and the unanimous consent of 
all of the producers of the guns of the calibers then competing, but any one of 
the competitors may, if he or they desire, increase the charge of either powder 
or projectiles for their guns. That repairs may be made at the expense of the 
producer of any of these test guns, to cost not more, if made ordinarily, than 10 
per cent, of the cost prescribed to be paid for like guns for service, during the 
first two hundred rounds of firing this test gun, and such additional firing as 
may be necessary to equalize for endurance the work of this gun, and bring it 
up to that of its best competing = of that caliber as provided in this section; 
additional repairs may thereafter be put upon any of these test guns to the ex- 
tent that these repairs, with all previous repairs made after it has been sub- 
mitted for test, shall not exceed in cost or kind such as could be made ordinarily 
for 20 per cent. of the price fixed in this act for service guns of their kind and 
caliber, transportation not being included. 

That the time oceupied by all repairs made during the first two hundred rounds 
fired from any test gun shall not exceed four months, except by consent of said 
board, and all farther repairs of said gun which may be made after the firing of 
the first two hundred rounds shall not exceed four months in all, without the 
consent of the board, such times for repairs to include the time used in trans 
porting the guns therefor, 

That of the projectiles furnished for the first two hundred rounds to be fired 
from «ny of these guns, at least twenty, and forty ifthe board shall require, shall 
be suitable for range and accuracy, and five of these projectiles for each gun 
shall, ifthe board require, be suitable for penetration, and the balance of the 
two hundred rounds need be suitable for endurance only. 

That in testing the trial guns which may be provided under this section, the 
Government shall furnish, free of charge, the use of proving-grounds, for range 
and accuracy, the necessary butts for durability, and targets for penetration,and 
bear all expense for Lransporting and handling the guns, tothe extent provided 
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in this section, and for this purpose, and for the purpose of firingany such guns, 
ifter they have been fired the first two hundred rounds, the sum of not exceed- 
ing $800,000 may be expended. 

Phat when the test for endurance of guns, which may be made for test under 
the provisions of this section, have been completed for the guns of any of th« 
specified 14-inch, 16-inch, or 20-inch calibers, a contract shall be made by the said 
board with that party or parties who shall have made the best 14-inch, 16-inch, 
or 20-inch guns, respectively, which gun or guns has been fired at least two hun- 


dred 1 ‘ounds with the prescribed charges, and as shown, by all the tests thereof 
for en ance and accuracy, made as herein provided, that it is superior to all 
other competing guns of its class. The contract for these guns of either class 
to be for twenty, which shall be equal in all respects to the trial gun tested, on 
which . st the contract is or mi ay be based, And the said board shall also con- 
tract for a gun-carriage suitable for use for each such gun contracted for,and 
for a few projectiles for each of said guns. The carriages shall be furnished by 
the party or parties who furnish the guns for which they are made, provided 
such party or parties will furnish carriages suitable for use of their guns; and 
that party furnishing any such service gun shall furnish the projectiles therefor, 
provided the said board can make suitable contract with them therefor. 

That the pric eS of said service guns shall be as follows: For14-inch rifle guns, 
not toe mesel @ 135,000 each; for 16-inch rifle guns, not to exceed $225,000 each 
and for 20-in« h rifle guns, not to exceed $510,000 each; and the prices of the car- 
riages for each of these respective guns shall be one-third of the price of the gun 
for which it is or shall be furnished. 

That for proof tests of said 14-inch guns, projecti 
guns, carriages, and projectiles therefor, the sai 
ceeding $350,000 

That for proof tests « i ue 3,and transportation of said 
guns, carriages, and projectiles therefor, the said board may expend not ex- 
ceeding $560,000. 

That for proof tests of said 20-inch guns, projectiles, and transportation of said 
guns, carriages, and projectiles therefor, the said board may expend not ex 
ceeding $1, 300,000, 

hat all carris ages furnishe rt for service guns of 12-inch, 14-inch, 16-inch, and 
20-inch guns, to be provid led s and furnishec i us prescribed in sections 13 and 14 of 
this act, shall have, and there shall be furnished therewith, and as constituting 
a part thereof, all engines, machinery, pumps, compressors, pipes and pipir 
valves, reservoirs, acc umulators, and track and bed-plates necessary to oper: 
them in the place they are intended to be used; and the said board shall gi 
reasonable notice of the kind of place in which any such service gun is expected 
to work, so the contractor may be able to furnish a suitable carriage and appli- 
ances for the use of such gun in such place; but the contractor shall not be re- 
quired to furnish with any such gun-carriage appliances complete for more than 
one kind of mounting, with the necessary apparatus therewith for operating 
the gun for which it isto be made. That is to say, some guns may be mounted 
on carriages suitable for use on ships or floating batteries, with the necessary 
loading and other operating appliances, while others may be mounted on car- 
riages suitable for use in casemates, and others for use behind earth-works and 
masonry so arranged as to raise the gun at least 12 feet from the position of 
loading to that required when fired, if the said board shall so require; but the 
weights for accumulators for use on land need not be made of metal, nor if so 
made of either metal or masonry need such weights be furnished by the con- 
tractor at his expense, nor shall he or they be required to furnish with these 
gun-carriages any turret work or masonry foundations of any kind whatso- 
ever, or metal work for foundations except the foundation track and bed-plate 
which the gun-carriage rests and is traversed. When more than one gun is 
used in close proximity, the engines, pumps, accumulators, compressors, and 

1 other machinery to be furnished with such gun-ca res need not be 
sets of two ormore guns to 
tead of being compiete 
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lete for each gun, but may be made to operate 
the extent in number the board may think desirable 
for each separate gun. 

Sec. 15. That it is hereby provided that all guns contracted for as provided in 
sections 13 and 14 to be dative red for service shall be tested at the place or places 
where built, by the party furnishing the same, or at such other suitable place or 
places as he or they may provide, with nétlessthan five nor more than ten ommans 
from each gun, with that charge equal to the maximum charge endured for tw: 
hundred rounds in the trial gun on which the contract for the gun of such cali- 
ber was made, the Government to furnish an officer to witness such test at the 
time the party making the gun shall desire. The gun shall endure such tests 
without more injury than the ordinary wear and tear of such guns should be 
or that the ordinary wear and tear of the trial gun of that kind was in firing a 
like number of rounds of e qualenergy. The Governmentshall notaccepts 
which are seriously injured by this test, or which are injured more than the 
ordinary wear and tear of such guns, unless the injured parts are replaced or 
made good, when the gun may be again tested, and must endure the test before 
it shall be accepted without more injury than ordinary wear and tear that such 
number of fires shall produce. The powder, cartridges, and projectiles for these 
tests shall be paid for by the Government at a reasonable price therefor. 

wont . 16. That should any of the test guns of the kind to be contracted for ¢ 
a » provided in sections 13 and 14 have endured a greater amount of work 
in firing any two hundred rounds therefrom than that prescribed, name ly, two 
hundred rounds of frojectiles of an average weight equal to ths ut provided for 
such guns in section 10, with a muzzle velocity of 2,000 feet per second, the price 
of the service guns of that kind to be contracted for as per sections 13 and a4 
shall be increased above the price therein provided to the extent of the avera 
work done on the projectiles by any such said test gun on which the contrac et 
for service guns may be based exceeded in firing any two hundred rounds that 
prescribed, namely, two hundred rounds, of a velocity of 2,000 feet per second, 
and the weight of projectile equal to that fixed asa standard for such guns in 
section 10, and the price of the carriages for such service guns shall be increased 
in the same proportion, which increase of price of such guns and carriages shall 
be paid by the order of the board, by a draft drawn on the Treasury by the said 
board or its authorized agent. 

That allservice guns, gun-carriages, projectiles, and cartridges therefor may 
be delivered to the Government at the place or places of manufacture, But it 
is hereby provided that the contractor or contractors for all service guns, of 
either 16-inch or 20-inch caliber, to be made under the provisions of this act, sha! 
refund to the Government one-half the cost of transporting said service guns 
from the place of manufacture, or from such place as he or they have taken 
them for proof test, to the nearest tide-water for shipment by the Government 
to the place of destination. 

Sec. 17. That no service gun to be provided, as specified in sections 13 and 14 
of any of the specified calibers shall be accepted unless it appears to be as good 
in all respects as was the trial gun furnished by the party with whom the co: 
tract for such service gun was made. And the party making contracts for a 
of these service guns shall contract and guaranty that all material used ther 
shall be equal in quality and workmanship to that provided in the trial gun « 
guns on which the contract for such service gun was based, and that he or t) 
will institute a thorough system of tests by which they may know thatall par 
of the guns, as far as may be, are of good material and workmanship in al! 
spects; the delivery of all of these service guns to begin two years from t! 
dates of the respective contracts therefor, and continue at such average rate 23 
would complete the delivery in eight years from the date of the respective con- 
tracts therefor. . 

That all service guns and carriages therefor furnished under the provisions 
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about one-fourth the time it takes to make built-up guns, and for about half the 
cost 

‘The strength of built-up guns is not to be determined by the tensile strength 
of the different bands and hoops that compose these guns in part. The weak- 
ness of such guns is produced by the joints forming, asit were, cracks allaround 
the gun, where the bands and hoops butt together. When large guns are fired 
the mass of material forming the gun undergoes a severe shock and there are 
wave motions, produced by the action of the powder gases and by the recoil, 
which are checked at the joints where the bands and hoops meet, that will 


sooner or later produce crystallization of the metal at those places, and thusthe 


lifetime of the grun is greatly shortened 

Unfortunats ve the orduance officers placed themselves on record 
ns being in favor of } wuus, aud they have not now the moral courage to 
say they were wroi 

All sample guns, made « r by the Ordnance Department or by private 


makers, should be proved and tested by a committee of cers from both the 
Army and Navy, and who are not connected with the Ordnance Department 

If Congress will make appropriations for large guns, of certain calibers, ca- 
pable of doing certain kinds of work, ete., and allow all the people inthis country 
to compete in furnishing the same, in all probability private makers would be 
able to make and furnish guns that would carry off the palm of victory. 

If the built-up gun system should be permanently adopted, to the exclusion 
of all other systems, no improvement will be made in the construction of guns 
under sach monopoly for the next twenty years to come. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘That is the statement of one of the most successful 
men in the world in the manufacture of guns, 

Mr. HAWLEY. How large are his guns? 

Mr. GORMAN. He has a most effective weapon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Carrying about half a pound. 
There is the letter, 

Mr.GORMAN. Ihave nodoubttheSenatordoes, The point being, 
however, no matter how large the gun is, that here is a man who has 
attracted the attention of the world by his success, and he is only one 
of many; and he states—and that is the point of his communication 
that if this appropriation is so made as to permit inventors to experi- 
ment without any cost to the Government, and they come up and pro- 
duce a gun that will be equal to the most severe test the Government 
officers can require, then they shall be purchased and paid for. 

All I desire to say is that until July, 1893, if this amendment were 
adopted, the whole expense under the provisions of the amendment 
would be a little over $5,000,000, whereas the amendment of my friend 
from Connecticut, if I remember the exact figures, involves $6,300,000 
to be expended by the War Department at any time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. MayI ask if there would be a single gun delivered 
in that time? It is not certain there would be a single gun delivered 
in five years. It opens the field for delivery; they may be delivered 
before that, but I do not remember that it provides for their delivery. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would say in answer to my friend from Connecti- 
cut that the War Department has produced twenty third-rate guns in 
twenty years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
about fifteen years. 

Mr. GORMAN. 





I know the man. 


It has produced three hundred and eighteen in 


I mean steel built-up guns, 

Mr. HAWLEY. We never gave them a dollar to do it with. 

Mr. GORMAN. There never have been constructed by the War 
Department any of the heavier calibers; it is claimed that we have one 
or two 8 and 10 inch, but there are no guns in the country, notwith- 
standing about forty millions have been expended since 1866 by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the War Department has never been 
authorized to make a modern steel gun. It never has had the money 
to do it with, and besides that there has not been an establishment in 
the United States until lately that could make one as large as 8 inches, 
and there is not a concern in the United States that can make the 
whole of a 10-inch gun, let alone a 14, 16, or 20 inch gun. You have 
never authorized the making of large steel guns. You have author- 
ized them for the Navy. You ordered ships until the guns needed for 
them and the armor made an aggregate so large that the Secretary was 
able to take precisely the course laid down for the Army in my pend- 
ing amendment. Only yesterday the Senate concurred with the House 
in an appropriation of two millions, which will go for armor and gun 
work precisely such as I propose. 

The expenditures proposed by the Senator from Maryland have never 
been estimated for by any Department; they come from no committee, 
and they are a whole volume of legislation. Iwill soon present to the 
Chair three points of order against the amendment. 

I venture to say that the amendment is not approved by more than 
one man in the world, and that is the man who wrote it, excepting it 
may be three or four men whose experimental pieces, rusting in some 
foundry or on the sands of Sandy Hook, it undertakes to revive, and 
the South Boston Iron Works, whose cast-iron guns it wants to make. 

Here are some figures from the Bureau of Ordnance relating to the 
Senator’s projects. I will give one specimen of the economy of the 
scheme: 

The amount appropriated for twenty guns, each of 14, 16, and 20 inch 
caliber, sums up $17,400,000 for a total of sixty guns. This amounts 
to about two-thirds of the entire estimate of the Fortifications Board 
for five hundred and sixty-one guns, inclusive of all calibers from 6 to 
16 inches, and seven hundred and twenty-four heavy mortars, making 
nearly thirteen hundred pieces; from which it would appear that the 
money has not been judiciously distributed in regard to caliber. 

Mr. GORMAN. From what does the Senator read ? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. From a criticism prepared by the Ordnance De- 
partment; a reply to certain questions, by Capt. Charles 8. Smith, 
Ordnance Department, United States Army. 

The plan in the amendment adopted by the Senate is not my plan 
at all. It comes from the Military Committee in the first place, but 
is also the substance of what is approved by the Committee on Coast 
Defenses; it is the plan of the Armament Board, of the Gun Foundry 
Board, of the great Fortifications Board, and of the Select Committee 
of the Senate on Ordnance and War Ships. It comes here urgently 
recommended by the Senator’s own Secretary of War. It is in accord- 
ance with the experiments of England, France, Austria, Russia, Italy, 
Spain, and the whole of the civilized world. 

The old shops and the waste-iron yards of the world are covered with 
just what the Senator’s amendment proposes to build. There is a 
scheme in it that I do not think will be approved by a mechanic in the 
United States outside of an insane asylum. Such a bill was never 
spread upon the records yet. It is $41,000,000 to be expended in about 
fifteen years and in the mean time for the nourishment of every crank 
whoever filed his application to the Government. That is the proposi- 
tion before the Senate. I have not had time tocharacterize it properly. 

The Senator says we propose in our bill six or seven million dollars 
for a foundry at Watervliet. No, sir, it is only a finishing shop. It 
does not forge the parts of the gun, and the entire cost is $750,000. It 
will cost that to put up the necessary machinery and buildings. The 
Senator says he wants to give private inventors a chance, and he ob- 
jects that the Government proposes to build up great shops under my 
amendment. Notatall. It is his bill that proposes to expend mill- 
ions upon millions of dollars by the Government in putting up plants. 
We propose the most economical scheme that has been devised in the 
world for the manufacture of big guns. 

The nations of Europe have made a series of experiments. They 
have undertaken to make a whole gun themselves. They have under- 
taken to have private builders build awhole gun. That works in some 
cases. They have undertaken a partnership between private parties 
and the Government. That has been a failure. The best wisdom of 
all Europe, France at the head of them and Great Britain among them, 
is that for certain great, rough, heavy parts of the gun it is best to ask 
a competition among private manufacturers, and they can then for about 
$800,000 or $1,000,000 put up the necessary plant for doing that; and 
the Government for $750,000 can put up all the other part of the plant, 
taking from the manufacturers the rough parts and finishing and as- 
sembling the gun. 

If, on the other hand, you undertake to get it all from the private 
manufacturer; it requires of him an expenditure of from $1,600,000 
to $1,800,000, and no man will think of devoting that much money 
without an enormous contract for guns in advance. 

This is the economical and wise plan. What the Senate has adopted 
is in accordance with the wisdom of the world. 

The extraordinary things in the Senator’s amendment are beyond 
number. It provides for 20-inch steel guns, to say nothing of certain 
cast-iron abortions. 

Nobody in the world has thought of building a 20-inch steel gun. 
The Senator has it down, I think, at a cost of $289,000—I am not sure 
but it is $500,000. I do not believe it can be built for half a million 
dollars. Nobody wants it; nobody can handle it. It might be fired 
once at a vessel, but before it could be got ready for a second shot, the 
ship would be well started in a journey around the world. There is 
no forge in the world that could make the central tube of it. You 
would have to double the size of the heaviest forges known. Nobody 
wants it. Nobody can build it. It is the wild dream of a respectable 
dreamer whom I know well and who has given me his dreams from year 
to year, and he has not been able to get a committee of Congress or any 
two men assembled who would agree to his scheme. 

I raise the point of order that the matters therein provided for are 
not estimated for by any Department, that it is a volume of legisla- 
tion, and that it comes from no committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator will withdraw his point of order 
for a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will, certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the criticisms of the Senator from 
Connecticut upon the proposition which I have presented, and his state- 
ment that they are some of them such that nobody out of a lunatic 
asylum would attempt to carry out—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 will specify when you get through. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the Senator going on with it 
now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not now. 

Mr. GORMAN. Thecriticism of the Senator is not an unusual state- 
ment. It occurs and has occurred a great many times in this country 
that men in high position, of great respectability, of immense research, 
have denounced inventors as lunatics. There is a marked case in my 


own State, which is a matter of record, and the man who made the 
prediction was as intelligent as my friend from Connecticut; he had 
seen as much of the affairs of the world as that Senator can possibly 
have seen; he was as careful a man as my friend from Connecticut ever 
can hope to be. 
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tunity to serve their country by making guns, and yet $20,000,000 have 
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en appropr ated from 1866 to now, besides the amount received from 
the sale of old ordnance stores, amounting, as nearasI can vet the fig 
ures from the Treasury Department, to : %2() 000,000. 

But they are here and hay been nere t this Congress and at ey 
session of Congre for the past four years trying to pre it all legis- 


lation which will permit the outside inventor to perfect his invention 


or have the Government receive it [hey are here around the com- 
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formation as they are, to control legislation so as to make it impossi- 
ble to have anything done unless the money is expended by them in a 
Government shop. The Secret 
terfere Any Army officer 
cept when he is requested by the Senate, the House of Representatives, 
or by a committee of either body to give his views under the instru 


tions of his superiors, should be ordered to some post distant from thes 
halls. But, sir, here they stand atthe very doors of the Senate Cham 
ber to prevent legislation which will throw open the doors to all t 
skilled men of the country. 

When this matter was under consideration before, not content with 
what they do privately, one of them attempted to answer in the news- 
papers what was said on this floor. An ordnance oflicer from my State 
originally, a Captain Birnie, whom I do not believe I have the pleasure 
of knowing—but it is a good name—goes into the newspapers to argué 
the question for the purpose of getting appropriations for t] 1 
Bureau. That gentleman says, among other things 

In the twenty years— 

This is a letter printed in the Baltimore Sun, of Baltimore, Md., 
July 2, 1888, immediately after this debate. Captain Birnie says 

In the twenty years beginning July 1,1866,and ended ] 
partment 





of War should not permit this in 


empts to control legislation, ex- 














That is the Ordnance Department of the War Department— 


expended less than one and one-half million of dollars for the procurement of 
cannon of various calibers. 


And yet I have a statement from the Treasury Department which 
shows that from 1866, for the ordnance service alone, down to 1888 in- 
clusive, there were $2,740,000 made by direct appropriations. In ad- 
dition to that all the money from the sale of ordnance stores, now 
$75,000 per annum, added to the other appropriations expended will 
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Mr. ALLISON. I do 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
any committee? 

Mr. CALL. It is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. 
Department? 

Mr. CALL. It is subject to the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Is it estimated for by the head ofa 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. IR. 456) for the relief of the widow of Lieut. John F. Stew- 
art; e 
A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson; 

A bill (HL. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief 
of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late of 
Lexington, Ky.;’’ 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 205) to provide temporarily for the support 
of the Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 206) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’’ 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2624) to provide for the enlargement of the dimensions of the wharf at 
Fortress Monroe. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

7 SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire now to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, after the routine business is concluded, I shall ask the Senate to 
take up the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business with open doors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the considera- 
tion of the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in executive ses- 
sion with open doors. If there be no objection the reading of the Jour- 
nal of the last open executive session will be dispensed with. The 
Secretary will report the treaty by its title. 

The SECRETARY. Treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 
1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] to postpone the further 
consideration of this treaty until the first Wednesday after the first 
Monday in December next. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, for seventy years the 
extent of the rights of American fishermen, under the treaty of 1818, to 
ply their vocation in waters claimed to be within British jurisdiction, 
has been in controversy. For seventy years the claim of the British 
authorities to place restrictions, more or less rigorous, upon the four 
privileges of wood, water, shelter, and repairs, under what they have 
all along asserted to be a reasonable, and in fact a literal, construction 
of that treaty, has been practically enforced except when, for a val- 
uable consideration moving from us, it has been waived. During this 
long period much of the British contention on this subject has been 
conceded by some of our most illustrious statesmen and diplomatists, 
not only to be colorable, but to be founded upon the plain reading of 
the treaty. Daniel Webster, in comparison with whom no one of our 
leading public men has been possessed of a broader, more penetrating, 
or more honest intellect, and no one of our Secretaries of State has with 
more ringing words or more burning patriotism proclaimed and en- 
forced the rights of American citizens, openly declared, with reference 
to the prolific source of all these contentions, that— 

By a strict and rigid construction of the treaty of 1818, fishing vessels of the 
United States are precluded from entering into the bays and harbors of the 
British provinces— 

Of course, meaning the bays and harbors yielded up by us to Great 
Britain in that treaty— 
except for the purposes of shelter, repairing damages, and obtaining wood 
and water. 


And with reference to what is properly a bay, he gave the following 
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definition, than which no other could more fully sustain the British 


Is the amendment reported from | claim: 


A bay, as is usually understood, is 2n arm or recess of the sea, entering from 
the ocean between capes or headlands, and the term is applied equally to large 


and small tracts of water thus situated, 


ppi 


And with reference to the general effect of the treaty his conclusion 
was that 

It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to 
concession to England, 

Other and leading American statesmen have again and again con- 
ceded that the controversy as to the true construction of this treaty was 
a most difficult and delicate contention. And what is even more sig- 
nificant, the practical conduct of our Government during this long period 
has virtually admitted that our rights under this treaty are so ill- 
defined, uncertain, and liable to dispute that it has been safer and more 
honest to trust to diplomacy for relief than boldly and confidently to 
proclaim ourselves to be clearly in the right and then to adopt the pol- 
icy of retaliation or to appeal to thearbitrament of arms. And it does 
seem to me very strange that Senators who so boldly and defiantly pro- 
claim that the day for negotiation has passed do not see the dilemma 
into which they are plunging. If our rights under the treaty of 1818, 
or under any other conventions, are so clear and well founded that it 
is unworthy of a great and magnanimous nation to submit them to dip- 
lomatic ascertainment and regulation, then manifestly, those rights 
being the same now, both in their nature and extent, as they long have 
been, our continued tame submission to what we claim to have been a 
contemptuous and lawless disregard of those rights, as evidenced by 
what we term many oppressive and unjustifiable regulations and re- 
strictions imposed by the British-America authorities upon our fishing 
vessels, and by the seizure and confiscai.on of those vessels for their 
breach, in. defiance of what we declare to be plain treaty stipulations, 
has all along been and is now a standing humiliation, disgrace, and 
stigma upon our national character which nothing but the bloody hand 
of war can efface. 

According to the dictates of true national honor we should have long 
ago sought redress, and by our lofty attitude now assumed we are doubly 
bound to seek redress by an appeal to arms, and not through that petty 
and contemptible species of retaliation which would delight the souls 
and fill the coffers of a few New England owners of fishing vessels by 
granting them what they value next to heavenly bliss—a monopoly of 
the American fish market. Mr. President, such is the limited and selfish 
use to which leading New England men already seem to wish that the 
law of the last year, commonly known as‘the “‘ retaliation act,’’ shall 
be applied by the President. To quote the language of the president 
of the American Fishery Union, in April, 1887, just after that act was 
passed, which language has been recently in substance re-echoed by 
distinguished New England representatives, all the use of that act they 
desire is ‘‘to prohibit Canadian-caught fish from entry into the ports of 
the United States.’’ 

Doubtless, sir, it would be a New England millennium to be allowed 
to go, with the full swing of her treaty rights, into Canadian waters 
and there catch fish ad libitum, and then to say to the Canadians, that 
‘*the fish caught by New England fishermen in Canadian waters shall 
entirely exclude Canadian-caught fish from the American markets.’’ 
And that pleasure would be in no small degree heightened by the re- 
flection that the whole American people would thus be rendered tribu- 
tary, with respect to one of their most important articles of food, to a 
few owners of New England fishing smacks, largely manned by Cana- 
dian fishermen, working for wages less than Americans have been used 
or are willing to receive. It is to be hoped that the President will 
never allow great and delicate powers, intended to vindicate the na- 
tional honor from what are claimed to be grave outrages upon national 
rights, to be used solely for such narrow and selfish ends. 

Mr. President, the retaliation act of Mareh 3, 1887, imposes no 
absolute and imperative duty upon the President, nor does it impose 
any duty the non-performance of which can in any proper sense be 
considered an act of official non-feasance or malfeasance. That act 
was passed immediately after a large number of the seizures and fines 
or confiscations were made or imposed upon American vessels in the 
waters of the Dominion. In spite of the pressure which a knowledge 
of these facts brought to bear upon Congress, we did not order the 
President to declare non-intercourse or to enter upon any species of 
retaliation. We only directed him, after being satisfied of certain facts, 
or rather of mixed propositions of law and fact, to exercise his discre- 
tion in the premises, and that was precisely the same discretion which 
it had been, was then, and ever since has been, with full knowledge 
of all the facts in our own power to exercise. 

We only armed the President with the power in his discretion to 
manage the questions involved in a given way; buthe was already pos- 
sessed of a higher constitutional power to settle these questions by ne- 
gotiating a treaty. It would seem simply absurd to say that the grant 
to him of a legislative power and discretion suspended or in any man- 
ner modified his constitutional power as an independent branch of the 
Government to deal with the subject. And still further, it not only 
seems absurd, but it looks like a species of self-stultification for us to 
charge it upon the President as an act of culpable remissness that he 
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has not begun to enact this drama of retaliation when we refused, un- 
der circumstances equally as urgent and with just as full means of 
knowledge, toassume any such responsibility. The gravity of the mat- 
ter does not consist in conferring the power and discretion, but in its 
exercise. 





Retaliation, with a high-spirited nation like Great I 
in the enforcement of what she has for many lor 
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committed before the world maintain, or els 
down, might well be only a l 

pecially might this be the case if the aggressive and vindictive spirit 


‘ 
te the utterances of our New England friends 


ominiously to back 
e more circuitous road to war. Es- 








which seems to anima 
upon this subject could be widely infused into the minds and hearts of 
our people. Doubtless, for different reasons, Great Bri tain and tl} 
United States are not desirous to enter upon a deadly grapple; but 
might be : i, i 1 n to the unseemliness of such an exhibit 
for neither side to indulge in a swashbuckler yle of talki ng and act- 
ing, lest we should glide into the horrors of war, when by the exercise 
of a reasonab scretion it might voided with no dishonor to 
ci 

President of the United States 
v avoid this stormy and danger- | 
o »cessors have done, tries to effect 
a sol di lties by proposing a treaty which, 
if it be not everything that could be des red, might, if Senators would 
he tly and earnestly discharge their duties as his constitutional ad- 
visers, by amendments be made, bi th to Great Britain and the United 
States, a happy issue out of all their a ngry strifes, to meet such a pro- 





posed treaty with a torrent of spec is ul pleading, with a labored effort 
to exaggerate every concession to the other side, and to minimize every 
concession to our side, and by loud and embittered speeches to excite 
passion, to arouse prejudices, to assail motives, to cover with obloquy 


the P resident and his Secretary of State who are doing their best to | 


discharge a patriotic and delicate duty, to repudiate our plain duties 


as his advisory council, to forsake the universal policy and practice of 
this Government for one hundred years, and toturn this Chamber into 
an arena, not for honest and wholesome counsel to the President, but 
for public and envenomed denunciation of his honest efforts to main- 
tain peaceful relations with a neighboring power by the use of purely 
constitutional means, and finally, in rude and disrespec tful terms, such 
as one department of this Government should not use in characteriz- 
ing the acts of another, to denounce the outcome of all the President’ 
toils and labors ‘‘as a dishonorable, humiliating, and cowardly sur- 
render,’’ is to present a spectacle such as this country has never before 
witnessed and such as it is to be hoped we will never see again, which 
is highly discreditable to our in stitutions, and which the impartial pag 
of history will be sure to condemn. 

And when to all this is added the unfair, ungenerous, and uncandid 
efforts to stifle all discussion upon this treaty by charging that every 


Senator who supports it, as well as the President and his advisers who | 


proposed it, are s siding x with ‘‘our friends, the enemy,’’ and are, in fact, 
traitors to our country and its cause, then the very acme of unreason- 
ing partisanship and of local greed is reached, and the purpose which 
was entertained in abnegating our real functions as a part of the treaty- 
making power and in refusing honestly to act as counselors of the Pres- 
ident in the discharge of his high functions is pla inly manif ested. At 
the risk of one of the ae destructive wars of modern times, Senators 
are seeking to gain a few votes in a Presidential contest. 

Mr. President, that man would be a moral coward of the rankest 
character who would be deterred by such narrow and unworthy flings 
from arguing this question on its real merits. To any fair and honest 





mind the true question in this case is not whether the British or | 
American argument on the points at issue is the sounder; but it is | 


simply this, whether the British contention has in it so much that is 
reasonable as to render the questions at issue honestly debatable ones, 
and such as honest and reaso nable men, earnestly desiring to avoid 
embittering strife and possible war, can hope by mutual concessions 
to adjust. Of course, if the history of our treaties with Great Britain 
about —_ fisheries can not be truthfully unfolde d; one text of these 
treaties can not be fairl analyzed and construe: 1e principles of 
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law and ‘the dictates of common sense can not be: ap lie 4 reasonabiy to | ing of the parties thereto, is evidence 


expound them; if the opinions of our wise men in the past can not be fishermen 


invoked to guide‘us; if to do any or allof these things, however honestly, 
is to subject us to a charge of treason, then are we simply called upon 
to abdicate our functions as reasonable beings, and to follow some Bo- 
anerges wherever passion or prejudice may lead us, be it to costly re- 
ts iliatio mortoruinous war. But until the goal of war is reached, surely 
every just and sensible man must prefer to be guided by the lights ot 
renson and experience. After that goal is passed, then it is tin 

enoug h to taunt any man with being a traitor who does not act accord- 

ng to the maxim, ‘‘Our country, right or wrong.’’ 





Mr. President, I do not propose to enter minutely into the history of 


the negotiations with respect to our fishing treaties. I do not desire 
to appropriate the time such a course would require, and it would only 
serve to introduce side issues which would only becloud the real ques- 
tions before us. Whatare they? First, that Great Britain construes 
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unprotected waters, it would be strange indeed if the territorial sov- 
ereignty did not watch them closely and tie them up by the strictest 
provisions of a police nature 

‘Thus, sir, under the treaty of 1818 American fishing vessels held in 
British-American waters a position that was utterly unique. They 
could fish on vast stretches of waters within British sovereignty, they 
could land on long lines of unoccupied British shores to dry and cure 
fish, and they could enter British bays and harbors for wood, water, 
shelter, and repairs, and for no other purposes. Thus it will be seen 
that the rights of our fishermen in those waters solely grew out of and 
were circumscribed by their character as fishermen, and the restric- 
tions and disabilities under which they labored sprang entirely out of 
that character and the danger there was of its abuse, and out of the 
unwillingness of the Canadians to grant the free use of Canadian har- 
hors and ports in order to aid rivals to outstrip them in Canadian 
waters in a common business 

In the progress of events, Mr. President, a more liberal commercial 
policy sprang up in the world, and nations began to pass what were 
called reciprocity laws, the object of which was to remove by one coun- 
try commercial restrictions in favor of another which would return 
uch act of liberality. In 1830 the United States and Great Britain 
made such an arrangement, which embraced for the first time the North 
\merican dependencies of the latter country. The President’s procla- 
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mation and the British order in council show the nature and extent of | 


this arrangement. The former, or rather the circular of the Secretary 
of the Treasury under it, directed— 
the entry of Brit 


hy els laden with th pre 


And the order in council directed that— 


tions of Great Britain and her } 
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there, then, no force in the British contention, that the construction of 
that order, which works out such results, is highly unreasonable ? 

Moreover, sir, is there not much force in the British position that 
this so-called reciprocity, so far as fishing vessels are concerned, is all 
on one side. The fishing vessels of the british provinces have no fish- 
ing rights whatever in American waters. Although we choose tocon- 
strue the arrangement of 1830 so as to give their fishing vessels a free 
right to buy supplies in our ports, yet such supplies will notavailthem 
to enter into competition with American fishermen in American waters, 
and can scarcely have any other effect than to swell the sales and gains 
of New England merchants who vend them. But give toour fishermen 
in British waters the right to buy bait, supplies, and outfitsof all kinds 
in their ports and harbors, with the further right also otherwiseclaimed 
of transshipping their cargoes, so that our fishermen can use every fa- 
cility of land as well as sea which the provinces afford for their fishing 
expeditions and for the transportation of their fish to their home mar- 
kets as fully as if those provinces belonged to them, and sothat they can 
thus make two or three fishing voyages where they could before make 
one, and then superadd in their favor our protective duties on fish; and 
then the British-American fishermen might as well quit the business, 
except for home consumption. Wecan shut them out of our own mar- 
kets, and by the use of their own territory successfully compete with 
them in the markets of the world. Who can wonder that the fisher- 
men of British North America refuse such a one-sided reciprocity, and 
call upon their Government to protect them from it? 

If the sides were reversed, what a howl our fishermen would raise. 
Sir, it isashrewd game, worthy of New England ingenuity, to construe 


an arrangement with Great Britain of a general commercial character, 
| So as to cover the fishery question and to obliterate the whole British 


t] ! sof the United States may import from the United States into the Brit- | 

h possess'ons abroad the produce of those States. 

It would seem clear to any fair and impartial mind that these orders 
referred solely to strictly commercial intercourse, and then, too, to | 
\merican vessels importing into the British possessions ‘‘ the produce of 
the States.”’ On its face it has no reference to fishing vessels, which 
were then and always had been understood to be a distinct and sepa- 
rate class of vessels, and whose cargoes of fish caught in British-Ameri- | 
can waters certainly were not ‘‘the produce of the States.’’ 

Mr. President, one of the best proofs of the true construction of an 


ement is the contemporaneous and long-continued sense in which | 


ts provisions were understood and acted on by those who made it and 
whose interests it alone affects. After 1830 the proviso of the treaty 
of 1815 was understood by England and her colonies to be in full force, 
nd that proviso and all statutes passed to carry out its restrictive 
features were a3 rigidly enforced as they had been before, up to the 


treaty of 1854, without a single claim preferred by our Government 
that the arrangement of 1830 had any such meaning as that now con- 
tended for by the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations, If 
iny construction of that agreement was ever suggested in any negotia- 
ommunication with Great Britain, or in any document put 
h by any branch of our Government, up to a very recent date, Sena- 
Without any further argument, this 
continued practical agreement ought tosettle the question of construc- 
tion. 
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ors are invited to produce it. 


Mr. President, the American claim as to the true construction of the | 


rangement of 1530 simply amounts to this, that the executive acts 
done under that arrangement, without any exercise of the treaty-mak- 
ing power, and without the remotest reference to the question of the 
fisheries, annul the treaty of 1818, and the whole system of British and 
Canadian laws which had been passed in pursuance to that treaty to 
regulate the rights of American fishermen in British waters, and wipe 
out all the grave distinctions, up to that time insisted upon by the 
Gritish authorities, between fishing and commercial vessels. This 
British order in council, the majority report asserts, repeals the proviso 
of the treaty of 1818, without any allusion to it or the rights regulated 
hy it, and reverses a policy which England and her colonies had up to 
that moment held to be vital to their interests. 

Before that time American fishermen could only enter Canadian re- 
served bays and harbors for wood, water, shelter, and repairs under 
close surveillance and the strictest police regulations. After that date 
it is claimed that ourfishermen could enter those bays, ports, and har- 
bors for any and al leommercial purposes, and could freely buy every 
kind of supplies and outfits. They could make these bays, harbors, 
and ports full bases of supplies for all these voyages into the Canadian 
fishing grounds open to them, and could make use of all these priv- 
ileges to aid them either in smuggling or in poaching upon reserved 
waters. Thus, without any commercial object atallin view, but under 
cover of a distinctly commercial arrangement, they can, under this 
view, use commercial rights, privileges, and exemptions in British 
American ports, bays, and harbors to further their distinctive fishing 
rights in British American waters, and toevade local commercial regula- 
tions and plain provisions of the treaty of 1818. Who can believe that 
Great Britain ever intended such results to flow from their order in 
council? Who does not know that if we had openly claimed such re- 
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contention upon one branch of it, to which subjects that power and our 
own Government up to recent date never considered them to relate, 
and thus to acquire all4ve want to promote our fishery interests, both 
on British land and sea, without giving any equivalent whatever for 
the advantages gained. If there be anything but rhetoric in the idea 
of vassalage suggested by the majority report on this subject it would 
rather seem to be the aim and effect of the construction contended for 
by the majority report to impose that degrading condition upon the 
people of the Dominion than to uplift it from our own shoulders. 

But, sir, in aid of the American claim to the rightful exercise by 
our fishing vessels of full commercial privilegesin the harbors and bays 
of the Dominion, even to the transshipment of their cargoes of fish 
across its territory, it has been and is confidently asserted that we 
possess this latter right under Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871. 
And the majority report of the Committee on Foreign Relations goes to 
the extent of averring that ‘‘the proceedings before the Halifax Com- 
mission distintly demonstrated that under Article X XTX the right to 
transship fish was understood by the British to be included, and with- 
out any conditions depending upon the force of any other articles in 
the treaty.’”’ How that majority could have ever arrived at this con- 
clusion, it is dfficult to understand, whon one of the distinct statements 
in the British case presented before that tribunal most explicitly de- 
clares— 

That freedom to transfer cargoes, to outfit vessels, to buy supplies, to pro- 
cure bait, and engage sailors, are secondary and incidental privileges which 
materially enhance the principal concessions to the United States. 

So far from considering this right of transshipment a primary right 
under Article X XIX, they take it for granted that article has nothing 
whatever to do with the subject, and they present it as asecondary and 
incidental privilege growing out of the fishery articles of that treaty, 
which range from the eighteenth to the twenty-fifth inclusive. And 
every one who has read the treaty knows that under its Article X XII 
no claim could be presented before the Halifax Commission for any 
compensation to Great Britain which did not spring out of Article 
XVIII, which gave us all our enlarged privileges of fishing and curing 
and drying fish. Thus, the mere presentation of a claim for compen- 
sation for transshipment under Article XVIII is a full affirmation on 
the part of the British that the right to transship does not arise under 
Article X XIX. The proceedings before that commission, then, instead 
of ‘‘distinctly demonstrating ’’ that the British understood the right to 
transfer fish to arise out of this Article X XIX, clearly prove the exact 
contrary. 

Still further, Mr. President, Mr. Foster, the American agentand coun- 
sel before that commission, no where, so far as I have been able to dis- 
cover, has given the slightest hint that he claimed the right of trans- 
shipment to spring out of Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871. Near 
the close of his answer to the British case he answers the argument of 
the British counsel as to the various incidental and reciprocal advantages 
arising out of the fishery articles of the treaty by denying that such 
advantages are the subject of compensation at all— 

Because the treaty of 1871 confers no such rights on the inhabitants of the U: 
States, who now enjoy them merely by sufferance, and who can atany ti 
deprived of them by the enforcement of exisiing laws or the re-enactm 
former oppressive statutes, 





And still farther, on page 1541 ef the proceedings of that commis- 


sults to be intended by that order it would have never been issued? Is | sion, he reiterates the same argument, and adds that he plants himself— 
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upon the plain language of the t w t one word can be fi d re- 
lating to the right to buy or sell ff r transfer cargoes 

Meaning, of course, cargoes of fish 

And Mr. Dana, another of the American counsel, in his argument 
before the Halifax commission in 1877, asked the question: 

Does the treaty of 1871 give the 1 1 States the right to! bait, ice, ] 
visions, supplies for els l tot irgoes wit t British Don 
ion? 

He himself answered 

I say the treaty of Was 

Thus Mr. ae > . Dana, our able representatives at Halifax 
evidently thoug is did the ] ounsel, that our privilege oftrans 
ferring fish across ¢ la arose out of our e l rights to fish and 
to land at pleasure on Canadian shores in connection with our fishing 
pursuits, joined to that other important provision wh ed 
to go free into either country if caught in American or Canadian 
waters. 

The treaty of 1854, granting similar enlarged fis! r and shor 
rights, as well as free fish, was t ved by just as free transit of fish 
across Canada and New Brunsw 


not a syllable in it rela 
wall have had it, too, under the 
had never been inserted init. I 
whole proceedings before that co 





that Article X XIX was understood to confer upon our fishermen this 
right of transshipment, ought to make us very cautious how we ven 
ture the broad assertion that our position is too clear in this regard to 


submit our rights to further negotiation. 
Mr. President, I have never read nor heard 2 wor 





or Canadian source, either of a cotemporary or of x- 
pressive of the slightest suggestion that the arrange! 1830 ox 
Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871 have the remotes ing 


vessels or their rights, and it would be a 


ascertain when such an idea was first expressed by any American pub- 
lic man. The difference is so broad and between 
manned by our fishermen, who enter British waters, not toadd a penny 
to the wealth or welfare of that people, but to compete with Canadian 
fishermen living on theirshores, and commercial vessels which go there 
for the legitimate purposes of trade, whereby the blessings of commerce 
are ejually diffused between those who sell and those who buy, that 
no negotiator the interests of whose people were involved in the dis 
tinction could or would fail to observe it. 

The treaty of 1818 recognized such fishing vessels as interna 
descripts, and imposed upon them stern restrictions, which were not 
meant to be expressive of a barbarous inhospitality, as is so often for 
effect’s sake intimated, but were deemed by Great Britain, and su 
mitted to by us with our eyes wide open, as necessary to restrain 
peculiar class of people with peculiar temptations and facilities fox 
becoming predatory in the wild stretches of tl 
which they roamed. There has never been an hows since when British 
statesmen have not been prompt to observe and enforce this wide dis 
tinction, except those periods when, for valuable consider ations, it was 
suspended. They never could, in any treaty or commercial arrange- 
ment with us, have simply surrendered it without giving up one of 
their principal contentions on the subject of the se fisheries, and it is very 
unreasonable to suppose that they could have ever intended to re- 
nounce rights all along tenaciously claimed my th m through an order 
in council or an article of a treaty, in neither of which was the subject 
so much as referred to. 

I have not the slightest doubt but that the British n 
posed, in framing this treaty of 1871, that its fishing articles fully ex- 
pressed all that the contracting parties intended on that subject, and 
that they never dreamed when such fishing articles should be separately 
annulled, as the right was reserved to do, and all fishery rights thereb: 

ranted to them which could be of any practicable benefit should be 
withdrawn from them, that then a most important right to our fisher- 
men would be found slumbering in Article X XIX, for which the un- 
conscious grantor could never receive anything more than a nominal 
equivalent. To extract a valuable fishery right out of an article which 
does not touch on the subject, but is preceded by other articles spe- 
cially devoted to it, is very near akin to the prov rbially difficult proc 
ess of extracting blood from a stone. 

But, Mr. President, if neither the proclamation of the President nor 
this Article XXIX imparts to our vessels the general commercial right 
claimed for them, then those vessels are utterly dependent upon the 
proviso of the treaty of 1818 for all privileges to which they are en- 

1 And the only question is, what does that proviso mean? At 


matter of curious research to 


distinet vessels 





tional non- 


ocean and seas ove! 





rotiators sup- 





titled. 
that time not a single United States vessel had the right to enter the 
territorial waters of British North America for a single commercial 
on gare except on sufferance. And when the proviso to the treaty of 
1818 admitted our fishing vessels to enter for the limited purposes of 
vood, water, shelter, and repairs, such privileges, being an exception 
to the rule, were to be strictly construed. Butthe negotiators would 
not leave the question open to any rule of construction. 

In that cast-iron proviso we subject ourselves to such regulations as 
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taken up to morrow. Ifconvenient to the Senate, I should like to make 
some remarks upon the treaty on Saturday. 

Mr. EVARTS. I wish merely to ask the Senator from Maine whether 
he meant to announce that we shall sit speech after speech, no matter | 
what the hours are, until the treaty shall be disposed of. 

Mr. FRYE. I mean that I shall ask the Senate to meet as early as 
11 o’clock on Saturday morning, on Monday morning, and on Tuesday 
morning, until a vote is reached on the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. And to continue with it through the day? 

Mr. FRYE. To continue with it, of course, so long as any Senator 
desires to speak. I do not wish to be understood as desiring to prevent 
in any way a Senator from addressing the Senate at any length he 
wishes, I simply propose that we shall continue the discussion, be- 
cause very shortly there will be atariff bill in here, which will occupy | 
all the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has any time been fixed for taking a vote on the 
treaty ? 

Mr. FRYE. No time has been fixed. It was impossible to ask that | 
any time should be fixed, because it was impossible to find out what | 
Senators desired to address the Senate. 

Mr. EVARTS. For one I am not willing to be put under any other 
restraint in regard to the debate on this subject than the other Senators 
who have preceded me have been put under. I do not wish to be told 
at 4 o’clock in the afternoon that I have got to speak four hours in an- 
swer or have a vote taken without my speech being heard. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
in the discussion of this question, but the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
WILSON] made some very remarkable statements which I do not in- | 
tend shall pass without at least calling the attention of the Senate to 
them. 

In the first place, the Senator says that the 3-mile limit has long | 
since ceased to-be the international rule. On that I take issue, and I 





challenge the Senator now to produce any reputable authorities which 
are admitted to be international in character on that subject and have 
received the general approval of the world. But, if that were so, it 
has nothing to do with this question, because we stipulated for 3 
miles, which settles that question. 

Secondly, the Senator says that it isa crime on the part of those who 
oppose the treaty to assert that our fishing vessels have commercial 
privileges at all. It is not only, he says, unsupported by anything in 
the treaty, and it is far-fetched, but itisacrime. Does the Senator 
not know that the Secretary of State time and again, over his own sig- 
nature, declared that we had those rights? Does he not know that 
when citizens of New England appealed to him to know what their 
rights were he informed them that they had commercial rights, and 
that he intended to see that their rights were respected ? Does he not 
know that the minister to Great Britain, under the direction of theSec- 
retary of State, repeated that over and over again, and that the Secre- 
tary of State was careful to say, ‘‘I approve of what you have said on 
this point?’’ 

Is ita crime, Mr. President, for us to claim those rights? When 
was it made so? When the edict went out from the White House that 
this treaty was to be supported. It was not a crime eighteen months 
ago, when the Secretary of State was luring New England fishermen 
into the Canadian and British trap by telling them that they had the 
rights which he now stands here as the exponent of that Secretary and 
declares they never had, and as the Secretary himself in his letter to 
the Board of Trade at Boston declared we never had. 

The Senator from Maryland tells you that this is a question which 
has always been surrounded with doubt. The Senator has not read 
the history of this case, or else he has not dealt fairly with the Senate. 
It never was a subject of doubt formany years. In 1839 the Secretary 
of State of the United States declared that there never had been acon- 
troversy upon the treaty with Great Britain, that its meaning had 
never been a matter of discussion, and yet the Senator tells us that it 
has always been a matter of doubt, and of so great doubt that we ought 
to surrender every doubtful point to the British Government. 

I do not propose to leave that upon a mere statement. The Acting 
Secretary of State, in a letter to the President of the United States, 
written on the 14th of August, 1839, said: 

It does not appear that the stipulations in the article above quoted have, since 
the date of the convention, been the subject of conflicting questions of right be- 
tween thetwoGovernments, The rights of the respectiveparties are so clearly 
defined by the letter of the treaty as scarcely to leave room for such questions 
of an abstract or general character. 

February 20, 1841, Mr. Forsyth said in a letter to Mr. Stevenson, our 
then minister to Great Britain: 


The first article of the convention of 1818 between the United States and Great 
Britain, which contains the treaty stipulations relating to the subject, is so ex- 
plicit in its terms that there would seem to be little room for misapprehending 
them; and indeed it does not appear that any conflicting questions of right be- 
tween the two Governments have arisen out of differences of opinion between 
them regarding the intent and meaning of this article. 


Afterwards he said: 

Our fishermen believe, and they are obviously right in their opinion, if uni- 
form practice is any evidence of correct construction, that they can with pro- 
priety take fish anywhere on the coasts of tho British provinces, if not nearer 
than 3 miles to land, 
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Up to that time the British Government had never by word or act 
suggested that there was any misconstruction on our part. I do not 
propose it shall be thrown up to us hereafter without a dissent that 
there has always been a question of dispute on this subject, for there 
never was until 1843. The contemporaneous construction was the 
American construction we are giving it, and not the British construc- 
tion which has been given by the Senator from Maryland, who has 
gone several degrees beyond what any British or Canadian official has 
ever gone in his anxiety to defend the pending treaty. I challenge 
him and I challenge the party who are supporting the treaty to find 


| that any British or Canadian authority has taken a position so high and 


extreme as he has taken here to-day. 

It is quite enough for the other side of the Senate to discuss the Cana- 
dian view from the Canadian standpoint, but it is a little too much for 
them to proceed to make arguments and insist that the Canadian and 
British Governments made them years before when the record will not 
support a word of that statement. I repeat, there was no controversy 


| about this matter until 1843, and the British Government has never 


yet taken the position that is taken now by the advocates of the pend- 
ing treaty. When Canada proposed to take this position the British 
Government said to them, *‘ You can not do it.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. They take it now. 

Mr. TELLER. They take it now under this treaty; and they have 
declared by the seizure of the Adams that we had surrendered forever 
the commercial rights of our fishermen. That is the result of this 
treaty. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr WILSON, of Maryland. The Senator from Colorado has said 
that I have stated the British contentions more strongly than they have 
stated them themselves. I should like to ask him to particularize a 
single instance in which I have done any such thing. 

Mr. TELLER. I have listened with some care to the speech of the 
Senator from Maryland. It will probably appear in the REcoRD, to- 
morrow, and I shall leave that question to theSenate, I do not know 
what the Senator calls the British side of this case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Will the Senator from Colorado again 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not hear all that the Senator says. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. He has made a very broad statement, 
a statement which I deny to be correct, although I do not pretend to 
intimate that he intends to state anything but what he thinks to be 
true. He has madeastatement. I deny it to be correct. I ask him 
now to name one single instance in which I have stated the British 
claim more strongly than they have always stated it themselves. 

Mr. TELLER. Ina speech of three or four hours’ length, I can not 
be expected to go over it item by item. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. The Senator ought not to make the 
charge unless he is prepared to maintain it. 

Mr. TELLER. But the Senator has stated the Canadian side, and 
the extreme Canadian side, as everybody knows. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Ihavestated the side which my judg- 
ment told me was correct. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, I do not raise any guestion about 
that. * 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I speak what is the truth when I say 
that when I commenced a few weeks ago the examination of this ques- 
tion my prejudices were all against the treaty, and I doubted whether 
I could vote for it. The conclusions to which I have come have been the 
conclusions of my own judgment upon the facts and the law of the case. 
If Iam wrong, I alone am responsible. But there is one thing certain, 
that no charge, no fling against me as having assumed the side of the 
enemy, which I believe was the object of having this debate in open 
Senate, shall ever suppress the honest sentiments of my mind and the 
dictates of my heart. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not suggested that the Senator from Mary- 
land was not actuated by proper motives. I have not suggested that 
he has not worked himself into a belief that the extreme demand of 
the Canadian authorities is the true interpretation of the existing 
treaty. I know the pressure under which he has labored. I know the 
pressure under which the Democratic minority of this body have labored. 
When the Secretary of State regarded it as his right and his duty to 
write letters and have interviews upon this subject to induce popular 
favor to come tothe treaty, and when the President of the United States 
sent a message here approving the treaty, I know what that means to 
the men who attempt to support the Administration. I know that 
they may possibly see clearly their right. I know further, that on 
that side of the Chamber there are men who said, exactly as was said 
by Mr. Forsyth, that there had been no contention over the matter, 
and that none could be had, because it was too plain, who are bound 
now under Administration influences to speak lightly of it, supporting 
the treaty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. J sa he knows the influ é 
which have operated upon this side of the Chamber because the Ad- 
ministration, the Secretary State, desired to have the treaty sup- 
ported, and that the pressure has been great upon this side, and it yields 
toit. I desire to the Senator whether he from personal experie! 
as a member of the Republican party and as a member ofa Republican 
Cabiu ks ¢ to this sabject in attributing influences un- 
der which he | ted to this side of the \mber ? 

UR I have no recollection in the course of my political 
10 recollection in the course of my public reading of having 
een such an exhibition as I have seen with reference to this treaty, out- 

l I never saw a Secretary of State before make him 

If gandist of a treaty. 

Mx I ask the Senator from Colorado a question 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ; the Senator from Colorado, who was long a mem- 


ber of a Republican Cabinet, know of any instance in which there has 
been a party vote on the Republican side of the Chamber on any treaty 
negotiated by a Republican administratiou? 

Mr. TELLER. I never did; and when this question was first pre- 
sented to the Senate I believed in the Democratic declaration that the 


treaty would not be supported by the other side when it caffe up. 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado indulge me to ask 


him a que 3tion ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has not this treaty been carried into Republican 
caucuses here and voted upon, and has it not been determined that it 
should be opposed by the whole body of the Republican party, and 
that no amendment should be allowed to it? 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer the Senator from Alabama by saying 
that no Republican caucus ever passed upon the question whether Re- 
publicans would vote for the treaty or not. I repeat what I said here 
the other day, that there never was a Republican in the Senate who 

itended to vote for it, and there never would have been a Democrat 
on the other side of the Chamber who would have voted for it if it had 
not come from a Democratic Administration, and as it was there was 
a respectable number who did not intend in the beginning to vote for 
t, and who so expressed themselves. It is true that when they ex- 
amined it they may have worked themselves into a belief, as the Sena- 
tor from Maryland did, that it was a proper treaty; but until they can 
show us something better than the Canadian argument which had been 
upset and refuted again and again, they ought not to charge us with 
doing what they were inclined in the beginning themselves to do. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator consider that he has answered 
my question in regard to the action of the Republican caucus upon the 
treaty ? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido. 

Mr. MORGAN. The second branch of my question was whethe1 
it had not been determined in that caucus that no amendment should 
be allowed to the treaty? 

Mr. TELLER. It was not. It was determined by those who dis 
cussed it, I think, that no amendment could be made to the treaty. 
Does the Senator think there could be an amendment made to the 
treaty that this Administration would accept? He does not believe 
it, for he knows that it could not be done. He knows that our oppo- 
sition is not to the details of the treaty, but it is because it is a sur- 
render of that which we insist is the American case. It is a surrender 
to a threat that the Senator himself has not been entirely clear from 
making on this floor, a threat that we should have free fish whether 
we wanted it or not, because the people would think long before they 
would go to war, when it was a question of war or free fish, and that 
we might get beyond acommercial war and get intoareal war. Threats 
of that kind are made, and itis proposed that this treaty must be forced 
upon the American people for fear of disaster and bloodshed. 

Mr. MORGAN. That matter has been stated here three or four times 
What I have said on this treaty is in print. The very remarks to 
which the Senator refers as a threat coming from me or from the Ad- 
ministration were delivered in writing and are in print. There is no 
intimation of a threat of any kind at all. Nothing but the most preju- 
diced and unfair construction, not only of language, but sentiment and 
opinion, could torture anything that I have ever said into a threat. I 
have admonished the Senate 

Mr. TELLER. Ah! 

Mr. MORGAN. That there was a possibility that our action might 
lead to hostilities; and if there is a man in this Senate so utterly pur- 
blind that he can not see that there is such a possibility, I must ex- 
press my opinion about him. But as to threatening anything or any- 
body, whom do I threaten? I am an American Senator on this floor 
with American Senators, consulting with them not as a political party, 
but as the advisers of the Administration and the Government, as ne- 
gotiators—for that is the position we occupy now—in respect to what 
is best to be done in order to avoid difficulty and trouble. And when 
I choose to express myself in the freedom of my intercourse with my 
brother Senators upon what I conceive to be the possibilities that may 
result from our conduct, it is heralded to the world time and again by 
Senators here that I have made a threat. 
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S ¥ ire pro ys e that within a ye ] 
en the United States and Great Brit I 
1 to the firstarticie of the convention « 1518, 1 Liv n 1} 
tof the British North American provir s. For ty rs 
the conclusion of that convention t e was no scriousattempt to exclude 
‘ fishermen from the large bays on that coast, but about ten years ago at the 
} 10 yme Government gave a construc- 
ng to tl clo wh ver be their extent, ag: t 
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W.L. MARC’ 
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Sir: [I had the honor to receive your 
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e convention of I cerning the fisheries on t coast of th i sh Ne 








\{merican provinces ; 





rruptions have prevented an earlier reply 
Your letter gives me to understand that for more tl 

































nclusion of this convention there was nos ous atten d r fis 

men from the large b on that coast; but that abou », atti i 
ce Of the province authorities, the home govern: nd ga 
struction to the first article which closes all bays, wl heir « 
I our citizens for fishing purposes; and that vy have 

permitted to fish in the Bay of Fund is matter « oO 
ment denies their right to fish there, or in any of t Lys 

On the other hand, you inform me that ou nstr ) 
that American fishermen have a 1 t to resort to e fis 1 it 
provided they are not within a marine league of t 

Under these conflicting constructions e pleases y viey n 
the subject, as I was one of the negotiators of the « ve 

Honored by such a ec: upon me, I f that the na nal rights and inter 

stake in the just « struction of this convention are of a deseript 1801} 

necessarily to command my obs e to the call 

At the same time, with the public duty which your letter devolves upon 1 
I can not be insensible to the peculiarity of its nature, cor e L« 
more than thirty years after the negotiation was held. l be « i 
ful of my personal recollections, and would hardly dare pon ther 
an occasion so solemn, after this long interval, unless ut »srrobor 
of documentary and other evidence. Treaties and conven other w1 
ten instruments, are to be interpreted by their own wo ction 
the antecedent and collateral facts necessary to the elu 1 


and h at least lam a 


Premising thus much, I may be allowed to 
SW ntered il oOo Ww ith 


speak with confidence, that the convention o 
circumspection on our side. Mr. Monroe was then President and Mr. Ad 
Secretary of State. Looking to their qualities with reference to this particula 
question, the former was calm-minded and wise; while the latter, besides 
his other high qualities of mind, had little disposition to yield opinions carefu 
formed on the basis of his country’s rights. From Mr. Adams my colleagu 
(Mr. Gallatin) and myself received in due form our instructions, accompanied 
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The interval was an anxi« one to them. Accordingly, as soon as the conven- 
tion went hastened to their ancient resorts; rein- 


m, they eageriy 





stated by the ntcare of their Government. Hencethe significant motto 
of our PB ry patriot and sage, that we would both fish and hunt over 
the same grounds as heretofore. Nocomplaint was made or whispered by any 
member of the B sh Government of that day of which I ever heard. 

I remained minister at the court nearly seven years after the signature and 
ratification of thisconvenlion, Opportunities ofcomplaint were therefore never 
wanting. If intimated me, it would have been my duty to transmit at once 
iny such intimation to our Government. Nor did I ever hear of complaints 
through their legation in Washington. It would have been natural to make 
objection when our misconstruction of the instrument was fresh, if we did mis- 
construe it. The occasion would have been especially opportune when I was 
subsequently engaged in extensive negotiations with England in 1823-24, 
which brought under consideration the whole relations, commercial and terri- 
torial, between the two countries, including our entire intercourse by sea and 
land with her North American colonies. Still, silence was never broken in the 


metropolitan atmosphere of London whilst I remained there 
Your letter informs me that for more than twenty years after the convention 
there was no serious attempt to exclude us from those large bays; and Mr. 
Everett, writing as Secretary of State only on the 4th of December last, to Mr. 
Ingersoll, then our minister in London, renders more definite the time you 
would indicate, by saying that ‘it was just a quarter of a century after the date 
of the convention before the first American fisherman was captured for fishing 
at large in Bay of Fundy, I find it extremely difficult, under any lights at 
present before me, to explain the extraordinary circumstances which environ 
this international question consistently with the respect due to the high party 
on the other side; feelings the most friendly being ever due to her from the 
magnitude of the interests bound upin the subsistence of harmonious relations 
between the two countries 
Jt is impossible for me to donbt that the convention as we now construe it 
and have always construed it, was entirely acceptable to the British Govern- 
tat the time of its adoption, But [remember also that other feelings were 
flo tat that epoch, beyond the pale of the home Governmentin England. The 


fishery article was sharply assailed out of doors. Journals of prominence in 
London represented it as sacrificing high maritime interests of England,follow- 
ing up like sacrifices which, they said, she had made to France and other pow- 


ing 
ersin the treaties of Vienna. The legislative assembly and council of Nova 
Scotia, sent forward murmurs, deep and loud, from that quarter. They alleged 
that the prospects of British colonial industry and advantage in North America 

cre exposed to a shock in the competition which this fishery article opened 
inew to the Americans 

rhe commingling tides of complaint from the London press and from the col- 
onies served to swell, for a time, popular clamorin England against us, afeeling 

t without example in that country, as those know who may have had oppor- 
tunities of close observation when her Government has kept aloof and been 

friendly to us. Theclamor has had its run anddiedaway. The British states- 
u wielding her power—Lord Liverpool was premier, and Lord Castlereagh 
n secretary—had probably not been unaware that there would be to some 
extent an outside feeling of dissatisfaction under that fishery article, They 
kuew their position, and were prepared forits responsibilities. Paying respect 
to the convictions prevailing in the United States, that our fishing rights were 
not lost by the war of 1812, though so contrary to the British opinions, they de- 
termined upon the compromise which the convention effected. 
vas in this spirit of amity that a formidable source of dissension was re- 
moverl without implicating the honor of either nation, whilst the ultimate in- 
tcrests of both were thought by the wisest in both to have been best advanced 
by the compromise, 

I render with satisfaction this passing tribute to the Liverpool ministry, and 
especially to Lord Castlereagh due the more, as it was not the only occasion 
during my long mission when its amicable counsels in regard to the United 
States interposed to ward off trouble to the twonations when there was noade- 
quate cause for it on our side, but much outdoor English clamor againstus. It 
may be added as not an irrelevant fact, but pertinent to the matter I have in 
hand, that it was the same ministry, Tory as it was, with which we negotiated 
in London the convention of July, 1815. This international compact secured for 
us,os far as it went, the fairest measure of reciprocity in our commerce, and es- 
pecially our navigation, with Britain, which up to that period we had ever been 

able to obtain from any British ministry, Whig or Tory, since the day of our 
separation, 

Another auspicious circumstance may be saidto have gone hand in hand with 
the labors of Mr. Gallatin and myself. It wasa ministry the moststrongly seated 
perhaps in influence and power of any that bad preceded it for a century, be- 
cause governing England at the epoch of Napoleon's downfall. Such a minis- 
try had nofears in being just to us on the fishery question. It was not to be 
shaken by outdoor clamor, and disregarded it. 

Nothing but the great importance of the subject and the peculiar dilemma in 
which this disputed question has come tobe placed could justify me in making 
this letter so long. I must venture to hope that this will be my shield in your 
eyes 

A brief, a reluctant reflection must close it. It relates to the letter from Mr. 
Webster, written in July, 1852, when he was Secretary of State. Idesireto speak 
with nothing but reverence of an American statesman whom death has canon- 
ized. To his great abilities, exalted patriotism, and inappreciable services all 
do homage; none more fully than I do. An inadvertence found its way into 
that letter, which under the public obligation cast upon me by your call I am 
not at liberty to pass over, It is the passage in which he states that it was“ an 
oversight in the convention of 1818 to make a concession to England, since the 
United States had usually considered that these vast inlets or recesses of the 
ocean ought to be open to American fishermen as freely as the sea itself, to within 
3 marine miles of the shore.”’ - 

The letter was written when he was away from his Department. Full of di- 
versified public occupation, and with his mind undercorresponding solicitudes 
he may well have been momentarily at fault; at a season, too, when his health 
was perhaps feeling the approaches of that fatal malady which was so soon af- 
terwards to deprive his country of his valuable life, and take from the world 
one ofits towering numes. Thisinference is the more strongly forced upon me, 
as in the same letter he refers to the opinion of the English crown lawyers, with- 
out noticfhg the grave error stamped upon its face, that they assumed the ex- 
istence of words not in the convention. I should reproach myself for this allu- 
sion but for the influence which the great name of Mr. Webster might otherwise 
Jend in directions unfavorable to the just rights of the country he so dearly 

loved. Happy am I to think that his letter nevertheless closes with a dissent 
from the construction given by the crown lawyers of England to that solemn 
convention which it is the aim of this letter to show is chargeable with no such 
oversight as he supposed. 
I have the honor to remain, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
RICHARD RUSH. 









Hon. W. L. Marcy, 
Secretary of State, Washingtcn. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in discussing a question of the mag- 
nitude of this in connection with a great country like Great Britain, it 
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would be altogether agreeable to me that personal and political views 
should be omitted from the debaic. In fact I have seen no occasion 
for having any matter of that kind dragged in at all, but it seems to 
me that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is held in reserve to 
‘‘ whoop up ”’ the Republican end of this question whenever a debate 
occurs on this floor. After a speech is made, particularly in opposition 
to him, he is here for the purpose of characterizing us as a set of men 
who are acting contrary to our convictions and our judgment and in 
obedience to the behests of the President of the United States and of 
the Secretary of State. : 

I dare say, Mr. President, that there are as many independent think- 
ers on this side of the Chamber as there are on that, and that we are 
able to match the honorable Senator from Colorado in his independence 
with quite a number of gentlemen on this side who have some respect 
for themselves, for their position, for the country, and for the great 
questions that are presented here for our consideration. 

The Senator insists all the time that we have no views of this ques- 
tion on this side except political views; that we are entirely insincere 
in our expressions because we have been whipped in by the Adminis- 
tration; that we have lost our manhood; that we have reversed our po- 
sitions; that we have taken back what we have said heretofore; and 
that we are acting here as a lot of galley slaves, not merely to do the 
bidding of our masters, but to do it under the lash. 

That is the idea with which the Senator would impress the people 
of the United States in regard to the attitude of Democratic Senators 
on this side of the Chamber. 

I do not know what have been the relations of that Senator to his 
party. I havesometimes seen him exhibit some little evidences of in- 
dependence of thought and action, but I do not think that he is occu- 
pying such an elevated moral tone in this body or elsewhere as that 
he has a right to question the motives of gentlemen as to what they do 
under their oaths on this floor in respect of a great question like this. 

The Senator has taken occasion to charge me with having reversed 
my position. If I were bound by statements which he puts upon the 
record with his loose expressions, that might beso; but when his state- 
ments come to be compared with the truth as disclosed by the record 
it is not so. 

I have changed no position, no attitude, on this treaty. When it 
came to us i investigated it for myself, examined it as thoroughly as I 
was able todo. I came to my conclusions upon it, as a matter of re- 
lief to this country, and as a matterofadjustment of the future relations 
between this country and Great Britain. I consulted nobody, Presi- 
dent or Secretary of State; I had no conferences, no communication. I 
made up my opinions on my own judgment, and solely on my own 
judgment, and so I have no doubt has been done by every Senator on 
this side of the Chamber; for there has been very little conference be- 
tween Senators on this side in respect to the merits of this treaty. Each 
Senator takes up this subject and deals with it as he thinks right for 
the interests of the country, and does what those interests bear him out 
in doing in this transaction. 

It seems to be a settled purpose of that Senator and others to under- 
take to impress the country with the idea that this treaty is an im- 
proper one to be made, and that the issues which are presented before 
the country now are unimportant—by heaping abuse and epithet upon 
the treaty and upon the men who arejengaged in its advocacy and expo- 
sition. It is called a pusillanimous, cowardly surrender. That style 
of language is very common in this debate—that a treaty made by the 
Secretary of State of the United States and by two or three able as- 
sistants, men of honor and of character in this country, is a pusillani- 
mous, cowardly surrender! It is frequently imputed to us that we are 
advocating the British side of this question. It hasbeen said here this 
eveningin the remarksof the Senator from Colorado that we are espous- 
ing the Canadian side of this question. 

Now, let me ask the Senate and the country what motives have we 
for espousing the British or the Canadian side of this question? Why 
are we not just as much the friends of this country and of its honor as 
you are, and as willing to defend them? 

Some intimations have been made about other matters of division 
that have existed between us in times past, and a cloud is sought to be 
drawn from a period twenty-five years back over this question here 
now, and an attempt is made to cast discredit on this treaty because it 
is advocated by men with whom you have disagreed in times past. 
That is not a fair way of treating a question like this. No administra- 
tion can conduct diplomacy if the friends of that administration are to 
be scouted or thrown out of consideration because they dare to advo- 
cate a measure or because that measure is supported by gentlemen who 
have happened to differ with you in opinion about matters heretofore. 

If there is merit or demerit in this treaty, there is ability on that side 
of the Chamber to present it without epithet and withoutabuse. There 
is no occasion for the employment of those thrusts at us of an unbecom- 
ing, unpleasant, and irritating character—that we are deserting the flag 
of our country or its interests in order to maintain a settlement between 
this country and Great Britain which we consider to be, under all the 
circumstances of this great case, a fair settlement. There is no occa- 
sion for that. Senators miscalculate the temper of the American pco- 
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ple if they believe that they will respond to any such trash and stuff 
as this. 
which must become, or are, a part of the supreme law of the United 
States under our Constitution, are not going to listen to mere political 
slang-whang and vituperation and censoriousness. They will treat this 
question on a higher plane. 
Senate of the United States makes before the American people for a 


The American people in the consideration of those matters 


1 regret that the first exhibition that the | 


hundred years in the discussion of a great treaty is attended with such | 


remarks as have fallen from the lips of Senators on this floor. I regré 
it, and I think the country will regret it. 

If I were President of the United States I would withdraw this treaty 
from your consideration until you got your minds cool enough to con 


sider it on its merits; and I believe the hor »rable and venerable states- 


man in front of me would do it, with his full knowledge of diplomacy. 
I would withdraw it from this Senate and would send it in after this 
political campaign had ended and after there should be a cessation of 
those methods of political strife which so excite the people of the United 
States—frequently as we know almost beyond control. I would carry 
this into an atmosphere where reason might prevail. 

If there were no Presidential election pending to-day the discussion 
of this treaty would be in different terms and ina different spirit. But 
the object, it seems to me, is simply to make political capital out of it. 
I have despaired really of getting any cool and deliberate and just 
consideration of the matters of great interest and importance involved 
in this treaty, because 4 man can say nothing about it without being 
accused of being a partisan of the British Government. He can make 
no defense of the Administration without being charged with being a 
Canadian in his sentiments. He can make no explanation of anything 
that has occurred heretofore in connection with this treaty without be- 
ing charged with having, under the party whip, changed his relations 
to the question. 

Betore this debate shall have proceeded very much farther I propose 
to bring before the Senate expressions of various Senators upon the 

solutions that have been offered here, about which a great deal has 
been said, and also about what is called the retaliatory law. I will 
bring the opinions of Senators on both sides of this body, and I think 
{ shall be able to show a degree of conservatism of opinion in state- 
ment, a degree of regard for the honor, the interests, the welfare, and 
the integrity of this country exhibited in the debate of last year and 
the year before last, which has failed entirely to characterize the de- 
bate on this treaty in the Senate now. Then we were speaking in an- 
ticipatiog, of the settlement in some form or other, or by some means 
or other,"of grievances and troubles and distresses that had existed in 
this country for the better part of seventy years. 

We were looking to the future and trying to devise the best means 
of bringing our view of this question into realization, of establishing 


1 behalf of our own country and our own people those interpretations of 


it 

the treaty of 1818 upon which we had been insisting, and in good 
fxith; and more than that, of bringing a certain degree of pressure to 
bear upon the British Government to induce them to better terms, not 
in the treaty merely, but in the general commercial relations between 
us and the Canadian people than had existed before that time. 

Was it not right to doit? Wasit not proper to doit? If any Amer- 
ican Senator on either of those occasions had arisen and had been com- 
pelled, as we are now compelled, not to state the merits of it, but the 
nature and character of the British contention, it would have been re- 
ceived by the people of the United States with regret and shame that 
any American Senator should have arisen in his place and should have 
placed the rights of his countrymen upon ground that would perhaps 
have encouraged the British contention. 

It is quite a different matter to speak upon a treaty that has been 
negotiated and to speak, in advance of that, upon a policy which was 
indefinite, as to whether the evilsthat we labored under should be cor- 


rected by treaty or should be corrected by the application and force of 


a statute. 

We had around us two years ago a series of difficulties not new. 
They were old: they were the mere repetitions of what had occurred 
many and many a time before. We found ourselves two years ago at 
the close of two periods of treaty reciprocity with Great Britain under 
which all these vexatious questions had been putentirely at rest. But 
immediately upon our being relegated to the influence and force and 
effect of the treaty of 1818 we found that those difficulties which had 
arisen in every interval of reciprocal arrangement renewed themselves 
and in somewhat violent form, but not more violent than before. For 
instance, before the negotiation of the treaty of 1854, we found it neces- 
sary to marshal our fleets in those waters in order to preserve the peace 
between our fishermen and the Canadian fishermen and in order to pre- 
vent the British fleets from dealing with our fishermen in some rude 
and unjustifiable way. 

When the present Administration came in it was not necessary to 
introduce those fleets (or if it had been, we did not have them; but it 


was really not necessary to introduce those fleets) for the purpose of 


presenting armed resistance immediately upon the ground to any ag- 
gression that might be made by those people. The Congress of the 
United States took up the subject and commenced by passing a resolu- 
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| tion and afterwards by passing a law, and the Congress of the | ed 
States knew from the reports of its own committees—the Sen 

from the reports of its own Committee on Foreign Relations, the | 

kn Ww 1 t c rts of its own Comm ttee on Fore All il 

every member of both Houses understood perfectly well that t 

gres ; en committed by the British Government up 

t \ were of a very severe character, and we be 
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ques nas sn d |} ¢ 1 de : 
ind the means to carry its d » ¢ e 
the « l office and invited the Pres it to step ont and s 
quest } yr in his hands not a new power, for the power wa 
there in 1850, but putting in his hands a larger, amore comprehensive 
powe ) hich he might rectify through the n of retaliation the 
wrongs which everybody said we had sustained You did t tell him 
not to negotiate; you did not advise him not to resort to that high con- 
stitutional power of his by which peace can and may be made, and by 
which the orderly conduct of diplomatic affsirs was intended to be 
regulated by the framers of our Government. 

You did not advise him to do that or not to do it You left him in 
the free and full exercise of all his powers as the Chief Magistrate of 
this Governm He stepped forward and made a negotiation In 
doing that he employed men to assist his Secretary of State—who, by 
the way, is a very able man, the peer of any man in the United States— 
he employed in the assistance of this able statesman two very distin- 
guished men, one of whom had had quite an extensive experience in 
diplomacy. Carefully the ground was all surveyed. An agreement 
was reached, and it was satisfactory to the President. Then, under 
his constitutional authority, he brought it to the attention—of whom? 








Of the second series of negotiators, the men placed by the Constitution 
of the United States next to the President to advise and to consent to 
what he may have done in any negotiation; and we are negotiators 
with the power to modify by amendment, with the power 
to confirm, with the power to reject. 

We have the power to compel the President of the United States to 
submit to the British Governmentin reply to this negotiation any frame 
of treaty agreement that we see proper to suggest. The whole field is 
open tous. We are not compelled to accept or reject just what he has 
done, but the whole field of negotiation is open to this Senate; and 
every Senator here, to the extent of his influence in this body, is to-day 
and in the attitude that this question oceupies now, simply a nego- 
tiator. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 


he re now, 











The PRESIDENT; rot mpor Does the S« nator from Alabam Lyle ld? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
He asserts that we may amend this treaty and compel the President 
to submit the amendment to the British Government. Do I under- 
stand the Senator to say that that is t] e? 

Mr. MORGAN. Vhen I say ral com pul- 
sion, , 

Mr. TELLER Does not the Senator understand the rule to be that 


if we amend this treaty, and the Executive agrees with our view of it, 
then he would submit,it, and not otherwise ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The practice is perhaps an unsettled one about that, 
but I have never yet heard of a President refusing to submit an amend- 
ment that was agreed to by the Senate. I never heard of such a thing 
as that. We amended the Chinese treaty-—— 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me a word ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Executive has full possession of the question 
of this treaty before the ratification takes place. Nothing that we can 
do can influence the President in regard to an inchoate treaty. 





Mr. MORGAN. I donot speak of compulsion in the sense of forcing 
him to do the thing. 

Mr. EVARTS. There isno power except in so far as his co ence 
in our amendments may enter into the question. They fall short of 
entering into the negotiation until the President puts our amendments 


in relation to the foreign power. 

Mr. MORGAN. The President of the United States is an American 
citizen, and I think he is quite responsive to that magnificent sense in 
this country which has fora long time now sustained him in his official 
course, and which, under the voice of 5,000,000 voters represented in 
the St. Louis convention, recently gave him a unanimous renomination. 


I think that the President of the United States would not hesitate to 
respond very cheerfully to any recommendation that the Senat ight 
see proper to make as his advisers in regard to what should be the 
treaty relations between the Government of the United Sta d that 
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|} make them, 


of Great ] ing in his conduct heretofore has indicated 
that he is unwilling to accept any amendment that the Senate might 
put upon the trea We amended the Venezuelan treaty. He sub- 
mitted t umendment. We amended the Chinese treaty, and h« 
sub ted that amendment, and got it ratified. 
HARRIS Has any President ever refused to submit an amend- 
} it that the Senate adopt dad? 
Mr. MORGAN, I never heard of such athing. I am not very old 
tatecraft in political lore, but I dare say no precedent can be 
cited on this floor where the President of the United States has ever 
deciined to present to the consideration of the other treaty power any 
ent that tl ite saw proper to make to a treaty. 
, here we a ith the ability in our hands this day to submit 
to ( t | in to this treaty of such a character as that 
Lhe ill} tion of all the rights of every citizen of the 
Unit tate f that the President has in any respect | 
fallen short of his « es, or has been wanting in wisdom or wanting | 
in courage no h better that we should frame something, 
‘ id it him 1 expresses our views, unless indeed we have 
rea 1 the period ounced in the majority report in this case where | 
it that the tin ra tions with Great Britain on this sub 
j t iS |} d? 

We are negotiato und we can not lay our character as such down at 
our will and pleasure Che resolution for the ratification of this treaty 
is no eth Weare not debatingit. We have not reached 
th: of the qu n where that matter is up for our consideration 
at al We are now in the negotiating stage of the treaty; we are now 

king the } of the United States to consider each article of it sep- 
arately; and if those nators choose to say to the American people, 


we will not consent to discuss the subject of a treaty,’’ then I think 

they place us in the category in which there does arise the question 
whether war might occur, as we re fuse to treat on the subject at all. 

ou declare in your majority report in opposition to the treaty, and 

as a reason why you ought to destroy it that the time for negotiation 

with Great Britain is passed. That is the declaration that I want the 

Senate of the Unit tates to reverse. If this treaty is rejected, as 


of course we know it will be, I object 1 


out of this Senate rejected with a majority report standing on record 
aflirming as the leading reason for its rejection that the time for ne- 
gotiation with Great Britian has passed. 

I was exceedingly gratified in _ debate as it proceeded to hear the 
honorable Senator from Mains - HALE], the honorable Senator fro. 

M husetts [Mr. DAWEs], - othe honorable Senators refer to thi 
fact that the negotiation was not broad enough, that it did not inclu ide 
enough, that there were other subjects that had not been brought 
within the range of the ne iation, subjects that are open and are 
likely to breed difficulty between the United States and Great Britain; 
because I had a hope from those declarations that those Senators would 
not concur in the idea that we intended to place our relations with 
Great Britain in that singular and dangerous category where we should 
shut the door of negotiation with Great Britain, and say, ‘‘ The door is 
forever closed; we shall not negotiate with you any more.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield? 

MORGAN, ertainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if he 
thinks there is any necessity for a further treaty to construe the treaty 
of 1818? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Then I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 


to what he said on this subject in 1886. He said a great deal on 
He said: 

I do not wish to volunteer any opinions about this subject before a question 
gets before the Senate and I am compelled to act upon it; but my convictions 
are very strong; they are fixed; indeed I may say that we can get along with 
the people at Britain on this subject without any further treaty at all— 

I find that in the Rr 
ing heard it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid then that there was no question before the 
Senate and I hesitated to express any opinion. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow 
what he said. 

Mr. MORGAN, Isaid I was not here for the purpose of advising 
the Governmant of Great Britain in my place as a Senator; that I 
thought we could not get along upon our interpretation without a new 
treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. 
not give the context. 
I left off, the Senator from Alabama s 


ato! 
the subject then, as I suggested. 


of Gre 


ORD, and I have a distinct recollection of hay- 


me, I will read further 


Will the Senator allow me to read further? I did 


I should have read further. 
said: 


and without any further legislation. If any one were to ask me what prov ision 
of a treaty I would frame to compose and settle any que stion of fundamental 
law be omen us and Great Britain in respect of the fisheries, I could not suggest 
it, or I were asked to propose an amendment to the statutes of the Un ited 
States so as to put the control of this intricate subject more completely in the 





Commencing where 


most seriously that it should go | 





fatut 


hands 





of our own GovernmentI could not frame the amendment in the statutes 
I would not know how to doit. I believe that both the treaty om ns and 
the situation under the statutes are about as comple te as we are ever sable to 


There may be other interests, and there er interests lyin 


are oth 


between the people of the British possessions and the United States that I woul d 
like very much indeed to see promoted by further negot n, but I can notcall 
to mind, there is no suggestion to my mind of, any improvement that wecould 
make under existing conditions of our rights in the fisheries of that Northeastern 


or 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Colorado attaches great impor- 















tance to my opinions, but he does not give me credit for the circum- 

ances under which they were expressed on that oceasion. If he had 
that keen and delicate sense of pa triotic honor which a Senator ought 
to have in considering questi with a foreign government he would 
not rise in the Senate to-day and speak of our treaty relations with 
M o in such a way as to put his country in difficulty and in trouble. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I m ty hot have the high nse of patriotic honor of 
which the Senator speaks, but I have too much, when I bave been 
in accord with the entire body of my associates and cl } my opin- 
ion, to charge that those who have pursued the eve r of 
course were instigated by per m¢ 

Mr. MORGAN. At the momen n that subject was under - 
sideration wan t was the question before the Am« un people? Ity 

s to the best way to arrive: ata solution of all the difficulties with Gre 
Britain whicl h were then haras It might that in 


sing the country. 











the secret councils of the nation there was an opinion th it a resort toe 
negotiation would be the best. It might be that an opinion existed 
thata resort to legislation would be the best. That was a year befor« 
the passage of the act of 1887. That was under the 1850. I 

| declared then, as it was my duty to declare, that the American people 

| had provided themselves even at tl hat hour with all the necessary in- 
strumentalities for enforcing their rights against Canada or Great B 
ain; that they had a treaty of 1818, “the i iterpretation of which th 


themselves had settled upon; that there was no di position on our part 











to yield to the Canadian interpretation, notwithstanding the exp 
sions of great men like Mr. Everett and Mr. Webster and the hor 
able Senator who sits before me now [ Mr. EVARTS ] that the t 
was loose in its structure and was difficult of construction 

It was not for me, as an American Senat r, on th ub ot ‘casion, in ant 
pation of the action of my Government, to proclaim to the Brit sh Gov- 
ernment that I thought there was som: thi ng to cs done in@mprovi 
the treaty, otherwise American rights w lost. That never sec 
to have occurred to the Senator from C rado. He takes meat : 
place and in an attitude where I am trammeled and have no right t 
speak. 

But if that Senator heard me in years that are past—I do not kno 
whe soe? he ever paid the slightest attention to it—he has always heard 


y that I regarded the treaty of 1818, with which the honoral 
Se te from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is so much in love, as a sui 
render of the fruits of the Revolutionary war. One of the Senators 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] agrees with me, the other [ Mr. Hoa 
disagrees with me, upon that proposition. I have been willing at : 
imes and have at all times insisted that whenever this subject came 
under negotiation we should go back to the date of the Revolutionary 
war and the treaty of peace, and we should predicate our new treaty 
relations entirely upon that foundation. I would wipe the treaty o 
818 from the book. But no Senator in this body and no member of 


the House of Representatives has ever had the courage to bring a bill 


| in to abrogate that treaty or to declare that it had been so violated th 


we were no longer bound by it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell me why it 
that he thinks the treaty of 1818 ought to be abrogated and feels hi 
self at liberty to say that no other Senator has the cout 
a bill to abrogate it? Why is he not the person wh 
seem to be employed ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say that no other Senator had the courage 


‘age to bring in 


courage snou 


se 


Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say it 
Mr. MORGAN. I said that no Senator had the courage. 





Mr. 
Mr. 


HOAR. That no Senator 
MORGAN. Yes, including myself. 





Mr. HOAR. And no member of the House of presentatives— 
Mr. MORGAN. Including myself. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator said that although he thoug] 

from many other Senators, the treaty of 1818 ought to | bi 


yet that no Senator and no Represe ntative had the courage to bring 
a bill to that effect. 

What reason has the Senator for that if 
agreed with him that it ought to be abrogated they woul 
the courage to do what he does not do, bring in a bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I say, andI repeat it, that none of us has had 
courage todo so. I include myselfin the category. I did not d 
because it would result in a disturbance of the relations between 
country and Great Britain, and would precipitate a war for which \ 


thinking 
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OLneCT 


1 not 
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iT. MOR LN i 
it an atrocity 
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Mr. MORGA? Wait a 
Mr. HOAR that I l 
Mr. MORGAN t not 
Ir. HOAR. Iam glad to it 
f MORGAN. It is not, be é 
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Mr. HOAR. Bet I don hink this treaty is the pla 
an amendment with its other surrenders of equal grossness | 
Mr. MORGAN. Wecan get a good many of t surrenders ont of nd 
it. Wecan take the grossness out of it: There is no trouble l ar 
2 that. If the { ad vi l 
2] Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Alabai allow me to: the | mad to go ch 
; Senator from Massachusetts if t] nduct of which he com} h tl 
3 not been perpetrated eq n since 1819, when the 1 me « 
strictive statute was b he Canad 1G ! it? rig . ‘ 
Mr. HOAR. No is new 1 the p: thre eal I 
stantially. ; thei: ‘ 


Mr. VANCE. Have we ever denied the right of Canada to 


th restrictions ? } 
Mr. HOAR We hav i] 
M VAN( i ( t that W ought to havea j ) 
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Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I think you are. 

Mr. MORGAN. I expect 1 am arguing the British side of the ques- 
tion, because those are the facts. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to the British side of the question, thatis all well enough. Those are 
the simple facts. The Senator does not deny the facts. He can take 
his choice whether the facts are on the British or American side. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yicld to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not just now. 
back into theirships. Most of them went away the next morning. A 
few of them remained and cruised about there several days, but not 
being able to catch any more herring or mackerel they put back home 
and made complaint to the honorable Secretary of State. 

The Secretary of State was deeply wounded at this offense. 


I expect Iam, 


The 


The Canadians drove the Yankees | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 26, 








—_——— 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. EVARTS. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. EVARTS. 


The Senator himself has not said anything about it. 
Nobody has claimed it for me. 

I will point it out to the Senator in the RecorD. 
I dealt with that question with Great Britain pre- 


| cisely as every officer of the Government charged with foreign affairs 


If the Senator thinks the facts of the case carry me | 


should do. I laid down conditions of public law which I believed in, 
and I received assent from Lord Salisbury in respect to any right to 
make regulations after the treaty of 1871, he claiming, however, that 


| those older regulations were still in force and we must submit to them. 


I rejected that, and stated distinctly if that was the English construc- 
tion of the treaty of 1871 I would consider it an abrogation of the treaty. 
He went out of power, and then the next administration closed up the 
transaction. 

Mr. MORGAN. have no doubt that is a correct statement. 

Mr. EVARTS. I shall have abundant opportunity before this dis- 
cussion is closed to put forward the proper case in behalf of the fisher- 
men, in behalf of this Government, in every part of that transaction, 


| and I will not anticipate it, and the Senator will find there is not one 


Gritish Government thought the matter all over, talked it over, argued | 


it with him. He claimed $103,000. ‘They debated the question. I 
have always felt that the Secretary of State perhaps was a little bit 
ashamed in pushing that claim upon the Government of Great Britain, 
although he is applauded very highly for his heroic diplomacy on that 
occasion, because that did look very badly in us. It did indeed look 
very badly that we should swoop down upon a bay like that of a Sun- 
day and take advantage of the fact that the Canadians were shut out 
by their Sunday laws from fishing, and that we should go there and 
take all their fish. It looked pretty hard. I do not wonder a bit that 
there was a mob raised. I can not blame those poor creatures there 
very much for trying to save to themselves the bread of life, for about 
all the chance they had to live was to get the herring which came into 
that bay on that Sunday. 

‘The Secretary of State, however, presented the claim, and presented 
it very ably to the British Government. The British Government said: 
‘* We think, notwithstanding the treaty of 1871 admits you to come to 
the shore, that when you get here you are bound by our Sunday laws.’’ 
I do not think if a man was a British citizen he would have a right to 
go to the State of Kansas and cart a barrel of whisky in there and re- 
tail it. He would be bound by the locallaws perhaps. Nevertheless 
our Secretary of State argued them down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He out-talked them. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, he out-talked them, and they gave it up; but 
after all he left a legacy to Mr. Blaine, who settled that claim and an- 
other one not in dispute at all, not discussed much about, for $75,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The whole settlement was made, excepting a reser- 
vation was made by Lord Granville that he wanted to include in the 
release the subjects that I had discussed with him. I declined to do 
that, and that was abandoned by Lord Granville. 

Mr. MORGAN. It resulted in a settlement of another difficulty for 
$75,000 for which our Secretary of State claimed $103,000 and proved 
it. He proved that we were entitled to $103,000, but he compromised 
on the damages. 

Mr. EVARTS. I put in the affidavits. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, you putin theaflfidavits. The British Govern- 
ment in making that settlement said that the Canadians had a right to 


enforce their Sunday laws in that bay, but they did not have any right | 


to do it by a mob; they ought to have gone into court; they ought to 
have arrested our people when they came there ashore violating their 
Sunday laws and carried them before the courts and tried them, just 
as you do in Boston Harbor now, just as you do here at Washington 
City, or as you would do at Norfolk or anywhere else, it makes no dif- 
ference who comes within your jurisdiction. If after a foreign subject 
is there he violates your municipal law you have a perfect right to 
punish him for it if you go atit regularly, if you doit according to law. 
Sut in this case, instead of its having been done by the lawful authori- 
ties of Newfoundland, it was done by a mob. The British representa- 
tive said, ‘‘We can not justify the mob.”’ 

We have run upon that same doctrine very recently with the Chinese. 
Out in Wyoming, I believe it was, there was a massacre of Chinese. 
We said to those people out there, ‘‘ We are going to pay the damages. 
We are not bound to do it, but a mob has risen upon you and we feel 
as if it is our duty to protect you against the power of the mob.”’ So 
when the British Government came to pay these damages they put in 
a caveat, they put in an express reservation that they did not pay be- 
cause they were bound to do so or because they did not have a right 
to enforce their municipal laws, but they paid the money because their 
people had risen upon ours and a mob had taken possession of their 
seines and torn them up. 

That is a plain case. That will have to be explained away before 
we hear any more laudations of the heroism of this diplomacy about 
Fortune Bay. Oh, no, Mr. President, that has not anything to do 
with this case. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, neither by me nor in my name has 
any heroism been claimed for me. 





er 


shred of public law or of common logic that can draw the distinction 
that Lord Salisbury undertook to draw between provincial laws made 
before and those made after the treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. What has that to do with the treaty of 1818, I 
should like to know ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I will show the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was under the treaty of 1871. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; and I will show the Senator that. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that connection shall be made, I shall be very 
much astonished, or any connection at all between the doctrines laid 
down in that diplomatic correspondence and the proper construction 
of the treaty of 1818. The Senator says he gave notice to Lord Salis- 
bury that his position was not tenable, and ir insisted upon the treaty 
of 1871 would be considered as abrogated. 

Here your Committee on Foreign Relations reported two years ago, 
after full and explicit and careful inquiry, that the treaty of 1818 had 
been on several occasions, specifying them, violated by the Canadian 
authorities, and that the British Government had acquiesced in the 
violaffon. Now, is the Senate prepared to declare that the treaty of 
1818 is abrogated? 

It seems to me to be rather a serious question. We may still have 
something under that treaty that we would prefer to a war; we may 
have a chance to improve it in such a way that a war would be an in- 
convenient way to settle it in comparison; but here your committee 
distinctly announce the open and flagrant violation of the treaty of 
1818 in many cases, and name the cases, and yet the Senate sits here 
and conducts a political wrangle and quarrel and denounces treaties 
as pusillanimous cowardice and the like of that, and nobody gets up 
for the purpose of offering a resolution to declare that the treaty of 
1818 is abrogated. You say that the time for negotiation has passed; 
but what do you say of what has already taken place? 

Mr. President, I have been unwarily drawn into this debate this 
evening. Idid not anticipate it at all and had not the papers before 
me, and I yield the floor and move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of legislative busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions, received from the House of 
Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
block of land 108 in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 7410) for the reliefof settlers upon old Camp Sheridan 
military reservation ; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace 
military reservation in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 8368) to forfeit the lands granted to the Hastings and 
Dakota Railway Company in the State of Minnesota, and for the relief 
of settlers upon the same and certain purchasers thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to ‘‘The Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas’? cer- 
tain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Fos- 
ter; 

A bill (H. R. 9956) to protect purchasers of land lying in the vicinity 
of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn by the executive department 
of the Government as lying within the limits of certain railroad grants 
and afterward held to lie without such limits; 

A bill (H. R, 9234) for the relief of William Gaffer and his legal 
representatives and assigns; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
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pass notwithstanding the objections of the President of the United | t } 


States, it will be referred with the message, if there be no objection, ; notwithstanding? 
to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. PLAT Ty e that the bi t ‘ if 
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1. 4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the folloy y 

a message from the President of the’ United States: which was read 
y & To the Senate: | The PRESIDENT pre t senate. as in Committee of the 
t a I return without approval Senate bill No. 2644, entitled “An act granting the Whole, resumes the consid ition of the u nished busin 
bc 3 right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to con bill (S. 1 tr for the for r ly 
- * struct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smi aad oe . a : ot , : 

; Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of oft! © Of Wasi ‘ and rf le! Irpo-x 
al 4 Kansas.”’ Mr. STEWA I move that the Senate do ‘ u 

% This bill grants a right of way 100 feet in width, with the use of adjoining lands | Che motion wv iwreed to: and t6o 1 t ) 

4 for stations end other purposes, through the eastern part of that portion of the | t a ‘ 9 ' » 4 
te 4 Indian Territory occupied by the Cherokee Indians under a treaty with the the Senat iu : -tnhOrrow, I i <4, 1555 t 12 


United States. o'clock m 























¥ 1 1) 1) 
j Jo { terd j read and ved. 
A i 1 { Mr. Mc its Se I innounced 
T i { nendm l i 
of { { 1 ll (H. R. 3 ’ 
: a ; 1 
‘ ‘ 
inced that t had passed without 
1. It. 1705) to provide for the erection of a pub 
| N, ¢ 
I i ! 1 that the Senate had disagreed to the 
t the H to the 5. 10 to authorize the issuance 
of | it to certain land in Arkansas; asked a « ‘rence with the 
Ho on 1 disagi ng votes of the two Houses, had appointed 
( the part of the Senate Mr. TELLER PADDOCK, and 
Bry 
ihe m I d that the Senate had agreed to tl 
ime ie H f the following titles 
' l 9 cand tain reservations of lands on account ol 
live i thwestern land district of the State of Louisi 
and 
\ bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
] 1 the ‘I it of Wyoming, and for other purposes. 
0 10ounced that the Senate had passed bills of th: 
f £ i the concurrence of the House was requested 
97) empowering and directing the Commissioner of Na‘ 
I ter | enroll as American vessels certain sailing vessel 
o! on repaired in the port of Cleveland, Ohio, 








nu [. C. Upper, respectively; and 
\ or t erection of a public building at Allent« 
77> > 
P: 
DI r FI ALARM AND POLICE TELEGRAPH. 
a PI ‘R laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
1 sul transmitting an estimate from the commissioners of t} 
D t of Columbia for an appropriation for the reconstruction and re 
\ t] é rm | police-telegraph lines in the District of Co 
which y ! d to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ord 1 to be p é 
DEFICII Y ESTIMATI 


. letter from the Secretary 
smitting estimates of deficiency appropriations for 
Department; also, to pay t 

the District of Columbia; which was 1 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


before the House 


th rvice of the Treasury 


’ ; ‘ 
comm oners Ol 


‘AYMENT OF BAILIFFs. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, asking that an appropriation be made in the general defici 
bill for payment of bailiffs for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10556 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1829, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HERBERT, I ask unanimous consentthat the House non-con- 
eur in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 
SPEAKER. Ohjection being made, the bill with the amend- 

of the Senate will be printed and referred to the Committee on 

. er 


Savai AMAL 


Lie 
ment 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 
To Mr, Rusk, for this day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. STEELE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of a death in his family. 
To Mr. GLAss, for one week, on account of indisposition. 

To Mr. CLARK, indefinitely, on account of very important busin 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 


lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. Lord; 
A bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of C. L, Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 7 

University; and 


152) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 


wo judgments 

















A bill (H. 1 0 to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the t a near Knoxvil Tenn. 
\ RF AT RY} M ) 
Mr. BOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration a Senate bill now on the Calendar—the bill (S.5 
to provide for the enlargement of the dimensions of the wharf at For- 
tress Monroe 
SPEAKER. The bill will 1 I l, subie t to objection 
Che Clerk read follow 
ted, ¢ That the Sect 1 War l ind he is hereby, authorized 
t pians d ‘ ns under w! contract has been entered 
t! Ur Stat construction of an iron w rf at Fortress 
M e, Va, to be amended and char i so as to require all bearing piles and 
beams of said wharf to be of iron or steel instead of wood, and te enlarge 
s of the said wh ike such other modifica- 
tic a I spec ed to meet the necessities 
per fi j 0, ors h thereof as may 
be necessary, to be immediate id the same is hereby, appro- 
‘ - 1 


ut of any money in the Treas y not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let us have an explanation, 


subject to the right of objection. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the report be read; that will be more sat 
factory 
Mr. BOWDEN. Isend a copy of the report to the desk, and ask to 
ive it read. 
"ry vA ' . sa fn! aera o 
Che report (by Mr. Troms H. B. J ‘ was read, as follows 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred H se bill 9441, for the 
e! rement of the wha Monroe, Va ia had same under con- 
m and beg leave back with a recommendation that it do 


iation was made in the 
of a new wharf, and im- 


For the fiscal year 


sundry civil bill for 








} ements to the roadway leadin rovernment reservation at 
Fortress Monroe, Va,, of $100, f as may be necessary for 
the purpose After the building remained for the construction 


the wharf the sum of $80,000, 


ing to the pjJans of the 
arf be of the dimen- 
hich would have to be 
omend that an ad 


ted to 


nveniently large 





im is inadequate to complete 
gineer Corps, and as it is deemed desirable 
ns proposed, t 
1 under the p 
nal 





that the 





be built of iron instead of wood, 


nt appropriation, your committee rec 








appro} at 1 of $75,000 be ide, as it was ¢ r demonst 


‘ interest of the Gx 


re at that point 


Vernmentto have a <¢ 






; } — a ° ; { 
ion to the present consideration 


E, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 





: the wharf in question is limited to the uses of 

the Government? I notice in the biil or in the report a reference is 
ide to ‘‘commerce.’’ Is it proposed that we are to build a wharf for 
ymmercial purposes, or simply for-the military purposes of the Gov 


ernment? 
Mr. BOWDEN. rhe 


nment purposes, but a large number of 


fact is that this wharf is used mostly for Gov- 
team-ship lines that ply the 
here touch at and Jand and receive freight from this wharf. 
rt has been recommended by the Secretary of the Interior, by 
igineer Corps, and it has been unanimously reported by both t] 

Military and Commerce Committees of the House, and for the reason 
that lready made will not build a structure that 


ters 


re i} 
if > pli 


Ve 


the 





the appropriation al 
will stand for any length of time in those waters. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa I understan 
me to ask one or two other questions. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, cf Arkansas. 
Government property ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. It is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And it is exactly what th 
Government considers necessary for its own use? 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘That is the report of the engineers. 

Mr. RRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objecti 

There being no further objection, the bill was considered, orde1 
a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


o> 





| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill H. R. 9441, of th: 


| same title, will be laid upon the table. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
PUBLIC BU 

Mr. ROWLAND. Iask unanimous consent to take up for pres 
consideration the bill (S. 907) to provide for the erection of a pu) 
building at Charlotte, N. C. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to obje ‘tion. 

The Senate bill and the amendment proposed by the House ( 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to t 
the bill? 

Mr. HOVEY. 


ILDING, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 


he present consideration « 





I demand the regular order. 
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therefor or relating thereto, and aparticular statement of the cost of each dur 
ing the prece ul we i so of all contracts for buildings which may 
be uafin ed t estim of the cost of each 

Sie, ¢ I 4 here ppror uted out of the postal revenues, to be 
available dt the current year and until exhausted, and to be ‘pended foi 
the purposes of this act, the sum of $2,000,000, to be drawn from the Treasury 

wlexy d, and the accounts therefor to be audited in the same manner as 
of r expenditures for the postal sery 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount] asks 
unanlinous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union from the further consideration of this bill and 
to consider the same in the Hlouse. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ROGERS. — I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 


sideration of the bill 


The motion was agreed to: and the House acc ordingly resolved itself 


into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Mc- 
CREARY in the chair. 
The CHAIRMA)? 
Hlouse on the state of the Union, and the Clerk will report the bill by 
its title. 
The Clerk 
A bill (H. R. 3319) to provide f 
BLOUNT. 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, as it has just t 
There was no objection, and it was agreed to. 
Mr. BLOUN'T. I yield the floor to my colleague, Mr. ERMEN TROUT. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. No more important proposition than that 
contained in this bill, with perhaps one exception, has been submitted 
to the House this session. It is the first time during my connection 
with this House at least that an effort has been made under the rec- 
ommendation of any Department of this Government to establish a 
system for erection of public buildings by some general legislation. 


reported the title of the bill, as follows: 
yy post-office buildings. 
Mr. 


een read. 


The bill we have under consideration this morning has been draughted | 


comformable to the suggestions of the Post-Office Department as con- 
tained in the Postmaster-General’s last annual report. 

It results from a conviction that the time has come when the pub- 
lic convenience demands that there should be erected and main- 
tained by the Government, upon some regular system, buildings ex- 
clusively for use as post office buildings, supplied with the modern 


conveniences and facilities necessary to as perfect and thorough an ad- | 


| 


ministration of Government post-oflices as human wisdom can devise | 


for the security of mailable matter and its certain and speedy trans- 
mission and delivery, a system not depending in each particular 
case upon the approval of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and on the subsequent action of Congress, nor upon special 
legislation, but upon a fixed, regular system created by a general law, 
based on sound business principles; not limited in its operations to 
special localities, but whose methods should embrace the whole coun- 
try, and afford to the public everywhere equal advantages, equal fa- 
cilities, and equal benefits in the disposition of matters requiring the 
agency of the post-oflice, wherever the volume of business justifies it 
in the judgment of those in whose hands the people shall from time to 
time lodge the administration of that Department. 

Why should not the citizen, the business man of the thriving town 
where the revenues of the post-office amount to $3,000 and upwards 
annually, feel that the money he is transmitting, the correspondence 
his trade requires him to carry on, the messages he is sending to home 
and family and friends, or which they, on the other hand expect to re- 
ceive, enjoy the same sense of security, the same feeling of certainty, 
the same advantages of speedy transmissicn and delivery as those who 
happen to be dwelling in the larger and overgrown places, where the 
revenues swell into the fifty, sixty, or hundreds of thousands? The 
blessings of good government should be as equally diffused as possible. 

When a man is too poor to buy or build for himself, he must rent. 
When the business man starts his enterprise, before he is sure of re- 
sults or before he is sure of a permanent location, he usually rents. 
But when he is sure of the latter, and has sufficient money to do the 
former, he discards throwing his money into a rat-hole by paying rent. 
He lives and does business in his own house, because he knows it is 
better for him to pay interest rather than rent; because he does not de- 
sire to become the victim of the exactions of the landlord; because he 
knows that by becoming owner he is master and can not be driven 
away and shifted at his Jandlord’s caprice, and because he knows that 
locating with ordinary prudence as years roll on, in a growing, thriv- 
ing, prosperous country like ours, he may reasonably expect the fur- 
ther advantage of increasing value in his property. 

Just so with our Government. When the problem of its success was 
uncertain, when it was pinched by insufiicient resources, it was com- 
pelled to resort to the makeshift of rent, and was subject to all the in- 
conveniences of a lessee. But now, since its success has become the 
wonder of the world, and how to deal with its steadily increasing rev- 
enues and immense surplus has engaged and is now engaging the best 
thought of the best intellect of the country, the time is at hand when 
it should live in its own house and administer its functions there unim- 
peded and unembarrassed by any master. ‘Thus we have seen that, as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The Hiouse is now in Committee of the Whole | 


JULY 26, 


soon as expedient, the Government has for years, by authority of Con- 
gress, erected public buildings and maintained them for public uses. 
So that, in ‘he language of the last Postmaster-General’s report, the 
proposition— 


Phat whenever an independent office is fairly required, it should be the prop- 
erty of the Government, upon land ceded to its jurisdiction by the State and 

ject to’ its proper regulations for the best administration, has received such 
repeated legisiative recognition in numerous legislative enactments for the crec- 
tion cf public buildings thatit may be regarded as a settled principle in general. 

‘The practice has met the approval of the people, for they, through 
their representatives in Congress have filled your Calendars with bills 
demanding the erection of such buildings in various localities. The 
most significant and unanswerable proof of this, however, is to be 
found in the presentation in this Congress of bills demanding the es- 
tablishment of some general system or plan for theirerection. Special 
bills have been introduced because communities similarly situated 
with those which had already obtained appropriations for such pur- 
poses felt they were likewise entitled. General bills have been intro- 
duced because it having been made manifest that it had become the 
settled policy of the country to erect public buildings, the conviction 


; came with it that it should proceed upon some well-considered plan, 


I now ask that by unanimous consent the first read- | 


| courts, or both. 


embracing the whole country in its operations, whereby economy would 
he promoted and equal justice accorded. 

Up to this time post-office accommodations in public buildings have 
been in such as were either also used for custom-houses or United States 
Neither has the experience of the General Govern- 
ment nor the experience of the Post-Oflfice Department been of such a 
nature as to commend the continuance of this union. It has been 


| Seized upon as an excuse or reason for larger appropriations than were 


1ecessary—the larger portions lavished on elaborately ornamental ex- 
teriors, involving subsequently large appropriations for additional 


; grounds, extensions, and repairs, rendered necessary by increase of 


business in departments other than the post-office, and in some in- 
stances pressing upon and narrowing the limits for the constantly in- 
creasing necessities of the post-office. I will ask the Clerk to read 
from the Postmaster-General’s annual report for 1887, pages 20 and 21, 
and also report of commissioner of inspection, page 184, where marked, 
for light on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This proposition has already received such repeated legislative recognition 
in numerous enactments for the construction of public buildings, that it may be 
regarded asa settled principle, in general; the reservation being that its par- 
ticular application shall be made by special acts of Congress. Yet, whatever 
the theoretical vatue of that reservation, it can hardly be gainsaid that, in prac- 
tice, public buildings have been often unnecessarily expensive; and, in many 
instances, the expenditure has been extravagant and needless, by no means 
even productive of the best results. They have proven especially unsatisfac- 
tory in their accommodations for the postal service. 

in the buildings hitherto constructed the wants of the post-office have been 
generally subordinated, in the original design and in the completed structure, 
to the architectural show of the exterior aud the claims of other kinds of Gov- 
ernment occupation, which, though often of much less relative value and use 
fulness to the public, were given an exaggerated importance to furnish reasons 
for obtaining the appropriations originally, and so secured a disproportionate 
share of the subSequent use. Thus, many post-offices in expensive buildings 
are poorly lighted, badly arranged, and illy adapted to the proper requirements 
of the service. 

in some cases the growing needs of other departments have pressed upon and 
narrowed the provision originally made for the postal service, whose own ne- 
cessities have meantime also continually increased, until many Government 
buildings furnish at this time entirely inadequate and unsuitable quarters for 
the work of the post-offices; notwithstanding, often, the portion designed for 
such uses occasioned an expenditure in original construction much beyond 
what would now provide independently a satisfactory establishment. This fact 
is occasionally brought prominently to notice by the demands upon Congress for 
appropriations to alter, sometimes to re vuild, existing strauctures—alteraticns 
difficult to adjust to inexorable present conditions. So it chances that in many 
such buildings the clerks of the post-oflices are found in basements, in lofts, or 
huddled in some portion of an apartment so darkened by indispensable furni- 
ture necessarily crowded in arrangement that the labors of the day must be per- 
formed under artificial light—a condition not only unfair and harmful to public 
servants by no means overpaid, but seriously obnoxious to the proper perform- 
ance of duties, which, because of the rapidity, accuracy, and infinite details in- 


| volved require the most favorable provision of light. 





Asarule the Government buildings furnish apartments less than satisfactory 
for post-offices; and many much superior are to be found in buildings rented 
by the Department and equipped, sometimes built, by owners under the care 
of its inspectors. Upon this subject I wish to urge a reading of the facts pre- 
sented by the commission for the examination of post-office organization in 
their report hereto appended, but which is more particularly mentioned in dis- 
cussing the next following topic. 

‘A large majority of the post-offices in the United States are so wretchedly 
lighted and ventilated, so hampered by scant or ill-shaperi area, by the isolation 
ot divisions or sections in different and widely separated rooms upon tie same 
or upon different floors, by rickety and antediluvian furniture, screens, and 
other equipments, and by badly located and insufficient lobby space, that the 
expense of operation is frequently more than 25 per cent. higher than it would 


an 25 
be were all these facilities up toa maximum standard. Several years ago an 





| inspector of this Department superintended the remodeling of the interior of 


the post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa., through which a saving was effected in the 
item of gas alone of $3,000 per annum. The same can be said of several other 
offices, changes in whose interior construction were made under Department 
supervision. From time to time it bas been the urgent desire of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury that some experienced officer of this Department 
be detailed to co-operate with this bureau in an effort to improve the interior 
construction, arrangement, and equipment of post-offices. We believe that an 
expert, detailed for this service, would save to the Government many times tbe 
eost of his salary and expenses, : 

** We believe it possible, by a system of personal inspection and statistical re- 
turns from postmasters, to arrive, with an approximation to definiteness, at the 
average area or floor space required per 1,000,000 pieces handled per annum, or 
per 1,000,000 transactions of other kinds, by second, third, fourth, and fifth di- 
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formation. What is the largest limit of appropriation allowed by this | been commissi by vour constituent n appropriat : 
7119 e ' ' . } 
bill: pease Titi ; g : : publie buildi: » you! er how r presenting } 
Mr. ERMENTROL Ir. I give the outside figures. The largest limit | you began a system of button-holing the 1 4 f the ¢ 
for a building alone is $25,000, the largest limit for a site is $5,000, | Perhaps you have ed the new Speaker to put you on the 
¢ r ‘ > > . eed 1 7 t 
making togethe r 330,000. ; m perhaps you have ed in getting o t wl } 
Mr. STRUBLE. Then I take it that the bill does not deal with the | you still. after m importunity. su din getting out vit 
question of United States courts at all? a favorable reco onan Then be t c 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. They are not included. | colleagues to support your bill. Thenyou! the Speaker, 


















































































































, i 
oO mh 
» find ! } 
i ! Us Upon ir usefu : We 
I 4 ior 1imous consent, and as youa 
lip L are rea ] ing 1 tH } 
1 é i ho na ol your « tuents a 
ur ¢ } ‘ rie e the bor 
11 
cl hie nD me} rom W 
mn L of You ut Have you eve 
The t bu ri r not yet 
n 1 ne pply ianotwl ind anow 
) r elt i i thro Lhe i nds and by 
‘ j pur itor you pas throu ) 
i g your bil hrough t Ilo ss 
up y il through the Senate and the 
‘¥ tel i it 0 delay, say about t tenth d 
ey interested in the t: a l ‘ 
, wT en re sudden! greete vith the 
{ i hie mitt \ e ink illy i l il 
1 
i Lol erly rust » the desk, 
rn ¢ h Cal v ) » circun 
i ) T “) rT 1] 
yproved rt oy of short dura- 
Y Va t wi in 7% p i i 
if our ap} priation is not .arge enou 
i t ti me devit ng proce s the next session 
uppo t bill approved and the appropriation 
diat en the time comes for selecting asite civil wat 
) fights the south; the east grow { 
et { n stretches out its tentac like an O 
14 
) »t p 14 Congressmal here is he inall t 
h i we 1 tranger ina hostile ¢ it 
( 1 i f I or li n 
eapt i ‘ 3 ining the gauntic ol piiited cit 
hot l 1 has a t 1 ior iM 
el } e tl hi yicture in 
‘ } If so ( y declare that unl 
the ‘ ort! I t dre 1! at iva t those Ww 
}> 1 1 \ i 1} j ely a) a 110 ¢£ é 
j pport 
i e ¢ n Vv} tu | ‘ l-ser\ » ru ind reg 
t } of tl t } e manacled ¢ rressiInen and impede 
tie isel ness | her } bt } Make a |} gyinn Ol reiiey i 
‘ ' — 
i 1 tl matter o ] | the seeking for which u 
the pres n is an incubus upon them and an in y top ( 
busi 
I ldition let ' e i n t conclusion of tl] report, 1 { 
4 if { ut 1 
tul word 

i pa t ught to bea n 
< es ere i lepe o 
1 { i tra r nior« pen - 
t The « } itofs e mostarbitrary 
i le h } e som nes ib] building 
b it m W ns The po 
off t Gove m t, is] eto stay, and forth yn, iffor none other, 
i ibe} tin som table building owned by the Gove ment and at 
t permat it place whenev the volume of business jus s it 

} pro} ition of 000,000 would be amply i nase 
Bile cL building pay the additional expe ed it 
ad t t of i ture a rovided for intl section of the l nd be 
fe * ice to maintain the sy m for all time to com This expend- 
itu nnually would trifl compared with the ultimate saving in rent to 
the ¢ ern l A wn ( er ned tothe public. We donot 
bn any iual apy tion of ni nount « 1 be better or mor 
use ly expended 
Post FICE DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 30, 1888 

S! L} the honorto comply with the resolve of the Senate, adopted April 

24,1 5, Which as follows 

Phat th ‘ ter-{ be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit to 
th nate, at ti rlic able date, a list of Presidential post-offices in 
the United States and in the Te tories whose annual receipts for the three last 
preceding years have ¢ eded $3,000 per annum: and also a statement of tl 
amount of rent paid by the Government for the accommodation of cach such 
post oflice.”’ 

I herewith transm . tabulated statement of the Presidential post-offices, 
showi oss receipts for the fis years ended June 30, 1885, June 30, 1586, and 
June 3 7, together with the annual allowances for rent for such offices. I 
have construed the requestof the Sen is calling for every office the gross re- 
ecipts of which reached $3,000 any one of the said years, so that the accom- 
par ng table shows residential offices whereat gross receipts for the fis« 
yea ded June 30, 1887, exceeded $3,000 per annt although it will be ob- 
served that in some cases the re« s which accrued at some of the offices in 
1885 and 1886 were less than $3,000. 

vi e« es are locat n Government buildings they are noted by the in- 
it n the } mn of the tabl nd all offices whereat the gross 
receipt ‘ tment of March 31, 1 were less than $8,000 per annum, 
are in s ‘*thir n the nna, to which class no allowance 
forr en i I 

I hav ) ‘to | your obedient servant, 





DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 


DON M. 


United States 


yenme, 


| 






































PRAORN HOUSE T a = Di 
pet Via ‘ b de J ULY mi Oy 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Or oO! ASSISTANT PoSTMASTER-GENI 
SAI ALLOWANCE Division, April 15, 
at si ig the gross receipts which accrued at Presidential post-offices for 
yea é iJ e 30, 1885, June 30, 1886. and Jt ). 1887 Or. 
ved $4 vabelical order, with sta ofann wan f 
vere made, or office in Government ln ng, or 7 cla wher ‘ 
law no al l for rent is authorized 
‘ Wh initial G.B ire serted in tl ! [ ent i 
‘ he offi 3 located in a Government build yr, No alloy ce for 1 
a s or thir s< 
} y 
: A 
i - { - i 
4 ! 
4 I ; 
j I j } s 2 ) 
r 5. B47 174 ) 
I ado > Ky? 
( i do ) 5 
( ‘ 2 ] , 
' a 6.101 
—_ < , 
I 150 8, 84 758 | Gl 
' 428 27. BR 915 | G.] 
j 14 15,2 
i i id : 
i lo j ( i 
J le { { 
‘ ‘ 
j 
I i i 
j ! i4 { G.} 
0 
| ) i 
A al ' 
\ ‘ - 
‘ 
li 
‘ ) ‘ {75 ) i 
‘ do 2 9o2 975 
] ‘ 5. 989 19 l 
Cit ) s 105 5.7 
( , «-,4i ST wid 
G s ‘ 64 j { ? 
Hea ‘ 842 { 
lik do 164 ‘ 
| 4 14 ) ~ 
Los A 3 14 j 
Mar ‘ ? l 
' ; > ‘ 
< 752 { 
' - 4 ‘ 
Vix do », 2b : f 4. 
N i ‘ ‘ th So, a v 25 ) 
Nevi l ela ‘ ) 1 1,8 . 
oO j 50 000 4 f 1, 200. 0O 
Or 3d cla ( Tt } ) 
P I <incastiesncsus >behumeuteeeines i LO, TST |. codvcssscseces 
Petalu l yal « ~ 7,002 6 433 
i do 695 4. 833 
I nn ? 
I dd class eevee 
sas do 
SACTAMENLO........0- eee Ui 
St. Helena sd class . 
Salin anetinedhditpeninsbelasiodst rn “ 
San Bernardino de es IY, UU 
San Buenaventura...) 3d clas 
0.00 


SANT LIIGMO wcccccccces cooves 
San Francisco 
San José. 
San Luis Obispo..... 
BRATNEL . .n.500:iccece 


Santa Ana.. 





ma 

















Santa Barbara......... 

=a ta ¢ ira 

Santa Cru - 

Santa Rosa 

Stock I 

Ds kcivewnéckscnvncvere 

Vallejo suvinhsenepvtes 

Visalia ... ....000 

Watsonville....... 

Woodland...... », OSS , 725 

Yreka 2, 700 5, Ut 
COLORADO, 

As ! 3d class.... 5, 452 8, 670 TL: Besasicentee 

Boulder ........+. ..do 6, 242 6,180 6, . 
Receipts, four quarters ended March 31, 1887, amounted to only %,126, 














ia eae 
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Sa 





a> 
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e) 
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~ 
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_ 
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2 
4 


IONA 


S14) 


88 


18 

















Litelfield 
Macomb 
Marseilles 
Marshall 
Mattoon 
Maywood 
Mendota 
Molin 
Monmouth 
Morris 
Morrison 
Mount Ca 
Mount Carrol 
Mount 
Naperville 
N 
National 
Yards 
Norinal 
Oak Park 
Olney 
Creyvon 
Ottawa 
Pana 
Paris 
Paxton 
Pekin 
Peoria 
Peru 
Petersburgh 


Pittsfield 


hville 





Polo 
Pontiac 
Princeton 


Pullman 
Quincey 


Kushvill® 
Sandwich 





Shelbyville 
South. Chicag 
South Evanston 
yr ngfield 

a» riitng 
Strentor 


sy nore 
javiorville 
Pouseola 
Urbwna 
Vandalia 
Washington, 
Watseka 
Waukegan 
Woodstock 


ae 
wr! 


INDIANA, 
Ander 1 
Attica 
At rm 
Aurora 


Bloomington 
Biufiton 
Brazil 


Columbia City. 


Columbus 
Connersville 


Crawferdsville......... 


Dauville 
Decatur 
Delphi 
Eikhart 
Evansville 
Fort Wayne 


Frankfort................. 


Franklin 


GOGO B sav csveis sesinve 
Cireencastle......... 
Greensburgh ...... 


Huntington 
Indianapolis 
Jeffersonville 


Kendaliville........ 


Kokomo 
La Fayette 
La Porte 


lawrenceburgh 


Lebanon 
Ligonier 
Logansport 


BERGIGON 20. cccccesvcsnccees 


Marion 


Michigan City..... 


rmel 


Vernon 


Stoc 








ht's Grove., 


he d 
( 

1 

do 

do 
or 

do 

do 


3d 








sd 


3d cl 


sd 





3d 


3d 


3d 





class. 
do.. 
do, 
do.. 
do.... 
Biiecccn 
do.. 


a 


class 


class 
do.. 


do 














34, 003 
10, 358 
9, 012 
5, 087 
3, 633 
3, 054 
3,775 
2, 965 


5,414 
3,027 | 
3,059 
4,227 
4, 373 
8, 35 
4,046 
M4 | 











7,408 
6, 609 
8 





8, 283 | 
5, 676 
7,017 | 








», 942 
4,029 


4,05 
82, 437 
10, 286 
9,821 
5, 100 
3,513 


3, 608 
9, 480 
7,154 
4,780 
6, 240 
167, 531 
5, 462 
3,994 
6,536 
23, §21 
862 


336 







3,044 
14,714 
8,139 
5, 89 
7,156 


* Lease October, 1485-'86. 


3,080 | 











11, 085 
70, 521 
3, 494 
3, 338 
3, 505 
3, 702 
5, 417 
7,700 


7,411 








40, 978 | 


> > 
oO, d02 


39, 400 


20, 032 


10, 629 
7,35 


18) 





4,735 
6, 670 
25, 936 
10, 107 
3, 687 
3,429 
3, 111 





3, 853 |. 






Annual 
allowance 
for rent 


$400. 00 


925, 00 


400, OO 











1, 400. 00 























150, 00 




















BCI ccvccainsvesccesccens 


Gross receipts which a ccrued at Presidential post-ofices, etc. 


Office and State Class 

INDIANA—cont’d, 
Mishawaka ‘ 3d class 
Mount Vernon do 
eas 
New Albany sedeneses 
New Castle woanee xd class.. 
Noblesville......... do 
Notre Dame . do 
Peru sition soaaaies 
Plyimouth........... 3d class 


Portland 
Princeton 
Richmond. 














Rochester 3d class 
Rushville do 
Seymour .do., 
Shelbyville............. ae 
h Bend inesew pusnesenbsupeosceel 
eae 3d class.....] 


laute 


Terre 
Union City ore 
Valparaiso peau $cecesssneres| 


3d class.....) 
Vincennes 
Wabash......... 
Warsaw 
Washington 
Winchester 




















IOWA, | 
} 
Albia sab ciaanaioe 3d class... 
ORs ccc sorrservnenens - PR incises 
Ames : a 
ANAMOSA.......... eves ini Scouse 
PINE srcdiciheséansenve ecccccsessenecsee | 
Audubon..................| 3d class..... 
Bedford ar soa senalaaeedaanaiiis 
REO OOURTRO EE cssen0 ess ccccen}ocenss a 
Boone Sickel a 
PSII... ccnccvcscces lesvnensipscbasaces 
Carroll City ..... class. 
edar Falls.. ..do, 





( 

Cedar Rapid 
Centreville 
Chariton. 
Charles City 
Cherokee...... 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 






Jarinda,.. 








cae ° | 
ES EES 3d class.... 
‘ouncil Bluffs. ......... | . 
JEBRCO ..ccccscosccsscevccscs| On CHMOD. 









Creston 
Davenport. 
Decorah 
Denison..... 
Des Moines.. 
Dubuque 
Eldora. 














Emmetsburgh.......... do.... 
Fairfield................ TL caual 
Fort Dodge ——— * spiateasowel 
Fort Madison........... 3d class.....| 
Glen wood.......0.<cccc0ss Meet 
i ltncinineoesebteiens do... 
Ee ati 








Harlan do... 
Ida Grove ana 
Independence do.. 
Indianola............... do... } 


LOW CILY... 00 cecccecees 
lowa Falls. 
Jefferson... 
Keokuk.... 
Knoxville. 
Le Mars. 
Lyons... 
McGregor 
Manchester . 
Maquoketa.. 
Marengo ... 
Marion.. 

Marshalltown.. 
Mason City. 















3d class. 














Missouri Valley....... do.. | 
ee eS ee ee 
Mount Pleasant........'... — 
Muscatine ........ ; 
Nevada 2d clas 





ir cst 
a | 


s2e| sooees Ore | 


Newton 








Osceola...... 
Oskaloosa.. 
OMUM WA, ........0.eeceeeee 
I aiiianssocaryeyseeones - 
BOG TBE, acoccecccecccsevee 
Sheldon........ 
Shenandoah. 
Sigouvey.. 
Sioux Cily 











3d class 











Fiscal year ended Ju 












3, 9 


18,4 
6,4 
oF 
3,! 





38 
53 
27 


2, 859 


4,0 


13,7 


10 | 


‘96 


3, 059 


5 9 
4.0 
3,8 


11, 


64 





93 | 


10 





1886. 


7,032 
4, 907 


4,108 








2,779 


6, 631 
40, 504 
07 

6, 756 
36, 229 

3,919 

5, 209 

5, 273 

4, 645 

5, 687 
16, 721 

4,193 











32,614 | 


3, 440 
9,516 
37, 764 
7,060 
3, 999 
105, 0038 
40, 927 
3, 529 
4, 050 
6, 669 


~ » 
7, BON 


3, 630 | 


8, 484 
1,558 
5, 817 
5, 496 
4, 847 
3, 244 
5,148 
19, 592 
6, 608 
3, 870 
3, 059 
8, 620 
14, 794 
3, 088 
5, 635 
4,522 
3,579 


11, 605 





20, 929 | 


4,150 
7, 286 


3, 120 


5,013 | 
3,039 | 


33, 296 


ine 30 












3, 875 


4, 160 


3,419 |--- 


3, 646 
8, 088 
3, 404 


3, 305 | 
3,053 


6, 854 


39, 822 | 


1,840 
7, 246 


36, 469 






39, 961 
*8, 407 
4,344 
102, 532 
43, 674 


3, 090 


4.722 


» iam 


6,427 | 
8, 216 | 


6, 217 








JULY 26, 


Continued, 


Annual 
allowance 


for ¢ 
ior rent, 


00 





. 200. 00 
90U, OO 
350. 00 
500, GO 





, OL0. 00 
1, 000, 00 


j 609. 00 
| , 600, 00 





100. 00 














5,574 
4, 986 
3, 130 








1, 200, 60 
1, 000, 00 





260. 00 
1, 000. 00 


400, 090 


FOO. 00 


2 200, 00 


Spencer "3d class 3, 389 | ove 
Storm Lake. anienieata do. 4, 420 ea ealigaeas . 
* Receipts, adjustment March 31, 1887, amounted to only $7,221. 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 



















































































































G s receipts which I P f é ( 1 t I ; 
ri —— ‘Jam Annual , peer ; Ar 
oO i Stat Class allowance ( Stat Class allowa 
. saul for rent Q eet re 
isso ISS LSS: 
I vA t'd I \ 
3d class $3, 248 $3, 37¢ ( sd « $ $2, 8 $ 1 
do. | 3. O41 3 161 ( 21,% 2 21G 
> do | 3, 631 4 ; Uy dl class i A) 
illisea do.. 3,159 3 LD do > 1 
Vinton “ 4,849 5 *$1.00 | Frank lo 10 8 12,232 | ¢ 
Washington ea do.. 5,041 | 5 Creorgetow lo 4.2 $424 4,289 
Waterloo — auhan tenes 12, 937 | 13 2 Harrod ) ) ; 3 82 
Waverly sd class 4, 508 4, Hend ) 3 6, 922 7, 855 
Webster City do.. } 4.590 1 Ho} . mpm 5 861 ‘4 
West Union........ do.. 3, 400 | Leba 1 4, 520 $, 64 
What Cheer. do.. 3 1 La 2 a), = l 
Winterset do.. 4, 407 Lo 7 8,203 | G.1 
“fT a ~ ~ “) 
KANSA Ste dd cla 298 5, 47 5, 539 
Ne 2 ] OT f l 00 
Abilene p . 8, 437 9, 22 10, 242 1.00 | Ow s l 0 
Anthony.. lea 1 class ; 4,91 5. 654 P » 10,1 ] ( 
Arkansas City. re do.., 6, 507 5, 949 8, 671 same lcla f 6, 27 
Atchisor Bs ; See 26, 417 27, 345 31 521 940.00 | R d 4,212 4, 438 1 
Belley vussseseeet 30 Class 2, 50 32 R : 038 . 3 
Beloit do.. 5 2 5, 83 6 She < 1 4 4 ‘4 
Burlington do.. », 312 Vers 3 » s 908 
Caldwell do 4,294 Wi ~ {2 
Cawker City do. 2. 983 3 O60 
Chanute : do.. 3 804 4.410 I 
Cherry Vale do », 302 4,612 
Chetopa. do 8 3. 663 Bat 7 g i 
Clay Centr 7 7 7 8 O64 00.00 | Lake ¢ 2 4 7 
Clyde sd « ss 337 3. 298 Ie M 4 4 i 
Coffeyville do 6k 497 6 Ne 1 7 9 Q 
Columbus,, ... lo 5, 955 », S15 5. 385 New Orleans 279.1 { G 
Concordia, do. 5, 414 4 5 966 Ss . ai ¢ 
Council Grove.. do 5% ; 690 4 4) 
Dodge City es 7,751 ~ 
Kl Dorado 3d class 6, 48 6 
Ellsworth > 4,21 { ) A | l 
Emporia, : 19, 25 20. 351 500, Ox A . 7 OG R¢ 1.4 q 
Eureka . sd class 1, 98 5, 232 B 29,1 2 13,499 | G. B 
Fort Scott ‘es ; 16, 488 18, 304 1,000.00 | Bar Ha i g 4 708 
Fredonia 3d class O87 3 3, 840 B {8 ) 10.194 | G. B 
Garden City 11.193 400.00 | Be 1 class x) 5 635 5 
Garnett ........0.. Sd class 4.556 4 S88 B » 142 224 0 "7 
Girard do 4 668 4 484 B 5 3d class 5 555 5 629 ) 
Great Bend do 4,109 6.472 ( ti do 4 464 41 589 275 
Harper do 5, 726 4.813 Dext i | 19 ; 
Hays City do 2.3% 3 603 Eas t Oo 44] 2 454 
Hiawathi: do 6. 140 6, 38 6.604 | ..... Ells P ; ‘ ; 4 ORI 
Holton ethdiebetind do. 3 712 3, 860 4 ¢ Gard , f : 6G 7 664 
Humboldt.......... do 3 470 3,313 3 154 , H lo { ‘ l 
Hutchinson = . 6, 8&5 8, O85 11,539 1.00 Hor oO Of 4.283 1 
Independence ‘ td class 7,056 6, 626 6,529 La s 18. 272 17. 678 18. 21 ¥ 
lola S do.. 388 063 3, 223 Norw 1 class 2.749 2323 3, 38 
Junction City ae do 7,048 6, 622 6, 693 Port a7 3 390 7 G 
Kingman..... om win 4, 927 6, 008 8,112 Rich ! l 2.7 742 8 
Kinsley ........... : d 1, 02 4113 Rock 2 g 4 ) G. ] 
Larned Be oes do... 5, 485 07 7, 742 s , { 74 1, 8 
Lawrences ‘ 23, 030 22, 67¢ 24, 944 1, 2K Sh 78 
Leavenworth 7 Boe SEG 28. 413 29.019 29. 436 600.00 | Wate g - ) 
Lincoln Pe Sd class } 3, 701 
Lyons ay do..... 3 251 414 4. 334 ‘ A 
McPherson Ba do.. 6, 647 | 6, 531 3, 253 
Manhattan a : do. 6. 708 | 6, 752 7 TRE tick<conasne An lé g 7° > 7 “ 
Ma rion......cccocces 7 a 069 3, 403 4,284 Ba M58 001 792 | G.I 
Marysville a do. 3} 563 3 677 4 567 Cainbridg iy 9 —— 7 
Medicine Lodge do 2, 921 3, 803 4,144 Centreville , 2 ) WS 
Minneapolis do i\4 4,749 5.543 Cumber i 05 11. 5é 278 4 
¥ I eichttiie cena ; : 9, 508 », 916 10, 722 300.00 | Easton i 4 4.78 5 OR0 >. 005 
Oberlin............ ..| 3d class 213 4,912 bikton di 160 38 477 
Olathe do 5, 282 5, 430 », 471 Fredet 15 11,034 
Osage ( do 4,358 4,429 4, 889 Hagerstown ) 10.7 11. 652 ” 
Osborne do 2,445 2, S36 3, 592 Salisbur i 1 } OF4 614 
Oswego do.. 5, 047 5, 148 5, 337 Westa i 4 i 
e Ottawa ... — 10,602 10, 997 1, 944 300. 00 
‘ PR icciiicctease ‘ 3d class 5, 658 5, 562 5. 521 A MASSA : 
th, PU cs icncencssess be ihedlonbemerane 9, 921 9, 388 | 10, 292 400. 00 
5 Peabody . 3d class 3, GOO 3, 84 | 4 Adams id class ‘ “ 9, 497 
4 Pittsburgh. do.. 3 795 3 810 4. OTF Amesbury 7 138 7 583 g ) ”) 
3 ta do. nceo- | 3 Amherst ® 180 6 6 ” 
4 Russell ... do. 2.603 | 2, 981 4 Andover sd class f , 6.141 72 
a Sabetha do 2, 924 | 2, 863 3, 125 7 Arlington do $47 858 1,178 
g Salina........ eee 8,775 | 9, 879 13, 532 250.00 | Athol do 4. 652 5 096 F ) 
# Seneca...... 3d class 3, 943 4, 045 | 3, 649 Attleborough do 5 OP f 4 7 5 
4 Sterling ...... do... 4,494 4, 400 4.944 Auburndale do 4 ; | 654 
‘ Stockton .... .do oe ‘ 3, 015 Ayer : do 2 902 2 98 162 
4 Topeka.. +A bidaeebe 60, 910 68, 489 |G.B Beverly 8 137 { 
ae Wa Keeney.............. 3d class | 3, 702 4,587 Boston 1, 471 555, 4 ( 
h Wei cnciecunetecsin do | 2, 899 3. 052 Bridgewater sd class ; f 7 
‘% Washington..............)....d0 | 4,124 4,288 . | Brocktor o} o1 185 9 0 
7 Wellington ° 10. 559 10. 843 180.00 | Campello ; class 2 4° 370 
Wichita 27, 021 41. 272 1.00 | Canton do 2 GOS 69 
Winfield.............. 12, 266 Chicope do 414 5 145 6,140 
3 Wr RO ivdsnsthacdvelecncsacetatuiewies 16, 878 600.00 | Ch ee Fa do } 264 1 OO] 402 
4 Clinton 7,690 7, 883 9, 024 
KENTUCKY. Concord l class 6l¢ 5 R42 4 Ime 
5 i | Cottage City de 717 5. 669 34 
; Ashland said 8d class 3, 447 | 4,081 }.....2%.. . | Danvers 1 272 3, 390 1, 297 
Bowling Green ................ 6, 938 8, 382 500.00 | Dedham lo 4 3, 256 4 . 
at} i pte we F F, 
* Lease, act 1885-'86. ; aoa ers iouth do : 6s aa m4 
t+ Receipts, adjustment March 31,1887, amounted to only $6,113, —_ deat 9 524) 2°¢ } 
t Receipis adjustment March 31, 1887, amounted to only $, 940, | Fall Rive: : y= my 20K 6\G.B 
y ¢ Receipts adjustment March 31, 1887, amounted to only $6,565. a —— _— ' 
Name changed to Kansas City, Kans, ‘ * Lease, act 1s85~"s¢ 








6862 


' 
i 
I 
1 
‘ j 
y 


re 
Sp td 

aie } j i 

~ im i 
as te ' 
St o 


Wa 


i 


‘ eoce di class 
VW ome do.. 
Watertown a 


W ter do.. 
Wwe 5 ; do.. 
N ough d 
We a ; 
We rardne: a 
West Newton 
Wi | 
Wil mstown 5 
Winchendon do 
Winchester ‘ do. 
Wol _ : do.. 
W orceste 





Adria 
Albion....... 5 ] 
Allegan........ sn = 
Alpena 
Ann Arbor 
Satt 
Bay City. ....ccs» 
Benton Harbor 
Berr 
Remensant 
Big 


n Spring 


Rapids. 


Buchanan...... id class 
Cadi do. 
« do 





Dowagiac....... 
East Saginaw ones 
Eat Rapids ul « 








“44 
‘ 
3 
‘ 

i 
f 
‘ 
{01 
; 
§ 
i 
‘ 
4 & 
4 ¢ 
; 
4 
f 
| 
i 





360 
6, 822 
5,192 
770 
2, 604 
4 8 
2 709 
) 
iis 
{2 


3, 395 
1.7 
1, 6 
3, 705 
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9 * 
4,4 
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4,812 
5, 431 

19, 148 
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1, OO 
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i Ha * dro : 
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‘ Dewees 
lowe do.. 
| fud 1 do. 4,2 
1 ‘ 
iy d 6.f 
1] .do 2, 
| Jackson 25, 1 














x i ) eovese 
7 ‘€ 26. | 
7 1 { 
17 ec a t 
; J \ do ( 
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f PAMACAETDEL COLE pacwnewneeenes cemewneeenee 
| 9 4 
‘ 
| Mar a s 
14 
| $4 
ad t 
a | s dk 
14 
| DN. cece 1 cl 18, ] 








1 Oo l do 2,8 
1 On g c 5 
| Paw Paw......0 d ] 
| Petoskey....ccocsssese 3S 
I a OL eee : 
iP Huror i < 14 





Quine : 
| } 
( ,( 
3 uv i 
S T i < 4 ¢ 
S y : $ 
I 
} ce ] ‘ 
M e do 
| Three Rivers ‘ 1 
City ) ¢ 
1; We City ‘ 
' > 
TA, 





SEG CIRM cnauniscons ascot 
Northfield... 
Owatonna.,., 
Red Wing 
Roch 
St. Cloud. 
St. Paul..... 
St. Peter 
Stillwater., 


ster 









Wabasha...... ube . 3d class 3, 05 
a 3, 31 








Willmar 3, 
1 W yn 19, 65 
MISSISSIPPI 
Aberdeen 3d class 
SC RRNOID 6. cccedssenettecoceecl eased do 
COMER Us cnncescdeecee ef cases Oe 
GOON VINIC ose ose cec0000++| coccsDeececee 
Holly Springs...........!......d0. 


Jacks 
Meri« 
Nat 
Oxford 
Vicksburg 
West Point 
| WAS00 ...ccsace 


on 
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G eceipl hich ued ¢ 
on d r ‘ § 
NEW YORK—cont'd 
Binghamton rte 
Boonville 3d cla | 





Brockport.. 
Brooklyn 
Buffalo 
Cambridge 





Camden do 
Canajoharie do 
Canandaigua | 
Canastota 3d class | 
Canton do | 
Carthage do 
Catskill | 
Cazenovia. 3d class 
Chatham do a 
City Island do 
Clifton Springs do 
Clinton. . do | 
Clyde mepannee —_— we | 
Cobleskill. pees do 
Cohoes. 

Cooperstown 3d class 


Corning 
Cortland 


Coxsackie poenee 3d class 
CID ccnnoxtssesnsenbaanen oc 
Dansville evnesecces ee 
Delhi ‘ _ 3d class... 
Deposit do., 


Dunkirk 
Ellenville.. 
Elmira 
} 1irport. 
Fishkill - 
Hudson. 
Flushing teeta 
Fort Edward 
Fort Plain...... 
Fredonia 
Fulton 
GEOMSIOO...ccccccesccccoees 
Geneva 
Giens Falls 
Ciloversville 
Goshen 
Gouverneur. - we 
Greenport.......... do. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Greenwich............ cd esa x 
STINE nincunchnatssevkeleered ; 
Haverstraw . caine 
Hfempstead.... : . * 


3d class 
3d class 


do 


on-the- 


do.. 





class.... 












Herkimer ............ 
Homer..... 
Hoosick F alls... 
liornelisville 
Hudson 
Hiuntington 
ND eitdtedenata . 
SN innsiciariattidninaaintess 
PORTER wcccoctmnenavrens 
Jamestown... 
Johnstown.... 
Kingston.... 
le Roy oes 
Little F alls. ain 
1, - kpo rt | 
Long Island City...... | ¢ 
Lowville 
Lyons eee 
Malone.. 
Matteawan. 
Mechanicsville 
Medina............ 
Middletown.,. 
Morristown... 
Mount Morris.. 
Mount Vernon... 











New Brighton. 
Newburgh 
New Lebanon.. 
New Rochelle. 


Niagara Faiis........... | 
Northport....... meauocnees 

Norwich... | on 
Nyack......... | 3d class.... 
Ogdensburgh..,......00.]....0s00 
Olean........... 

Oneida... 
Oneonta, 
Oswego......... pasqnsessediuorusaniieaeihean 
Owego 
Palmyra .. 
Patchogue . 
Peekskiil.... | 
Penn Yan... 
Plattsburgh .... 
Port Chester ........... 
Port Jervis......... 
Port Richmond........ 
SUI secciceanincniniales 














3d class.... 


Fis 


1885, 


203 mor com 
holo oO 
A 1 SS 
Iwan 


oo Co Cob 
- 








5, 485 
4, 340, 128 
7,170 
3,148 
7,698 
5, 848 
11, 236 
11, 229 
10, 335 
7,993 
26, OO 
10, 193 
6, 072 
3. 337 
&, 0382 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


il year ended June 


1886. 








oe 
Sm 
a 
NI 


"11. S46 
"12, 393 | 
10, 149 
7,005 
25, 572 
10, 580 
5. 685 
3, 489 
7,§ 

7,776 
9, 028 
5, 904 
9, 320 
4,564 
5, 895 | 





~—e 
ua 


506 


i590 
609 
0,106 
5, 315 
3,178 





Continued 


Annual 
allowance 
for rent. 


$1, 000. 00 


950. 00 

14. 395. 00 
G. B 
G. B 


200. 00 | 








850, 00 
975. 0O 
700. 00 


nar | 


) 
3,555 
8, 969 
3,526 
8. 087 
2 067 
4,689 
7 

4 

4 


— 


es 


, 247 
693 
92 

» 239 


a 880 


| 
3, 754 |.. 
& | 
711% 


8, 720 
7, 356 
4,814 

22, 383 

11, 739 

12, 307 
6,513 
5, 864 


3, 643 |. 
2, 126 | 


4, 450 
3, 378 
3, 267 
4,438 


20, 998 


5, 294 | 


4,840 |.. 


5, 759 
8, 183 


3, 785 | 


3,120 
6, 468 
16, 337 
3, 339 
3, 875 


14,019 | 
6, 234 | 


279 


6, 


26, 706 | 
5,159 | 
6, 707 |. 


4, 753, 516 


oe nm | 
7,702 | 


7, 266 


8, 713 | 


6,814 
11, 941 


13, 053 | 
10, 840 
10, 694 | 


ov 7, 


27, 765 
10, 794 


5, 539 


2 ory | 


3,904 








500. 00 
800, 00 
600, 00 


| 
850. 00 


650. 00 
1, 000. 00 


* 
= 
= 


& 





e 
5 


= 
Me 


2e 
SS 
ez 


"700. 00 











| 


| 


| Warwick 





Gross receipts which accrued at Presidential post-offices, etc. 


Office and State. Class. 


NEW yorkK—cont'd. 
Poughkeepsie..........|-.-.ccecsesee 
Rhinebeck 
Richfield Springs.. 
Riverhead.... 
Rochester 
Rome. 
Rondout .. 
Rye 

Sag Harbor... 
Salamanca 
Sandy Hill 
Saratoga Springs..... tovaes er 
Saugerties.. 
Sohenectady. 
Seneca Falls..... 
Silver Creek.... 
oe Sing 








} 
$5 clase] 


caneateles............ 3d class... 
Stapl eton... . do... 
Suspension Bridge bidns | 
Syracuse,......... a . eocece 


Tarrytown. amemeue 3d class..... 


Tonawan 
Tre xy. see oes 
Trums insburgh. 
Utica 





3d class 





PUP IIE cconecscstcinn -...| 8d class... 
Wapping rer's Falls... |...... a | 
Warsaw.. jestanvae 


Waterford... 
Waterl o 












Watertown.............. 
Waterville............. 

Watkins 

Waverly. oe] 
Weedsport ............00 | 3d class.....} 
Wellisville................. Fsconctons 
Westfield. ..do.. 
West New Brighton. sonseniianas — 
West Troy . éd class.... 
Whitehall. oe | 
White Plains...........|.....-d0.. .....| 
WORE BD secvsiessssicvnceas] soavoocsvvasecsosa | 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


Ashevill> 
Charlotte .... 
D-urham....... 
Fayetteville...... 
Goldsbor ugh.... 
Greensborough ,, 
He nde TSON.....s004 










Rale igh 
Reidsville 
Salisbury .. 
Statesville... 
Tarborough... 
Wilmington .. 
Wilson 
PE sckceiniticsnnssvees 


| 3d class..... 
ienenal ee 





ono, 


Akron.... 
Alliance.. 
Ashland......... 
Ashtabula.... 
Athens...... 
Barnesville . 
Bellaire ......... 
Bellefontaine 
Bellevue 























..do., 





Bowling G reen 
Bridgepotrt....... 
Bryan........ 


Cambridge 
Canton......... 


Cincinnati. 
Circleville........ sromnene 
SE rochieihsdtenccsivasciivassahnctses 
Clyde........ 
Columbus.. 
Conneaut.. 
Coshocton........ 
Cuyahoga Falls.. 
Dayton 
| ee 
Delaware .. 
Delphos........ .... 
East Liverpool. 
Faton.....2.cescoreee 
Elyria... ones 






I eetsh Cabebhenenes | Findlay.......-..++ dulite Secsciaiaschisie 


JULY 26, 


Continued 


Fiscal year ended June 30— 


1885. 


4. 604 


4,700 | 


121, 927 
5, 099 
4,550 


91,072 | 


2, 831 
60, 018 


2, 812 | 


3, 239 
4, 859 


3, 271 
6, 401 





4, 249 | 


31, 056 
"7 295 


= 


5, 436 
6. 704 
5, 209 
3. 644 
7, 856 
6, 484 
3, 882 
2,905 
2' 304 
2,302 
4, 404 
7,071 
3, 333 
5, 639 
23, 999 
3, 007 


13, 263 | 
595, 762 | 


6, 921 
296, 668 
3, 650 
114,177 
3, 877 
3, 403 
2, 996 
66, 187 
6, 867 
12, 260 
3, 630 
8, 690 
3,199 
8,093 
7,138 





Annual 
| allowance 
for rent. 


1886, | 





4,494 
3) 592 wea 
255, 159 344, 308 5, 000.00 
17, 152 19, 232 | 425,00 
10, 621 350. 00 


3,199 
3, 385 
= 
3' 798 














56, 678 cS 
3 064 





— 
Dn a Oe - « t 
Sata « 3 CA wm 69 69 og 
SIhp OSH cos] > oe b oo 
: Sth S > & : : 
Ho mm CI cibot ° Q 
See 





Pe - 


45, 923 | 38, 600 
7, 861 | 
6.078 
7, 269 
5, 635 


3, 801 











8,721 
6, 580 | 6, 918 
4, 364 
3, 643 
3,098 
3. 166 
4, 900 | 
7,663 
3,546 
5, 749 
30, 321 
8, 187 | 
| 13, 955 | 
| 634, 262 
7, 457 | 
344, 052 | 
3, 336 
120,929 | 132,727 
4, 239 4, 043 | 
4, 091 4. 367 | 
2, 983 3,461 
68,72 75, 480 
7,393 7, 960 
12, 605 12, 280 
3, 769 3, 889 
8, 495 10, 688 
3, 28 8, 641 |. 
8, 398 9, 122 
7,147 | 11, 150 
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om eee ‘ileal $———___—_—_—_—_— —— - ——— _ — a a 
| 
Gross rece which ed at P ! post-offices, ete, Continued ; 
i 
Fiseal year ended June 3 | Fiscal year ended Ju ) 
Annual A 
Office and State Class allowance Of 1 Stat Class 
_— 188% — for rent, ~ 
‘ { i rs AN A 
| ‘ ed. 
Fostoria ‘ d class.....| $5, 658 GR GID Esiscnccscsetins 
Fremont eevee 8 7, 639 8,033 S400. 00 | Ca 3 : 
Galion seseeree) 0d Class, » > 6,511 Catasa i i class 
Gallipolis ; do 5, 984 } Cha s Kz 
Geneva do.. 4,117 | Chester t 
Greenfield. co i 3, 042 | Cla sd { 
Greenville do.. | 5, 384 Clea 1 s 1,8 
Hamilton - 15, 265 600.00 | Coatesville 1, 855 i 
Hillsborough — 3d class 4,685 f 3 ~ | Ce a i ‘ 
Hiram eee do.. 3,012 3. 369 3.679 1 Coy aville : ‘ 
Ironton pecuscsese . ° 7,141 7,658 9, O82 380.00 | Conshohocken ; 
Jackson, sd class | 3, 921 3, 64 140 Corr i i a 
Kent do.. 3, 841 3, 978 41 Da 
Kenton . ooo ecene 6, 277 7, 222 197 1,00 Dx estow i ss i 
Lancaster ceccesees! OG ClASS 8, 059 7,630 960 } Du Bois ‘ 4.4 
Lebanon ...... do 5, 653 162 | Fast i x 
Lima 13, 205 } 1,600.00 | Eric 
RAT veccvccecones id class 613 | R62 Franklin 4 
London do.... 4, 260 610 Gett g Lé< 3 1 
Mansfield... 23, 825 25, 444 1,150.00 | Gre : lo ‘ 
SED ciscuinencavcsecstuncnepses 1, 036 11,120 400.00 | Greeny do 7 “ 9 
Marion . , 7, 766 8, 464 400. 0O | Hanoy < 4 t { 
Martin’s Ferry..... xd class 2, 2,731 298 | Harrisburg 
Marysville......... .do.. 3 4,227 1.425 — Ha 
Massillon............ jane 9,5 9 i 10, 287 1oo};H ‘ - § i 
Medina............+. 3d class 4 | 3, 934 4, 382 Hoi é 
Miamisburgh....... scies 2, 2,813 3, 212 H s 
Middletown head a s 12, 352 12,410 11, 422 400.00 | Hu 
Mount Vernon.........'.. 9, 785 9, 404 10, 709 500.00 | Ind i i class s 
Napoleon , 8d class 2, 818 3, O79 3, 213 ws Irwi i f - 


National Military .......do.. 3, 556 3, 656 3, 438 silhseie | Joh vi i4 2 


Home. i K . i iss ; 2, 98 4 



















































Co : anu 13,175 13, 865 700.00 | K 4,8 
New Lisbon. 3d class 3, 468 3, 641 La 2 i . 
New Philadelphia do ee 4,724 4,999 La clas { i 
Norwalk ...........+++ etibidgibaes 9, 323 10, 506 550.00 | Leb 
Oberlin.. posse ‘ 9, 246 9, 187 350.00 | Lewis r i ~ ‘ 4 
Oxford ..... ‘lass 3, 274 | Le i { 
Painesville : onmmiasoes 11,475 275. ( Le Have 7 i . ‘ 
a a 9, 393 720. M s 8 64 
POMETOY.....00+..000+e05| OG Class 3,547} 3,480) 3,494 |........ Na ( i <s 
OOO cc sncereesssebosssesese aa 11, 292 300.00 | Max do 2 5 
Ravenna, .........00000¢ ..| 3d class 5, 926 Ma ( 6,8 
| Se ccd tanaes 9, 548 2.00 | M , 
Sandusky ......... ceneclocoqgnaepnescness 17,120 | +.B j 5 gh d class 8 
Shelby ... cee d class soon) eee) 4 — BGO Psieneniees do 5,4 1 
an Maca : 7, 404 | 500. 00 | do 4,312 4,2 ‘ 
Springfield......... 54, 107 2, 200.00 | do ‘ i 
Steubenville ....... 13,185 | 900. 00 do 2 
Ttadininexiaviens 10,181 | f 00.00 | a ¢ do 2 
, RS wpieiiedabeews a 122, 990 | 114, 47 G.I | do 4 j 
a a econ canal ands ee 8,797 | 8, 516 600. 00 | asant do 
Upper Sandusky. 3d class 4,421 | 4,759 eae lo ; 8 
TI aiid iiiemndian - 9, 391 | 9, 326 300. 00 24 
Van Wert.... | od class.. 6, 151 N 1 4 t 
Wapakoneta............ 3, New Castle s 2 
Warren...... , Nort 
Washington C,H oil . 
Wauseon........... | | Oxford 4 3 
Wellington.. | Phi : i4 { 
Wellsville... bia | Phil g i « 7 
West Liberty............ | Ph é I 2 { { 
Wilmington....... | Pitts », SO ( 
ti | | Pittst« we4 
3 Xenia. iidsepeiniat 10, 840 | | Pls iss 14 1 
: Youngstown............ 19,414 | Pott ‘ 4 
. Zanesville....... 24,819 | Pot 14 
é 1 Re r 1, O44 { 
: OREGON. | | | Renovo ‘ id class 4 
| | | | Ridgway do 
AIDANY.....0c000-+0+000025..| 3 Class....] 3,419 | 8, 542 | 3 a | Rochester O.. 2,2 
Pk seetevta nest isorcel aca Mbaccene 6, 488 | 6,177 | 7, B88 |... . | Scottdale : do 
BIOESE CIBy 20. cccceascese | ccvses do.... 3, 195 3, 662 | B, BGA |...c00cceereeeeeee | Scranton : 
Corvallis ...... pasilentien .do.... 3, 053 3,137 | 3, 682 | Sewickley id class { 
, East Portland...........!...... 3,542 3, 493 3, 754 . | Shamokin. do 7 } q { 
Eugene City.. | 2, 984 3, 192 | 3, 644 | Sharon 5 Nciistin 74 6, 908 
Pendleton... a é 3 3, $35 | 4, 459 Shenandoah ; ’ 
Portland... esse | 68, 883 | 78, 758 | Shippensburgh do - 
Salem ........ : 10, 348 } 11, 543 | South Bethlehem lo.. 4,15 1 4 
Ee TIREIOD cccieceescocces | 5, 073 | 6, 207 | Steelton lo 131 3, 669 1 
' j | Stroudsburgeh do Hot f 41,87 
PENNSYLVANIA, Sunbury do 5 { 
Susquehanna do - 4 
; Allegheny................ Tamaqua do y 4 
' Allentown ......... oe 14 
: DT esicctttictne Towanda 8 44 “ 
| Ashland.. Troy 7 5d class 8 
BRIT sccceesccerstocrncese Tunkhannock do.. ‘ 
Beaver Falls............ Tyrone do.. 6, GO 
Bedford....... Union City do 
Bellefonte....... tainesuete | . | Uniontowr do 5, 985 f { 
Bethlehem............... | Warren 14, 634 15,14 ] ‘3 I 
Bloomsburgh. oi : | Washington 8 624 $ 
BERAGOCKE ...2...<.ccccceee . | Waynesborough I ss { 4 f 





& ID ci ctsdinndentepenlhe 


; | Way 
0 e. Bristol....... 


Wells! 









“4 a Brookville West Chester 14,1 14,018 I 

Brow nsville.......000.++|.s0 West Grove xd class 7 t 
os Bryn Mawr. ecfhocene Ss West Newtor lo { 

Butler......... seesceseveneee] sssees , 726 | 322 | 6, 759 | +00. . | Wilkes Barre 25, 302 25 1, 100.00 
i Carbondalle...0......00+|ec0-Ove.erees 4, 878 | 5,197 | COR teas «+e | Williamsport 8 0). 00 


* Receipts, adjustment March 81, 1887, amounted to only $7,272, York 23, 907 : ow. 


X1IX——430 














UTAH, 


Ogden City 
= ark City. Riel 
alt Lake ¢ ‘ity Kaapane 


r t Presidential post-offices, etc 
Fiscal year ended June 
0 j t ( 3 
] 
mi J 
ier < 1, 38 &4 762 
(er ila » UFO 1, 254 
Fast Greenwi < 4,239 4,505 
New port 27,164 27, 267 
Olney : », O12 6, 211 
Pawtucket 2 22,072 
’ro*N en ] 5 185. 2 | 
Wa e! 4] 2 R39 
Wes 039 10, 278 
Wo } 10, 947 11,579 
CARO 
Alike ! 3,4 79 
Am mC. ii >, 189 
Beat rt 0 159 
Charleston 5, 519 63. 800 
Colur \ 16,040 16,125 
Greer le I 7, 805 04 
Newberry C, li 1,153 3 S84 
Ora ure CH 2. 871 2,674 
Snartanburgh C. H 5, 351 433 
Sumter C.H 774 770 
I 

Bristol l« 4,447 4,501 
Chattanooga, ), 850 2. 789 
Clarksville 7,819 8 150 } 
Cleveland wees) Od Class 2, 377 2, 541 
Columbia do 6.569 
Franklin do 2,473 
Gallatin ..... do 2 835 
Jackson ‘ . do 6,554 
Knoxville 34,044 
Lebanon 3d class 2 993 
Memphis 90, 441 
Murfreesborough fdcla 4,102 
Nashville 92, 089 
Pulaski Xl clas 2 958 
Shelbyville do 2 S88 
Union Cit do 3, 831 
Abil . Sd class 5,813 
Ausiin 30. OO1 
Beaumont | 3d class 3, 22) 
Belton do 5,192 
Bonham do 3,790 
Brenham do 5, 682 | 
Brownsville ‘ do 3,038 | 
Rrownwood do 3, 839 | 
Bryan... o do 4,010 
Clarksville . ‘ do 2, 465 | 
Cleburne..... , do 4.978 | 
Colorado...... Lodo 5, 241 | 
Corpus Christi...... dk 3 654 | 
Corsicana do.. 6,917 | 
Dea lli0S......00s0reeeeseeeeees| .,.seccnesenceeees 46, 861 | 
Denison. 9, 861 | 
Denton . id class 3, GAL | 
El Paso... 12, 222 | 
Ennis ° --) Od class 

Fort Worth 31 | 
CGiainesville 52 | 
Galveston | 
Georgetown id class < | 
Greenville. do, < i 
Hillsborough do 3.122 | 
tioney Groye . do.. 2, 598 
Houston : 3, 
Huntsville id class 3, 3 | 
Jefferson ro do.. 3,744 | 
Lampasas oeseee do... 5. 863 | 
Laredo BO iccices 4,940 | 
Longview a do.. 2,531 
Mckinney, do.. | 3, 714 | 
Marshall do... 6,711 | 
Mexia ‘ do 3, 019 
Patestine do.. 6,914 
Paris g 7,706 
San Angelo d class 3,719 | 
San Antonio, os 32, 067 | 
San Marcos... id class 3,112 
Sherman oie 10, 487 
Tay lor,....00+-+- Sd class.. 2,918 | 
remple Seusenawnerveess rl 3, 387 
Terrell eeeeeeneeee ee ostel 4, 464 
TREE secumecapnecsen anal 6,015 
Victoria ; Bait 3, 893 
Waco ‘asia 19, 209 | 
Waxahachie Sd class.....| 3, 856 | 
Weatherford , do.. ‘ 


3d class 


CONGRE 


ESSIONAL BECORD—HOUBE. 

















11,143 
3, 303 


11, 832 
3, 633 
as 33, 591 | $2, 952 
* Lease, act 1885-'86, 


0 


1887. 


14, 
4, 


.—Conti 


5 O04 


, 476 


oe 


530 


, 526 


3,100 


, 672 


6410 





037 
084 


13, 556 


3, 416 


oo 


vod 


52° 


27,52 


~ 


4. 


7, 736 


2 
©, 


5,323 
9 


, 698 
56, 129 
3, 660 





55 
109 


394 


on 


3, 709 
34, 415 
3. 067 
11,717 


3, 387 


5, 266 
4, 440 
6, 508 
3, 825 


22' 477 


4,210 
5, 473 


16, 
3,745 
35, 


9°7 


oi 


946 


nued, 


Annus al 
allowance 
for rent. 
G.B. 


5, 00 
200, 00 











120. 00 














Gross receipts which accrued at Presiden 


and State. 


BNO anrascenninsinestaede 
Bellows F‘ iancnines 
Reantacten..... Se 
Bri rdfor« - peu 


grand 
Brattlel Sanaa 
jurlington...... 


Fair Haven ........ 
Middlebury .. 
Montpelier 
Newport 
Poultney eee 
Rutland oe veccescceccess 
St. Aibans 

St. Johns 
eee 
Vergennes 
Wwe st ‘Ras 


Windsor 


Woodsto 





idol] Ip! 
VIRGINIA, 


Abingdon 
Alexandria ' 
Charlottesville... 
Danville oad 

Farmville........ 

Fortress Monroe. 
Fredericksburgh 
Gordonsville...... 
Hampton sovccce 

Harrisonburgh 

Leesburgh ......... 
Lexington.... 
Liberty. 
Lynchburgh 
Norfolke ......0« 
Petersburgh. 
Portsmouth.. 
Richmond.... 
Roanoke 
Salem . 

Stanton 
Suffolk 













University of Vir- Dane 


ginia. 


Warrenton....... sienna 


Winchester .... »Jdacaesdal 





Wytheville......... ae 


WASHINGTON, 





BR isccssaiiemen « 8d class. 
TOO es censsnnneces ccoess| sccvnd do. 
E llensburgh... noted do 
OTP AAI, 002.00. 050cn0000000] ovvees do 





Port Townsend . a 


Spokane Falls 
Tacoma... = 
Walla Walla........ 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Charleston 


Charlestown ............| 3d class 
Clarksburgh.............|.+++--do 








Grafton 
Huntington.... 
Martinsburgh. 
Parkersburgh. 
Piedmont.... wae 
jf 


WISCONSIN. 


I initnaietiiensded nein 
Appleton. oe 
Ashiand... 
Baraboo..... 
Beaver Dam. 
Beloit....... 

Berlin.... 











Black River Falls.....!...... do 


Chippewa Falis.. 
Columbus .... 
Delavan.... 
Eau Claire .. 
Fond du Lac...... 
Fort Atkinson ..... 
reen Bay ....... 
udson. 


(3 


Lake Geneva.. 






Manitowoc............... 


Class. 


3d cla 
3d class 


3d class. 














| 8d class.. 





3d class.... 


| 8d clas WS 





.| 3d class... 
enosha ........-.+.... social do 
| $d class... 

i sciteditncastidngsceadieiiiibientaxannnd 
3d class 
Marinette ........00...00+ = * 





u post-offices, e! 


Fiscal year ended June 











3, 020 i 
2,974 | 3, 482 
7 7,121 











2, 806 | 2,981 
12, 959 | 13, 647 
5, 555 | 6, 067 
5, 613 6, 921 
4,566 | 4,767 
9, 817 | 9, 911 
4,749 | 5, 017 
3, 268 | 3, 389 
8, 340 | 8,175 
2,715 | 2,929 
8, 402 3,537 
16, 602 16, 467 


15, 464 
8,917 | 


i 
| 
9,181 
4,072 
a 


se 
2 
SAGAS 


3, 681 
6, 046 
26, 089 
- 744 3, 756 
25, 263 26, 155 
6, 402 6, 256 
5, 702 5, 683 





9, 42] 


4.533 
10, 420 | 


8, 972 | 
4, 969 | 
3, 997 
17 ,043 
15, 896 
EE ckotsiidetetones 
10, 642 
4, 385 
17, 861 
8, 430 
6, 382 
29, 769 
3, 969 
30, 141 
6, 851 
6, 952 





JULY 26, 


Annual 
allowance 
” for rent. 








600, 00 
420, 00 
300, 00 
500, 00 





4, 986 
4.000 


PR Gh OE Bact 


3 














reaper 





1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. GS67 



































} 
I an 
( 
. ( 
Mi P 
Ne ( 
> Vv ‘ 
Oconto i j 7 
Pp 
Porta 
Ra 2 , 
R | t \ 
Sh , 
9 ; I { . 
GS 1 t 
Mi 5 I 
\y ‘ + 
\\ h 
’ + 
t : 
I ‘ 
Ay 
©} 
7 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iy l l t] é n 
Ir. | ERS ) ‘ 
Mr. PETERS [r. ( I ( ‘ t 
t 
0 ein an a Vil eopa pra ( t i Ss 
be [ be ve that ( try self and | ice int é ~ 
ests of th intry th me of the most importan sures wh t 1 , 
has been br ight befo e Congress. Che objection is made to this } I ! rnNose { I ) rem to i} yed 
that in our large cities the maximum amount allowed for the pu Chet 
of a site is not sufficient; that for $5,000 a sufficient amount of ground | many unemploved laborers. 1 by passing tl 
for the er on of a suitable post-office building can not be obtained in Lin ( 1 1 of t , ) 
any of our large cities. In reply to this objection, I say, in the first | ployment to this employed labor nd th e t 
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ountry districts, in the villages and smaller cities ich 1 do desire ? 
+ post-oflice receipts exceed $3,000 per annum and where it is Mr. ROGERS 
he majesty of the Government should be represented | take that t 
ilding, and where it is also important as a matter of Mr. BLOUNT. will v 1 te 
; business aecommodation to the public. Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Sneaker. t » « 
ee Now, looking at this matter in a business light, the Government now ission 3 
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) excess of 3,000 will have post-office receipts exceeding in gross the re exte el t 
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. i ket 4 a a ati r ; . . ynly surprise is that it has not already awak ithe 
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of a town having twice the number of population, the population in | paragement of any officer who has presided o it, th people are 
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to be corrupted, or their liberties are to be prostrated, this establishment will 
furnish the most facile 1 ns and be the earliest employed to accomplish such 
u& purpose 

J have read this paragraph, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of arrest- 
ing, if possible, the attention of this body. Letus look for a moment 
at the enormous power which this bill confers on the Post-Office De- 
partment, and in calling the attention to these provisions it is not my 
purpose in the slightest degree to reflect upon or detract from the in- 
tegrity, ability or good faith of the presiding officer over that Depart- 
ment. Men pass away and administrations pass away, but power once 
lodged into control of one of these Departments is rarely ever surren- 
dered. 

And the very indorsement placed upon the bill to-day is the recom- 
mendation of the ex-Postmaster-General. It comes with his indorse- 
ment; it comes here begging for additional money, begging for addi- 
tional power, to be placed absolutely under the control of that Execu- 
tive Department of the Government. 

Mr. SENEY. Is it under the control of the present 
General, or will it be under the control of his successor ? 

Mr. ROGERS, I would rather not be interrupted now. 

Looking at the first section, the very first movement we find is the 
creation of a new bureau for which there is no present necessity. Al- 
ready in the Treasury Department there is a bureau with an organiza- 
tion, with a superintendent, and with subordinate officials under him 
for this very purpose. There is an established corps already compe- 
tent and able to do the work, and you will permit me to say that with- 
out having given careful and full investigation to the management of 
that oflicee*at any time, I have always believed and yet believe that 
if there is one of all the bureaus of the Government that requires re- 
organization it is this one, and I say this without intending any re- 
flection at all upon the present presiding officer in charge, for I have 
had practically nothing to do with it since he has been at the head of 
the bureau. 

That is the first thing we find in the bill—the organization of another 
great bureau, for which there is no necessity, with another head and a 
high salary, with a corps of subordinate salaried officials, with the crea- 
tion of an immense establishment of persons under it, and officials 
scattered all over the country, into every State, and into every Con- 
gressional district. That, sir, is the first step. Why not let the au- 
thority rest where it properly belongs, with the Architect of the Treas- 
ury? What is the necessity for sucha change as this bill contemplates? 
fut the third section of the bill is still more objectionable, infinitely 
more so, in fact, than the first section. It provides— 


*>ostmaster- 


That the Postmaster-General is authorized from time to time to construct, in 
his discretion, post-office buildings, ete. 

Let us pause here for a moment and examine what is proposed by 
this section. ‘‘ Shall construct, in his discretion, post-office buildings.’’ 
Let us assume, sir, that some man not very scrupulous had found his 

vay to the head of the Post-Office Department, and was himself a can- 
didate for the Presidency or for the Vice-Presidency of the Republic. 
Let us suppose his success in a pending election depended upon one 
district or two districts or depended upon one State or twoStates. Yet 
under that condition of things you have placed by the terms of this 
bill $2,000,000, if I recollect aright, at least you propose here to say 
that he shall exercise control over a vast sum of money, and put it in 
the hands of a man whose election may depend upon the expenditure 
of that money where it will do the most good. Is that a wise measure 
of legislation? With the warning of Judge Story before us, of the 
enormous powers of that great Department already exercised, are we 
ready and willing to embark now in a scheme which is to place more 
millions of dollars in the control of one single Department and one 
single man at the head of the Department; place it in the hands of an 
officer who himself may be an aspirant to the highest or the second 
highest office within the gift of the people, with power in his discretion 
to construct public buildings wherever he pleases, keeping within the 
provisions of this law ? 

I say, sir, that the adoption and passage of this bills, anctioned as it 
is by the Department and indorsed by the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads, involves a danger to the Republic, a danger to 
the liberties of the people, a danger to fair elections, and to the just 
administration of the laws, and is pernicious in its effects upon good 
government in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I had not the remotest idea that this bill was to be 
considered to-day. I have taken no steps to investigate its full scope, 
and have had no opportunity to criticise its provisions. Weare called 
upon to act on it this morning in the morning hour without notice or 
opportunity to investigate or deliberate upon its provisions. I had de- 
termined, in the discharge of what I conceived to be a high public duty, 
to invite the attention of the House of Representatives and of the 
country to the fact that we are embarking upon an entirely new field, 
that we are entering a field that involves the expenditure of millions 
upon millions of public money. 

Take my own district, for instance, situated far in the Southwest, 
and yet, familiar as I am with it, I could not tell you under the pro- 
visions of this bill what number of public buildings are to be constructed 
in a single year under the operation of law. Take some great State of 
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the Union pending an election, and suppose it was a close State, a doubt- 
ful State whose vote would decide a national election. Two millions 
of money are placed in the hands of the Postmaster-General. One hun- 
dred towns in that State receive the benefits of the bill and this money 
is expended absolutely under his discretion. He alone is to determine 
when, where, and how it shali be expended and what buildings are to 
be erected. Can it be possible that our Government, with this enor- 
mous power in the hands of one Department, already wielding more 
than three times the power of any other Department of the Govern- 
ment, can place temptation of this character in the hands of any public 
official, tempting him to abuse a great public trust imposed in him by 


| the people and corrupt a State or district, to overturn the will of the 


people in the exercise of the lawful power conferred upon him by the 
Congress of the United States? 

Mr. Speaker, for one, cherishing the individual liberty of the citizen, 
cherishing the purity of the ballot-box, cherishing the great maxim 
handed down to us trom our great forefather, that ‘‘ eternal vigilance 
is the price of liberty,’’ cherishing the Constitution derived from our 
forefathers, I stand here to-day, if I stand alone, in this House to enter 
my solemn and earnest protest against the enactment of any such law 
as this. [Applause. ] 

I would keep the expenditure of the people’s money under the spe- 
cific direction of the people’s representatives. I would confide this 
enormous power to no single individual. I would avoid the abuses 
and the scandals that are sure to follow. I would observe the teach- 
ing of the Divine Master, ‘‘ Lead us not into temptation.’’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now ask unanimous consent that the general de- 
bate be considered as closed, and that the bill be read by paragraphs 
for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That there shall be in the Post-Office Department one archi- 
tect and superintendent of construction at a salary of $4,000 a year; one skilled 
draughtsman at a salary of $2,000 a year, and two skilled draughtsmen at a sal- 
ary of $1,800 a year each, to be appointed Ly the Postmaster-General. ° 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the whole of the first section 
of the bill. I donot care to be heard in advocacy of the amendment. 
It is the section which organizes a new bureau in the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before the vote is taken I would like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads why this 
may not be done by the present bureau; why the Architect of the 
Treasury may not prepare these plans and specifications, but leave 
the buildings under the control of the Postmaster-General after the 
specifications are prepared and accepted? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Inrelation to the buildings theSecretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Postmaster-General are made 
a board to pass and approve them. The result is that the action of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Postmaster-General has been merely 
pro forma, but they have been unable to control it, and the last Post- 
master-General endeavored to doso, but found his associates unwilling 
to do more than follow the former practice, and the object is to put the 
matter in the hands of the officers in charge of this Department, with 
authority to control the erection of these buildings. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question, if he will allow me. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Has the committee carefully examined 
the question asto the saving there would be, if any, to the Government 
if this policy were pursued, taking into account the rent of buildings 
which are hired from other persons to carry on the post-office business ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask my colleague [Mr. ERMENTROUT] to an- 
swer that question, as he has given that matter special attention. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I madean estimate of that. I found that at the 
present rentis not paid for all the post-offices; but the saving between 
the rent of buildings and interest on the sum which would be invested 
in their erection as I made the calculation would be about something 
over $50,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. So that, in the longrun, it would be 
economy to erect these buildings? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Unquestionably. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Are the committee unanimous in 
favor of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
a question. If the expense for this work should be placed upon the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury, would it not be nearly as great 
as by having it under control of the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It would be about the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There would be no increase of expenditure on that 
account, 

Mr. BLOUNT. The officers of the Treasury are not able to keep up 
with the work they now have. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills having 
expired, the committee will rise. 

rhe committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having take 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Mct ‘RY, from the Commit 
tee ofthe Whole report i that th id had under leration the b 


nh 
H. R. 3319. and had come to no resolution ther 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enroijled Bil renorted that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bill i 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

\ bill (H. R. 9771) ior the erection ofa publie buildingat Ottun 
low2; 

A bill CH. R. 8353) to author » construction of a railroad, wago 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River, at a point i: 
the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State o 
Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge acros 
the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia 














A bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge acros 
the Coosa River, or bridges across the Oostenaula and Etowah Rivers 
at or near Rome, Ga. ; 

4 bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the con fa bridge ere 


the Missouri River, and to establish it as 

A bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama 

A bill (S. 558) for the relief of certain settlers ipon the s hool la 
of Washington Territory 

A bill (S. 734) granting a pension to James Hall 

A bill (S. 888) granting a pension to Nai kit ts: 

A bill (S. 2033) granting a per 

A bill (S. 1051) toamend the a y he aj 
Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railway in the District of Columbia 

A bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension, in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell: 
{ bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 
square 132, ip the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of Charles 
Early and Corbin Warwick 

A bill (8. 1709) to provide for the issue of patents to certain persons 
for donation claims under the act approved September 27, 1850, com- 
monly known as the donation law 

A bill (S. 1727) to grant to the trustees of the German Lutheran 





ion to Joseph Wirth 
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lation of the exp ition contained in the early treaties and re 
aflirmed in the t: of 1866 that at no time in the future would the 
G me { l St cr tates or Territories surround 
ing adjoining th rritory thu uted to the Indians. 

Mr. WARNER Let me ask the gentleman, then, was it a violation 
of ose treaties to create the Territory of Kansas and later the State 
of Kansa Were tl treaties violated when Kansas was admitted, 

ut when Texas was admitted, and when Colorado was admitted ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I take it for granted that the gertleman from M 
souri [Mr. WARNER], who has already spoken on this subject, does not 
concede that those States were included, for if you will scan well hi 
peech you will see that its main object was to show that if gentlemen 
had the power they would take all these grants from the Indians, in- 
cluding the lands held by the Creeks, the Chickasaws, the Choctaws, 
the Seminoles, and the Cherokees, And, Mr. Chairman, the bill of the 
For ninth Congress, which was the parent of this one, was a bolder 
Wik re than this, because it « xpressly propo ed to embrace all those 
lands 

Mr. WARNER. I interrupted tl gentleman with that question 
simply because the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
BAKER] was that under the treaties we were bound never to create 
any States or Territories around any of the lands conceded to the In- 
dians, yet nevertheless the States I mentioned have been created. 


Mr. HOOKER. 


ties, but that is what the Frer 


man is arepresentative of one of those States and yet he is not satisfied 
Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will pardon me, I represent a 
State that was admitted before that time. 
Mr. HOOKER, You represent Missouri, but you are speaking for 


persons who represent those States. 

Mr. WARNER. No; they speak for themselves. 

Mr. HOOKER. The fact can not be concealed that this attempt to 
create a Territory in this manner is in gross violation of every one of 
treaties to which I have referred and of solemn patents executed 
by the Government in binding form conveying these titles in fee-si 
ple to the various semi-civilized tribes that I have mentioned. 

It can not be denied that the object of this bill is to take from these 
Indians and constitute into a 
land which, by the most solemn form of conveyance known to the law, 
the patent of the Government, has been given to these Indians. In 
other words, the gentleman who represents this committee as its chair- 
man, and gentlemen who favor this proposition, notsatisfied with the vast 
and illimitable domain of the United States, so well referred to in the 
tablesubmitted by my friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] inhis able 
speech of the other day; not satisfied with that, you are like the greed y 
Roman of whom Horace spoke, who, in the days of the decadence of 
the Roman Empire, not satisfied with his own vast possessions, said, 
“Tile angulus placet mihi preter omnia’’—*‘‘That little corner of my 
neighbor’s land pleases me better than all my vast estates.’’ 

In this spirit gentlemen say, ‘*‘ We want the lands which the Indians 
occupy; we need it; we intend to have it.’”? Though you have had the 
Army of the United States at the frontier for years and years excluding 
from Oklahoma the intruders upon thatterritory; though while Captain 
Payne was alive as the leader of the marauders, you had the Army of 
the Government stationed upon the frontier protecting that territory, 
under the policy not only of this Administration but of former admin- 
istrations, the whole power of the Government being invoked for that 
protection, you now propose absolutely, by the terms of the bill of the 
committee, to take from these Indians by law that territory the pos- 
ion of which by them you have arrayed your whole Army to pro- 

Nothing more and nothing less than this isthe proposition. You 


the 
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deal with the Indians with a hand of steel, but you put on gloves of 


velvet. You talk about protecting and guarantying their rights; yet 
this bill can not become a law nor this proposed territory have an ex- 
istence except by an act of Punic faith of which I hope the Govern- 
ment of the United States will never be guilty toward the weak wards 
whom it has taken under its protection. 

Sir, the history of the world has pointed to the subjugation and par- 
tition of Poland as a national crime by the great powers that perpe- 
trated it, a 
the age which witnessed that bold robbery and desolation of an entire 
people. Yet the partition of Poland was a venial offense in compari- 
son with that act of Punic faith which this bill proposes the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall commit in regard to these Indians. 
The Poles were allowed at least to die with arms in their hands, but 
here by solemn treaties with these Indians you have given them this 
land; you have made ittheirs. When Jackson consummated the trea- 
ties with them he said to them, speaking to them in that beautiful 
figurative language which the Indian so well understands (for all his 
expressions are taken from objects of nature): ‘‘ This land shall be 
yours as long as the grass grows and the water flows.’’ 

Are you going bac k on this solemn asseveration of your great P resi- 
pent, the iron- handed and iron-hearted Jackson? Are you going back 
on the solemn patents of your own Government? Are you going back 
on the solemn treaties which you have made with these people? Yes, 
if you pass this bill, you are. And I say that you are committing a 


Territory of the United States the very | 


crime which will stand as a blot upon the civilization of | 


NAL RECORD— 


| Government with thes 


I think that probably was a violation of the trea- | 
ich call un fait accompli, and the gentle- | 
| to thes 
| tions which could bind the conscience of man or nation, 


JULY 26, 














robb upon these people. Bia you are professing friendship for 
th you are cru hing tl vith a hand of iron as palpably as the 
fe ills of the dungeon invented by despotism closed upon its victim 
by invisible spring swntdl he was crushed to death. 

You have ae | uired from the Indians the vast empire out of which 
many of the States of this Union have been formed—aye, indeed, Mr. 
Chairman, have you not acquired this whole country from the Indian? 
lor there was a time when they owned all this vast territory. They 
have conceded to youeverything. They have retreated before the tide 
of civilization from the eastern coast, and now they are met by the 
tide of civilization coming from the Pacific coast. You acquired from 
them all this vast empire, forming now thirty-eight States, each in 
its own magnificence supporting the grand entablature of the Union 
which spans the continent from ocean to ocean. 

You got it allfrom them. You got it by solemn treaty. You cre- 
ated States out of it. They gave it to us upon the most solemn con- 
ditions which the Government could make. It issaid when we litigate 


among ourselves, we white people, the man who can trace his title back 
to the patent of the Government has that basis for his right of posses- 
sion which is entitled to the greatest respect. Yet you propose now 
mn treaties staring you in the face, entered into by the 
se — ins, and under your authority, you propose 
to take this land from these Indians and create a Territory out of it. 
You have driven them across the Mississippi River, they own no 
lands east of that river. You ceded this land west of the Mississippi 
e Indians. You ceded it to them under the most sacred obliga- 
and yet now 


with these sole 


| the proposition is made and offered here to make a Territory out of 





land to which the Government of the United States does not own the 
title to an acre, with the exception of No Man’s Land strip, which is 
but a very small part of it. 

What is this bill stripped of all extraneous matter? It is uncertain 
in its terms. It is bristling all over with exceptions in its application. 
It is bristling all over with provisos. It is so drawn as if it needed an 
apology for the terms in which the measure shapes itself. 

I wish to say to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that what I have al- 
ready stated isnot mere sentiment. It is not mere theory, but is the 
Janguage of cold parchment to which the officers of this Government 
have aftixed theirnames. Itis the land which belongs to these Indians 
by the title which they hold under the solemn obligations of treaty. 
It is not sentiment; it is simply justice that they should be protected 
in their rights. 

You talk about, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
talks about these Indians blocking the highway of civilization. Civ- 
ilization—sir, what is civilization if it is not founded upon the ac- 
knowledgment of equity and justice? I would commend the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] and the gentleman from Llinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] if they want to apply the principle of civilization, 
to go back and read some of the first great principles which were en- 
graved by the great law-giver of the world upon tablets of stone. 

I would have them remember that the cardinal principle, the basis 
upon which civilization is built, is this sublime truth, ‘* You shall do 
unto others as you would have others do unto you.’? Youshould deal 
in equity and justice. 

And I would commend to these gentlemen another one of those laws 
written by the great lawgiver in immutable letters upon tablets ofstone, 
spoken in language composed of but four words, and those monosyllabic, 
saying, ‘‘ Thou shalt not steal.’’ 

The robber who meets you with arms in his hands you may be able 
to confront, but the robber who comes stealthily in the form of law 
and undertakes to take away that which you hold by the title of the 
most solemn character can not appeal to any principle of civilization 
for justification, for, sir, all civilization must rest upon the great cardi- 
nal principles of the Christian religion, and be founded upon the eternal 
_ of truth and right which lie back of and behind all legislation. 

I appeal, therefore, to the sense of justice of the members of this 
Committee of the Whole to look at this matter as it is and to decide it 
upon the principle of right and justice. 

It is said this is mere sentiment, Now, I do not know, as I have al- 
ready stated, any sentiments more be: vatifully expressed as to the rela- 
tions subsisting between man and man and between man and his God 
than those which are embodied in the Ten Commandments. I do not 
know of any civilization that does not date back to those grand cardi- 
nal principles. 

Yes, sir, we are here now proposing to take away from these Indians 
a territory which we have ceded to them under the terms of a solemn 
treaty; which we have ceded to them for a valuable consideration; 
which we ceded to these Indians, Mr. Chairman, because they gave 
up under the stipulations of treaty all the territory which they held 
east of the Mississippi River, coupled with the condition that they 
should have title to these lands in the shape of patents from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Sir, if my honorable friend from Illinois [Mr. Sprincer] holdsa 
rood of land in that great State of his, the State of Illinois, and has 
the patent of the Government of the United States for it, would he 
not, if I were to. go over and assail his title, and take possession, say 
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treaty the Governt it, refer toa e l in it the regrants ol 
everything that had bee l tot ves civilized tribes from 
1830 up to that time, repeated the terms of the former treaties, and 
made an addition which in} idgment settles the whole question he 
yond all controversy; and it was reterred to in the able, exhaustive, un 
answered, and unanswerable s} .of my distinguished friend 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who is one of the signers of the minorit 
port. I am gratified, sir, 1 may be permitted to state, to know that 
there were members of the committee on both sides of the House who 
could not be induced to bec: parties to this attempt to rob the In 
dians of the lands held by them und: lemn treaties with the Gove 
ment and by patents. 

That sixteenth article of the treaty of 18 settles this question, i 
my judg: beyond all possibility of dispute, and particularly wi 
reference to that portion of the lands embraced in this map and known 
as the Cher Outlet, and also the Oklahoma lands. This bill pro- 
ceeds upon the idea that with the exception or No Man’s Land, as) 
and insignificant strip of land, none of these lands are devoted to a 
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annual fair. 

I may be permitted to say further, i ; 
rant, uneducated, unthrifty, and unwise population with whom we 
are dealing and whom the Government is asked to rob by this bil 
but an educated, cultivated, intelligent, thrifty people. 
on that occasion at Muskogee an agricultural address delivered by one 
member of the Cherokee tribes, a half-breed, whom I chance to knov 
quite well, William P. Adair, and I have had the opportunity mor 
than once to listen to the eloquent speeches and oratory at the agri- 
cultural fairs in the States of the Union, but I never heard an add: 
on agricultural subjects grander in its theme, more lofty in its object 
purer in its logic and rhetoric, and more accurate in its style than t 
delivered by William P. Adair on that occasion. 

Sir, these Indians have in good faith taken the lands occupied and 
owned by them. They settled upon them and cultivated them. It 
been said, ‘‘Why, we do not propose to do any wrong to 
ns. We are going to establish a Territory, and after t] 
ry is ‘established’ we will ; 
Why, Mr. Chairman, this proposition would be an insult to th: l 


ligence of a white man, and it is equally an insult to the intelligent Ir 
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the cirenit court of the United States has decided that in the decision 
of Jud brewer 

Mr. HOOK! I | come to that decision after awhile, and if I 
do not re in my time I will publish it in my remarks, 

When a solemn patent, whether you make it with Indians 
or with white people, you part with all right and title of possession. 
There but one condition embraced in the treaty and stipulated in 
the patent upon the ppening of which the Government of the United 
States is to reacquire an interest in these lands—only one. No Attorney- 
General, uo member of Congress speaking by the book, can assert that 
thet \ e condition coupled with the conveyance of these lands 
to t | nd except one only, and that condition is that it 
the Indian should become extinct or should cease to occupy the lands 
then the Government of the United States reacquires an interest in 
the lands. 

But the grant was an absolute grant in fee-simple, especially the 
grant to the Cherokee and it nas been so held by the courts of the 
United State The courts have held, I say, that it was an absolute 
grant in fee mple, and the Cherokee title, as was well said by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia | Mr. BARN} is firmer, stronger, more binding 
than that of any other tribe, though I hold that under the terms of the 
treaty and under the terms of the patents the oth semi-civilized 
tribes bold their lands! requally strong tenure. That article of the 
treaty has forever settled the question as to what was the character ot 
the conveyance made 

[ hold one of the patents in my hand, and I shall embody it in my 
remarks, and | invoke the attention of every member of this commit 
tee to its contents. Let us see how it reads. I will not read that por 


ion of it which sets forth the boundaries of the land granted, but I wil! 
read certain portions which fix the nature of the grant. This patent 
he ; 
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ted State f 
Whereas by certai 
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es saties with the Indians and 


the various tr 
upon wh h t 
rrant the cession of the lands east of the Mis- 
ese recitals, the Government of the United 


States agrees to convey, etc., and the grant concludes in this way: 
‘Therefore, in execution of the agreement and stipulations contained 


in the said several treaties, the United States have given and granted 
and by these presents do give and grant unto the said Cherokee Nation 
the two tracts of land so surveyed and hereinbefore described contain 
ing, in the whole, 14,374,135.14 acres’’—with remarkable particularity 
down to the very fraction of an acre do you write in this patent what 
you are giving to these Indians—‘“ to have and to hold thesame, with 


all the rig ae, privileges, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the 
said C 7 roke » Nation forever.’’ There is no limit, no restraint. 

Mr. WAR N ER. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. M4 XOKER. I would rather not be interrupted. I understand 
the purport of the gentleman’s argument, and I think I shall answer 
it before I get throngh. It will be seen, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that there could not Lave been a more unlimited form of grant, a more 


absolute form of grant, a more unrestricted and unconditional form of 
grant, than this, which is as old as the forms of conveyance that belong 
{o that great nation from which we borrow alike our language and our 


law 


? 


To proceed with the reading of this patent— 


To have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privileges, and ap 
I tenances thereunto belonging 

Was it a right, privilege and, appurienance thereunto belonging to 
lease the lands to iease them for ninety-nine years, or, if the owner 


desired, to iease them absolutely, or to sell them absolutely? Surely 
it will not be contended that any Attorney-General or any judge has 
ever so far forgotten the plain and simple provisions of the English 
language and the plain and simple impulses of common honesty as to 
say that a grant thus broad and liberal in its terms is couvled with 
restrictions by which the grantee may sell but can not lease, by which 
he may occupy for one purpose but can not oceupy for another. 


‘To have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privileges, and ap- 
purtenanees thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee Nation, subject, how- 
ever, to the right of the U d States 


limitation— 


rmit other tribes of red men to get salt on the salt plains on the Western 
prairie referred to in the ond article of the treaty of the 29th of December, 
1805, which salt plains have been ascertained to be within the limits prescribed 
for the outlet agreed to be granted by said article. 


And, mark you, by numerous adjudications, by numerous decisions, 
and by the terms of the patent itself, what is called the Cherokee Out!et, 
which is embraced in this bill asa part of the proposed territory was 
conveyed in the very same patent which conveyed the other lands to the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians 

Referred to in the second le of the treaty of the 29th of December, 1835 
which sal it plains have bea n ascertained to be within the limits prescribed for 
the outlet agreed to be granted by said article, and subject, also, to all the other 
rights reserved in the United States, etc., to the extent and in the manner in 
which the said rights are so reserved, 
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That refers to the reservation of the right to establish neces 
itary posts, ete. 


sary mil- 


And subject, also, to the condition provided by the act of Congress of the 28th 

May, 1530, referred to in the above-recited third article, and which condition 
is that the lands hereby granted shall revert to the United States if the said 
Cherokee Nation becomes extinct or abandon the same. 


f 
ot 


With the exception, therefore, of the right to give to the other tribes 
settled on that land by consent of the Cherokees permission to use the 
salt lake which was found to be embraced in the survey, it is an un- 


| conditional grant of these lands for any and all purposes for which the 
| Cherokees might see fit to use them—as full an ownership as any citi- 


zen of the United States has of his land. The sole reservation was that 
if this nation of people should become extinct or should for any reason 
abandon these lands, they should revert to the United States, 

The other patents to all of the five semi-civilized tribes to whom 
these lands were granted by patent were couched in the s: words. 
if you possess the power to take the Cherokee Outlet, why do you not 
possess the power to take the land of the Cherokee Nation itself? All 
the black part of that map you do not propose to inclade in this bill 
which my friend from IHlinois has introduced—only the white part of 
that map is proposed to be included. The lands now belonging to the 
Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and Chickasaws is re Li a 
in black on the map; yet the instrument which conveyed the land to 
these tribes, was prec isely similar in terms to that which conveyed to 
the Cherokees what is known as the Outlet. 

it was essential that they should possess this outlet; and it is proba- 


ime 


| ble that, sharpened as their wits were by experience of the manner in 


| which they had lost lands east of the Mississip pi this tribe of Indians, 


by no means deficient in intelligence, said *‘ We will secure an outlet 

from this land.’’ At the time when that grant was made to them these 
Indians maintained themselves mainly by hunting; and it was neces- 
sary they should have this outlet. The Government conveyed it by 
solemn patent precisely as these other lands have been conveyed. The 
patent to the Choctaws, to the Creeks, and other tribes is in precisely 
similar form. What right then has the Government of the United 
States to take one acre of this land and constitute it a Territory? 

I wish now to refer to the terms of the treaty and to show by the inter- 
pretations which have been placed upon it that the Government of the 
United States designed to make an absolute conveyance of the title to 
this property. The United States by the fifth article of the treaty of 
1830 covenanted and agreed— 

That the lands so ceded to the Cherokee Nation shall at no future time with- 
out their consent be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any 
State or Territory. 

That is what was declared by solemn treaty—by solemn patent of the 
Government. Yet, now, by the report of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, and the bill which they have presented, you are 
asked to violate this plain, essential feature of the contract between 
the Government and the Cherokees. 

Mr. WARNER. ‘The gentleman will permit me to say that that re- 
fers to Article V of the treaty of 1825. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that. 

Mr. WARNER. Andif the gentleman turns to that he will find 
it includes only about forty-two sections of land, not one foot of which 
is included in this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; and the gentleman ought to know better than 
to attempt to impress upon this House the idea that there was a single 
patent issued prior to 1825. They were all issued subsequently. 

Mr. WARNER. No one has been trying to mislead the House. I 
simply called the attention of the gentleman to the date of the treaty 
to which reference was made. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand what the gentleman refe 
there were no patents issued until after 1825. 

Mr. WARNER. I have not claimed to the contrary. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have the date of every patent here. Here are the 
certificates of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1880: 
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NT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1830. 


I, J. A. Williamson, Commissioner of the General Land Office, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed copy of a patent dated December 31, 1838, in favor of the 
Cherokee Nation, is a true and literal exemplitication from the records of this 
office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name, and caused the 
seal of this office to be affixed, at the city of W ashington, on the day and year 
above written. 

“EAL. | 


DEPARTMEN 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner of General Land Office. 


rHe INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
March 16, 1380. 

I, J. A. Williamson, Commissioner of the General Land Office, do hereby cer- 
tify that the anne xed, from page 1 to page 24, both inclusive, isa true and lit- 
eral exemplification, from the records of this office, of the original letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior, dated October 13, 1877, relative to lands in the Indian 
Territory claimed by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad C ompany. 

In te stimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and caused t! 
seal of this office to be affixed at the city of Washington on the day and year 


DEPARTMENT OF 


| above written, 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, 


[SEAL, ] 
Commissioner of General Land Ofice. 
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retary of the Interior, leaving about 6,000,000 acres of the original tract un- 
settied by and unsold to friendly Indians and still inthe possession and owner- 


ship and under the jurisdiction of the Cherokee Nation. 


Will my honorable friend from Illinois or the other gentlemen advo- 
cate the position that the Cherokee Nation has not power to sell any 
portion or every rood of these lands to the affiliated tribes? Under the 
treaties and under the patents they have the right to do this, and if 
they have that right what right have you to take it? 

Mr. WARNER. ‘To whom have they the right to sell? 

Mr. HOOKER. To any friendly nation, coupled with no condition 
as to how they shall sell. They have the right to sell to any friendly 
tribes; and they have now six titles recorded in your Indian Office. 
They were not secretly made, but were openly made with the appro- 
bation of your Government. They are recorded titles, and they can 
convey anything. Do you mean to cheat not only the Cherokees but 
the poor friendly tribes to whom they sold these rights, in their anxiety 
to care for that people and every nation and people who had a kindred 
feeling ? 

There are some people who manifest a great deal of sympathy for the 
colored people of the South. They are very anxious for the welfare of 
the colored race. I admire very much the feeling which prompts it; 
and in reply to what has been said upon that subject I would say there 
are no people who have protected them with more energy and zeal than 
the people in the midst of whom they have been reared from infancy 
to old age, and among whom they lived when slaves and since they 
have been free. 

Here you have special treaty stipulations with the Indians who have 
holdings of land from the Cherokees, and I would like you to extend 
something of the sympathies to these Indians you claim for the colored 
people of the South when you undertake to dispose of their property. 
It is not only a proposition to take it from the Cherokees, to whom you 
granted it by solemn patent, but you propose to rob the semi-civilized 
tribes to whom they sold it. That is the view that these gentlemen 
take of this question, and I have given it an answer. 

No lawyer can deny the proposition that the Cherokees have the 
right to the land described in this Territorial bill, known as the Chero- 
kee Strip. They are exercising that right as thousands and millions 
of white people are exercising rights acquired by agreement with 
others. ‘The Cherokees have, therefore, under the power acquired by 
their contracts with the United States, permitted certain persons to 
lease these lands at a rental of $100,000, and if they can get $200,000 
they have the right to make that arrangement. 

‘They have a patent to the land known as the Cherokee Strip, not a 
technical claim to a portion of the country authorized to be occupied, 
but they haye the fee-simple, not only a right under the treaties of 
1830-’35, but actually patented to the Cherokee Nation by President 
Van Buren on the 31st of December, 1838. The Cherokees claim the 
right of possession, and say that this is land which was secured to them 
by these stipulations. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois and the gentle- 
man from Missouri to the language of this grant. There is no such 
thing as an Indian patent and a white man’s patent. It is the patent 
of the Government; the conveyance of the Government. It is an as- 
sertion of the Government’s authority, power, control, and ownership, 
absolutely unrestricted and unconditioned. And yet that is what you 
propose to violate, and take this land for the purpose of creating a 
Territory, in violation of every provision under which the Indians oc- 
cupied it, and create a Territory of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if you adopt the bill of my honorable friend 
from Illinois and the majority of this committee, what do you do? 
Have you the right, as the gentleman from Missouri in his speech 
indicated, that he looks not alone to the acquisition of the land now 
embraced in these territorial limits, but to the acquisition finally of 
all the land which the five semi-civilized tribes have ? 

Get your feet as a standing point upon what you call the Oklahoma 
land, and your greedy eyes will soon reach out to the land occupied by 
the five semi-civilized tribes. You will never be content until the ter- 
ritorial limits extend to those lands, and until the white people get in 
there and occupy them. The Government has been engaged in expe!- 
ling intruders from this very Oklahoma Territory. Why and by what 


authority did the Government do this? They did it in performance of 
solemn duty and right to secure these lands to these Indians, and under 
no circumstances could there be an occupancy of the land except by 
their assent or by their sale or lease. 

So that it will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the Government of 
the United States, not only under this Administration, but under for- 
mer Administrations, has found itself bound to protect this very terri- 
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tory which you now propose to make a white man’s territory by a form 
of legalized robbery. You would not allow the white man to go in 
and rob them for himself, but absolutely in violation of every right of 
the Indian and every obligation of the Government you propose in the 
form of law now to go in and take this land whether the Indians agree 
or not. 

Now, sir, the gentleman talks about the Indian standing in the way 
of civilization. I would not like to belong to a civilization, however 
grand and great, which would do wrong and which would be the per- 
petrator of an outrage upon the weak and defenseless, whom you are 
accustomed to denominate as the wardsof the nation; for no one prin- 
ciple of law is held more sacred in any court of justice, outside of the 
rights existing between man and man, than the great principle by which 
a trustee is held to a rigid responsibility on account of his ward. 

And yet you propose to rob your wards under the form of law of that 
which is theirs, and theirs by the most solemn of treaty stipulations. 
That is what this bill does; nothing more and nothing less. 

I say I do not wish to belong to the most enlightened civilization of 
the nineteenth century if it proposed to do a wrong, and yet a greater 
wrong is here proposed than that which Great Britain has long admin- 
istered upon down-trodden Ireland in denying its people home rule. 

You have taken these people under your wing. You have conveyed 
to them these lands not as a gift but because they ceded what was far 
more valuable to you and what you absolutely needed for the white 
man’s occupancy east of the Mississippi, and now you propose to rob 
them of that grant in utter violation of your plighted faith, in viola- 
tion of the forms of law and of every principle of right and justice. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, a man who should present himself in court and 
say, ‘‘I deny my title,’’ would be told by the court, ‘‘Sir, youcan not 
deny your title. The court will not permit you to do it.’’ 

It isa great fundamental principle of law that no man shall be heard 
in a court of justice to deny a title which he has himself granted. He 
can not even be permitted to question the title of another man if de- 
rived from thesame source as his own. But gentlemen propose by this 
law to absolutely violate every compact and every treaty with the In- 
dians, and to take these lands away from them nolensvolens. It is pro- 
posed to do this in violation of the solemn grant of the United States 
and of their solemn agreement that no Territory should be erected 
there. 

Sir, it has been said at some time by the men who have gone farthest 
in this matter that the civilization of the age would require that the 
sentiment should he engraved on the hearts of the American people that 
the best Indian is a dead Indian. You are faithful guardians of your 
wards, are you not, when under the pretense of advancement and civ- 
ilization you would absolutely rob your wards, and if you could not 
rob them while they were living you would be willing to kill them in 
order that you might, ghoul-like, rob them when they were dead! I 
trust that such a principle of civilization will never be asserted in this 
age. 

It is a great thing to be a civilized people, to have men skilled in 
the arts, in science, in literature, in history. It is well to be a nation 
great in intellectual power as well as in domain and in material wealth. 
But, sir, the grandest nation of the Old World when it reached its sub- 
limest degree of dominance over the then known world—when Rome 
sat the crowned mistress of the world upon her seven hills, boasting 
that she was first in art, in science, and in literature and law, having 
violated the great principles of right and justice as to the vast domain 
which she had acquired, she fell from her high estate, giving rise to 
the saying of the great Latin poet: Roma ruat sua mola. 

Let that never be said of this great and glorious country of ours. I 
hope it never may be; but if our country is todo wrong with impunity, 
if it is to commit legalized robbery with the strong hand, if it is to vio- 
late every principle of human and divine law, then I do not know but 
what your boasted civilization may be merely the precursor of your 
downfall, as it has been the precursor of the downfall of every nation 
that has forgotten the law written by the hand of the Almighty on the 
immortal tablets, impressed by the hand of that magnificent law-giver 
of the world, whose form was chiseled from the insensate marble by the 
master hand of Michael Angelo, and stands to-day, in body as in mind, 
the most splendid specimen of humanity on the globe. 

If you do what this bill proposes, you do it in violation of those great 
laws both human and divine which every just and upright nation 
should respect, and respect with more strictness when dealing with a 
weaker people, especially a people who have confided in you and trusted 
you and given their fate into your hands. I implore this committec, 
therefore, to look at this bill as it is, and not to be deceived or to per- 
mit its actual purposes to be hidden by any protestations which may 
be made here that it is in the interest of the Indians. It means abso- 
lute confiscation. It means absolute denial of every right which you 
have granted to them. It means utter disregard of the obligations of 
your solemn treaties and the solemn patents of yourGovernment. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SYMES. I yield twenty minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. 

[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. J 
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TERRITORY OKLAHOMA. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. DoCKERY in the chair, 

Mr. SYMES. I yield five minutesof my time to the gentleman from 
WHITE}. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. 
the standpoint of the East. 


OF 


In discussing this question I do so from 
I desire to say that I think the best 
thought there is in favor of the common-sense treatment of the no- 
madic race of this country who are the wards of the nation 

This bill undertakes to organize into a territory a large and valuable 
tract of land which is now the home of outcasts and lawless people, 
and to give the benefits of law to those people and open up to civiliza- 
tion and the wealth which springs from well-directed industry this 
large and fertile region. If the bill involved bad faith towards any 
Indian tribe then I should be against it, because it is the duty of the 
strong to protect the weak. 

I have no sympathy with the idea that when a patent was granted 
for what is called the Cherokee Outlet under President Van Buren, the 
United States did not pass away their title tothat land. The Govern- 
ment did pass away the title, but they passed it away to a contracting 
power which had and has authority to re-cede those lands to the United 
States for a valuable consideration. Such action, I believe, was taken 
by the Cherokee Nation while Mr. Kirkwood was Secretary of the In- 
terior, and in that way those Indians placed themselves fairly and 
squarely in the attitude of a high contracting power demanding the 
specific performance of a contract which they then believed to be benefi- 
cialto themselves. Such being the case, and this act going much further 
in their behalf than they asked, and as they are spoken of as ‘‘ the five 
civilized nations,’’ I believe they should be treated as a civilized peo- 
ple and as capable of selling back to this Government the lands to which 
they had acquired title under the grant made during the administra- 
tion of President Van Buren. 

In addition to this, the bill most carefully guards their rights and 
does not permit this territory to be taken from them or from any of 
the other Indian tribes located upon these lands without a proper ces- 
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sion and consent on the part of the Indians. Now, as s¢ nsible peo 
dealing with this question as a business matter, wh it is it our duty to 
do? Shall we forever set apart these lands to be the home of the law 
less, without government and without protection for honest toil, o1 
shall we open them up as we have done with all the oth r portions o! 
this country that e been opened up, in the interests of civilization 
and for the real betterment of the Indians themselves if they will but 
iccept the intages which will be accorded to tl the civiliza- 
tion which we offex believe that it is the part of true wisdom, t! 
part of the true humanitarian, to pass laws which shall organize th 
lands into a territory with a proper form of government and give to 
the benefits of law and of civilization ll the benefits - ch accru 

the reward of ilized industry. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SYMES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman f 


kansas [Mr. PEEL]. 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, other engagements have prevented m« 
from hearing all the arguments that have been presented against tl 








y Lis 
bill. In the few minutes allowed me I desire to call attention to the 
provisions of the bill which apply to the Oklahoma strip and the 
Cherokee Outlet, because I am satisfied that many gentlemen in this 
House do not understand the true stat of those lands Under 


treaty the Government of the United States purchased from the 
Creek and Seminole Indians what i s Oklahoma. The ces 
sion of that land was made to the United States, and it is in the 
posse ssion of the United States to-d: They purchased it 
specific purpose at a nominal price. ‘ 
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rpose wa to settle other 
friendly Indians and freedmen upon it. The Government long sin 
determined that it would not put any more Indians upon that land 
and now the question arises, what shall we do with it ? 

The Indians have parted with possession, so they can not control it 
and unless we carry out the contract specifically we can not control it 
and itis lying there idle to-day. The Cherokee Outlet contains about 
6,000,000 acres, pur hased for the same purpose, to be paid for as we 
utilize it for that specific purpose. Now, I defy any gentleman who is 
opposing this bill to find a single provision in it which proposes to take 
one foot or one inch of the Indian lands, either those that they hold 
an encumbered title to or those standing in the conditi m I have de- 
scribed, without their consent. If I understand tl ll, it simpl 
prese! its this propositi on: That if the Indians will consent to it, the 
Government will take a ory title to Oklah ma and the Cherokee 


Outlet at $1.25 per acre, but if the Indians do not consent, the trans 
action can not be perfected 1 he 6,000,000 acres contained in the Cher- 
okee Outlet would bring at that price $7,500, ( 000. Four per cent. in 


terest on that would make $300,000 annually @r those Indians. If 
they t'nd that to be a better business transa ction for them than to take 
the chance of leasing those lands for whatever they can get, why should 
they not agree to it? 

That is the true status of these lands. When the attention of the In- 
dians has been called to the liberal provisions of this bill, if they see proper 
to accept them, the measure will be perfected, and certainly no harm 
will be done to them. ‘The other provisions ofthe bill, applying to the 
five civilized tribes, will not take effect ove * the m without their consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill does not apply to them at all. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam informed by the chairman of the committee that 
the bill does not : upply to them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill of the last Congress did, but this does not. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, I know it is a very easy m = r for gentlemen 
who live east of the Mississippi River, who know the Indian only from 
history, to imagine that every move towards civilization in the Indian 
country means robbery. Those who live in the West and come into 
daily contact with the Indians know from constant experience that it 
is as impossible for their present status to remain as to stop the moon 
in its orbit. Itcan not be done. The question therefore presents it- 
self to every practical mind, what is it best to do? 

This must be treated as a plain, practical question. You propose in 
this bill to present to the Indians fair and liberal terms. If these terms 
be accepted the condition of the Indians will be benefited. The indi- 
vidual protection of the law will be placed over them, and the shot- 
gun government which now reigns in that country will be brought to 


anend. Why, sir, itis a fact well known to every man living near | 


the Indian country, and the newspapers bring us all intelligence of it, 
that under the execution of the law, as we undertake to execute it in 
that country, murders and other grave crimes are constantly commit- 
ted. For offenses committed by them, Indians are hanged by the Fed- 
eral court at Fort Smith by the dozen; and unless a dozen be hanged 
at once the matter hardly attracts attention. I would like gentlemen 
east of the Mississippi to take home to themselves the question whether 
such a state of things as that is desirable in a civilized Jand—whether 
such a condition of society and an execution of the law, attended with 
such fatal results, is a state of affairs which should be perpetu: ated ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. I would like to be heard on this question. 

Mr.8PRINGER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] had 
eighteen minutes of his time remaining. I suppose there will be no 
objection to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cons ] occupying that 
time now. 
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CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the ¢ 
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Mr. COBB. Is there any law directing this to be done? 





Mr. SYMES. 1 j 

Mr. COBB. What law? 

Mr. SYMES. ‘The act of 1872. 

Mr. COBB. Ishould like to know the | f |} t h 
reference is made. 

Mr. SYMES. Pardon me. It would t ‘ g time to go over 
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man from Alabama will go with me | 
in pointing out to him when and 


Indians to the Government of the 


the whole matter, but he gentl 
to the Libra 
where these la vere ceded by 
United Stat« 
Mr. CO] 


the « itn 


sure 
in 


How it happen that the distinguished chairman of | 
ttee on my left [Mr. SPRINGER] directly admits my state- | 
ments to be true, that t lands were never ceded on the partof these 
Indians to the Unit ates ? 

Mr. WARNER 
statements correct. | 


the appraisement of this | 


gentleman will pardon me. Let us get our | 
1872 providing for 
nd subject to the approval of the President. 
This land was appraised at 49 and 47, and then a portjpn was raised by 
the | » that the Indians were paid $300, - 
000 in round numbers. Thereafter they complained the Government 
had located friendly Indiat , 
of the land, and the & 
which no Indi 
Interior De} 
ing to the appraisement which had been made.- - 
Mr. COI { 
Mr. SYMES. 


suggestion as tot 


law was passed 


in 


resident te 70 cents an acre, s 
upon the western or least valuable portion 
cretary of the Interior paid $300,000 for land on 
been located. The Indians then asked the 


$3,000,000 for the entire land, aecord- 


wns had eve 


itment to pay them 

appraisement made ? 

If the gentleman will pardon me, I wish to make a 
which he attributes to the chair 

the committee. Will he yield for that purpose? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly 

Mr. SYMES. As I understand the matter the chairman of the com- 
mittee has not taken the position this land was never agreed to be 
ceded by the Cherokee Indians tothe Government. If A contract to sell 
to 8 a tract of land and the agreement remains unexecuted with but a 
few things to be done before the title passes from the grantor to the | 
grantee 

Mr. COBB (inte: 
treaty. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘That under the treaty and under the 
acts of Congress, and under the positions taken by the Indians them- | 
selves by their agents and attorneys, and as was argued by them when | 
they asked for pay for the lands in accordance with the wishes of the 
Indians. 

Mr. COBB. Now, I will accept the gentleman’s statement, and 
meet him dace to face, and discuss it asa legal proposition. He says 
that under the treaty of 1866 there was a conveyance made to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by these Indians. 

Mr. SYMES. No, I did not say there had been a conveyance made. 
I said that there was an agreement to cede the lands, and that the act 
of Congress was afterwards passed to carry out the treaty agreemen 
for the cession. ‘That is the position. They went on and made an | 
agreement as to price, the President appraised the lands according to 
the act of Congress and the agreement with the Indians, and the Indians | 
accepted that appraisement and then came here asking for their pay. 
And they contended before the committees of the Senate that the Gov- 
ernment had bought the lands; that it owned them and was in posses- 
sion, and if there had been a court of justice 

Mr. COBB. Now, I have but a few minutes, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was a mere executory contract. 

Mr. COBB. I must decline to yield further; I understand the point. 

Mr. SYMES. I have taken a little advantage of the time of the 
gentleman, and as I have some of my own time remaining I desire to 
yield to him two minutes to compensate for what I have occupied. 

Mr. COBB. I may not need it. 

Let ussee now whatisthe argument. Here was the solemn treaty of 
1866 between the Government of the United States and the Cherokee 
Nation of Indians. If there is any statute, law, or treaty, or contract 
of any kind doing away with or annulling the provisions of this treaty, 
the gentleman does not furnish it. Now, I stand upon the treaty stip- 
ulations, and I appeal to every lawyerin this House to say if my state- 
ment is not correct, that this treaty provides nothing in the world ex- 
cept an agreement to convey upon the happening of certain contingen- | 
cies. 

Mr. SYMES. That wa 
tingency has happened. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Then you heed not have taken up so much of my time. 
The conditions upon which thisconveyance was to take place have never 
happened, and inasmuch as the conditions have never happened there 
has been no recession of the lands from the Cherokee Nation to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

The sixteenth article of this treaty provides: 

The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of 96°, to be taken in a compact form in quantity not exceeding 
160 acres for each member of each of said tribes thus to be settled ; the bounda- 
ries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land conveyed in 
fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their members in 
severalty, as the United States may decide, 

Said lands thus disposed of to be paid for to the Cherokee Nation at such price 
as may be agreed on between said parties in interest, subject to the approval of 
~ Treen and if they should not agree, then the price to be fixed by the 

enida 

The Cheaneiane Nation to retain the right of possession of and a over 
all of said country west of 96° of longitude until thus sold and occupied, after 


which their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate forever as to each 
of said districts thus sold and occupied. 


nder what authority was the 


he statement man of 
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the case 


smy position. But I will say that the con- 
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| from the Indians to the Government of the United States, 
| remaining lands after these several acts 
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} tre 


| his eloguent remarks has told us what 


the 
| driving the Indian bq@ore 


| chose, and that no Indian must stand in his way. 


Jury B, 


Now, this is in full force to-day; and what does it mean? Not that 
is whole country was to be ceded by the Cherokees to the Govern- 
There is no contemplation of such a thing, unless it should be 
needed by the Government to settle thereon the friendly tribes. But 
acre by acre, piece by piece, section after section, as might be needed 
to be occupied by the friendly tribes, the cession was to take place 
and all the 

Cherokees 
tion. Does 


t 
Lt 


of cession by the 
to remain in their possession and within their jurisdic 
y out thatidea? You now place on this law, plainly writ- 
a very different construction. of the In- 
ls. They talk about the cattle syn- 
ls. Here is the law, to which I 
, and itisin foree to-day and 
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Gentlemen talk 


giving them the right 
has been since the treaty of 1886, and e 
ut the reaffirmation of all of the t 
which preceded it. 

Mr. Chairman, is there no right invaded here when you propose 
to organize a Territory over this very land that is held, that is owned 
possessed by these Indians, under your own treaty ? 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow a qu yn ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. Does the gentleman not know that 
cussion expressly provides that this Territori: 
extended over this land until after the ec 
at with the Indians in the usual way ? 
Mr. COBB. In the usual way; { Laughter. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Shall treat with the Indians to carry it 
the usual way. 

Mr. COBB. 


Mr. SYMES. 


call your attention, g 
is b 
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Now, 


the bill under dis- 
ment shall not be 


yrovided for s hall 
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u fovel 
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yes, 


into effect in 


I say in the ‘‘usual way.’’ 


Well, does the gentleman deny that? Is there any- 


| thing in the bill providing for the extension of this territorial provis- 


ion over this land until the commission provided for has treated with 


| the Indians? 


Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE] in 
**the usual way 

Mr. STRUBLE. The American way, of course. 

Mr. COBB. Yes; the American way, ‘‘ the usual way,’’ the way of 
Daniel Boone and others mentioned by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
We all heard the gentieman’s speech. We have not had a more elo- 
quent display here this Congress. He told us all about the beautiful 
front of the Capitol, and what was there represented; he told us about 
white man hay rifle in one hand and his ax in the other, 
him, and he told usalso about the God-given 
to go with his rifle and his ax wherever he 
That is what the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StrocKDALE] told us, and that, my 
friend, is ‘‘the usual way.’’ [Laughter. ] 

There is another part of this Territory that I want to refer to speci- 
fically, and that is Oklahoma proper. Let uslook at that a little, and 
see about the title toit. That part of this Territory comes from the 
Creeks, and comes, I admit, under stipulations somewhat different 
from those that were made with the Cherokees, giving, perhaps, a little 
stronger title. I agree to that; but what are the facts in regard to the 
acquisition of that land? In the stipulations which were made be- 
tween the Creeks and the Government of the United States the Creeks 
said to this Government: ‘‘ We will cede to you this land at the nomi- 
nal price of 30 cents per acre.’? Now, Mr. Chairman, we have had some 
descriptions of that country here, and they have been rather glowing. 
These Western gentlemen, I know, believe that a man who lives on the 
east side of the Mississippi has not much sense anyhow [laughter], 
and when it comes to the Indian question they feel certain that his 
views are all ‘‘sentiment’’ and ‘*‘ gush’’ and *‘ nonsens?.”’ 

Mr. PETERS. No. But we know that you unloaded your Indians 
onto us. 

Mr. COBB. Unloaded them on the gentleman from Kan 
was there first, he or the Indians? [ Laughter. | 

Mr. PETERS. Who was in your country first, you or the Indians? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. Did we unload the Indians on the gentleman, or did 
he unload himself on the Indians? [Laughter.] Sir, the fathers of 
the gentleman from Kansas, and all of our fathers, in days gone by 
wanted the lands which these red men had east of the Mississippi, and 
they said to them, ‘‘ we want these lands; we will make a contract with 
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ing 
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right of the ‘* pale-face’ 


sas! 


Who 


| you for them; but if you will not make a contract with us for the lands, 


we will take them under a contract made in the usual way.’’ 
ter.] Thatis about what they said, and what they did. 

Mr. WEAVER. Which do you indorse, your ancestors or the In- 
dians. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. Iam talking about the rights of the Indians now, and 
I believe that ‘‘ the usual way’’ of dealing with them ought to stop. 

Mr. WARNER. That is the objection to this bill, that we do not go 
at this business in ‘‘ the usual way.”’ 

Mr. COBB. I hope this will not all come out of my time. 

Mr. PETERS. It is ‘‘the usual way’’ for it to come out of the gen- 
tleman’s time. [Laughter.4 
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Indians, and at the same time benefit the white settler who desires a 

home It will in the near future drive off from the Cherokee Outlet 

the cattle syndicates now there in defiance of law, and those permitted 

to remain in exclusive possession, while the individual who only wants 

a modest home is kept off at the point of Federal bayonets. 

remove the evil influence of these cattle syndicates that corrupt the | for the whole bill. 
Indian councils in procuring unlawful leases of Indian lands [ap 

plause], and are strong enough to stay the hand of the Executive in 


the enforcement of the law in their removal, strong enough to exercise 
great influence in opposition to any legislation that looks towards the 
settlement of any lands in the Indian Territory. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, if possible, to come to some agreement 
with the committee in regard to the general debate upon the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whynotcloseitnow? [Criesof‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. SI'RINGER. Iam ready to vote, and hope we will be able to 
come to a vote at once on the different sections of the bill. 

The GHAIRMAN. What proposition does the gentleman make ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no proposition to make except to vote upon 
the amendments now pending. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it now be in order to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill by sections ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be 
closed, 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I make that request. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee now rise with a view 
to limiting debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DocKERy reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill Hf, R. 10614, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

\ bill (HL. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 

id Jor other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

\ message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that the President had approved and signed on the 24th in- 
stant bills of the following titles: 

\n act (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn.; and 

\n act (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

lhe message also announced that the President on the 25th instant 
had approved and signed a bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

(n act (H. R. 5064) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Baton Rouge, La.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to fill vacancies caused by the ex- 
piration of the terms of office of members of the present board of man- 

rs on the 2ist day of April, 1888. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
cousideration of the Oklahoma bill; and pending that motion that all 
general dcbate be closed in one minute. I further ask unanimous con- 
sent that any gentiemen who desire to do so may be permitted to print 
remarks in the Recorp upon the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY, Mr. HOOKER, and others objected. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have no objection to gentlemen printing remarks 
if they desire to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ThenIask unanimous consent that gentlemen be 
permitted to print on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. FINLEY. I have no objection to that. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I now move that all general debate upon the bill 
in Committee of the Whole be closed in one minute; and on that mo- 
tion I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
motion of Mr. SPRINGER was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further con- 
sider the Oklahoma bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


in order when the general debate is 


PROPOSED TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 
The House accordingly resoived itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKrEry in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all general debate on 
this bill is limited to one minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply desire to occupy that time in stating 
that this bill will now be read by sections under the five-minute rule. 


It will | The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] has moved a substitute 


If there be no objection, I would like to have a 
vote on the substitute now, as I understand the gentleman from In- 
diana desires if that be rejected, to offer anothersubstitute for the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the first section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That all that part of the United States included within the 
following limits, except such portions thereof as are hereinafter expressly ex- 
empted from the operations of this act, to wit: Bounded on the west by the State 
of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; on the north by the State of Colo- 
rado and the State of Kansas; on the east by the reservation occupied by the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians east of the ninety-sixth meridian of west longitude, 
and by the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations; and on the south by 
the Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw reservations, and by the State of Texas, 
comprising what is known as the Publie Land Strip, and all that part of the In- 
dian Territory not actually occupied by the five civilized tribes, is created into 
a temporary government by the name of the Territory of Oklahoma: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the rights of person or 
property, or to impair any patent to or right of occupancy of lands now pertain- 
ing to the Indians in said Territory under the laws and treaties of the United 
States, executive order, or otherwise, or to include any territory occupied by 
any Indian tribe for which title has been conveyed by patent or otherwise from 
the United States, or to which such tribe may be entitled by law, executive 
order, right of occupancy, or treaty, without the consent of said tribe, or any 
territory which by treaty or agreement with any Indian tribe is not, without 
the consent of said tribe, to be included within the territorial limits or jurisdic- 
tion of any State or Territory; but all such territory shall be excepted out of 
the boundaries and constitute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until said 
tribe shall signify its assent to the President of the United States to be included 
in the said Territory of Oklahoma, except for judicial purposes as provided 
herein, or to affect the authority of the Government of the United States to make 
any regulation or enact any law respecting such Indians, their lands, property, 
or other rights, which it would have been competent tomake or enactif this act 
had never passed, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to amend the first section by 
inserting at the end of it what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act relating toe the boundaries of 
said Territory of Oklahoma shall be construed to affect the rights of persons 
or property now pertaining to the Indians in said Territory, so long as such 
rights shall remain unextinguished by agreement between the United States 
and such Indians, or to include any part of the territory of the Indian Territory, 
without the consent of all the tribes established by treaty or law within the 
same; but all such territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries and consti- 
tute no part of the Territory of Oklahoma until all of said tribes shall signify 
their assent to the President of the United States that it be included within said 
Territory, or to affect the authority of Congress to make any regulations re- 
specting such Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, by agreement, law, 
or otherwise; but all such authority is directly reserved to Congress, The con- 
sent hereinbefore mentioned, when given by a tribe having an organized civil! 
government, shall be given by the proper constituted authorities thereof, and 
where given by a tribe without such organized civil governmentshall be by the 
assent of not less than two-thirds of its male members over twenty-one years of 
age. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This amendment is intended to make 
explicit that provision of the bill which it is claimed already exists in 
the act affecting these lands—that is, in regard to the consent to be ob- 
tained of the Indians before this act shall extend over the territory not 
now intended to be affected by the bill. 

It is for the purpose of requiring not only the consent of one tribe, 
but all of the tribes before the bill shall affect the lands outside of the 
present bounds of the territory now occupied by the five semi-civilized 
tribes or any one of them. It also provides for the manner in which 
that consent shall be obtained. 

Itseems to me that it is a proper provision to incorporate, for the reason 
that every one of the five tribes has a right and interest in and over 
the lands proposed ultimately to be affected by this bill. Hence it 
would be unjust to proceed under the bill, or to assert any authority 
for the extension of the Territorial jurisdiction or limits until the con- 
sent of all the tribes will be first obtained in the manner explicitly 
stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this amendment is 
to come in after line 37, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the last line of the first section. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to oppose this amendment. It is evident 
that if my friend from New York had not heretofore signalized his op- 
position to this bill the reading of this amendment would indicate that 
opposition quite fairly. Now, unless I mistake the scope of the amend- 
ment it not only provides for the consent of the so-called civilized tribes, 
but it goes so far as to declare that the consent of every tribe located 
within this territory shall be required before anything can be done 
under this bill. I think itis going too far. So faras the civilized 
Indians are concerned, I have no objection to it, but when the propo- 
sition goes to the extent this does, requiring the assent of two-thirds 
of all the Indians there, I insist that the result is too far reaching, and 
hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope it will be voted down, for it will enable the 
Kiowas, of whom there are about eighty-nine, to prevent anything being 
done towards the purchase of the land. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is very evident that there must be some method 


It is an amendment to be added tothe 
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I it hich the conser f these Indians shall be obtained, and | titled to vote at the first t » be € 
| do not se¢ the suggest of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. sce gaat Emcee aT wl. ie 
| ' i not apply to any of the various tribes who are asso- “ t 5 sh s , 
( on t ind but the gravamen of th endment of the gen Ly eased 
t  f i N \ tl Chat it shall re re tw : 
t ; f e sel \ ed tr sof ] his te | 
f sha t Lhey | t t y to what vit V 
t entie ii 3 say his D » dete her « Ok 
t vill ry f tori overnment to be « d tl ’ 
( ily } that right unde 1uthorities and der the patents. | t ’ t 
x1 can not create a territorial government first under this bill and | pro » ¢ 
1 turn round and get the assent of the Indians. Itought to be had | g i 
. condition precedent. That isrequired byevery principle of equity | of t | | Territory of ¢ 
nd justice. The proposition of the gentleman from New York is tl I ( 
that assent s | be obtained, not in any doubtful, vague, or uncertain | ritories that t 
\ but by a two-thirds vote of all the people interested in this mat fifteen to twent : 
If you were going to establish a government or any particular ( the 1, to 
branch of the government you would not establish it against the wishes 
of yple there. Here you are taking the land, and you are estab- | tr t t ‘ ( 
] ng a territorial government without the co ut of the people who 
10 bought it, and who have the right to own it; and it ought I ‘ 1d law in that ¢ 
uired that their assent should be obtained in some manner ( 1 rhe i 
) to law 5 t P ] ) i 
ow, tl position 1 to appoint a commission to go out | man legally upon any part of t te 
nd get the assent of the We all know how that has worked | erect lerritorial government, pt tl 
other matters where the question was as to whether thev should be ow it is proposed to organ 
mmpelled to hold their land in severa!lty or whether they should hold | ta: Le: itive Assemb ip! yur 
itin common. Innumerous instances where consent was reauired that Lert LI iture with a é 
. consent was obtained ina very doubtful form. I say here and now that 1 man there to be governed Ne 
; I io not think there is an intelligent Indian in the Choctaw, Cherokee, ode « rocedure is a very simy ‘ nt J 
Creek, or Chickasaw Nation who would be willing to see their lands we authorized the President of the Unit States 1 D 
livided into severalty, and as an evidence of it the Interior Depart- | sion to go out and treat with t id t 
ment and the Indian Bureau of the Interior Department never before | clai: to adjust and extinguishthem. W 
’ empted to apply that to any of the five civilized tribes, because | whi have some right t whit ’ 
is known they have sense enough to reject it. You may impose | enough to provide for a Territorial governm 
on the barbarous tribes but would not attempt to propose it in I have not much fault tof vith t 
f your bill to these five semi-civilized tribes, because they understand | had ht to en such | t t 
. : r interests and are willing and prepared to guard them. Now, the ! l ‘ t thet s that the no « ‘ 
proposition of the gentleman from New York is simply to give tothese over which to erect this Territori rove! nt. an \ 
ribes the right to determine the question as to whether they should | have not acquired the territory You can not juire yo 
- have a territory or not ; just what you would propose to give to any | until you have treated with the In nd t 
a other country in which you proposed to establish a territory. You | at onc You may treat with one tribe and extin h their tit i 
d would not impose it upon them except by legal means; you would not | take that within your territory. and then treat 
create a territorial government without the assent of the people and | tinguish their title and take that into errito t 
- establish it against their wishes. I therefore think the anmendment of erovernment is not to be extended over any tribe i 
il the gentleman from New York should be adopted. tribe until they have consented to the provisions of tl 
id Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to oppose the amendment, but I only want | territory. the ‘fore. is one th ng to-da ind another t u 
At tosay that this clause in the bill was prepared under the precedent and | one thing this week and another thing xt ek, one t x tl 
with the conditions contained in all bills here tofore passed by Congress and a different thing next vear 
ce organizing Territories in which there were Indian reservations, and to It is a territory at large. a territory i ) at 
in that were added some clauses submitted to myseit by a representative | out fixed bor lari 1 territory wW a | te t 
h » Indian Rights Association. This clause as it stands meets the | nothing but a government and go mae ‘ Dp ‘ 
+ upproval of that association, who carefully considered and suggested | President of the United States Now, we do it - 
it. ‘The words ‘* under executive order and right of occupancy ’’ were | tory as that Let us get at t 9 ] 
e ; put in because the Wichitas are occupying a portionof this country by | first extinguish the rights of the Indians so ; 
he occupancy to which they have no title. Yet these people were so pro people to goint ind then cive tl t ' 
od vided for that they are not to be disturbed in their occupancy without | as we ean: but let us not have né 1 ma 
ch theirsanction. ‘This isa fair proposition; but if you adopt the proposi- | ture until there is somebody there w proj t 
: tion of my friend from New York [ Mr. BAKER] there can never beany | governed 
on a consent given. I now ask for a vote. { do not care to insist upon my amendment, but it y me ¢ 
= The SPEAKER pro lempore. TheChair willassume thatthe formal | j¢ : just and proper one, because we do not want a 
it 7 amendment is withdrawn, and the question is on the amendment government officers until they have a constitue 
ty the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. Mr. PERKINS. Do vou argue that the sett! . 
n- ; The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that | js known as the Public Land S p are th i 
Hy yi the noes seemed to have it. Mr. CUTCHEON. They are there without 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I call for a division. Mr. PERKINS. But they are not there in ition 
- 4 Che House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes70. So the amend Mr. CUTCHEON Chey are there without authority o 
4 ment was rejected. ’ have just as much right to settle down in the West Capitol par 
the a Mr. CHIPMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. | Mr. RYAN. Ever since the public domain has been 0; 
3 aoe Segue. Senaae Sxlowe: ment settlements have gone on in advance 
: ares ee cad cf the Are section the Slowing : "_Trovided, That the Preat-| Mr. CUTCHEON. But they have not gone on unt 
ent a with all uncivilized tribes in said Territory for the dissolution of their tribal re- have extended over the territory so to give tne! 
Op- 2 bations the holding of lands by them in severalty, and their ultimate citizen- quiring lands. 
hat * ae | The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CuTCHEON to 
nd- 4 Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the gentleman that he withhold that | strike out section 2, there were—ayes 34 ! 
es. - amendment until. we reach the section which provides for a commission| Mr. HOOKER. N 
ted a to treat with the Indians. | Mr. SPRINGER. vel n ! ike that } 
ont Mr. CHIPMAN. At the suggestion of the gentleman in charge of Mr. HOOKER. Ti nd to make it at eve xe of vou! 
zed 2 the bill, I will withhold the amendment for the present. fellers were ordered; and Mr. Hooker and Mr. SPRINGER w 
po 3 Che Clerk read as follows: | pointed 
rds q ; a. 3 saee Save ee . ore ae, 8 a Ty, legmiative assembly su- | The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the proposition of t 
and nae scl ste d under the puotiaiennet Title XXUL. chapter lof the evices ites — from Mic ae Mr. = ws = pcesect-tr ender engnams 
utes of the United States, relating to the government of all the Territories. The | Mr. CUTCHEON. ro strike out the provision |! : 
the provisions of said title shall have the same force and effect in the Territory of | where there is not anybody to be governed. 
in q Oklahoma as in other Territories of the United States: Provided, That the legis- | The Com! » of the Whole proceed d again to dit 
a, d lative assembly and delegate to the House of Representatives shall not be elected wares ~«? ; ai * 1 
until the President shall order: Provided fur.her, That no person shall be en- Mr. Cl during the count), Mr. Chairman, | offered this 
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Lo O I hope 
p! no quorum 
\ KI I ) b. 
n higan withdraw ] 
( A \ i t ‘ 1tt dh { W 
ao 
CHAIRMA l tie i Mic i perm. 
t i vi j 
HOOK ! i i que m that | can not » 1b now 
» CHAI LA l 1 t in to the withdray ol 
{ : ‘ 
I Pit) ‘ 
4 telly ort 11, n 
{ i TY I ected. 
i } »1 aesk an } lment which I I 
| ( | 
i t »ap] nin t l ( < 
issent of t Indians of the five « ed t s 
of ¢ ( Cree Cherol Ss, and S« noles, and the 
I yr on said lands. 
OO Ir. Chairman, in order to test the sincerity of t 
‘ 1 < e ¢ ittee and other gentlemen who advocate th 
) L have « proviso to the second section. There are al- 
ady two provi is I had occasion to remark a few moment 
the bill bristles with exceptions and provisos, which seek to strengthen 
‘ ni that the framers of the bill seem to have been con 
scious existed in the ry subject-matter of the bill itself. 

Gentlemen advocated this bill have declared that this is 

) Lerrito iment ¢ stablished over a peopl le who are to give 
t I wn co nt to it; they have conceded that by the treaties, as 

s by 1 pat ; issued by the United States, any Territorial 
iment ich may be established by Congress over any portion 
the land ceded to the five semi-civilized tribes, and oecupied | 
the Ol t l ent by other tribes affi ed with them, mu 
be blished with the consent of these tribes. 
if gentlemer incere in these declarations and really mean 
to 1 lire the assent of the Indians before undertaking to establish a 
rial over what has been properly described by the 
gre ian from Michigan | Mr. CUTCHEON | as a territory without a 
1 people (the very land upon which the ter: 
i Lo i hed not belonging to the United State 
if en n earnest and mean to be frank with the Indians, 
me to « vith with n hands, mean to say to them, ‘* You 
ve the right to obje to the e tablishment ’ a Territorial govern- 
ment ove po 1 of this territory ’’—this amendment under 
cire ‘ can not b stly obj ected to. It simply recog- 
nizes the right Indians to ioe lare their voice in this matt 
before you clothe the President of ae United States with power to 
ap} t a governo ecretary, a legislative assembly, a suprem« 
cou United Stat attorn s, and marshals for the territory. You 
hould not undert to establish the whole paraph« rnalia of a gov- 
ern t overa tt ory with these indefinite boundaries and then 
obtain the ent of Indians afterward. 

Now, inasmuch as the Government of the United States covenanted 
in that most mn form with these Indians there should be no ter 
ritorial government established there except by their consent, is it not 
fair that consent should be obtained as a condition-precedent befor« 

ny territorial government should be established ? 

Why should you have a governor over a Territory covering land that 
does not belong to you and where the boundaries are not well defined, 


» that it would require the service of a corps of engineers to Jay out 


the gentle- 
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the boundaries of the proposed territory beforesanything else could be 
done? Why is it necessary that the Government of the United States | 
in violation of the treaty and without the consent of these Indians 
hould set up a territorial government with all the paraphernalia of 
territorial officers Why should these Indians have such an expense 
imposed upon them Why should we do this thing in opposition to 


the consent and against the interest of the very people who are most 
interested in this question ? 
There is no reason unless 
after, that the Indian Territory is to be settled up by white people, 
the Indians who now occupy it are to be deprived of their rights. I 
hope the House will consent to the adoption of the amendment I have 
offered, as it is merely equitable and just in its provisions. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The five civilized tribes are not in this bill at 
and their consi nt therefore is not necessary. 
r. HOOKE Chey own the land. 
Mr. SPRI NGEI No, the Cherokees do not own the land. 
HOOKER. They have an equitable interest in it. 
“ Vote!?’] 


ie CHAIRMA 


vt all, the policy is to prevail here- 


for ita 


alii, 


Che question recurs on Mr. HOOKER’S amend- 


ttee a 


ayes 19, noes 83. 


he commi ivided; and there were— 
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Ir. HOOKER. No quorum 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gent n will ruct usi- 
ness. I hope he will allow us to have a vote on these am 


Mr. HOOKER. ‘This is an tant amendment. 
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Mr. SPRINGEI [t is an important amendment, but t H 

ist if. 
WTATPATAN 4.3 ' : 
The CHAIRMAN 01 1 as t s Mr. Hook! i 
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The comn littee again ided; and the tel ) 1—; 29 

4 
134 

th Line in iS Was dl X eda to 
e.1) 
l 2 VY is I l, iv V 
c. 2. That there shall be a govern secretary, legislati ssemb]) 1- 

preme « rt, attorney, and m ial for said Territory, who shall be ay { 
ind selected under the pr sions of Title XXIII, chapter 1, of the l 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the g aepmananh-of all the Tez 
he provisions of said title shall have the Soman iemen aaah ellen’ in the T 
of Oklahon 1a as in other Territories of the United States: Provided, T ut 
legislative assembly and delegate to the H sof R pre sentatives shall not be 

ected until the President shall order: Pre t further, That no person shall | 
entitled to vote at the fi election, or to b lected to any offi *, who has not 




















been a bona fide resident of said Te pribeaw te yr sixty day 3 to said elee- 
t l t That the council in said T L «x f 
thi s the } of representative of t 
me may be ll sedi to thirt nine 
I move the follo yam ment 
1 isi yjllows 
Amend 12 ne 8 t t v is { ei S py 
the follo ‘ is / Phat all s i i Ss appo l 
lf any Te t ich has been « lized f I od of fi 
h a ed ar ted f : rf r 
j ory wher t to serv 
I AG ] i 2 i 
I committee informally rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken th 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message was received from thx 1a 
Mr. McCook, its Secret iry, announcing the passage or the bill (H. J 
234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the j 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, with am 
which ¢ irrence was requested. 
TIFICATION BILI 
Mr. SAYERS. Lask by un nous con t : 
the Committee on Appropriation 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRING cha If t 
be no obj tion, the report will be received. 
Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifi ations and oth 
of defense, fi - the armar ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
nance for t nd and for other purpose 3; which was 1 
t and s nd time, referred to the Committee of the WI | 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, « 
to be printed 
Mr. RYA I x ve all points of order. 
A LY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ent to non-« 





k ny unanimous co! 
to the Army appropriation bill. 
Is it necessary to raise at this time any question in 
r mail to any amendment propose <d by the Senate to the Army ap} 
iation bill in order to obtain consideration up points of order? 
»SPEA The Chair | cided that it is 
sary to reserve points when the bill and am ndments are refer! 
to the Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. SAYERS. That is under the new 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, under = new rule 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani 
concur in the amendments of the S« canatethe ‘Auepesanes iation bil 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
gentieman from Illinois? 

Mr. SAYERS. lIobject. Let to the Committee on 
Affairs. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does tl ntleman move to concur? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; I want the committee to consider and : 
the amendments. 3 
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T > 
CER pro tempore. 





nece 


rue. 





mous consent to non- 


NTili¢ 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask that the bill be allowed to reinain 
on the table. *% 
There was no objection. 
PROPOSED TERRITORY OF 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment 
which the point of order is made. ; 
The amendment of Mr. CAREY was again read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The point of order is that it is not germane. 
Mr. SYMES. It relates to other Territories not covered by this 
Mr. CAREY. ‘This is an amendment to a provision where it is pro- 
posed to insert a section of the Revised Statutes. I believe that t! 
amendment is germane to this bill. The committee that re ~ ted 1 
bill saw fit to re-enact certain sections of the Revised Statutes. ‘Tl 


OKLAHOMA. 











Trt 


und « ns of cases heretofore, by treaty stipulations or by 
roke pure 
j } INishkl Do not tal up all my time 
\ PAYSO [am not taking up the gentieman’s time, except to 
} what difference there is in principle between this and, for in- 
Cru aden wee we from Mexico? 
RINGE! ! tellthegentleman. Whenthe Gadsden put 
‘ e& Was inade it 1 ist unoccupied desert region, as most of it 
no lit w quired in pursuance of a treaty with a foreign gov 
‘ t the close of a war as @ means of indemnifying us, but the 
to which this bill relates are surrounded by settlements on every 
e except the west. and ever hat side there are large settlements. 
i 1] | i? le very valuable from the fact that it has been 
Kept so lopg tron settiemel and now the Government proposes to 
pur ‘ t lromt Indians ata price not exceeding c iS » per acre, 
j ti low ttlers to go upon it ander the hemestead law for pre 
cisely the same price we are obliged to pay for it. That provision is 
»f United States and just to the settlers; and I speak for the 


per ) pose to go into that Territory and settle it when I say 


that i lo not ask this Government to buy it for them and give it 
to them, but that they are begging and imploring us to offer them an 
opportut of purchasing it under the provisions of this bill. 
Mr, RYAN. I want to say to my friend that it has been the policy | 
of the Government, where » Indian title has been extinguished by 
ty, to open up the lands to settlement by requiring the settler to 
| (Government tor the benefit of the Indians the amount that was 
ect by the negoti tion to be paid. 
Mir. SPRINGER. That has been the general policy. 
Mr. RYA \nd in my State, which was perhaps more than one 
Iudian reservations, that was the policy. Take, for in- 
the ¢ indian reservation. I do not care to interrupt the 
om Illinois at too great length, but I wish to say that the 
() Indian reservation was a very large one, 50 miles wide and over 
es in length, and the settlers upon that land were required to 
! rand a quarter an acre t ) the Indians or to the Government 
Not to the Indians. 
| YA That does not matter. The principle is the same 
title of the Indians was extinguished in that way. 
VEAVE! Phat was t! e rule that was followed in Iowa un- 
he treaty with the Sac and Fox Indians, 
RYAN | think that has been the rule as to nearly every In- 
ad rvation in the West 
PRINGER, IT will say to my colleague [Mr. PAyson] thatit 
would co 10,000,000 to buy these lands under the provision of this 
} 1 


fr, PAYSON. Suppose it does. 
HOLMAN. Myr, Chairman, the question presented by the mo 
:yentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] is not free from em- 


security wa 


| chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 


ment, and yet Ido not think that the committee ought to hesi- | 


to the line of policy that ought to beadopted. This session we 
passed two acts involving thesame question and touching thesame | 
»'e that arises here. One of those acts was in regard to lands 


which we proposed to obtain from the Sioux Indians in the Territory 
of Dakota. Bythat act we prop ase tos acquire from the Sioux by pr per 

ons from them 11,000,000 acres of their Jand, and we propose to 
appl 1¢ homestead principle to that land, but to require the settle: 
to pay, in installments, 50 cents per acre 

Mr. RYAN. That is the price we pay the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; that is just the amount to be paid to the In- 
dians. Later, when we negotiated with the Blackfeet and other In- 
dians in Montana, on the Upper Missouri, we acquired 17,000,000 acres, 
which they held partly under treaty and partly under an Executive 
and we provided that those lands should be disposed of under the 
homestead law 


va 4 
ly NELSON 


And if the gentleman will permit me to make a 
addition to the Sioux bill to which he refers and by which 
we acquire 11,000,000 acres of land, we have passed a bill relating to 
rcservations among the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, which land is 
to be disposed of to scttlers at a dollar an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN, hat is true, butthatisanexceptional case. That 

a case where the lands are surrounded by settlements and are of value 
greatly above theaverage of homestead lands. The question presented 
whether in the present condition of our country, and in 
id growth of our population, and the importance of secur 


itement, in 


bere is simply 


view of thera; 


ine land for the landless, the public Treasury shall bear the burden o! 
paying the Indians for those lands and devote them to homes for our land 
less people, or whether the people who settle upon the lands shall be 
required to pay $200 apiece for their homes? That is the question, 


and it is a question of political economy that may well arrest the at- 
tention of this committee. I think it is a greatquestion. Any meas- 
ure that will enlarge the number of our freeholders is, I think, of high 
moment, 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsy! vania. 
man from Indiana for one minute only. 


I would like to interrupt the gentle 
I have presented to this ‘House 


and this committee resolutions and memorials of the Indian Rights | diction of the circuit courts of the United 
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Association of the State of Pennsylvania; and my only desire is that 
uny bill which may be passed on this subject may not interfere in any 


way with the distribution of the Indian lan ils in severalty to the In- 
dians. 
STR BLE. This bill will not do that. 
. HOL a oa measure has nothing to do with that. 
Mr. ONE tL L, of Pennsylvania. That is the only question which 


3 troubled mein connection with this bill; and if there is no inter- 
ference with that policy, I am for the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Pennsylvania in- 
terrupts me with a matter which is entirely foreign to the question I 
was discussing. 

As I was saying, the question is whether the Government should, as 
has been our policy for years, extinguish the Indian title and permit 


} 


| the settlement of the land under the homestead laws, or the burden of 


purchasing these lands should fall on the landless people who are to 
occupy them. In the present state of the land laws, would it be wise 
policy for the Government to pay for the lands and then divide them 
up among persons who may settle upon them under the existing pro- 
Should persons be permitted to enter these lands under the 
homestead law with the commutation clause in force? I think not. 

[am inclined to think in the present condition of our country itis better 
to extinguish the Indian title by payment from the national Treasury 
and secure the lands to actual and bona fide settlers—landless citizens— 
for homes. I believe this would be a measure of wealth to the nation 
and a measure of national security. It would be exactly in harmony 
with the principle of the homestead law. but in such case every 
ich law can provide should be resorted to to protect the 
land from the speculator. Nothing would justify the policy suggested 
except the { far-reaching importance of securing independent freeholds 
for our peop le. 

In the first draught of the homestead law it was provided that the set- 
tler should pay 25 cents an acre, which was supposed to be about the 
cost of the land to the Government; but that principle was properly 
rejected. The tendency of the public mind has been all the time 
toward the conviction that this public wealth, this most valuable ot 

r property, our public lands, should be so employed as to secure tlu 
rreatest strength and stability to our Government by increasing the 
number of its freeholders. [Here the hammer fell.] I hope tie 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. Before that 
question is put, | wish to say that I hope the friends of this bill will 
be here to-morrow. We are going to press it until it is pass« 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the enemies of the bill will be here too. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope they will, and that they will not break a 
quorum. 

ihe motion of Mr. SPRINGER, that the committee rise, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and Mr. hoGers having taken the 
DocKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union bad had under cousid: 
tion the bill (H. R. 10614) to provide for the organization of the ‘ler 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, and had come to no res 
lution thereon. 


visions ? 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained in 

definite leave of absence. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, by unanimons consen lin 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving « pies, paper 
in the case of James B. Evans filed during the Forty-cig! 

An then (the hour of 50 ‘clock having arrived 
to order, took a recess until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House (at & o'clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. DoCKERy, 
communication: 

SPEAKER’s Room, Hor Sk or Rer tESENTATIN 


Str: Hon. A. M. Dockery is designated to pré ce as Spcaker ) pereat 
the session of the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, §; 


lion, Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatires 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
which the House assembles to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on July 26 the House take a recess at 5 o'clock until 
p. m., said session not to extend beyond 1) o'clock p. im 
sively to the consideration of bil!s reported from the Committ on the 
ciary to which there may be no objection. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up for consideration the bil 
correct the enrollmen tof an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the juris 
States, and to regulate the 


ad the order u 


to be dev: eX 


fa Poo 
Ais 


who directed the reading of the following 




















court and to res te e removal of ca irom the State ¢ lI 








the Federal courts. The bill was p ssed in the last hours of t] l : 
before adjournment, and numerous e1 S « t ) enroll 
consi r mai ly of the nt of proper pu yn, and on 
the change of the word ‘‘or’’ for ‘‘if,’’ and in other places min 
and commingling the sentences together. The Senate passed th 
now under consideration to correct these errors of enrollment. ‘T ’ 
no change in the law whatever, and is simply to correct the e 
the enrollment of that bill 
The SPEAKER pro t ore. Is there obje n to dispensing wit 3 i 5 
the reading of the bill? . 
There was no objection. “ 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the tl i 
Phe ) 


time by its title, was passed. i ee 
Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill ae men a4 











) 3y 1 to 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t] 1 

’ ' i n a4 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

JURII UNITED STATES COURT 
I 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (S. 64) to authorize t ( SON 
juries of the United States circuit and district courts to used inte ot . 
changeably, and to provide for drawing talesmen, and yield to tl 4 ; 

1 . >» Ty . x sas ‘i 
tleman from Ohio [Mr, Ezra B. TAYLor]. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., " at the act of Congress approved June 30, 1879, chapte: : i : 
section 2, be,and the same is hereby, amended, so that whenever any iit ‘ : ‘ it ted 
and district court of the United States shall be held at the same time and } ‘ L tr 1 [ 
they shall be authorized and required, if the business of the courts will permit ht to an al pre 
to use interchangeably the juries in either court drawn according to the pr 1 ‘ f such t 3 ¢ 
visions of said act. That every Indian wo 

r rr rr’ . . ' er te le 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The object of this bill is so apparent, oe , shoes : 
merely for convenience and economy in regard to the juries of the United ? 8, pl s, and 
States courts, that there is no need of delay or argument in support | w uded, I 


of it. vay @ e right or title of su 


The SPEA KER pro te mpore, Is there objection to the present GS | ‘ e1 
sideration of the bill. ' nw ann 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third ree chef a ae ged 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the | which the fact may be inferred, s 





















bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | i lhe report y Mr. Ro 
on the table. » the Ja 
‘he latter motion was agreed to. t the o back fa ; 
RECORDING COMMISSIONS, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI 
Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (S. 143) to provide for oa wis : 
; the issuing and recording of certain commissions in the Department o! SPEAKER 
Justice, and yield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SENEY] ie } 
The bill was read, as follows s no objec 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the commissions of all idicial office ime 
f cluding marshals and attorneys of the United States, appointed by t P \ CHANA I 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and a , 
sions heretofore prepared at the Departmentof State un« the requisition t I v t 1 the overy 
Attorney-General,shall be made out and recorded in the Depar l nows 
and shall be under the seal of said Departmen ters At Ret ai 
torney-General, any laws to the contrary notw os Fr ' : 
said seal shall not be affixed to any such com ¢ e the same shal \ in 
: been signed by the President of the United States if th te r It 1 
Mr. BUCHANAN. What change does this bill make? re of the terior to the |] 
Mr. SENEY. I think there is a report accompanying this bill, | by M YAW who was @ m 
which will perhaps explain what the gentleman asks. ate to tt various Ind 
, Mr. BUCHANAN. Let the report be read. tecting the interests of all t 
The Clerk read as follows: other t he presented us 
The Committee on the Judiciary , having considered the bill S. 143, recor end It } isu 1 the theor 
its passage. the | lia ty ¢ that cla 
Mr. SENEY. I was under the impression that there was another | everything like ci ition 
report. I believe under existing law that the commissions of all ofti- nd 
cers under the control of the Department of Justice, as well as the | tion of tl l 
commissions of all other officers of the Government are lodged with th« Mr. Lamar stated ndiIt 
a State Department, and are there preserved. The purpose of this bill | of the Inte r in 
am is to take from the State Department the custody of all commissions ent l 
# belonging to the Department of Justice, so that the Department may | and quiet a x the Indian tr 
: keep the records itself, instead of being kept in the Department of | turbing element than from a 
State. | connection wit the subiect. 
There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and I do not remember the ex 
ris it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. subject. but I think I have ¢ 





Mr. SENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was| The object and purport of 
















GOS86 CONGRESSIONAL RECO! 


























I but if she does she must b« i citizen, and that 
l not g nin that country or a member of an Indian 
citizen of the United State I of a Choctaw Indian to a white makes the man a Cho 
e United St s instead of making | and he is decitizenized and becomesa citizen of that count 
[« y other reason that I could i ng that he is still subject and amenable to the laws ot 
inder this bill, so that he can not escape process of ¢ 
CHA? law 1 i te per cle ! as the eriminal law is concerned by going into the Indian country, and 









ill extend the civil jurisdiction to that country, we sh: 



















en l cit 1 of | J Vil he a process of law will reach him without 
the Indians themselves. Il ought to thank th 
} m Ne York for the graceful compliment he paid me. But I did 





; +} | 


n I ‘ ( Oy >] Oo the indian lerritory, i l 1 t to the gentlema 












‘ evat iey do them harm They come out of | that he is far more familiar with the s t of Indians d their 
















































th 1a year W feathel heir hats, with revolvers buckled round | tie with white people than I can 


possibly be; but as I am a member 
the indap f Texas spurs, whooping and yelling whenever they | of the committee that reported this l 


ae endl 


lil, and am opposer 





} } 
oit, and shall 























can get drink If nd an Indian both want to marry, let them | \ against it, I wish briefly to state my reasons. 
toa te and we ll civilize both together. ie CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Arkansas is entitled to the 
PARKER i 1 to inquire of the gentleman having char ] 
of this bill whether it is not a necessary result that the children of t Mr. ROGERS [ yield tot gentleman from Illinois such time 
rriage will be citi ns of the United States? he desires to o uDY.. 
ROGERS. That is my understanding. Mr. ADAMS. ‘The ground on which this bill is urged is the ground 
Ir. PARKER. Therefor f in the State where wi n have t tated by the gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. RoGErs], that for 
t to vote, the law becomes a voter. Is that so? reasons of publie policy it is desirable to discourage marriages between 
Mr. ROGER I sl d think so Phat would be a very rare case ‘ te n and Indian women I do not believe that is sound publi 
but I think it we : case under this bill ] cy In the first place, if we are to discourage such marriages for 
Mr. PARKER And also that these degenerate men, which 1 .oral welfare of the Indian woman, the answer is that the United 
f d from Arkansas has described so graphically, will be citizens of | St has nothing todo with that question; and if we are to discourage 
{ - n ted ste l I Indian who has be eu 90 romant cally di ‘ rriages for the purpose of ¢ diting the civilization of the In- 
ed with wond physical capacity, would be civilized, but have in tribes, then I say that the white n who goes into the Indian nation 
only the rights of a barba vhile the degenerate white and his d: i uries an Indian woman, however degraded he may be, is likely 
enerate progeny will become citizens of the United States. to be more an instrument of civilization than a full-blooded Indian. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is not the object of this bill to prevent | Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGEer 
the marriage or miscegenation of these degenerate whites with the In eld to me for a few minutes? 
dian squaws Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 
Mr. PARKER rhat was one of the things I was going to ask. Ir. PETERS. One of the motives that induce a man to marr 
Mr. WEAVER The effect of the bill is to encourage Indians to | Indian woman is that he may obtain certain rights under the tril 
marry white men and become citizens of the United States. nto which he marries, a head-right, for instance. That, I say, is on 
Ma. PARKER, IThave been many times instructed with the advice | of the motives. other motive—and this is the one which actuate 
restions of the gentleman from Arkansas. Having a broad | the baser sort to th Indians—another motive is that h 
experience on the Indian border, I have received more information | n become a p subject to the tribal law, and may 
e tot class of ca 1] slation from him than from any | thereby put himself outside of the civilized law, which he leaves when 
other man But it seems ton that this is at least subject to the | he m rries int » the tribe. 
query whether this bill does not go pretty far; and I would like the In other ds, the man who goes into one of these trib: 1d mat 
gentleman from Arkansas to state the result he expects to follow its | ries an Indian woman in nearly all cases becomes, as has been stated 
enactment. | here, one of the worst and most degraded characters, even if he has no 


r. ROGERS. I have said about all I cared to say on this subject. | been such prior to the marriage; causes turmoil and disturbance in the 
{ think the tendency and effect will be to keep white men out of the | tribe, and then, by reason of his superior education, or by reason of the 
Indian Territory. ‘They are deterring the Government in its effort to | fact that he is a white man, exercises his influence over the tribe to es- 
cape the punishment that ought to be visited upon him by the tribal 
I think the tendency will likewise be to prevent to avery large extent | law, knowing at the same time that he is not amenable to the laws of 
the intermarriage of these Indian women, because these men are not | the United States. Now, one of the great objects of this bill is to con- 
going to marry Indian women except for the purpose of obtaining a | tinue that man’s responsibility for any violation of United States law 
head-right. Many of them are fugitives from justice. Others are those | that he may commit, and to hold him to the same accountability unde: 
who do not wish to pay their debts, and take their property there for | the law that he would have been held to prior to the marriage. 

the purpose of evading process of court. There are others who desire | Mr. ADAMS. Are not the children of such a marriage likely to be 
to marry these squaws in good fhith; but let them come back to the | a little nearer to civilization—which we hope to be the ultimate out 
confines of civilization, so that their offspring, if they have any, shall | come— than the children of a full-blood Indian marriage ? 

be raised up in Christian civilization, a higher civilization than there Mr. PETERS. That depends entirely upon the influences by which 
is among the tribes of Indians. These are the main benefits to be de- | they are surrounded. I do not believe that the children ofsuch a mar- 
rived. It is nota bad measure. I think it involves a great deal of | riage, by reason of the white blood that is in them, are in any manner 
genuine philosophy in the treatment of the Indian tribes. I think it | superior to a full-blood Indian, so far as any tendency to civilization is 
will be highly beneficial to keep that class of men out of the Indian | concerned. It depends entirely on the associations and the influence 
Territory. The policy of the Government has been to keep then out, | that surround them whether they will be any better or nearer to civili- 
as they are intruders. | zation than full-blood Indian children. 

This is simply in the line of our treaties to keep these people out of | If they are left to grow up with the tribe and to be influenced by its 
that country, and, in my judgment, they ought to be kept out. There | customs, they are often in a certain sense greater enemies to civiliza- 
is a class of persons who go there that are highly valuable. That is | tion than full-blood Indians. That has been my observation in all 
the class of industrious farmers who take their families into the Terri- | these cases. Some of the worst characters in the Indian Territory to- 
tory and become tenants of these people. By them they are taught | day are the descendants of white men, who went in there and married 
agriculture, stock-raising, and all the ways of civilized society, and | Indian women. Some of the worst characters, the vilest outlaws, 
they are a very great benefit; but the rough class, the fugitives from | men who violate every law known to humanity as well as to Chris- 
justice and criminals, have no business inthe Indian country. Instead | tianity, are the children of white men who went among the In 
of having civilizing influence they havea discivilizing influence. For | dians and intermarried with them. I would rather trust my life o: 
these reasons I think the bill is fraught with a great deal of philo- | my property to-day in the hands of a full-blood Indian than trust it 

ophic wisdom. in the hands of a half-breed who has been raised in the midst of the 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘The gentleman has answered one part of my in- | barbarous influences that surround many of those tribes. 
quiry very fully. I should like him now to state what constitutional | [Mr. WH£rLER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
power we have to do this. | DEX. | 

Mr. ROGERS. That grows out of the constitutional power which | The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 
gives Congress the right to make needful rules and regulations touch- | cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ing the Indian tribes, and by virtue of our treaties we have always en- Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
deavored to keep people from going in there for the purpose of living the 


civilize these people. That is my judgment as to the best result of it. 











passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on thi 
in the Territory and keep these people isolated from the outside world. | table. 
It is true the law favors marriage. This simply says that they can The latter motion was agreed to. 
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engrossed. it was acces y read the third t 1 passed 
Ir. ADAMS moved to re nsicde ‘ } ‘ 1] 

pass 1 also ed that th laid 

4 , ‘ ‘ 

tal 
i ne te! ie ? ed + ( 

Mr. CULBERSON I call up tl vill (H. R. 10240) fox 1e reli 

of J. Edwin Pilcher Lh bill is in Committee of the Who Hous ; 

( he P te Calendar [ ask unanimou sen it the Commit 

tee of the Whole House be harged f irther consideration 

and that it | I V consldere l e House as in Committee of the 1 

Whole. . 

The SPE rt ) T leman f 1 Texas asks una 

imous con he WI Hou sen ’ 

from the / and i b ynsid ‘ 

in the House. » Chair ars nm tion 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena l, etc., That the Se iry of the 7 usury is 
id directed to pay to J. Edwin Pilch J lis Ky., out fa I y * 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $905, it be thea t uv 

of one bond of $100 and $805 in paper money of the Republic of Texas ri { 

ciaim being ‘a proper one the Te ; indemnity fund balance of | ¢ (lo ‘ h 

which fund having been ‘ ed in the AS of the | ed | | 4 ‘ 

States, payment is hereby b out of t f ’ 

Government be dis - t 
rt a. lott + 
The amendment reported by the ¢ on the icia a lett 

read, as follows: these parties « t 1 
Strike out the following words at I pas 
‘This claim being a pr yper one against the Texas indemnity fund, t] i Che 

of which fund having been heretofore covered in the Treasury of the 1 

States, payment is hereby directed t le out of t ge \ ig 

Government. ( 

The amendment was agreed to passed 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Does this bill provide for the surrender of these Ai 
securities upon the payment of this claim? I fail to notice any such 
a4 . 


provision in the bill. Mi 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is no provision in the bill for such sur- | for the r 
render; but I suppose that, of course, the Secretary of the Treasury | that the ‘ 
when he pays off the claim will require the delivery of the securities. | discharg: 


‘ 





Mr. BUCHANAN. Not necessarily, under the terms of this bill. considerat 
1 


Mr. CULBERSON. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, it is proper for me to! There 











The bill wa i is follow 

Be it enacted. ¢ hat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized i directed to pay to Daniel W. Perkins, of East Saginaw, Mich., the 
. f i, being in full for his services rendered as substitute district attorney 
of the eastern district of Michigan from October 1, 1871, to June 30, 1875. 








iState. His claim is for services rendered 
The claim of Mr. Perkins seems to your 
committee to be entirely When Mr. Perkins presented his 
bill for said services he was tojd that the appropriations for the various years 
he had served the United States were exhausted, and it could not be paid with- 
out an act of Congress authorizing the payment. The act referred to fully au- 
thorized the appointment and employment of substitute attorneys, who are to 
receive the same fees as the district attorney. This law continued in force up 
to 1874, when the Revised Statutes were adopted, at which time this provision 
seems to have been dropped; but the omission was not discovered by the au- 
thorities in the Department until July, 1875, and notice was not given until 
August following. 

‘The claimant, it seems by the printed report of the Committee on the Judi- 

ary of the Forty-fourth Congress—which was a favorable report,—furnished 
said Judiciary Committee a list of the cases he tried as such substitute attorney, 
and a full copy of his account, but the same is not now to be found; which ac- 
count, as appears from said report of the Judiciary Committee, was duly cer 
tified to by the commissioners before whom the cases were pending when the 
services were performed; also the certificate of the First Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury, showing that the charges correspond with the cases reported, and 
that neither the claimant nor any one else has ever been paid for the services 
rendered 

rhe district attorney also appends his certificate to the same, as appears by 

said report, showing that he appointed Mr. Perkins as such substitute, and that 
lie rendered said services for several years. 


inissioners in Saginaw County, in sai 
from October 1, 1871, to April, I 


! ust and reasonable, 


tiflcates 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
‘* Washington, D.C.: 


in such examinations; 


examinations, 
“JAMES R. COOK, 


* Late United States Commissioner, Eastern District of Michigan, 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
** July 10, 1876. 


substitute, D. W. Perkins, 
R. W. TAYLER, Comptroller. 


“Univrep Srates District ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, 
** For the Eastern District of Michigan : 


account till after the estimates for the years had been exhausted or closed. 


**Datcd June 24, 1876. 
“A. B. MAYNARD, 
“United States District Atlorney for the Eastern District of Michigan, 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Frrst COMPTROLLER's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1876. 


“Sir 
Daniel W. Perkins has been referred to this office. 
receive the same fee as the district attorneys for the same services. 
kins was so employed and so paid. 
embraced services to the 30th day of September, 1871. 
to act until April, 1875. 
at the Treasury for wautof authority. 

“RR. W. TAYLER, Comptroller. 


‘Hon. N. B. BRADLEY, 
“House of Representatives. 


should be paid; 


tee and recommend that it pass.” 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


The report (by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 8846 
for the relief Daniel W. Perkins, submit the following report: 

Chis bill was favorably reported by the Committee on the Judiciary in Forty- 
eventh Congress, and as that report embodies the facts in the case, itis adopted 

the report of this committee, and is as follows 

This bill is for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins, of East Saginaw, Mich., who 
was appointed a substitute attorney under section 14 of the act of Congress of 
Aug 16, 1856,and acted as district attorney in cases before United States com- | 


rhe claim of the memorialist amounts to the sum of $1,090, and appended to 
it, as appears by said report of said Judiciary Committee, are the followi \g cer- 


‘I, James R. Cook, late United States commissioner for the eastern district 
of Michigan, do hereby certify that the dates stated in the foregoing cases as 
examinations had before me are correct and true, showing the time occupied 
that Daniel W. Perkins was the attorney, and the only 
attorney, who appeared for the United States Government and conducted such 


The records and files of this Department show that examinations were had 
fn the cases specified in the foregoing statement of D. W. Perkins, substitute 
United States attorney. in said cases have been made by said attorney or his 


I, A.B. Maynard, United States district attorney for the castern district of 
Michigan, do hereby certify that D. W. Perkins, of East Saginaw, Mich., has been 
my deputy at that place for a number of years; that none of the services of 
the said Perkins were ever audited with my services in any cases in which said 
Perkins appeared; that I have never been allowed or paid for any services 
which said Perkins has performed as such deputy district attorney; that all the 
pay which said Perkins has received for his services as such deputy district at- 
torney has been allowed and audited by the First Auditor of the Treasury; and 
that the said Perkins should receive pay for such services as he has performed 
which do not appear to have been audited by said First Auditor; that the cer- 
tificate of United States commissioner, before whom said Perkins performed 
said services, will show what these services were; that I have been personally 
acquainted with Mr. D. W. Perkins for many years, and know him to be reliable 
and truthful and trustworthy, and that he would not present any account for 
services which was not correct and true; that I personally know that he has 
not been paid for a number of years, but I can not give the exact date; that the 
fact of his not being paid grew out of the fact of Mr. Perkins not presenting his 


Your letter of the 2d instant to the First Auditor relative to a claim of 
sy section 14, act of August 
16, 1856, district attorneys were authorized to employ substitutes, who were to 
Mr. Per- 
His lastaccount settled atthis Department 
In the revision of the 
statutes of the United States the authority to employ substitutes was dropped. 

‘It appears from the district attorney’s statement that Mr. Perkins continued 
I therefore presume that his claim is for compensation 
as substitute attorney from October 1, 1871, to April, 1875, which can not be paid 
His account has probably been rendered 
to the Department of Justice, where it would properly go if it could be allowed. 


‘‘ Your committee, from this examination and from the above facts as found 
by the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-fourth Congress, and from the evi- 
dence attached to their report, come to the conclusion that there can be no 
doubt about the justice of the claim of the said Daniel W. Perkins, and that it 
and therefore, without waiting for the filing of a new state- 
ment of his account, so lost, we report back the bill so referred to said commit- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
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JULY 26, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

P. H. WINSTON. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4239) for the re- 
lief of P. H. Winston, and ask also in this case to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from its further 
consideration, and consider it in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid to Patrick H. Winston, of Lewiston, Nez 
Percé County, Idaho Territory, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $750, in full compensation for his legal services 
in defense of Tom Hill, a captain of the Indian police of the Nez Percé agency, 
tried and acquitted in the first district court of Idaho Territory in the year 1886, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN W. MEARS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 3235) to restore 
to John W. Mears a fine improperly imposed upon him. 

Mr. CASWELL. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, directed 
to pay to John W. Mears the sum of $200, being amount of a fine improperly im- 


posed upon and collected from him, and which was turned into the Treasury 
of the United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KERR. I would like to have the report read in that case sub- 
ject to the right of objection. 

The report (by Mr. CASWELL) was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present con- 


This bill passed the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress. It was also consid- 
red by the Committee on Claims of the House in that Congress and received a 
favorable report. That report sets forth the facts substantially as we find them, 
and we adopt and make it a part of our report and recommend that the bill do 
pass, 


The claimant was master of the schooner Brinton M., Tilton, of Onancock, Va. 
On his return from James River to Chincoteague Bay, Virginia, on the evening 
of March 22, 1884, he ran his schooner into Wachapreague Inlet, to land some of 
the men who had gone to Norfolk withhim. Heanchored atleast a mile above 
the anchorage for vessels, where the channel is not more than a hundred yards 
wide. He went ashore in the afternoon, expecting to return to the schooner by 
sunset, and omitted to tell the crew, who were new men, to place the lights in 
position. Claimant was detained on shore, and the crew, thinking the anchor- 
age was not on a navigable stream, failed to place the lights upon the schooner, 
as required by Revised Statutes, section 4233. Theschooner was without alight 
for a few hours in the early part of the night, and before the return of claimant 
on board 

Whilst in this condition a small revenue-cutter (drawing 2 feet 6 inches of 
water), which had been detained in the bay above by the tide, passed by, and 
the schooner was reported for not having lights, and the fine of $200 provided 
by section 4234, Revised Statutes, was imposed upon claimant, and he was com- 
pelled to pay the same, and it was covered intothe Treasury before he obtained 
judicial action in the premises. 

George Toy, the collector at that point, in a letter of October 27, 1884, to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, says, ‘1 am satisfied it was not the intention of Mr. 
Mears to violate the law in the premises;’’ and he recommends that the fine be 
remitted, 

Your committee are of opinion that the fine should have been remitted, and 
they therefore recommend that the bill (H, R. 5477) which they have had under 
consideration do pass. 


There being no objection, the hill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engiv , it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNULMENT OF CERTAIN LAND TITLES, TEXAS, 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1887) to annul 
certain titles to land acquired by judicial proceedings in the courts of 
the United States in Texas, and for other purposes. 

I ask that this bill, which is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 


| Whole House on the’state of the Union, be considered in the House as 


in Committee of the Whole. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the 11th day of December, 1873, the United States obtained judg- 
ment in the circuit court of the United States sitting at Tyler, Tex., in the 
western district of Texas, for $50,000, against William T. Scott, William Umb- 
denstock, and others, sureties on the official bond of Davis B. Bonfoy, late col- 
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TO ANNUL CERTALN LAND TITLES, TEXAS. 
Mr. HOVEY. Mr. Speaker, at the earnest solicitation of my col- 
agues from Ohio and Lllinois I withdraw my objection to the consid- 
ration of House bill 1887, to annul certain titles to land acquired by 
in the courts of the United States in Texas, and 
other purposes 




















Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further obj n to the con- 

leration of this bill? 

i nbere was Do obje ction. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KILGORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
] sed and also m ved that the 1 tO reé LD ide laid on 

‘le 

Phe latter motion was agreed to 

UNITED STATES COURT RIDA 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 8025) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to extend the jurisdiction of the district and circuit 
courts of » United States for the southern district of Florida,’’ ap- 
proved February 3, 1879. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempo ‘his bill is reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with an amendment, which the Clerk will 

rhe Cle follows 

Add as e ng 

a I Ce zan ued from t 3 « f 
s i circuit « i urts 1and considered as ret a t 
te t s hereb stab 1 of the term exist it t t € 1 
| SS ied 

he amendment was ag ‘ 

he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordin: ead the third time, and 
passed 

Mr. DAVIDSON, ef Florida, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


r motion was agreed to. 


STERLING H,. TUCKER AND OTHER 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of 


Sterling H. Tucker and others, and yield to the gentleman from Ar- 


le addition 1 tion, and as tending to strengthen 
he Gove ent fo of bonds and undertakings, as 
l ta] é the expense in every Department, now in- 
the inve tions t hing the solvency of individual 
‘ 
J ey 1 be not th the corporation in guarantying t! 
of an ¢ al. ey have a fixed liability, with a responsible 
p ’ \ rr ) Ona nd it J col ie to be taken 
ixim that the safest and best means to relieve a surety upon a bond 
official bond, « ipon an undertaking of any character in a cour 
a sur! ite co t bond provid d by thes« | laranty col pa- 
{ . 
Mr. CA LI Is it t these ex the right 
keep watch pon t I d to see that t y per m ell 
ad es and t to b ) ( aulters? 
Mr. B of i I lo look after those for whom t 
e suret 
ir. KERR. Is there not t jecti th it egated 
| po ro t r cde nt 
Mr. BAKER, of New York On the contrary, I happen to know that 
through the superv n of these companies in the State of New York 
1umber of cases defaulting officials and trustees have been appré 
led; and their system is such that they keep a constant watch over 
persons for whom they ar irety. In many cases they protect th 
I cipal by the wate] I the ercise rety 
Mr. CASWELL. Willt rent in read the list of the States t] 
have adopted this system ? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Butmyobjection is beyond that, and itisthi 
The SPEAKER pro tem; . The time of the gentleman from 
York |Mr. BAKER] has expired 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement. | 
m satisfied that this bill can not pass the House to-night 
Ir. CASWELL. Why not? 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Ifthe gentleman from Texas [ Mr. C 
5 N | will permit me, I would like to read the names of the States | 
hat have adopted this rule. The committee say: 
We find that already the § of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Michigan 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, lowa, Missouri, Alabama, Georgia, ‘ 
fornia, Oregon, and some others have passed such laws, and from the repor 
ind referees in certain cases we find that the suretyship of corporatioi 
if that purpose has proved itself of inestimable value to litigants, 
bar era 
h BUCHANAN Does the gentleman know of any institution ot! 
thi ind in any of the States over which the Federal laws have any 


sort of supervision? 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
poration exists. 
any trouble in enforcing their liability. 


Mr. CASWELL, 
surance companies. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not speaking of that; Iam speaking of 


power of supervision, power to make examination into their solvency 
and responsibility. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
all in that respect. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. 
officers for that in every case. 
Mr. BA K ER, of Ne w York. 


is only permissive. 
Mr. PARKER, 
Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. PARKER. 


I yield to the gentleman for one minute. 


courses likely to result in default. 


of the man who is defending. 


road company or any other corporation pay. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was 


agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed, 


Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


There is no difficulty in enforcing a 
bond executed by a guaranty company in any State where such a cor- 
By the law of New York, where we have such corpo- 
rations, they are subject to prosecution, and in no case has there been 


They assume the same general status as life-in- 


There never has been any trouble at 
We shall be obliged to depend upon the State 


There has never been any trouble about 
that. And then it will be observed that this bill is not obligatory; it 


I should like to be heard for one minute on this bill. 


Iam in favor of this bill for two reasons: one is 
a reason that has been already suggested, namely, that these com- 
panies assuming this responsibility always have vigilant and skilled 
agents to watch the principals to see that they are not following 
The other reason I will state in | 
answer to the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], 
who thinks that these companies, as parties defendant, may have an 
interest to defend powerfully persons who are charged with defalca- 
tion. I wish to say that the effect is just the other way, because 
when such a case comes before a jury they have not the sympathy that 
they would have for the man, for the wife of the man, for the children 
They treat the defendant as a corpora- 
tion and make it pay the damages, just as they would make a rail- 





kansas [Mr. Rogers]. 


sion agent, the said re 
heretofore accrued in the prosecution of said claim by the United States: Pro 


a 


} main in full force and effect in law. 


Phe SPEAKER protempore. This billisin Committee of the Whole 
} } Coy 


House on the Private Calendar. In the absence of objection the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House will be discharged from its further consid- 


eration, and it will come before the House, subject to objection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eic., That Sterling H. Tucker, William P. Grace, Elhanon 





Searle, Josiah H. Demby, Samuel Bard, and William G. Pennington, or their 
estates, be, and they and each of them are hereby, released from any and all 
| liability as the sureties upon the official bond of James W. Demby, formerly pen- 


lease to take effect upon the payment of the legal costs 


vided, That ail the riyhts and remedies of the Government on said bond as 
gainst said James W. Demby shall in no manner be affected hereby, but re- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the consideratio1 


of this bill? 


I would like to hear a statement of the circumstances 


Mr. KERR. 


of the ease. 


Mr. ROGERS. The report is not very long; but I believe I canstate 
the substance of it more quickly than it can be read. Mr. James W. 
Demby, the principal in the bond in this case, was appointed a pension 
agent at Little Rock, Ark., in 1868, and went out of office June 20, 
1870, a defaulter to the Government in the sum of about $14,000; that 
was the amount of judgment rendered against him. The Government 
remained quiet, brought no suit, gave the sureties no notice, took no 
steps of any description to collect this money, until April 30, 1886, six- 
teen years after Mr. Demby went out of office. When he went out of 
oflice every surety on his bond was solvent and entirely capable of pay- 
ing the debt. 

Sterling H. Tucker, for instance, was the most prominent banker in 
the State, his paper being considered as good as bank notes. He is 


| now a man of seventy years of age, and absolutely insolvent, working 


in the post-office at Little Rock as a clerk on a small salary. Samuel 
Bard, another of the sureties, is dead, having died insolvent. Mr. 
Searle I have lost sight of entirely. He was a supreme judge under 
reconstruction; some vears ago I learned he was in St. Louis in ex- 
treme poverty; in recentyears I have never heard of him. Josiah H. 
Demby, the brother of the principal in the bond, is residing in the city 
of Pine Bluff. The only property he had, a single lot, was sold the 
other day for $100, to satisfy, so far as it went, this judgment. 

William P. Grace, the only one now remaining of the sureties who 
has a cent of property subject to execution, is a man seventy years of 
age, living in Pine Bluff; he has a small home, and I suppose ekes out 
an humble livelihood. 

When this matter was brought to my attention I applied to the So- 
licitor of the Treasury to ascertain the facts, and his reply is embraced 
in this report. My fullest information, however, I obtained by ad- 
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sailors, of J. A. Pearce and 18 
C. L. Palmer and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of C. P. Craver 
and 66 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. H. Murdock and 12 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of W. H. Swart and 18 other ex- 


Union soldiers and sailors, of William Anderson and 14 other ex-Union 





soldiers and sailors 

ilors, of M. R. Haymaker and 15 other ex-Union soldiersand sailors, of 
Hienry Campbell and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of H. C. 
Fishel and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Michael R. Meanor 
and 37 other ex-Union soldiers 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Henry Stoble and 25 other ex- 
Union soldiers and sailors, of Charles Wiley and 6 other ex-Union sol- 
diers and sailors, of C. G. ] 
sailors, of Samuel McCutchin and 20 other ex-Union soldiers and sail- 
ors, of W. D. Patterson and 17 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of 
William J, Woods and 44 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of N. N. 
fullerton and 19 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Jesse A. Clem- 
ents and 8 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of John R. Henry and 7 


other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of William Behney and 10 other | 
; | trict of Columbia. 


ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of J. W. Wilson and 6 other ex-Union 
soldiers and sailors, of Joseph P. Love and 15 other ex-Union soldiers 
and sailors, of John Lauffer and 5 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, 


other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of | 


of D. L. Crawford and 36 other ex-Unionsoldiers and | 


and sailors, of Andrew Cook and 35 | t . : y 
| persons selected in conformity with the provisions and requirements of the 
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| 
| 





‘oechlin and 27 other ex-Union soldiers and | 


JULY 27, 


The bill, I will state, has been drawn by the judges of the District and 
approved by the Districtattorney, and carefully considered by the com- 
mittee. 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


SecTION 1. That in all causes of which the police court of the District of Co- 
lumbia has original jurisdiction and in which, under the law, a person accused 
of an offense is entitled to a trial by jury, the said jury shall consist of twelve 


twenty-fourth chapter of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum- 
bia, exceptin so far as the said provisions and requirements are modified, altered, 
or amended by the provisions of this act: Provided, That the person charged 
may waive his right to a trial by jury, which waiver shall be entered on the 
records of the court, and submit the trial of the cause to the judge of said police 
court, whose judgment therein shall have the same effect as if the cause had 
been tried by a jury. 

Sec, 2. That the names of those persons who may be selected to be drawn for 
jury service in the said police court,as herein provided, shall be put and kept 
in a box for that purpose, distinct and separate from that used for the names of 
persons selected to be drawn for jury service in the supreme court of the Dis- 
Such names shall be put in said box at such times as the 
public convenience and the necessities of the case may require; and should said 
names be exhausted by drawing from said box at atime when said supreme 


| court in general term is not in session, and the officers or persons to make lists 


of James Miller and 18 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Simon | 


Bitts and 37 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of P. C. King and 14 
other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, and M. 8. Tarr and 14 other ex- 
Union soidiers and sailors, all of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, 


praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which | 


were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of W. W. Smith and | 


) others, citizens of Manistee, Mich., praying for an amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Farmland, Ind., 
praying for the better protection of the Yellowstone National Park; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Andrew Weiand, late private of 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Infantry, praying for an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of 8S. A. H. McKim, executor 
of the estate of James Gill, praying that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be authorized and instructed to cancel a draft heretofore issued in the 
name of Joseph N. 


a clerical error; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10758) to amend the charter of the Capitol, 


report the same back without amendment, and as it is an exceedingly 
short bill I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it be 
now considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- 
ject to objection. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


way Company is hereby authorized to extend its tracks and run its cars thereon 
through and along the following-named streets: Beginning at Fourteenth and 
I} streets southwest, east along B street southwest to Twelfth street southwest, 
to an intersection with its present line on said Twelfth street. 

Sree, 2, That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to amend the charter of the 
North O Street and South Washington Railway Company,”’ approved 
March 3, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 3, That unless said extension is completed and the cars run thereon 
within six months from the passage and approval of this act, the authority 
herein granted shall be void. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the section repealed ? 

Mr. HARRIS. This extension simply connects the detached link de- 
scribed in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But what is the section repealed ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The section repealed is the section which fixes a two- 
cent fare extra on that detached link. Itsimply makes that linka part 
of the general system. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report with an amendment the bill (S. 3132) to 
provide for four police magistrates in the District of Columbia, to de- 
fine their powers and jurisdiction, to provide for trial by jury in the 
police court of the said District, and for other purposes; andas the bill 
is simply for the purpose of providing a jury for the police court undcr 
the decision of the Supreme Court rendered in May last, I am instructed 
to ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered at this time. 


Capitol 


Is there objection to the present con- | 


Gill for $159.77, and issue a new draft in its stead | 
for a like sum, the discrepancy in the name having been occasioned by | 








of jurors are from any cause not in existence or capable of acting, the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia shall act as such officers or persons for the 
time being, with respect to jurors for said police court; and at least twenty-six 
names shall be drawn at any given time for service on the jury at the said po- 
lice Gourt. 

Sec, 3. That all jurors summoned to serve on a jury in the said police court 
shall serve for a term of one month, and shall receive as compensation for each 
day’s attendance the sum of $2, and for each half-day’s attendance the sum of $1. 

Any vacancies in the juryso called for service in the police court shall be filled 
by talesmen to be supplied as now provided by law in the case of vacancies in 
a jury for service in the supreme court of said District of Columbia. No person 
shall be eligible for service on a jury in said police court for more than one 
term in any period of twelve months; but service on said jury shall not render 
any person so serving exempt, ineligible, or disqualified for service in the said 
supreme court, except during the time of actual service on such jury in said po- 
lice court. 

Sec. 4. That the power to examine and commit, or hold to bail, in any offense 
cognizable in the supreme court of the said District, shall remain in the judge of 
the said police court, as is now provided by law. 

Sec. 5, That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent withthe foregoing are here- 
by repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator who reported the bill would make 
some explanation of the provisions of the amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill simply provides for a jury in the po- 
lice court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. In what kind of cases? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under the existing law there is no provision for 
a jury in the police court of the District, and under the decision of the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


1049 [ | Supreme Court, made on the 14th of May, the court held that no case 
North O Street and South Washington Railway Company, direct me to | 


could be tried in the police court except those inferior misdemeanors 


| for breaches of ordinances of the city, and similar offenses, as in other 
| cases the Constitution guarantied to the accused a trial by jury. 


When that decision was rendered, of course it limited very greatly 


| the jurisdiction of the police court by reason of the fact that it had no 
| jury to try cases coming within the decision of the Supreme Court. 


The judge of that court, one of the judges of the supreme court of 


| the District, and the district attorney prepared a bill and had it pre- 
Be it enacted, etc, That the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Rail- | 


sented in Congress and referred to the Committee on the District ot 
Columbia. The bill has been carefully examined, and all its provisions 
have been excluded in reference to the appointment of magistrates, 
which was provided for in that bill extending the criminal system, and 
only the provisions in reference to the jury retained. 

The provisions as to the drawing of a jury are the same as those which 
govern in regard to the drawing of juries for the supreme court; they 


| are to be drawn under the provision of the law which governs the draw- 


ing of juries for that court. 

I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that this bill is regarded 
as exceedingly important in the interest of public justice, for the reason 
that the criminal court has now adjourned and will not have any jury 
before October, and unless this bill is passed any one charged with an 
offense governed by the decision of the Supreme Court will have to 
remain in jail until the first of October without trial, if it is impossible 
for him to give bail. For that reason the officers of the District are 
very anxious that it should be passed as promptly as possible. 

Mr. PLATT. In what sort of criminal cases does the police court 
have original jurisdiction ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It has original jurisdiction by statute of petit 
larceny, of assault and battery, and of such inferior misdemeanors, and 
is the committing court for all felonies for the criminal court. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not include felonies? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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i Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay: 
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A bill (H. R, 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
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; A bill (H. R. 1912) for the establishment of a light-house at the 
‘s mouth of Great Wicomico River, Virginia 

3 Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
& 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9396) for the rel of € 


; iam I’. Smith, reported it with amendment, and submitted a report 
3 thereon 
' BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3383) granting a pension to 
4 Mary A. Potts, widow of Dr. Alfred Potts; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
4 tee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3384) to purchase a painting of Abra- 
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Ir. BI That right 
. SHERMAN. I feel bound to give notice that after the sundry 
civil appropriation bill is out of the way I shall insist on getting tl 
treaty disposed of as soon as possible, and request Senators who desil 
{ k on the tre o be ready to do soearly next week. The rea- 


y t 

sons are manifest, and I shali feel it my duty to press the consideration 
of the treaty; and in my absence the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] 
will also press it. I hope that Senators will make their arrangements 
SO to close the debate at least by Wednesday next. 

. FRYE beg pardon of the Senator from Ohio for making the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the treaty this morning. I 


did not see him present when I made it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 
rhe PRESIDEN pro t ) t 1 is on agreeing to the 





motion of the Senator from Maine 
rhe motion was agreed to. 


he PRESIDENT pro tempor Che Senate is now in open executive 
». Ifthere be no objection the reading of the Journal of the last 
open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive Clerk 


will report the treaty by title 
The EXECUTIVE CLE! \ treaty, Executive M, between the United 
tates and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- 
ion of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, before proceeding to discuss the 
treaty under consideration I may be allowed to refer to a matter which 
has nothing to do with the merits of the treaty, but which it is neces- 
sary shall be placed right before the country. 
it is known by the published proceedings of the secret executive 
sion relating to the treaty that the Democratic members of the Sen- 
ate voted against a motion made by the Senator from Massachusetts to 
consider the treaty in open executive session, and that the Republican 
i 1amber voted for that motion. This fact has been made 
assertion by the Republican press that the Democratic 
| because they believed the treaty indefensible and 


t 





desired to prevent a public exposure of its real character. Indeed, it 


i 


has been intimated upon this floor that our opposition to a public dis- 
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But I I h not hn open executive session 

y apprehension that the ir 3 indefensible, or that it 

pul discussion ld injrt the ration or the Democra 
part; On the contrary, we believe a! nderstanding of the treaty 
will commend it to the fave rable judgment of the country as a wist 





and just settlement of a controversy which has threatened at tim: 
the harmony and peace of both countries. 

If no supposed partisan interests had entered into the consideration 
‘this treaty it would doubtless have encountered hostile criticism 
andopposition. Almostevery important treaty entered into with Gr 
Britain has been opposed by no inconsiderable number of the Amer- 
ican people, and too often without such consideration as was necessary 
to the formation of correct opinions upon the merits or val l 
treaties themselves, 

While the United States has at all times had greate 
maintain friendly relations with England than any other European 
country, there has seemed to be on the part of many less desire for 
amity and friendship with that Government than any other foreign 
power, and less inclination to adjust amicably any matter in disput 
between the two Governments. 

The treaty of 1793 is, perhaps, the only treaty of ch importance 
which this country has ever made with England that has not encoun- 
tered severe criticism and opposition. 

The struggle for independenceand the sacrifices and hardships which 
it entailed had prepared the people of that day to accept a treaty which 
acknowledged their independence and established relations of amity 
and friendship with the government and people from which they had 
separated. I can recall no other treaty of any great importance nego 
tiated between this country and England that has not met with oppo 
sition from some portion of the American people, and for some reas 
there has seemed to be less desire to maintain kindly relations with tha‘ 
country than other European powers. 

The treaty of 1794, negotiated by Mr. Jay, at the time Chief-Just 
of the United States, was denounced in every part of the country as a 
surrender of American rights and a betrayal of American interest 
and after its approval by the Senate petitions and remonstrances we! 
sent to the President imploring him not to exchange the ratification o 
| the treaty. Meetings were held in numerous towns and cities and ad 
| dresses made by able and patriotic men in opposition to the treaty,and 
| its details discussed in the press of that day in no temperate 1: 
| The negotiator, Mr. Jay, was denounced and traduced in unmeasurt 
terms, and President Washington censured for his appointment and ac- 
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tion of that treaty by this Government would exclude us from all fish- 
ing grounds within the territorial jurisdiction of the British provinces 
absolutely. I have heard it said in this debate that the abrogation of 
the treaty of 1818 would remit us back to the treaty of 1783, and re- 


store to us the rights 


hts we enjoyed under that treaty. I shall express 
no opinion upon the effect in that regard of the repeal of the treaty of 
1414 by the British Government. That would be the deprivation of 


rights secured to us by the surrender of other rights we possessed or 


claimed under a former treaty, and might, perhaps, be justly held to 
restore the rights surrendered. But, sir, we could not claim that the 
oluntary relinguishment of our present privileges would restore such 
as we had formerly renounced. Jn the one case the contract would be 
broken by England, in the other by the United States, and the party 
in default might not justly take advantage of its own wrong. 

The language of the first article in the treaty of 1818 has been under- 
stood by the two governments very differently, and has led to a con- 


tention which at times has threatened to disturb the peace of the two 
countries, and which it has been heretofore impossible to adjust. It 
would be unfair to assume that the contention on the one side or the 
other found no support or justification in the language employed in the 
treaty of 1818, and however firm the conviction on the part of any one 
that the American construction of the treaty is right, it will not be 
denied that the British view of the matter has been maintained with no 
little ability, and a persistence that evinces the sincerity of that Gov- 
ernment in the position it has maintained so earnestly upon the sub- 
ject 

{t may be proper to state very briefly the character of the dispute be- 
tween the two governments in order the better to understand the pro- 
ns of the treaty under consideration. ‘This may be unnecessary so 
and others who have examined the correspondence be- 
tween the two governments on the subject are concerned, but many 


ras Senators 


persons in the country who will read the debates upon this treaty have 
not had that opportunity, and are, perhaps, uninformed of the nature 
of the contention which the treaty is designed to settle. 


On the part of this Government it has been contended that American 
fishermen have the right under the treaty of 1818 to take fish, not 


ily in the open sea 3 miles from the coast, but in the bays and 
other waters within the territorial jurisdiction of the British provinces 
outside of a 3-mile limit from land. It is further contended on the 


part of this Government that the English and provincial statutes o1 
orumercial regulations relating to fishing vessels, under which seizures 
other interference with our fishing vessels have taken place, is 
i contravention of the true intent and meaning of that treaty. 
Qn the part of the British Government ard her dependencies it is 
tended that we have no right under the treaty of 1818 to fish in 
bays or other waters within their territorial jurisdiction, nor 


mercial regulations of which we complain are authorized by that 
treaty and necessary for the protection of their own fishing interests, 
{ that the seizures and other interference with our fishing vessels 
ive been for the violations of their statutes enacted for the protec- 
tion of their own rights 
It is not my purpose to state the grounds or arguments by which 
contention has been supported, on the one side or the other. That 
he found in the published correspondence between the two gov- 
cinments, and will be found interesting and instructive to such as 
xamine that correspondence. It is, however, not necessary toa 
consideration of the pending treaty to recount the arguments 


i in behalf of the views of the respective governments upon the | 


r so long in dispute, and which this treaty if ratified would for- 

ever settle. 
iL is not nece 
mevits of the proposed treaty. 
\imerican fishermen are plainly set forth in the views of the minority of 


ssary to consume much time in observations upon the 


debate by others who have preceded me, and need no further elaboration. 
i:very one at all familiar with the complaints of our fishermen at the 
icstrictions and limitations imposed upon them will, upon an examina- 
tion of the treaty, find that it removes many of the causes of com- 
pinint and secures to them rights and privileges heretofore denied 
them and to which they were not entitled under the treaty of 1818; 
privileges which it has been heretofore contended were invaluable and 
the denial of which it was insisted disregarded that comity which 
hould obtain among civilized nations and could only be refused by a 
violation of the flictates of humanity. These advantages have been 
secured by the proposed treaty to our fishermen without the surrender 
of any valuable privileges which they have heretofore enjoyed, and by 
this treaty they are placed in a position where they may pursue their 
calling free from annoyance or apprehension of molestation from any 
quarter, 

It defines clearly and distinctly the enlarged rights and privileges 
they may enjoy in the ports and harbors of the British provinces so 
that no misapprehension on that point can hereafter exist. The merit 
of this treaty is not to be judged by the recognized principles of inter- 
national law or national comity or the claim of humanity, but by a 
comparison of the rights and privileges which it secures with those to 
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| | 
which we are entitled under the treaty of 1818. 


rer than 3 miles to such bays and waters, and that the statutes and | 


The advantages which it secures to | 


the Committee on Foreign Relations, and have been ably presented in | 





JULY 27, 


If our fishing rights 
depended upon international law or national comity we should be ex- 
cluded absolutely from fishing in the bays and other waters lying within 
the territorial jurisdiction of the provinces, and also from the rights 
we now have of taking and curing fish and drying nets, ete., on the 
coasts of Labrador and parts of Newfoundland. We might perhaps be 
entitled under international law to greater commercial rights for our 
fishermen in the ports of the provinces than we now have under the 
treaty of 1818; but no one will contend that we could fish in the bays, 
creeks, and other waters belonging to England and her dependencies. 

| Whatever rights we now have must be found in the treaty of 1818 and 
compared with the privileges and rights therein secured; the proposed 
treaty is much more liberal and advantageous. 

| ‘The objections to the proposed treaty found in the report of the ma- 

| jority of the committee are hased largely upon supposed undefined rights 

to which we are entitled independent of the provisions of the trea 
into which we entered in 1818. It may have been unfortunate 
we entered into that treaty, but having made it, we must abide by it 
or seek release from its restrictions by treaty modification of its pro- 
visions. We can not justly claim any right for our fishermen which it 
does not secure, and if we are not satisfied with its restrictions and in- 
hibitions our remedy is to annul the treaty or obtain a modification 
of its provisions. It is folly to talk about rights outside of it or inde 
pendent of it as is done in the report of the committee. Whatever 
rights we once had under the treaty of 1783 were given up and vol- 
untarily renounced for the rights and privileges conceded to us in the 
treaty of 1818. We can not now claim enlarged rights under national 
or international comity or the recognized lawsof humanity. Wehave 
entered into the bond and must abide by it, however narrow and re- 
strictive its terms, or obtain some abatement of its conditions by treaty 
stipulations. 

If there was any certainty or even a reasonable hope that a more 
favorable arrangement with England and Canadacould be made, it might 
justify a rejection of the proposed treaty; but no such expectation can 
be entertained. 

The concessions to our fishing vesselsin the ports and harbors of the 
provinces contained in the proposed treaty is a relaxation in their favor 
of the regulations applying to the fishing vessels of all other nations. 
We sometimes hear it said that the Canadian and English statutes re- 
lating to fishing vessels are harsh and unfriendly regulations, enacted 
to hinder and perplex our fishermen; and there is no doubt that their 
enforcement has sometimes been not only harsh, but offensive and 
cruel; but the statutes themselves apply with equal force to fishing 
vessels of all other nations as well as to those of the United States. 
Whatever relaxations of those statutes have been obtained in this treaty 
for the fishing vessels of New Engiand are exceptions in their favor. 
Many of the then statutes, both of Canada and the other provinces, as 
| well as those of England, had been in existence for a long time, and 
| although complaints had sometimes been made of the manner of thei: 
execution and the injury inflicted upon our fishing vessels under color 
| of those laws, no relaxation of their rigid enforcement had been ob 
| tained by any previous administration; and now that modification ot 

their provisions has been secured in the proposed treaty which will 
prevent further injury to our fishing interests, they are declared to be 
trivial and of no value by the majority of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and other Senators who oppose the treaty, while they mag- 
nify the value of the bays and waters marked by delimitation, and 
in which we relinquish any claim of right to fish hereafter. 

| If the complaints of our fishermen for the last two years were not 

| groundless, which no one suspects, then the concessions made in this 
treaty are invaluable, and will prove, ifthe treaty is ratified, of singular 

|} advantage to our fishing interests. Great, however, as may be the 
value of the proposed treaty to those engaged in fishing, it measures 
| but a very small part of its importance when we consider it ina broader 
view as a settlement of a long-standing controversy which on several 
occasions has threatened the interruption of our friendly relations with 
England and her dependencies, and which, unless arranged, is liable to 
put in jeopardy the material interests and peace of both countries. We 
can not disguise the fact that the harmonious relations of the two coun- 
| tries, both anxious to maintain with each other the most cordial and 
| friendly intercourse, is liable to be seriously disturbed by the injudi- 
| cious action of those of their citizens engaged in the same occupation 
| with mistaken ideas of their respective rights and interests. 

He who is willing to continue a condition of affairs which, by the 
remotest possibility, may endanger the peace of the country, or even 
suspend commercial intercourse for a time with England or her Ameri- 
can possessions, when such a calamity can be honorably prevented with- 
out the sacrifice of any valuable interest, is, to say the least, callous to 
the true interest of his country, not to say indifferent to the highest 
demands of patriotic duty. 

This treaty, while securing to us valuable rights and privileges here- 
tofore denied, and which no previous administration had beeu able to 
secure, gives up no undisputed right heretofore claimed or any privi- 
lege which can justly be regarded as of the slightest valae. The obje 
tions to this treaty are captious and too insignificant to be interposed to 
prevent a settlement of a long-standing controversy which will be con- 





8 
















































































































































Ba een hina aa gtk aa 





























abc tag te oe) Anne 


GAB DE. ane 


RAT RTE 


Eat 

















1888. CONGRESSIONAL I 






















































‘ l oo! tre ad } pret e 
that es no shu ii ibsurd that i 
l toa Oo s 3 ions 

No ¢ I sof o 1 in the pas 
Or 1 the prot f they t Se tarv of State in his vigorous c 
I le | B s S tt ‘ inflicted upon 

ind i t cam the provis the treaty which 
guaran emption from such wrongs t ire, can fail to 
see the great value of this treaty to that class of our citizens as well as 
the security which it affords to the future peaceful relations of the two 
countries. The value of this treaty to us is well understood in England 
and Cana and I present a brief summary of t essions made t 
this Government in the treaty announced in dehate uj; in the D 
minion Parliament by Mr. Ellis, a member of that body from New 
Brunswick, who declared himself in favor of the treaty because t 
concessions were right and propei to be made 
I - A 
I I and ' " 

In the course of the debate the ¢ dian Hou f Con NS ¢ the fis 

es treaty, Mr. Ellis, of New Brunswick, enumerated the following list of co 
cessions made by the Canadian Governm t i; accepting the treaty 

First. We have by that very act of making t aty eded it s 
tion maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could ir ‘ 
their own interpretations upon the meaning of the treaty of 1818, thus « 
ing the restrictions of that treaty. By doing this we have given the 1 ted 
States a precedent upo: to base new de ls i ration of t 
regulations applied t fishing ves s { ia 

Second. We have almost wholly abandoned the « tent that fishing ves 
sels are a class by themselves ind therefor ot entitled to any commercia 
privileges 

Third. We entirely and forever aband t! I it y 

Fourth. We forever admit e right of United States fishe ) 
the Straits of Cans 

Fifth. We no longer Ame f x i 
shores in twenty-four h ~ rarriva 

Sixth. We relieve them 1 the< »x oO} j eg 
enforced against them as fishing vessels nd which were sp« ally severe, as 
the true intent of these laws wa culate « : u 5 

Seventh. We free them fre i I LL 1 h hares 
times inhospitably and often capriciously posed upon the even in cases 
where they sought shelter, dealing with them in these matters me 
vessels, though denying them th nme vessels 

Eighth. We have practica 8 orde K n to depa 
if supposed to be hovering within our water and also the plan of putting 
ot ron board of them as a mature of cours 

Ninth hem d ta st sto} bait, t 
plenish out pr and to tra rca 

fenth. We issue to them, free of chat I nits which enable em to} 
chase supplies iu ports of entry, on all occa ns, just as trading v els, ex 
that they may not do it for bart d this apy ) vard 
age and outward voy TI loes 4 t e wi 
no difficulty whatever of purch t le 

Eleventh. By the fourteenth ar le e aba ir prev tentiont 
preparing within Canadian waters to fish is evide -ofintent toactually 
within Canadian waters, and we therefore reced 1 taken | 
the act of 1886 

I'welfth. We have limited an ‘ penalties 
posed by that act for violation of f fis orfeit 
of the vessel is no lor fa penalty ( lian waters 
or preparing within t wate othe uses $3 a ton 
the highest fine which can be imposed 

Thirteenth. We have provided a proces law f aling wit! 
arrested or captured vessels, instead « i I ess of t ‘ 
court, 

Fourteenth. And lest the punishment of an infraction of t new treaty, o1 
that of 1518, should seem to be unjust, and to prevent t langer giving « 
fer to the United States, the Government of Canad verse t udgu t 
of the court 

Continuing, Mr. Ellis explained that he did not object to these concessions 
He was glad the Government had learned a wholesor ess i petty 
noyances practiced upon the fishermen of the United States were impolitic, and 
might perhaps defeat the treaty in the United States Senate Che spirit of th« 
treaty should have been shown before, and he, for one, was in favor of a repeal 


I 
of all the restrictions of the treaty of 18 


By reference to the treaty it will be found that the advantages se- 
cured thereby to this country are not overestimated by Mr. Ellis, but 
that his statement of the concessions made to this Government is war- 
ranted by a fair and just examination of the provisions of the treaty. 
I shall not enter into a review of the various articles of the treaty, but 
content myself with the general statement that it secures to our fish- 
ermen valuable privileges leretofore denied them and exemption from 
the annoyances and interference of which they have heretofore com- 
plained without the deprivation of a single right enjoyed or claimed 





of any practical value whatever. 
I will now notice some of the objections raised to this treaty, and wil 
first refer to one suggested in the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. That report more than intimates that the 
President had no right to negotiate this treaty without first having ob- 
tained the advice and consent of the Senate as to the agents to be em- 
ployed and the instructions under which they weretoact. Thisis the 
second time the assertion has been directly or impliedly made by com- 
mittees of this body within the last three years that the Senate of the 
United States has a supervisory power over the performance of execu- 
tive duties by the President. It is an attempt to revive an obsolete 
idea exploded nearly a hundred years ago, and to assume for the Senate 
wers not conferred upon it or upon both Houses of Congress com- 
bined. We discussed this question, so far as it relates to the removal 
of executive officers, in the last Congress, and I shall not say anything 
upon that subject now; but the report of the majority of the committee 
advances a step further than was then claimed, and impiiedly, at least, 
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om the controversy between 
in dispute, and which at 
he two countries, 
been surrendered had been one of some 
her ration than a desire to es 
il prevent discord in the future, it would 
and excuse. But when we remember that 
but merely settles by compro 

f long standing, which has given trouble in the past and 
t had ultimately been decided in our favor, of which there 
sonable expectation, would have proved of no value to 
iay be its value to the Canadian people, this 
ymmend it to the favor of the Senate, 
to this provision of the treaty say that the hea 
had virtually been abandoned by the British Governmen 
and that if our negotiators had insisted with determination England 
would have renounced her pretensions in that regard. Nothing could 
be further from the truth. Ingland has never abandoned her position 
on that point, and I venture nothing in saying that she never will 
abandon it and never can abandon it turther than she has done in th 
proposed treaty and hold her provinces in allegiance to herself. 

{round these bays, lying wholly within the territorial limits and | 
risdiction of the provinces, are the homes and settlements of Canadian 
fishermen and others, who regard these waters as belonging exclusively 
to their governments and all intrusion therein by foreigners as an in- 
vasion of their just righ Who will say that their exclusive claim t 

use of these waters is not justified by the example of other nations, 
vt by the ‘the treaty of 1818. 

Would ou permit the fishermen of Canada or of any 
foreign poy e bays and other waters lying wholly within 
our limits and | n and fish therein under a claim of right or 
under national « Could foreign fishermen enter the Delaware 
Bay or the Chesapeake Bay, each as large as any of the bays marked by 
delimitations in the treaty, and pursue their avocation with impunity ? 
Certainly not. No American Senator and no American citizen would 
be willing to see such a right conceded by their Government. Nor 
can our fishermen claim a right to enter and fish in the waters of the 
Dominion unless that right is secured by the treaty of 1818. When 
did England abandon her headland claim, as has been asserted by the 
objectors to this treaty? Whether it was well founded or not, it has 
been steadily maintained in every discussion upon the subject what- 
ever relaxations of it may at times have taken place. 

I now propose to refer to a speech of Mr. Foster before the Halitax 
Commission in which he recognized the existence of that controversy 
about the headland question. On page 1589, volume 2, Documents 
and Proceedings of the Halifax Commission, Mr. Foster said: 

When I commenced the investigation of this question I supposed that it was 
probable that an important question of international law would turn-out to be 
involved in it, relative, of course, to the so-called headland question, which has 
been the subject of so much discussion between the two governments for along 
series of years; but the evidence that has been introduced renders this question 
not of the slightest importance, and inasmuch as it is a question which you are 
not empowered, except incidentally, to decide, aquestion eminently proper to 
be passed upon. between the governments directly, I presume you will rejoice 
with me in finding that it is not practically before us, and that we need not 
trouble ourselves concerning it. 

if it had appeared in this case that there was fishing carried on to any appre- 
clable extent within the large bays, more than 6 miles wide at the headlands, 
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Che evidence on our side has shown that to a very great extent the value of 
that undoubtedly very large catches could be made in 
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is inshore; 


asthe portion within 3 miles from the contour of the coast all around those 
! but we tendered evidence chiefiy with relation to the fisheries within 3 
miles of the sh , by no means intending to have it understood—in fact, we 
expressly disclaimed the intention of having it understood—that there were not 
in the bodies of those bays valuable fisherit I can only say, however, that 
hefore this commission there is no evidence of that, and you may dismiss it 
therefore, from your minds, Whenthis headland question shall hereafter arise, 
if it should unfortunately arise, then I beg to say that the position laid down 
when the convention of 1818 was made has since been in no way departed 
from. My learned friends on the other side point to the Bay of Fundy. They 
say there isa bay which Great Britain contended came within the convention 
of 1818, and yet she was obliged, in consequence of the decision given by Mr. 
Bates in the case of the Washingt in 1854, to recede from that position in ref- 
erence to that bay. I beg to say that Great Britain did not recede. 

it was stated on the other si hat it was resadjudicaia. Isayitisnot. Itis 
wholly improbable that the Bay of Fundy will ever again become a matter o 
contest between the two nations; butthe fact in reward to that case is that Great 
Britain gave the United States the right to doin that bay that which answered 
I a fshe had abandoned herclaim. Sherelaxed any 

and that relaxation as never been 
ty never will be departed from for all 
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their purpose quite 


claim that she had by 
departed from, and in all} 
time tocome, But itisre 

Mr. GRAY. Thatassertion was made by the British counsel in 1877. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; that assertion was made, as has been 
remarked by my colleague, by the British counsel representing the 
British Government before the Halifax Commission, in which he most 
distinctly affirmed the headland claim of the British Government; and 
yet it has been said in debate here that that claim has beenabandoned 
or virtually abandoned, and our negotiators have been charged with 
not pressing our opposition to it with sufficient e1 y and vigor so as 
to obtain an acknowledgment of its abandonment he treaty. 

Bat, sir, the British Government has never abandoned it, and I 1 
peat again that she never can abandon it further than she has in this 
treaty and hold her northern provinces in allegiance to herself. It 
a 


onof 1s 


axation, and n 


1ing else, 


a vital question to the peopie of the northern provinces, and the} 
assert it and they will demand of Great Britain as her dependencies t! 
she shall interpose to protect them, and this concession made in t 
treaty on that question, Mr. Ellis acknowledges in the debate to whi 

I have referred, has been made as a practical abandonment of the head 
land theory in this treaty, which was never done before. 

Mr. Trescot has been very oflicious in his strictures and censures 
upon this treaty, perhaps a little intensified because he was not em- 
ployed as one of the negotiators of the treaty. He, too, in that discus- 
sion before the Halifax Commission recognized this treaty, and made 
some statements which I do not agree with entirely; nevertheless he 
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the treaty surrenders no admitted right, but simply 
ment of a disputed claim which for seventy years has been st 

resisted and denied by England and her dependenci: We iad 
able men at the head of the State Department who have discussed t] 
headland question with English statesmen without obtaining from tl] 
Government the faintest intimation that our construction of the trea 
of 1818 would ever be admitted. Did any of the distinguished 1 
who for filty years preceded the present Secretary of State—Mr. W: 
ster, Mr. Seward, Mr. Fish, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Evarts, Mr. Frelinghuy 
sen—some of whom discussed this question with British ministers an 
heads of their foreign offices, and all of whom had the question open be- 
fore them, obtain the slighte$t recognition of the justice of our claim to 
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| istration negotiated this treaty every Republican 


M Michael W I I in tates 

Most of our vessels are ce ig on the ocean banks and some of them ar 
off our own 8! es mackere We send no vessels into the Bay of St. Law 
rence t ‘ oO exp ce is that the ackere!l fishery there is a failure 
Last vear e¢ sent oi ve ‘ tons with 20 men, and she brought home as her 
senson’s work 70 barré ‘ ckere As that fishery has been the last five 
years, to pur ‘ 1 be us, Our vessels enter British waters only f 

ipplies i ba ke ve pay ca 

Benjamin Maddocks & Co. say 

We employed apart of our fleet in the Bay St. Lawrence fisheries during the 
years 187 2% ind fe id ittol ] © pustness and since 1873 we have 
employed our vessels in the Grand Banks and Georges and American shore fish 
eries, witl e« eption of « trip to the Bay st. Lawrence in 1874, which did 
not pay or lf the expenses of the voyage, and we consider the Bay St. Law- | 
rence fisheries entirely worthless to us, and have so considered them for the 
past four or five years 

Mr. George Dennis and Mr. George Tucker say: 

Our vessels are mostly confined to ocean banks for fish. Wedo not take any 
fish in British waters Phe Bay Lawrence fisheries have proved a failur: 
in our experien Vessels sent there for the past five years have not paid their 
expenses, and to continue the business in that direction would prove ruinous, 


Mr. Samuel Haskel states: 

into the Bay of St. Lawrence the last two years, the 
bay fishing does not pay the expenses, The last years [ had vessels there, in 
1473-4, they did not pay for their outfits. The mackerel are poor, worth one- 
third less than shore mackerel, it isa bad place to use a seine, a long ti n 1€ 1s 
required for a trip, and to pursue the bay fishery, and that alone, would f 
firm in Gloucester it is entirely and practically useless to us as a fishe ry. 

Not less than fifty whom the Government of the 
United States produced before 
in the same strain in reference to the value of those fishing rights. 

I might here refer to the statement of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations of the Senate, after taking the testimony two years ago in Glou- 
cester, Provincetown, and Portland, Me., they came back to the Senate 
and by a written report, drawn by the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, declared emphatically that those waters were not good fishing 
ground Perhaps | might as well read some portion of that report: 

From the investigations made by the committe e during the last summer and 
fall, and as the result of the great mass of testimony taken by it and herewith 
returned, the committee believe it to be clear, beyond ali dispute, that the right 
to fish within 3 miles of the Dominion shores is of no practical advantage what- 
ever to American fishermen fhe cod and halibut fishing has been for many 
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different witnesses 


years almost entirely carried on at long distances from the shores, in the deep | 


waters, on banks, ete.; and it is believed that were there absolute liberty for 


Americans to fish, without restriction or regulation of any kind, within 3 miles 


of the Dominion sh s, no such fisherman would ever think of going there for 


the purpose of cate hing cod or halibut, 
e * * * 4 . 

In view of all these facts, well known to the great body of the citizens of the 
United States engaged in fisheries and embracing every variety of interest con- 
nected therewith, from the wholesale dealer, vessel-owner, and outfitter, to that 
portion of the crew who receive the smallest share of the venture, it must be 
considered as conclusively established that there would be no material value 
whatever in the grant by the British Government to American fishermen of 
absolutely free fishing r; and in this conclusion it will be seen, by a reference to 
the testimony, that all these interests fully concur. 

{ might cite the testimony of witnesses who were examined by asub- 
committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations two years ago, and 
show from that testimony that, without almost a single exception, the 
veneral opinion was that the bay fishing, which is now esteemed by the 
opposers of this treaty as being valuable, is of no practical advantage 
whatever. 

With this proof that the waters from which this treaty excludes 
American fishermen is entirely valueless for fishing purposes—waters 
into which England has contended we had no right to enter by our own 
urreement in 1818—how can Senators declare that this treaty sur- 
any right or privilege of the least practical value to us, how 
can they justify a rejection of the treaty which secures valuable com- 
mercial privileges to our fishermen and guaranties tie future peace of 
the country upon a pretense so fallacious, not to say so criminally in- 
“— rent to the interest of the country ? 

But, Mr. President, this treaty is not to be passed upon in this Sen- 
ate upon its value to the country or the fishermen of New England. It 
is to be made an issue in the Presidential election. It is hoped that 
prejudices may be aroused against England and the Canadians in the 
minds of a class of voters that can be made to tell against President 
Cleveland and the party of which he is the candidate. It was feared 
that the settlement of a long-standing controversy which Republican 
administrations had failed to adj ust might commend the President and 
his administration still more strongly to the favor and confidence of the 
country, and partisan interests are supposed to require the rejection of 
any treaty which he might conclude with Great Britain on the subject. 
Long before this treaty was negotiated, and even before the negotiators 
had entered upon the consideration of the questions involved, the Pres- 
ident was assailed for consenting to attempt an honorable settlement by 
diplomacy. The public presswas made the vehicle of assault, not only 
on the foreign plenipotentiaries, but also on the Secretary of State, in 
order to poison the public mind and prevent a fair consideration of the 
conclusions reached. 

The President could have made no settlement of the question which 
would have met the approval of a majority of the other side of this 
Chamber. A few of the more conservative Republican Senators might 
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have been willing, if party exigencies would have permitted it, to agree | 
to a settlement of the dispute, but the more active and daring party 
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eaders, who saw in the success of the Republican party a greater boon 
uce of the cour itry, would have 
agreed to no settlement that woul ld have deprived them of tl 
tunity of appealing to the pre jue lices entertained by a class of voters 
against England. It is votes they want, not a settlement of the con- 


y, however honorable or beneficial. Had a Republican ad 
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approved of it; and because it has been sent here by a Democratic Pri 
dent, they have determined in party caucus to vote against its ratitic 
tion. 
rhe consideration of the treaty in open session was @ mandate of a 
party caucus in order that their appeal to the prejudices of voters 
against England might have its full force and produce the effect de- 
sired. ‘To accomplish a partisan purpose the rules of this body r req! lir- 
ing the consideration of treaties to be with closed doors, which have 
been in force from the beginning of the Government, have been sus- 
pended by caucus arrangement, not because the interest of the Gov- 
by. but because t ¥ 


ernment would be promoted thereb: i as supposed 

that party interests could be enhanced by a public tirade against a 
Democratic Administration for negotiating the treaty. 
To what base uses we may return, Horatio, 

The Senate of the United States made by the Constitution a part of 

the treaty-making power of the Government, under the mandate of a 





party caucus abdicates the high functions assigned it by the Constitu- 
tion, and debases and degrades its executive powers into a political 
machine to further supposed party interests. bear with me, my Re- 
publican friends, while I tell you in plain language that your action 
in reference to this treaty whether judged from the motives which 
prompt it, the circumstances surrounding it, or the consequences likely 
to result from it, is wholly indefensible, and merits, and should receive, 
the condemnation of your countrymen. 

For party purposes alone this treaty isto be rejected and the country 
remitted back to the long-standing contention which has been the 
source of so much disquietude and apprehension in the past, and may 
prove a more serious impediment to the friendly relations which it is 


| our interest to preserve with England and our neighbors on the north. 


When you reject this treaty which proposes an honorable and friendly 
adjustment of the questions of which it treats, what do you propose ? 
Can you hope to secure any better settlement by negotiation? Youdo 
not want any negotiation, and the report of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations which you will adopt in the passage of the resolution before 
the Senate virtually so declares, and impliedly at least censures the 
President for attempting a settlement of the dispute by negotiation. 
It is not likely that the President will proceed further by diplomacy, 
or that he could obtain better terms in any future effort in that direc- 
tion. 

What then will you do? There is but one other mode of peaceable 
settlement, and that is by arbitration. We have had some experience 
in the settlement of fishery questions in that mode, and I apprehend 
no memberon the other side of this Chamber would vote for a resolu- 
tion authorizing the President to submit the matter in controversy to 
arbitration. In sucha settlement the respective rights of the two gov- 
ernments would have to be determined by the construction placed by 
the arbitrators on the treaty of 1818. Neither the lawsof nations no: 
the laws of humanity could be invoked in our behalf, but the plain 
language and intent of that unfortunate treaty would govern the de- 
cision to be made. 

One of the questions submitted under that treaty would be the head- 
land question. Does any one suppose that that question would be de- 
termined more favorably to us by arbitration than it is by this treaty ? 
For one I have no hesitation in saying that no rational expectation 
could be entertained of sucha result. Neither inmy judgment would 
more liberal commercial privileges be accorded to our fishing vessels by 
arbitrators than are secured to them in the treaty before the Senate, 
without securing. to Canada a full equivalent therefor in some form. 

If England should make the proposition tu submit the questions 
agreed upon in this treaty to arbitration, and the respective rights ot 
the two Governments to be determined by the true intent and mean- 
ing of the treaty of 1818, I doubt whether there is a single member ot 
the Senate on the other side of this Chamber that would be willing to 
accept the offer. Then, when this treaty is rejected, as it will he, for 
partisan considerations alone, what will be the result? The contention 
will remain unsettled, England and the provinces will maintain the 
position they have occupied in reference to our fishermen, and the same 
complaints will be heard against the enforcement of these statutes re- 
lating to foreign fishing vessels. 

The remedy proposed by the other side of this Chamber is retaliation 
The President has been authorized, in his discretion, to resort to that 
measure, and perhaps a power of that character could not have been 
conferred upon any one less likely to abuse it. Still it is a dangerous 
power to rest in the discretion of any man. Nothing less than the in- 
vestiture of the President with the power to adopt measures that may 
suspend commercial intercourse not only with Canada and the provinces 
but with England herself. Retaliation in any form is an unfriendly 
act, and when adopted may lead to consequences not anticipated. It 
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yell caleulated to provoke resentment in those against whom it 
directed, and they will be at liberty to oppose it with such measures 
as they may deem necessary. Is it likely that any act of retaliation on 
ly prejudicial and 
infriendly measures 


stop? Would they not be likely to lead to serious interruption of our 
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commercial relations not only with Canada 
vl 1 would sooner or later be involved in am 
rth American possessions ? 


also with England, 


ommercial war with 





Suppose the President in the exercise of his discretion should issue 
proclamation prohibiting the introduction of Canadian fish into this 
country, as is desired by the New England fishermen and Senators rep- 
resenting their terests, what would be the result? The first effect 


supply of fish food to the people of 





would be to diminish largely the 
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This would bea serious matter toa 








the country. irge class of per- 
yus who from limited means are compelled to buy fish instead of 
meats. There are hundreds and thousands of poor people in the lat 
ho are com pet ed to live on tl cheapest food they can b ly, and to 
l the ply of fish in our markets would be a serious calamity to 
them. T second effect of such a measure would be to put up tl 


. i 
yely the profits of the fish trusts and specu 


price of fish and increase la 
it the expense of those who use fish as a necessity or a luxury. 





This is the result that is desired by many of those who want this treaty 
rejected and retaliation adopted. The fact is, that underlying thi 
hol ‘ffort of the fish syndicates and trusts of New 
England to obiain the prohibition of €anadian fish into this country, so 
that they may have a monopoly of the market and increase their 
profits on their business. 
retaliatory measures they would be too serious to justify retaliation if 
redress can be had in any other manne! 

But suppose retaliation should result in the suspension of commer- 
cial relations generally with Canada, a result not improbable if the 


Hrst 


e controversy is the 





If these should prove to be the « nive ffects of 


step is taken, would we not be greatly the loser by s 1 inter- 


ruption of commercial relations? Our exports to Canada are largely 





in excess of our imports from that country, and we need markets for 
our products of every kind. But are we sure that a resort to retalia- 
tory measures would stop with the prohibition of the importation of 
Canadian fish or the suspension of commercial relations with that 
country? Might itnot disturb our commercial relations with Englgnd 
and affect seriously our markets for agricultural products in that quar 
ter? England can not fail to become involved in any quarrel with 
Canada, and however much she might and doubtless would regret any 
disturbance of her present relations with this country she is so related 
to her North American provinces that their quarrels must become het 
own. f will not pursue this thought further, but leave it for the re- 
flection of those so anxious to see the President resort to retaliation 
instead of negotiation for the settlement of this dispute. 

But the President would not be justified in resorting to retaliation, 
notwithstanding you have conferred upon him in his discretion author- 
ity todoso. The President has sent here a message with the treaty 
laid before the Senate, in which he declares that in his belief— 
lies a satisfactory, practical, and final adjustment upon a basis honor- 


It su £ 
just to both parties of the difficult and vexed questions to which it re- 


p 
Tr 


I 
7 
i 





able ar 
lates, 

With that conviction resting on his mind, how can he consistently 
resort to measures of an unfriendly character when England is willing 
to settle the difficulties and offers to do so in a manner which he says 
is honorable and just to both parties? 

Sir, I do not hesitate to say that in my opinion it would bean abuse 
of the discretion reposed in the President if he were now to adopt any 
measure of retaliation with the offer of England open for acceptance 
to settle the questions embraced in the treaty in a manner honorable 
and just to this country. 

What would be the judgment of the nations of the earth if the Presi- 
dent, acting upon his own discretion, not under the compulsion of legis- 
lative requirement, should assume a hostile position toward England 
and her North American possessions with that declaration of his mes- 
sage upon the records of the country and known to the world? Con- 
gress can, if it desires, enact a law that it will be the duty of the Presi- 
dent to execute; but the law which was passed at the last session sim- 
ply invested the President with discretionary authority to resort to 
retaliatory measures, but the exercise of the authority conferred rests 
in his own discretion; and while he believes that England is ready to 
accede to all our just demands, he can not properly seek to enforce our 
rights by unfriendly and hostile acts of hisown motion. Let Congress, 
if it desires to try belligerent measures, assume the responsibility and 
enact a law the responsibility for the execution of which will rest upon 
Congress and not in the discretion of the President. Senators, if you 
want a suspension of commercial relations with Canadaand England or 
war of any other kind, say so, but do not hide behind executive discre- 
tion and try to evade the responsibility for the consequences that may 
ensue. 

And now, Mr. President, let me say teat in my opinion whenever a 
resort is had to retaliation, either by the President, acting upon his own 
discretion under the authority already given him, or under the uncon- 
ditional requirement of law hereafter to be enacted, we will enter upon 
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persons engaged in fishing in northern waters to put in dy t 
grea Land ulturalinterests of the American peo] é ! 
if the pr ( e country should not be distur 
t of t hamber justify their oppos t t 
upon nse tha would prove injuriou » t : 
Né ! ind Such an assumption by the pro 
of thet t which ratified would pl t ilue to 
nish¢ ywever, another illustration of the readiness of the Repub- 
lican party to sacrifice the public good in order to advance the intere 
of individuals and classes of men. Through every period of that p 
ty’s history private interests have been fostered at the expense of tl 
great dy of the people of the « t tg ea a large portion 
( iluable pu lands to corporations and association talists 
and thereby prevented thousands of honest men from r ire 
the Government cheap homes for themselves and their families. Its 


financial policy and legislation, when in the absolute control of the 
Government, was in the interest of monopolies anc 
pressive to the poorer classes of the co 
the expense of the many. 

It has maintained a system of excessive and burdensome taxat 
imposed to meet the exigencies of the civil war, for more than twent 
years after its termination, and which is yielding a large surplus be 
yond the necessities of the Government, solely for the purpose of 


imunity—enriching the fe 


| tecting the manufacturing interests of the country and enabling them 


i 


to extort hundreds of millions of dollars in excess of fair prot 

the people of the country who are compelled to buy and consume tl 
products. And now, when the Treasur 
stantly increasing surplus of money needed in the business of the coun- 
try, and which must eventually, unless arrested, result in financial em- 
barrassment and disaster to individuals and general depression and 
paralysis to the |! 


y is overflowing with a con- 





business world, they are resisting a modification of the 
tariff taxation which is producing that result from a desire and ] 

pose to render the great mass of the people tributary to the few rt 
opposition to this treaty on the other side of the Chamber, on the m 
warranted allegation that it is detrimental to local and individ 


AiDGLY 











terests, furnishes further proof that the Republican party is ready 1 
willing to sacrifice the public welfare, and even the peace of the « i 
try, in order to promote the interests of a very small portion of t 
ple of Maine and Massachusetts engaged in a laudab 
terprise. 
I appreciate as highly as gentlemen on the othe e of 1 ( 
ber the character and servicesof the American fishermen, : ( 
as far from inflicting injury upon them. The men who put their m 
in the business are perhaps not better paid on the ivestments than 


those engaged in other occupations. Many of them, 


worthy citizens, but they are not generally the m who 

dangers of the deep and go out in vessels and d: stot the 
from the water. Many of the latter, wv 
our Navy in time of war by Senators who 








treaty, are not American citizens, but native t nr 

who, in case of war between thi ntrv and ] 4 i 
probabil ty enlist in her nav; i not I I t ! 

day to the eulogy of the Senator from Massachuset Mr. Hoa! l ! 
the prowess and bravery of the American fisher 1 tl 

past, and have no disposition to heir 
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will reveal the fact that the glory of the Ameri , 

wholly due to New England fishermen; nor do I belie { 

ture greatness or safety of the Repu 

valor or statesmanship of that section of the « 
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modify th fur iterials that enter into the construction 
of t fj , Ves f owners of such vessels would realize greater 
pro! iro { rin tn ts, and be able to pay higher wages to the 
mie h t] , 

] ntim i ite hat this j of the Cham er and 
t! atic part pport this treaty and are willing to surrender 
A rights t ti d fear of strift England. I 
hall not deny, Mr. President, that the Democracy of the country be 
lieve that its prosperity and the happiness of the American people will 
De be promoted b maint lng an honorable peace with all the 
nati of the eart) d would regret the necessity which would 
compel a resort to acts « stility to maintain its honor or defend its 
right But I deny most emphatically that any Senator on thisside of 


the Chamber or an) mber of the Democratic party, either in public 


or private life, is willing tosurrender the rights or is indifferent to the 
honor of his country from any cause whatever, or that this treaty makes 
al uch rrender or abandons any just right. 


insinuation that it upported by any one from fear of England 
and untrue, and can neither impeach the 
patriotism of those who favor the treaty nor prove tl 1e brave ry or courage 
men who oppose it. If the time should ever come when the 
rights of this country could only be maintained by the arbitrament of 
the sword, the men of all parties and all sectionsof this country would 
vie with each other in eagerness for the fray. I pitty, 
rance and despise the dishonesty that can attribute to any portion of the 
American people a willingness to surrender the justrights of their Gov- 
ernment through fear of any poweron earth. Such an argument is un- 


oO! other power is unjust 


worthy of the Senate, and proves the want of valid objection to the treaty | 


it 

Mr. President, I sincerely regret that a great public question affect- 
ing our foreign relations should have been made the subject of political 
discussion. It ought to be considered solely with reference to the honor 
and welfare of the country and not with reference to party interests. 
But the other side of this Chamber has deliberately and premeditatedly 
and by caucus arrangement made this treaty the occasion for partisan 
assault upon the Administration and the Democratic party. They 
have denounced the President for attempting to settle by diplomacy an 
irritating que stion in dispute between this country and E ngland, and 
assailed with vulgar abuse the Secretary of State for the part he was 
compelled by his position to take in the negotiation. No more un- 
justifiable assault was ever made upon a high public official than has 
been made upon Mr. Bayard by his political enemies in this Chamber 
and in the Republican press of the country. He has been denounced 
as willing to surrender the honor and interests of his country or too 
weak and pusillanimous to maintain them. 

Sir, if a sense of justice to a high official who has given the best years 
of his life to the public service was insufficient to restrain the unmerited 
vituperation which party malignity had heaped upon him in this de- 
bate, a decent respect for the truth should have done so. 

No man that has ever filled the office of Secretary of State has more 
earnestly labored to promote the interests and maintain the honor of 
his country in its relations with foreign countries, and but few that 
have occupied the position have manifested equal fidelity and ability in 
the discharge of the duties which it imposes. It may be that his suc- 
cess in securing an honorable adjustment in the pending treaty of a 
long-standing controversy which his Republican predecessors in office 
were unable to secure may, in part at least, inspire the assaults upon 
his character and the treaty which he has negotiated. 

ic PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair.) If there 
be no objection, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of legis- 
lative business. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL’ 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1889, and 
for other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for routine business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A inessage from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations to become surety 
in cases W 2 the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Departments; 
\ bill (H. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston; 

A bill (H. z 8025) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to extend the 
jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of the United States for 
the southern district of Florida,’’ approved February 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 


A bill (H. R. 7643) to establish a United States land court, and to 
provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land 
claims in the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others; 

A bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; 


sir, the igno- | 
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\ bill (H. R. 10041) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting water 


\ bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher: and 
| (H. R. 10578) for the relief of Rufus Lowe and C. M. L 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions adopted by the conference of 


manufacturers, wool-growers, and wool-dealers, held at W: ish- 
ington, D. C., January 14, 1888, favoring the protection by t ri T of ti 
production and manufacture of wool. I move that the resolutions es 
printed in document form and referred to the Committee on 7 inant 
rhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of citi 
nesota, praying for the passage of certain at 
commerce law; which was referred to the Cor 
Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of salmon-packers and other 
citizens of Portland, Oregon, praying for the repayment in full of duties 
paid on imported tin when made into cans and exported containing 
American products; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Norman Wiard, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the adoption of the armament projected by him 
and proposed for the coast-defense forts of the United States by the 
American Standard Ordnance Company of New York; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 


ns of Goodhue County, Min- 
nendments of the interstate 
nmittee on Interstate- 


REPORTS CF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3379) in regard toa monumental column to com- 
memorate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, io whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson, 
asked that the committee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3193) directing the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part of an 
alley in square 120, in the city of Washington, on certain conditions, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPOSITORY FOR HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS. 


Mr. EVARTS. I present, from the Committee on the Library, a re- 


| port relating to the expediency of establishing a repository for the cus- 


tody of historical papers and documents presented to or acquired by 
the Government. I have offered, by direction of that committee, an 
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and this report which 
is presented by the committee has the advantage of Mr. Spofford’s 
very accurate and careful statement, and I ask that it may be printed 
in the REcorD, and also printed in document form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks 
that the report to which he refers be printed in the RecorD and be 
printed in document form. If there is no objection that order will b 
made. 

The report is as follows: 

Report as to the expediency of a repository or department of historical mani 
scripts in the Congressional Library. 

The collection and preservation of historical records should be an ob'ect o 
national concern. In every country there are many scattered collections ot 
manuscripts valuable to historical inquirers, but comparatively inaccessible be- 
cause they are either in private hands or in the archives of societies local in 
character and not widely known. In some European nations public attention 
has long since been drawn to the importance of enlarging the national colle« 
tions of state papers and governmentarchives by the addition of manuscripts in 
private hands. 

Thus, in the archives of the French Government, and in the National Library 
at Paris, are preserved a ‘great mass of personal memoirs, journals, records, 
military and civil, and private letters of inestimable value as materials for his- 
tory. InGreat Britain, so powerfurhas been the interest in this subject during 
the present generation, that a royal commission on historical manuscripts 
created in 1569, has made extensive though not exhaustive researches among 
the numerous private repositories of papers in that country, until there have 
been published as the results of their labor twelve folio volumes of reports, 
filled with detailed descriptions of the manuscript treasures existing through- 
out Great Britain. At the same time, the British parliament hasfor many years 
past expended large sums for the special purchase of manuscripts, besides the 
regular annual grant of $50,000 (£10,000) for printed books, and $12,000 (£2,400) for 
manuscripts devoted to the increase of that great national collection, the library 
of the British Museum, This is exclusive of large sums devoted to the publica- 
tion of historical manuscripts, calendars of state papers, ete. 

In the United States,while much zeal and energy have long been manifested 
by private individuals and historical societies in | the collection of manuse 
and autographs, little has yet been done by the penonal Government in this 
The purchase by Congress, through successive appropriations, of 
the papers of Washington, Madison, Jefferson, Monroe, Franklin, and Rocham- 
beau represents all the notable acquisitions of manuscripts by our Government, 
although these are of inestimable value. The historical library of Peter Force, o/ 
Washington, however, —e by Congress in 1867, brought with it a larg: 
assemblage of historical and military papers, journals, orderly books, letters, 
etc., of the period of the Revolution and later, which are chronologically ar- 
ranged, and present much material of great interest to historical inquirers. 
That this extensive collection books, manuscripts, maps, and newspapers 
was saved through a wise and timely purchase by the Government from being 
dispersed in the possession of numerous scattered collectors is matter of con- 
gratulation with all who appreciate the importance of enriching our national 
stores of material for historical research. 
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7 unanimous consent, and agreed to 
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a INDIAN MARRIAGES. | 
A The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate thea : 
4 of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 928 1 relation to : 

riage between white men and Indian women. 

The first amendment of the House of Representat L Se . 
iC a , 


1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ who,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ has mar I 2 
; | 














; or;’’ so as to make the section read: 
That no wh t otherwise a member of ¢ of Indians. w 
1ereafter ma in woman, member of ar ian tribe in the United 
} fter mar n woman, member of ¢ trit | : 
States or any « tories, except the five civ es in the Indian ‘J } P 
: ; ! 
rit > sh l h marriage hereafter acquire y right to any tribal ; 
ert privilege, or interest whatever to which any member of such tr s i 
; titled 
s re 1. e411 ce > 5 . I 
5 The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, in section | ; 
- it ‘ ‘ . — $4 aa ”? aft } . ; 6} } oe 
, 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ who,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ has been, | 1 







. : or;’’ so as to make the section read 
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That every Indian woman, member of any such tribe of Indians. who 
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and,’’ to strike out ‘‘commencement”’ and insert ‘‘completion;’’ and 


in line 19, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For court-house and post-office at Greenville, 8S. ¢ 
completion of building, $100,000 


For purchase of site and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 1, after the words 
and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ commencement”’ and insert ‘‘ completion;’ 
after the word ‘‘ building,’’ at the end of the line, to strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
seven thousand five hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five thousand ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read 


ac 


site 
’ 


For court-house and post-office at Iielena, Ark 
pletion of building, $75,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 5, line 4, after the words ‘“‘ site 
and,’’ to strike out ‘‘commencement’’ and insert ‘‘completion,’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ building,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For post-office at Hoboken, N. J.: 
building, $60,000 


For purchase of site and com- 


For purchase of site and completion « 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert: 


For post-office and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla.: For completion of 


building under present limit, $30,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 11, to insert: 

For post-office at Lincoln, Nebr.: ror paving, curbing, grading, and setting 
stone steps about the post-oflice site and public grounds, and repairing the fount- 
ain and walks on said grounds at Lincoln, Nebr., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pag 
terations, and,’’ to strike out ‘‘so fo.th’’ and insert 
work;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

lor the United States Mint at Philadelphia, Pa 
and enlarging the building, including vault, alterations, and other necessary 
work, $220, 000. 


: 6, line 18, after the words “‘al- 
**other necessary 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the words “‘ site 
and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ commencement ’’ and insert ‘‘completion;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘* building,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty”’ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For post-office at Portsmouth, Ohio 
building $60,000. 


‘ 


? 


For purchase of site and completion of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 25, at the bottom of page 6, to 
insert: 

lor custom-house at Portland, Oregon: For the purpuse of reimbursing the 


city of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced out of its general fund in pay- 
ment of street improvements assessed tothe United States on the custom-house 


block in that city, between March 1, !859, and January 1, 1888, $/,271.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 8, to insert: 

For marine hospital at Portland, M¢ For furnishing water supply, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to insert: 

For custom-house at St, Louis, Mo.: To defray the expense of paving streets 
in front of the custom-house at St. Louis, Mo., $4,056. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 1, after the word “‘ for,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘continuation’’ and insert ‘*‘completion;’’ and in line 
2, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Savannah, Ga.: For completion of building 
under present limit, $150,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the words “‘ site 
and,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ commencement ’’ andinsert ‘‘ completion;’’ and in 
line 19, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert 

‘one hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Springfield, Mo.: For purchase of site and 
completion of building, $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, after the words ‘‘site 
and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ commencement’’ and insert ‘‘ completion;’’ and 


ee 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ commencement’? 
in that clause and insert ‘* completion.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


| Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, after line 14, to insert: 


and | 


For custom-houseat Wheeling, W. Va.: For necessary repairs of building, $27,- 
wu) 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 21, on 
page 9, to the end of line 2, on page 10, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize contracts to be made for the 
whole or any portion of any of the foregoing public buildings and the post- 


| office and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., and the court-house and post- 


For an additional story to, | 


office at Chattanooga, Tenn., within the limit of cost fixed by law as to each of 
said public buildings. 


Mr. BECK. I was about to ask the chairman to make a statement 
here, but I can do it myself ina minute. That clause was stricken out 
because in all cases where public buildings are to be erected for $100,- 
000 or less, instead of putting in a part of the appropriation, we in- 
serted the whole amount needed for completion, believing that the 
most economical way to erect a building of that magnitude is to give 
the money all at once. Then all the contracts can be made and the 
whole work done. ‘Therefore we have so amended the bill; and while 
this increases the apparent amount appropriated by the bill, in my opin- 
ion it will conduce to an economy of at least 10 or perhaps 15 per cent. 
in the buildings to be erected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, after the words ‘* Winder 
Building,’ at the end of line 4, to insert “‘including employment 
of plumbers, carpenters, and painters, and materials for their use;’’ 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘use,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand’’ and 
insert ‘‘ eight thousand two hundred and sixty-five;’’ in line 7, after 


| the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert *‘ for repairing, filling, and painting the 


in line 25, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ fifty”? and in- | 


sert ‘‘one hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-oftice at Texarkana, Ark,: For purchase of site and 
completion of building, $190,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 4, to insert: 
>and post-office, Utica, N. Y.: Todefray the expense of paving 
of the court-house and post-office at Utica, N. Y., $3,435.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 10, after the word ‘‘ build- 
ing,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Vicksburg, Miss.: For purchase of site 
and commencement of building, $100,000, 


For court-hous 
the streets infront 





east front of the Treasury building, $10,000;’’ in line 10, after the 
word ‘‘rooms,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two thousand four ’’ and insert ‘‘ one 
thousand five:’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ tostrike out 
‘‘repairs to roadway west of building, $300;’’ and in line 16, after the 
word ‘‘all,”’ to strike out ‘‘eight thousand five hundred and seventy ’’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty-four thousand six hundred and thirty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For Treasury building at Washington, D. C.: For repairs to Treasury build- 
ing and Winder Building, including employment of plumbers, carpenters, and 
painters, and materials for their use, $8,265; for repairing, filling, and painting 
the east front of the Treasury building, $10,000; resetting and repairing loose 
tile flooring, $800; for flooring rooms, $1,500; lead calking for joints in the ap- 


proaches on the north, south, and west, $350; reslating southwest pavilion roof, 


$1,920; printing remainder of roof, $1,800; in all, $24,635. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Light-houses, 
beacons, and fog-signals,’’ on page 11, after line 7, to insert: 

Crooked River light-station, Florida: For the erection of a light-house on 
the highland (mainland) to the westward of Crooked River, in Franklin County, 
Florida, $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 11, to insert: 

St. Joseph’s Point light-station, Florida: For establishing a light-house at 
or near St, Joseph’s Point, Florida, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 22, to insert: 


Crabtree Ledge light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion 
of a light-house on Crabtree’s Ledge (so-called), between Dean Island and the 
mainland of Crabtree’s Neck, in Frenchman’s Bay, Maine, $13,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, afier line 2, to insert: 

Lubee Narrows light-station, Maine: For additional amount for completion 
of a light-house at or near Lubec Narrows, Maine, $12,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 5, to insert: 

Deer Island light-house and fog-signal, Massachusetts: For additional amount 
for completion of a light-house and fog-signal at or near Deer Island, Boston 
larbor, Massachusetts, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, tu insert: 

Stonington Harbor, Connecticut: For the establishment of a light and fog- 
signal on the breakwater at the entrance to Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, 
$8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 12, to insert: 

Statue of Liberty, Bedloe’s Island, New York: For completing the pedestal 
and the approaches to the Statue of Liberty, Bedloe’s Island, New York Har- 
bor, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 15, to insert: 


Cob Point Bar light-station, Maryland: For establishing a light-house at or 
near Cob Point Bar, Wicomico River, Maryland, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 
Holland’s ‘Island Bar light-station, Maryland: For establishing a light-house 
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at Holland’s Island Bar, near the entrance to Kedge’s Straits, Chesapeake Bay, 
Maryland, $35,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 22, to insert: 

Bush’s Bluff Shoal light-station, Virginia: For establishing a first-class light- 
ship with stean z-signal in duplicate, on or near Bush’s Bluff Shoal, entrance 
to Elizabeth River, Virginia, $40,000; and in addition thereto the unexpende« 
balance of t! appropriation of $20,000 heretofore made for establishing a | 
house at that point is hereby made available and may be used for the establish- 
mentofa p herein provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 4, to insert: 

















; t-shi 
light-sh 


Tangier Sound light-station, Virginia: For theestablishmentof a light-house 


and fog-signal to ma the lower entrance to Tangier Sound, Chesapeake Bay, 
$25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. After line 8, on page 13, I move to insert 


Great Wicomico River light-station, Virginia: For the establishment 
light-bouse at the mouth of the Great Wicomico River, Chesapeake Bay, \ 
ginia, $25,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 9, after the word 
ir,’’ to strike out ‘' beginning the constructiou of’’ and insert ‘‘ es- 
tablishing;’’ and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-live’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Newport News light, Virginia: For establishing a light-house at Newport 


News Middle Ground, Virginia, $50,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, before the word 
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read 





Oil-houses for light-stations: For esta hing isolated } ises at light-stations 


for the storage of mineral oil, $30,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 17, to insert: 
Cedar River Point light-station, Michig For the establishment of a light- 


house ator near Cedar River Point, at the mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay, 
Michigan, $25,000 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 9 on page 14. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should not the spelling of the word 


** sight,’’ in line 7, be changed ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change will be made, if there 
be no objection. The Chair is informed that the first word in line 8 
should also be changed from ‘‘Absecon’’ to ‘‘Absecom.’’ Thatcan be 
verified hereafter, however. 

Mr. BECK. It is spelled that way in the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find that ‘‘Absecon’’ is the spelling in the Book 
of Estimates. So I suppose it is correct. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, after line 12, to insert: 

Point Loma light-station, California: For establishing the light station at 
Point Loma, California, in a situation lower down the cliff, $30,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 15, to insert: 

Ballast Point light-station, California: For establishing a light or lights and 


a fog-signal on or near Ballast Point, entrance to San Diego Bay, California, 


$25,000, 


It should be ‘‘site.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 19, to insert: 

Umpqua River light-station, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and the con- 
struction of a first-order coast light-house on the headlands, near the mouth of 
the Umpqua River, Oregon, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 23, to insert: 

Wharf at Astoria, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and the construction of 
a suilable wharf at Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light- House Establishment 
and of vessels belonging to the United States, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after lin 2, to insert: 

Pier-lights: For the construction of pier-lights at Duluth, Lake Superior 
Minn.; Kewaunee, Lake Michigan, Wis.; Charlotte harbor, Lake Ontario, New 
York; and Port Washington, Lake Michigan, Wis., $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 7, to insert: 

Steam-tender for eleventh light-house district: Forthe construction of a new 
steam-tender for the eleventh light-house district, $85,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 10, to insert: 


Supply-steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts: For an additional amount 
for the construction of a steamer for the transportation of oil and other supplies 
to the light-houses on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, $32,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 





For salaries of superintendents for the life-saving stations, as follows: 

Mr. REAGAN. I see that provision is made here for salaries for 
iine superintendents for the life-saving stations at $1,500 apiece, and 
for five superintendents for life-saving and life-boat stations at $1,800 | 
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apiece, the aggregate amount being $20,800. I desire to 

reason there existed for appointing these superintendents 

that es o to 6, on page i 

keep ife-boat stations and of 

$154 tional employés of the Gover l 
befor +h, con Littee of 

M1 ar ’ : Q 
mad 1 pursuance « tat Sé ( t 
(These appropriations are 
oO ers snd employ s 

Mr. REAGAN L se e7 " 
cre Ss ol rime! et t t sa 
tat e-boat st " t be provided ‘ 

I t AINIDG al yuestl l yan essal ip 
of surfme t i S sand at life ’ 

do t see W i ty t i ) nt 

evel s y stati Phe t Cre ' 

lut t periorm ind W at in « é 

ident of that crew? W . t the ea 
enou ind why can not the men rf ‘ 
Why is there to be a keepera lala ieaial 

LISON Of course stion 
( e on Appropriation und to make t 
s ive been provided for by law from time to ti 
no doubt that all the appropriations are necessa 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can explain the matter to tl 
lexas. Not only is this one of the most interest 
the most useful branches of the service of the Governn ‘ 
intendents provided for here are superintendents of larg 
ountry, and they are very valuable officers, skilled and experienced 

1 that line of business. A superinte iy have ! t 

, forty, or fifty life-saving station Che keepe 
tions. Only one man is kept at a station, and t rew generally 
around near by. They could t allord to de te 1 vi ) ull to 
this business for the compensation allowed, but , L} d 
upon an alarm being given, signals by light, ete. A keeper ch 
of each station. A superintendent has charge ¢ di 
bill itself shows that there is one superintendent tl ast of Ma 
and New Hampshire. That coast I suppose covers at least a thousa 
miles. 

Mr. FRYE. Three thousand m 

Mr. SHERMAN, How many life-savir itions are tl 
coast ? 

Mr. REAGAN. There are nine of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There are more than that 

Mr. REAGAN. There are nine superintendents 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There are nine superintendents, bt ‘ 
stations are there on the coast of Maine? Ar 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know how man) i rood t 
takes the superintendent all of his time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The I ntendent gos l 
keeps up the drill and pli rhe salar: 0 3 
the entire time and attention of the superintende: Che I 
charge of the property of the life-saving stat He stay yays in 
his place. He lives there, generally a kindof a hermit life « ! 

ore, while the mén around, most] erme! ithin ca When 
he gives the alarm they rush to the st n | then they sa e and 
property. The statistics of this service are ar ‘the mo r 
in the operations of the roy } nt. i ; I 
property is measured by 1 

Mr. REAGAN, I} iat the Life-S - 

sting and important feature, and i rht to} cour 8 
have undoubtedly gone into reat deal of « 

with it. Take the case of Ne 1 I t is} i 
the same all the way up the New England coast [t 

is a life-saving station wherever there is an \ eé piece 1 
There must be thirty or forty on the tof New Jersey 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every 5 or 6m ght to be 
that coast. At night there are patrolmen who » alon 
coast. A patrolmen goes along the beach 
rion has to be traversed « ry 1 ht } I 
would just go and visit one of tl pli 
service done, especially if he should happen to 
he would be satisfied as to th lue of the i int 
labor perio! ned. 

I visited several of the pla ) illy at 
the amount of labor performed f pa » be 
The pay has been conside the ti I} 
trol over the matter; but t { eit gy 
evere and arduous se! é Many a weary night in t tofa 
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Mr. REAGAN. 
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18 a vy in existen wr these officers, felt it to be their duty to make 
thie ‘ sppropriations for their support, and perhaps it was neces 
far et | a 1 that this was the creation, as we are doing in 
news ’ pa ts of the service, of additional and unneces- 
Bary ofliee ith on account of the very peril which it is the object 
of e] ing service to relieve against there has grown up a senti- 


m f ‘ i n i iS unreasonabis Ik w this to be the case 
from hay investigated the subject from year to year, and it ought 
in some way or other to be arrested. Whatever is necessary, whateve1 
iS propel ild be done; but for us from a mere sentiment of humai 
ity ithout the necessity of a practical exertion of power, to be in 
vo r the Government in the « kK penditare we have done on th 
BU jex coing too far. 

Mr. ALLISON, ‘This is almost the exact appropriation of last vear. 
There is ce rialnly no increase ovel the service of last year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is fixed by law. ; 

Mr. ALLISON very one of these superintendents is provided for 
by v. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator will turn to the Revised Statutes, sec- 
tions 4243, 4244, 4245, 4246, and so on, he will find provision made for 
all of ther 

Mr. Rh EAG AN. For the stations? 

Mr. BECK. For superintendents and keepers and crews of surf- 
boats. 


I can only add that from time to time we have had to investigate 
this matter, andif there is any branch of the public service that is car- 
ried on economically and carried - energetically, earning its money 
and every dollar of it, it is the Life-Saving Service. 
coast of North Carolina two or threo years ago, going from Hatteras up 
and down nearly a hundred miles, and I have struggled from that time 
until now to have the surfmen and the life-boat and station keepers 
and superintendents provided for the way they ought to be, by having 
at each alternate station, 6 milesapart, a pair of strong mules kept for 
the purpose of carrying the surf-boats from point to point instead of 
making the men drag them the way they do now. But somehow we 
are s§ economical that we have not yet gotup tothat point. Allalong 
the stations on the New Jersey coast, and the North Carolina coast, and 
the New England coast, there ought at each alternate station to be kept 
at least one pair of mules to help those men drag the heavy surf-boats 
for miles. They would save dozens, perhaps hundreds of lives by that 
additional facility. 

Iustead of being extravagant in this service we have absolutely not 
gone to the point that common humanity requires us to go, for fear that 
somebody would s say that we were giving too much. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say in connection with this service that 
it has been so wisely and economically and carefully managed that one 
man, Mr. Kimball, now probably fifty or sixty years of age, has always 
had charge of it from the beginning to this hour; and through every 
administration, in all the mutations of party life and the changes which 
have been made, he has been kept as a model officer. I do not believe 
that any administration would be courageous enough to remove him 
for any cause. Besides, there is no party politics in ‘it in the slightest 
degree, nor could there be any, because the men employed are all labor- 
ing men, receiving thesmallest kind of compensation from the Govern- 
ment for the service rendered. 

I always like to bear testimony to the value and character of this 
service, because it was organized during my service in Congress. Mr. 
Cox, of New York, was one of the first to introduce the subject. It 
was begun by private charity on the coast of New Jersey, and after- 
wards taken up by Mr. Cox, a member of Congress. He organized 
the system to some extent and has taken a great deal of interest in it. 
He takes great pride init. I have also always from the beginning of 
the service to this time been very proud of the gradual growth and 
purity and excellence of the life-saving system. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should not like to have it understood that I did 
not appreciate the importance of the Life-Saving Service. I should not 
like to have it understood that I was not willing to appropriate all 
the money necessary to give efficiency to that service. But I do de- 
sire to repeat my protest against the expenditure of money on mere 
sentimental ideas. 
convictions and they express them. I have mine and I express mine, 
and I express them, not at random, but because it has been my duty 
to investigate this subject from year to year. 

You may take the charts that have plac es upon them where these 
life-saving stations are, and it seems as if there is hardly room for any 
more, and that they are placed without reference to utility. It is so 
convenient for us to billet our friends upon the public wherever there 
is a chance to create an office that it seems to me some protest should 
be made against it, 

The Senator from Ohio suggested that there was no politics in the 
Life-Saving Service. I recognize that, and I think any one who studies 
the action of Congress will recognize that there is hardly any politics in 
extravagance of appropriations. There seems to be no party but what 
tries to go ahead of all others in the extravagance of its appropria- | 


tions. 


I went along the | 


t 
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The PRESIDENT pro t the bill will pro- 


1 


ecd 


mpore. The reading ol 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 5, on page 18 
Mr. ALLISON, I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to 
the fact that the appropriations this year are $20,000 less than they 
were last year for the Life-Saving Service. 
_ REAGAN. On the question of economy I desire 
tion to lines 12, 13, and 14, on page 16: 
e! ] ing and life 


to call atten- 


For one superintend for the life-sav boat stations « the 


the Git f of Mexi o, 215 

That is a line of coast of about 1,500 miles. I believe, of dangerous 
coast. If superintendents are necessary, no one superintendent can 
discharge the duties on that length of coast and on that dangerous 
coast from the » mouth of the Mississippi to 
the capes of I lorida. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have another superintendent, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next omendme nt of the Committee on Appropri lations was, in 
the appropriations for the ‘‘ revenue-cutter service,’’ on page 18, line 
21, to increase the amount of the total appropriation ‘‘for expenses of 
revenue-cutter service ’’ from $915,000 to $950,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to insert: 

Construction of revenue steamer for southern eoast: For additional amount 
for construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the 
United States, $55,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 

‘$55,000’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘$36,500.’’ Sixty thousand 
dollars was appropriated for this vessel last year, but the Department 
can not build a suitable vessel for less than the $60,000 and the amount 

vhich I propose to add. 

Mr. REAGAN. Theestimate 
dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars, $60,000 
of which was = amare last year. This is for the southern coast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 24 and 25 of page 18, after ‘‘ United 
States,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ fifty-five thousand’ and insert 
‘thirty-six thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
for southern coast: For additional amount 


» Rio Grande around by th 


then. 


for that vessel is ninety-odd thousand 


Construction of revenue steamer 


| for construction of one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the 
| United States, $36,500, 


| the words 
| in line 22, after the words 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ engrav- 
ing and printing,’’ on page 19, line 17, after the words ‘‘ wages of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ not more than two hundred and twelve;’’ in line 20, after 
‘* wages of,’’ to strike out ‘‘not more than two hundred;’’ 
‘* wages of,’’ to strike out ‘‘not more than 
thirty-eight;” so as to read: 

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, and for wages 
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each, when employed, and 
for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, $398,000, to be expe nded 


| under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 
appropriating $398,000 for ‘‘ wages of plate-printers,’ 
out the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall not be an increase of the number of 
printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations raises the question which is involved in the controversy 
between the hand-press and the steam-press printing of the Govern- 
ment notes. Earlier in the session I introduced a resolution, which 
set forth at considerable length the views of those who are interested 


2, at the end of the clause 
’? etc., to strike 


steam plate- 


| in hand-work and against the machine-work employed in this business, 


. — . } 
Of course Senators have their opinions and their | 


| of the charge, that the 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and upon that reso- 
lution, which was of considerable length and went into the subject 
with much particularity, there has as yet been no report from the 
Committee on Finance. I am not aware that there has been any in- 
vestigation; certainly there has not been a full investigation. On re- 
flection I know there has been either a partial investigation or repre- 


sentations have been made from the Superintendent of the Bureau of 


Engraving and Printing to that committee; but in reply to his sugges- 
tions there has been no opportunity of hearing, as I am informed by the 
parties interested. 

It is charged, and with certainly a great degree of proof in support 
currency of the country is exceedingly depre- 
ciated since the employment of the steam-presses in the performance 
of the work, as compared with what it was in the earlier days when 
the work was done by hand-roller presses and by the hand engravers, 
so that the forging or counterfeiting of the paper money of the country 
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lin on page 18 It 1 be prin t 
he PRESIDENT p i } ‘ l ? : 
the Committee on Appropriations 
Mr. BLAIR. As I was saying tigat : ‘Pp 
by the House committee has resulted in a unanimous report against tl : a : ; . se t une 
further use of this sort of machinery in the printing of the Government r= ed : = aha , 7 Ses a “I ep 
currency; and the bill before us comes from the House with provisions oe — , se Oe Bee ae 
which seem to indicate that there may be something in this assertior , 6 and _ 6 pro: vO tan _ yea, and, oF ¢ 
The proviso at the end of this paragraph : Ke : ‘ ; tt 7 tro - 
Providec, That there shall not be an ins ise of the number of stea I . agai : : E : ; 
printing machines in the Engravi and Print y Bureau 5 1 t em] t ‘ ’ Canad th » al 
That is the language 3 fro id eee bal soy a ie yi} 
the paragraph our co uck rds, in line 17 : ; ' 
**not more two h v twentieth ee ae ; 
the words ‘*not mot twenty - - ; ; ae . 
and twenty-third line m rty- ae " 
which provis before the amendm ested by our o ‘ ; one 
mittee and as the bill cam ’ , 
power of the supe rintendent to « . ! 
printers’’ or “‘printers’ assistant 
presses.’?’ The amendmet ( 
have been adopted already by the S - 
so that at present the paragraph 
authority to employ those who woul 
on the hand-roller presses, a sort k : i 
for the Government formerly. Our 3 
agraph in the direction in which 
to leave the bureau, if it is to conti 3 
work of the Government, with u 
the amount of the appropriation, 
So there can be no obstruction 
committee make it as to the efficiency of the bureau and th 
of work that it can perform. ee 
Now comes this proviso, which the House puts upon the paragrag] I n of “s 1 
: That there ll not be an incr of t I st plat “ 
i chines in the Eneray d Pr 1 ‘ 
I desire to have that proviso retained, so that while it is st in t 
settled question of fact, if it be an unsettled question of fact, whe i ared i! 
the steam-press is deteriorating the work and robbing the country 
the allowance of counterfeit notes and opening a way, no y 
to what amount of difficulty in the transaction of o busin an it : 
what loss to the country there may be in this direction, no m a \ 
presses shall be added to this bureau. 4 he re 
I say that until it be determined by our own committee or the action b. ‘I 
of the Senate or some positive action of the other House, whether thi and : = 
| ; process of deterioration is going on, there should be no increase of the |. TI 
number of machines th l That is the proviso. If the | sheets th 
proviso is retained, the which the committee have made a 7 < 


in the previous part of the paragraph having been adopted, there will 
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done by the hand vress and relatively swift work by the steam press, instead of 


estimating the performance of the two in doing the same class of work. This 
error in estimation is believed sufficient to reduce the proportion from 4} toa 
possible 3 to 1 and reduce saving to nothing. 

8. Mr. Graves’s last report to Congress and letter in Book of Estimates show 
that he estimates the capacity of the two kinds of presses as 5tol1,and upon this 


basis anticipates a saving of (about) $149,000 per year from use of three steam 
presses lis last letter diminishes this estimated capacity to 47 and decreases 


nticipated saving by about $30,000, The other ignored points would about ex- 
tinguish the remainder of the $149,000. | 
%, An element of fraud has entered into former measurements of comparative 
performances of the two kinds of presses. Mr. Little was specially instructed | 
by Mr. Milligan, a former press-room superintendent under the present assist- | 


ant chiei of the bureau, to so execute steam work as to secure results more fa- 
vorabic to it than are secured in the course of ordinary work 
If Mr. Graves is called before your committee, I should be glad to be notified 


i have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J.H.RALSTON, 
Attorney foi the Executive Boar i, Knights of Labor. 


treet, northwes 


Hon. JoserH WHEELER, 
Chairman Committee on Eapendilures in the 
Treasury Depariment, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BLAIR. ‘The committee of the Knights of Labor interested in 


this matter have called upon me several times in regard to it, and said 
that they had had no opportunity of being heard before our Committee 
on Finance since the lengthy statement, which is a document of con- 
siderable length—I have it here at hand somewhere—made by Mr. 


Graves, and they controvert the great part of what he states in the | 


miscellaneous document containing his statement, which is forty-seven 
pages in length. ‘They said they desired to be heard, but for some 


reason, either from lack of insistence or failure to understand the ways | 
of getting around this Capitol, they had not been heard, and there has | 


been no action by the committee. They have given me this paper, 
which they say they will be glad to substantiate by evidence, and I 


introduce it because it becomes pertinent by this amendment, because | 


as the bill comes from the House it is designed to keep us from getting 
any deeper in this matter until we find out where we are, but which, 
if stricken out, will leave the superintendent in his animus at liberty 
to purchase and employ steam-presses to any extent he sees fit. They 
say: 

HOW THE GOVERNMENT GET THE PRESSES. 

First, The cost for privilege of construction is $500, 

Second, The cost of patterns for the different presses is $100 for each size, and 
it is stipulated in agreement said patterns must be returned to owners when 
press is constructed, 

Third. Twelve hundred and fifty dollars is paid for the construction of each 
press by the Government. 

Fourth. A royalty of $1 is paid on every 1,000 impressions printed on these 
presses while in use, 

Fifth. An employé of the bureau made all the improvement that is on said 
presses, and claimed he was forced to surrender his drawings and plans to the 
patentees, 

They have dwelt upon this with great explicitness, that the real use 
of these presses, so far as the Government is concerned, has been ac- 
complished by an employé of the Government, and thus these outside 
patentees are enabled, by means of the money of the Government itself 


. . ; ° | 
paid to its own employé who has operated these presses, to obtain an | 


advantage over the Government to the extent of the revenue they get 
from these presses, and we are invited to permit this process to go on 
indefinitely and without investigation. 

Sixth. Mr. Graves, in his testimony before Banking and Currency Committee, 
stated, ‘‘Among other things I have increased Mr. Harley’s pay recently, simply 
on account of his services.”” (Page 84, stenographer’s report.) 

Seventh. The work done on these presses is inferior, and alower standard has 
been adopted in the examination of steam-press work. (See Little’s testimony, 
Banking and Currency Committee, and page 17, Miscellaneons Document 131, 
Senate.) 

Mr. Graves has failed to show any saving in steam-presses. In computing 
his alleged saving he ignored the following important items: First, cost of priv- 
jlege of construction, $500; second, repairs of presses; third, spoilage of work ; 
fourth, cost of patterns; fifth, Harley's salary. 

We can show that the laboralone on one press getting reconstructed amounted 
to near $1,000. 

rhe late Colonel Irish says— 

I invite the attention of the Senate to this, for itis the judgment of 
Colonel Irish as to the relative meritof these two kinds of work. This 
is quoted from page 18 of Miscellaneous Document No, 131— 


“The bureau is fully equipped with hand-roller presses and need not make 
further outlay in many years. It is obvious” he continued, “ therefore, that to 
justify any of such presses’ (steam-presses), ‘‘ there must be a substantial saving 
to the Government in the cost of operating the power-presses as compared with 
the hand-presses. This would not be the case if very large sums should be paid 
for privileges and royalties to justify their use. The sums to be paid should be 
adjusted so as to make the cost of the work, including royalties and privileges, 
at least 50 per cent. cheaper than hand-presses.”’ 

We would also call your attention to the fact that no showing has been made 
in estimates or figures showing,any greater saving than 18 per cent., and in this 
showing several items have not been considered that would even reduce this 
saving if such it be, (Ex. Doc. 1, part 4, Forty-ninth Congress, page 692.) Bids of 
Treasury Department, American Bank Note Company, and Franklyn Bank Note 
Company for printing of postage-stamps will show and carry out this statement 
above as to saving in cost between hand and steam. 

The above report also contains the following language, on page 690, speaking 
of the cost of printing: ‘‘The two previous contracts expressly stipulated that 


the printing should be done on hand-roller presses, the use of steam-presses 
under the contract immediately preceding the same, which was silent as to the 
mode of printing, having resulted in extremely unsatisfactory work.” 

I have also matter which they stated that they would desire to submit. 
They present the case pointedly and briefly, and yet it seems long, be- 
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cause there are many points stated that they desired to submit to the 


Committee on Finance. I ask that this little pamphlet, which is one of 
eight pages, be printed in the RecorD without troubling the Senate 
to listen to my reading it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be printed in the 

RECORD unless objection be made. - 
The paper is as follows: 

Letter to the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment of the House of Representatives, in answer to a communication 
from Mr. E. O. Graves, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, rela- 
tive to comparative cost and excellence of steam and hand press plate-print- 


ing. 


to be present | Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER, 


Chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, House of Representatives: 
Str: I beg leave to submit the following reply to report sent by Mr. E. O, 
Graves to the Senate Committee on Finance on May 9, 1888, which report has 
recently, I understand, been laid before your committee, 
Mr. Graves’s report as to the expediency of discontinuing steam-press work 
or plate-printing is designed to cover the two questions as to relative excel- 


f 
| lence of work and economy as compared with hand printing. Upon the ques- 
¢ 


ion of excellence of work permit me to call your attention to the following 


| features of Mr. Graves’s communication. About page 13 Mr. Graves says: 


“‘As to the comparative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be 
said that, speaking in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand 
printing.”’ 

He then attempts to qualify this statement by applying it only to the black 
faces of notes, bonds, and drafts, and intimating that the same rule does not 
hold good in what he is pleased to regard as alower grade of work, such as 
ks, ete. That this supposed qualification is in itself baseless he shows on 
following page, when, in referring to the matter, he says: 

“If all of this work [greenbacks] could be done by hand by the most skillful 
and conscientious workmen, in the most careful manner, and under the most 
favorable conditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that process would 
best carry out the intention of the engraver,”’ etc. 

J submit that if Mr. Graves does not now have in his employment “‘ the most 
skillful and conscientious workmen,” who will do their work “ in the most care- 
ful manner,” or if he does not supply them with “the most favorable condi- 
tions,”’ he owes a prompt and satisfactory explanation to Congress, and should 








| not be allowed, without being held to the fullest accountability, to plead such 
| wants in such a controversy as this. Should a private firm obtain a reputation 


for the finest work, and afterward, upon producing inferior work, strive to ex- 


| plain its ‘deficiencies by suggesting *‘ the actual conditions under which work 


must be done in a large establishment’’ (page 14), a reduction of business would 
soon attest the insufficiency of the excuse. 

But the report under consideration shows that, however much Mr. Graves’s 
conclusions may be affected by his love for the steam press, in his own heart he 
recognizes the correctness of the position taken by the Knights ofLabor. About 
page 4, after referring to the present degradation of the work performed in his 
bureau upon the national-bank notes, contrasting the former beautiful plate- 

orinting of the Landing of Columbus, in black, surrounded by a green border of 
Codes and intricate design, with the present common brown print, with sur- 
face printing of a number in the center, he says of the latter: 

“It does not furnish the best security against counterfeiting, and is greatly 
inferior to the backs of the series of 1875, which it replaced. It would, in my 
opinion. be wise policy te restore the two plate printings of the old design.” 

We are content to accept Mr. Graves’s statement upon this point, and to ap- 
ply the same reasoning to the faces of the silver certificates, etc., which now re- 
ceive a single plate printing, together with a surface printing of the seal. We 
believe it is true of these notes, as well as of the backs of the national-bank 
notes, that the present method of production “does not furnish the best secur- 
ity against counterfeiting.”” Mr. Graves shrinks from the conclusion of page 
2 (2?) of this report (possibly on account of supposed added expense), yet logic- 
ally he must come to it. 

On page 2 of the report Mr. Graves very truly says that ‘‘the chief purpose of 
| the elaborate printing upon the public securities isto prevent counterfeiting,” 
| and on page 3, referring to the former backs’‘of the national-bank notes, he says, 
“the two printings (plate printings) and the quality of the work furnish excel- 
lent protection against counterfeiting.’’ He also explains why itis that plate 
printing is superior to surface printing. Yet in spite of these opinions, so 
frankly expressed, the fact is, that instead of the three plate printings which 
make the face of the earlier United States currency a thing of beauty and a de- 
fiance to the arts of the counterfeiter, we now have a single plate printing with 
| one surface printing, while the national-bank note backs have fallen from two 
| beautiful plate printings of intricate designs to one plate printing and one sur- 
| face printing, and the backs of the silver certificates now receive a single green 
| plate printing, executed not in such manner that the ‘quality of the work fur- 
| nishes excellent protection against counterfeiting,’ but after such fashion that 
the champion of the steam presses confesses on page 11, they “lack something 
| of the fullness of color of the very best hand printing.”’ 
| Ineedscarcely remind your committee that, as I have heretofore explained, 
| the want of “ fullness of color’’ indicates that the finest lines have been utterly 
wiped out and extinguished, and the remaining ones have not received their 
| full effect, and the whole has been rendered therefore more easy of reproduction, 
as having less decidedly the protective characteristics of plate-printing. 

Before leaving the subject of comparative excellence of work,it may be worth 
while to refer to Mr. Graves’s remarks on page12 as to the 50-cigarstamps. He 
| admits that they ‘‘do not come up to quite the same standard of excellence as 
the other securities printed by this press.”” The same fact has also been ad- 
mitted, as we are prepared to show, by Mr. Morgan, chief of the press room, 
But Mr. Graves is not deterred from the use of the steam-press on these stamps 
for this reason, as he immediately finds that “from the way in which they are 
issued and used (they) are not exposed to the same risk of being counterfeited 
as notes or bonds.”’ 

Here is another plain intimation that superiority of werkseanetie is a protec- 
tion, coupled with a more than doubtful statement of fact as to liability tocoun- 
terfeiting. Therecords of the Secret Service show that numbers of counterfeit 
plates of revenue stamps are yearly taken and destroyed. 

HOMER LEE PRESS. 


In speaking of this press (page 4), the idea is conveyed that no plate-printer 
is needed for it. Thisis erroneous. A plate-printer is employed at $ per day. 

Mr. Graves confesses the inferiority of the work done by this press, for he 
says “the impressions produced * * * have not the fullnessand richness of 
color of the best hand-work.”’ I have already commented upon the meaning 
of an expression similar to this. Again, Mr. Graves inferentially admits that 
the production of this press is not tested by the same rigid rule as is applied to 
hand-work, for he says ( 5): 

“Jt is not at all material that the printing should conform to the arbitrary 
standard of hand-printing, so long as the essential element of security is net 

| sacrificed,”’ 
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the use of distinctive paper, is believed to be the most effectual means,” 


Ty l sear y refer to the half-hearted nmendat f t press quoted these reasons at all Facts . 
} Mr. Graves Iam not surprised to learn, knowing the « ditions surrou oO . , on is s . that t 
x the test, t ta Treasury m nittee reported that ce i classes of work ea . lers it less s . 
might be satisfactorily printed on the press with more economy and more ra e fa - . 
pidity than byl l 3s,’ or that another committee found that several classes ar i : . 
f print might be done on that press in a satisfactory manner and with cor rhe « i of the 1 ‘ 
leral aving to the Government,” or that non-practical chiefs, such as M tory ¢ Poet ) 
irish and Mr. Graves, should be imposed upon in this matter. We ha it to \ 
n mind the fact that in the competitions between the two presses spex ee ai a : ; 
uctions have en quietly issued to the printers employed on the stea . ‘ S a ‘ . ‘ 
press to use methods not employed in the ordinary course of steam printing aa a ; a ae : g & 
and calculated to produce exceptionally favorable results for that press. { 2 : ‘ eo of in . 
Mr. Bur | is quoted as reporting to the Department that *‘ the Milligan press ie ; - : ; 
is * * a hand-printing press, so faras theapplication of intelligence tothe ae SHE CHIBI ao a , ’ 
polishing process is concerned, and its condition of work ia and the standard of I do not intend to rey tot 8 
the passage of it and its exan tion are the same as for the hand presses Mr. Graves under this head. Ina \ 
While I do not wish to question the sincerity of Mr. Burrill in his belief as to th resu obtained by any an] 
the standard for examination of the work ofthis press, we are prepared toshow | &8re absolutely not pertinent to the q t a ™ 
rain, as have shown before, that the then and now assistaut cl t ssed ¥ t further remar 
bureau directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a chil the No chic the bureau has ever ¢ S s 
street would not object to. eed of a practical man in s place a Mr. ¢ 
the ne Las ¢ pietely as the 
COMPARATIVE ECONOMY. | On page 16he says 
It is ult thing to learn from the reports of the bureau anything at all W hile there is no exact wa} f deterr g the exact r f 
satisfactory concerning the relative cost of steam and hand printing. Mr. Graves | P!! t paper by t 1m} 
says on page 13 of this report that “‘ there is an average net saving to the Goy- | Presses, t e is no reason to believe that it is g 
ernment of more than $4 for each dollar of royalty paid. Let us see about this : ; 
Mr. Graves is much more modest than formerly. In ma x up the ‘figures Any t in mechanics KI 3 that the presse ‘ 
upon which he based a recent answer to a House resolution Ex. Doe, 21 <n Oo: as da with the same ecls 
Fiftieth Congress, first session) he estimated the cost per thousand impressions \ in would make the s ! ! 
on the steam press at $6.28; on the hand press, $15.51; leaving a net gain by t of Mr Graves ‘ : t 
use of the steam press of $9.23, instead of M, for each dollar of royalty paid ‘ piete tests of the re . . ADS ‘ 
Mr. Gravesa’s figures somewhere lack the prime element of accuracy. If ther practical cnief of the bureaud es t 
But there is reason to believe that his statement this time is, as before, wide of Ay be pard ned the further er t ¢ 
themark. In Executive Document No.224,Forty-seventh Congress,first session, ’ : only hand presses are s t. 
we find that a committee, giving the matter more careful attention than M We take this o asion to again say Ul 
Graves ever seems to have bestowed upon it, reported that the cost of printing | Press‘ e testitied to by es of yes ; 
1,000 impressions by hand, in green ink,was $11.26; 1,000 impressions by stear equal stret ; of the paper asa result of itcan! 
press, $8.61, excl fr rhis would give a sa g of $2.55 for ea S i hand | I ; 
dollar of roya paid, or,including royalty, make steam-press work, with all | ® c ets t ‘ en } : 
its imperfections, only 15— per cent. cheaper than hand work } the ary notwithstanding 
I have heretofore alluded to the many errors involved Graves’s est N ‘ L have alre cost the ¢ é t 
mate submitted to Congress. Let me now add that they vitiate every figure | ™&@™ry sands of doMars. ine‘ e! ent t 
r 1ed in the report we are now consideri experimenting with & hydrat printing pre I 
Examining the figures he has presented seria find that pract chief. Hundreds of thousands v W ‘ 
f that printing tints and seals, now done by surface pri ng for $ tical ¢ el an effort to size } aper after | t - At 
cost by plate printing nearly ten times as much, or $24 ab I t ) per n 
suppose that in presenting such a statement as this Mr out 
rageously imposed upon. Besides a manifest e Mr. | } rar 
Graves in compiling them has ignored the fact th ! i to the ‘ 
before your comuittee a very large proportion of the w 1 the ntellig« i st 
surface-printing presses of the bureau would still remain to be executed in the ‘ if s 
same manner. rie eage it ss t 
To replace the Homer Lee press by hand-presses he estimates would call for ate 
the employment of five additional plate printers and five assistants,ar ld n i ra 
increase the annual expense by $5,124. Inasmuch as Mr. Gr h ers of i t 
mate has been‘that one press did the work of five printers,and 2 printer with Gove! tw i 
an assistant is already employed to take charge of this press, under no circum- I 
stances could more than four additional men and four istants be called for imseir tf 
But Mr. Graves’s estimate of additional cost al further erroneous for the ag f t 
\ same reasons that his estimates of comparative expense of the two presses is 8 
% erroneous, 
: Mr. Graves further states that to replace the stcam-presses in the bureau ) it t 
would require the employment of at least seventy-three additional printers and r 
thirty-eight additional printers’ assistants, and add $95,465 to the annual cost of ’ i 1 
% maintaining the bureau. to t 
Inasmuch as there are nineteen steam presses, with their pressmen, now at t t 
work in the bureau, heestimates these nineteen presses as performing as much | Telegra ( if 
work as nineteen and seventy-three men would do; in other words, that they | ‘ I : me busines : 
are equivalent to ninety-two men, and therefore work in about the proportion | the model ofliceof thiscountry. Horace Greeley t 
of5tol. In his recent report to Congress (Executive Document No, 210. Fif- | self as a pr il newspaper manager, wa eived it . 
tieth Congress, first session) he estimated the production of one press as equal high officials,” and ever ito become a « ‘ t 
ie to four and three-sevenths men on hand-presses, and, as I have before shown | A former carpenter was regarded asa ent 
2 your committee, to arrive at even this result he ignored most important ele- | postion of ¢ f-Justice i States, an : t . 
* ments. We see, therefore, that no reliance can be placed upon his estimate | on equal terms men holding higher positions than that of f 
x just referred to. Members of your honorable committee in their own pet satt t t ! 
‘g Certain minor points of the communication we are considering need but a | ous falsehood of the assumptions in which Mr. Graves indulged w ned 
- passingglance. At thebeginningof Mr. Graves’s administration two hundred | the p sTaph apoy uoted 
of and twenty-five plate-printers found employmentin the bureau. Nowitcon-| ButlIr {not mu nstances rearet > 
x tains but one hundred and eighty-seven. If we are told that this reduction ig | professions i’ plate | g ses 
in consequence of the Congressional enactment restricting the number to one | Who co 1 not suitable to! t ‘ i“ 
| hundred and eighty-seven, we have to say that this restriction was made at } mes d not fear tl mong 1 me é ‘ 
; Mr. Graves’s request. Our special reason for referring to the reduced number | filling with honor to themselves and 
is to answer, as far as the fact goes, the allegation that the bureau is not large | of Chief of the Bureau 
L enough to contain the printers necessary to do the work by hand. The Gov- Very respectfully, yours, 
ernment already owns sufficient ground about the present bureau on which to | 4 
place without inconvenience another building of the same size were the neces- | A ey F : 
sity for it to exist. But there should be no question of economy when the safety Now. Mr. President. so far as tl 
t of the Government issues is the matter under consideration. Upon this poin +s | fe 4] ae Cw so 
we can not do better than quote from the report of the Committee on Banking | W21Ch Of thes r ; 7 ; , 
and Currency (H. R. No, 150, second session Forty-third Congress | is nothing to s te j 
‘All these circumstances have satisfied the committee that methods of print- tion is raised w tin I . 
r ing, numbering, sealing, and issuing of the securities of the United States ought | ¢ +3... +. :. espriogaton : 
F to be adopted which will approach the nearest to being absolutely secure against of evidence is : _ =n —~ = , , 
ce error and fraud, even if such methods should be much more expensive than | there is any substantial saving in the matt ( t d t 
yt others having less guaranties of protection.” troversy cones rning so important a matter as 1 rrity of ft 
& And again (page 20) with regard to internal-revenue stamps: Tete wate Ee ee ee ee ee ee : ; 
at “While the individual citizen may have comparatively little interest in the | Té2cy of the United States, WHER WNC OUNCE FLOUSE | , , 
Oo stamps, the public revenues are heavily involved. These suffer, and the honest this stez m-press work, and have indicated thei: l l 
tax-payers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an unau- tion. I think I ar ustified in asking that the mits r¢ ; 
ty thorized and dishonest issue of genuine stamps. To prevent counterfeiting the emerging eee ed : s 
ct highest attainable artistic and mechanical skill in the execution, together with amendment, and let the matter go } 


gated, and not increase the use of the stean 
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The PRESIDENT ; lempore. The question is on agreeing to the | found, upon examining this paragraph respecting appropriations for the 
amendme i byt Committee on Appropriations. | Bureau of Engraving and Printing, two inconsistent provisions. One 
Mr. HAWI aim obliged to differ with the committee on this | was that there should be a limited number of plate-printers required 
matt I do e that the best work can yet be possibly done | in the first place, and then that a certain number of these machin« 
by: vest work in plate printing. There are some things | should be used—sixteen of them—the number now employed in the bu- 
th » not be de by machinery. We see very respectable chro- | reau. Of course the House, by the provision they inserted, indirectly, 
m it is true, but nobody supposes that a first-class work of art, a | although not directly, provided that sixteen of these machines should 
painting, can be made by a machine. It requires the mind and the | beused. If these machines are what the Senator from Connecticut and 
individual finger, hand, soul, and eye of the artist to do it. | the Senator from New Hampshire say they are, they ought to be taken 
[t is true of this work that it can not be conducted in chromo style, | out immediately. The committee had a delegation of the plate-print- 
and one lence of that is that the bureau does not print the face of | ers before them and listened to their statements. They did say with 
bills by machinery, it prints the back, as that is supposed to be of less | great emphasis that the printing done by these steam-presses was not 
importance Upon it there is usually only one tint, the green, and | such printing as should be executed upon notes that are intended to 
a little darker or a little lighter shade here and there is not of so much | circulate, and they wanted this proviso retained, I believe. 
consequence. ‘I have not yet had the audacity and disregard of Mr. BLAIR. Yes 
art to attempt to print by machinery such exquisite engravings as we | Mr. ALLISON. On the other hand the Superintendent of this 
still continue to have in the Treasury Department. We have issued | Bureau of Engravingand Printing wanted to buy more of the machines, 
the handsomest paper money in the world. There is nothing finer in | and therefore he wanted us to cut down the number of plate-printers 
t iy of vignettes and portraits to be found, in my judgment, inart | named in this paragraph. 
anywhere than can be found in our Federai money, and nobody has; The Committee on Appropriations not being practical printers, not 
yet ventured to print by machine the admirably engraved faces of | being skilled in engraving, and not having the time to go into a care- 
Martha Washington, and Hancock, and ricks, and Garfield that | ful and elaborate consideration of so important a matter as the ques- 
I hold in my hand That is done by the delicate touch of the hand, | tion of the currency and how it should be printed and executed, be- 
which alone can perform the task perfectly, as [ will explain in a f lieved that the wisest thing to do was to put this responsibility where 
nomen it properly belonged, namely, with the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
cut plates of steel are inked over by a hand-roller, and | is the responsible officer, having charge of the entire printing of the 
then they are rubbed over with soft cloth or other material to take off | currency, and is it to be supposed for a momentthat a Secretary of the 
the surplus ink. Where the cut of the plate is deeper, the ink is of | Treasury, responsible for a thousand millions of paper money—because 
course abundant { much must be left there for a dark impression. | all our paper money is printed under his direction—will, when his at- 
Where the engraving is light and delicate less ink is required, but care | tention is called to this question, allow for a single instant inferior 
nust be taken not to wipe off too much. The final wiping is done by | work to be done there? Therefore we felt that it was an injustice for 


I 
ball of the hand, and with practice the true plate-printer becomes ex- | us by legislation to undertake to limit and prescribe and control a re- 





quisitely correct with eye and hand. No machine is a substitute for | sponsible Cabinet officer in the execution of a great trust which the 
the eye, the hand, the skill and training of the plate-printer. He | law confides to him. 

leaves just the right quantity of ink in the fine trenches of the plate Hence we said, we will leave this matter so that the Secretary of the 
and none at all where none is needed. His hand goes with an inde- | Treasury, if he chooses, can put into the street these sixteen presses 
cribable delicacy over the beautiful vignette. Then the plate is put | whichitis alleged donotdo proper work, andemploy, astheSenator from 
under the hand-press, where the hand of the trained artisan follows it, | Connecticut says he should employ, just so many hand plate-printers 


and there comes out an impression wonderful in clearness, fineness, and | as will be necessary for the execution of this work, if it should be exe- 
precision. | cuted. So the committee, after looking the field all over, feeling its 
‘ow a certain kind of beautiful work can be done by machinery. | incompetency to decide so important a question as this is in the way 


Take the back of one of these bills, and look at these extraordinary con- | we were compelled to decide it, and in the way the Senate will be 
there. That is done by a machine, and | compelled to decide it if it decides it one way or the other, because it 





volutions of fine lines found 
the hand could not do that with such fearful accuracy. The geometric | is not in the nature of things that each Senator can have the informa- 
lathe does it. | tion that the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from New 

But who would undertake to engrave with a machine the face of | Hampshire have on this subject—so the committee said, ‘‘We will 
Madame Washington on the bill I hold inmy hand? Notwo lines are | strike this all out and leave the Secretary of the Treasury to execute 
exactly alike in strength or direction. Only the live hand can give | the trust which the law confides to him in a respectable way for the 
those inimitable touches. But that plate must be printed by hand as | benefit of those who use this money and pass it from hand to hand.’’ 
well as engraved by hand to do it justice. | ‘That was the motive. So the Senator from Connecticut does not differ 

I think I am stating the simple truth, as every artisan of this field | from the committee. The committee simply say that in a legislative 
will tell you that you can not maintain the excellence of the work of | way we can not run every bureau and every machine in this Govern- 
the Government by this steam plate-printing. Even in so printing the ment. 
back we find that the dampening and the stretching are irregular and | I had the support of the Senator from New Hampshire in the first 
the register is not perfect. You can often find that the printing of | amendment to this paragraph, because he says that the number o: 

he two sides does not exactly coincide, and when the bills are cut you | plate-printers should not be confined as the House confined it. Finding 
will find the width of margins varying, and in some cases even some | these two inconsistent provisions, one compelling the Bureau of En- 
of the impression cut off. | graving and Printing to use these machines and the other simply say- 

I would stand by the House provision and not enlarge the number of | ing that they shall buy no more of them, we struck out the proviso 
these steam-presses, because they do not do as good work, and in these | without expressing an opinion upon this question. If whatis here said 
peculiarly delicate things they never will, in my judgment. It is not | be true, the Secretary of the Treasury is the proper officer to turn 
sate to say that anything will not be done in this mechanical and in- | these presses into the street and employ such instrumentalities as will 
ventive age, but the machine is not master here yet. secure good work in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

For an illustration see the type-setting business. Every publisher I think the Senator from Connecticut will admit that the Committee 
of books or newspapers has been these many, many years saying to in- | on Appropriations did wisely in not limiting the number of plate- 
ventors who claimed to have a perfect type-setting machine, ‘‘Prove | printers. Now, if we shall not limit their number, why is it that we 
it; come along with your type-setter; we are waiting for it.’? Every | shall here in a legislative way direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
day a man comes along and says, ‘‘I have got it; Icandoit—Eureka!’’ ; use the presses he has and not buy any more? That is all there is 
‘* Do it,’’ says the publisher; and yet they have not fully done it yet. about it. 

The publisher says, ‘‘Show that you can do it, and then you are rich, But I think justice to the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
\ 





abundantly rich.’’ They do partof it; but they can not doit all. All| Printing requires that I should send to the Secretary’s desk his letter 
the so-called ‘‘ reading matter’’ in the London Times for some years | upon this subject and have it read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 
July 9, 1888. 

Sir: In reply to the inquiry made of me when I was last before your com- 
aa : : . : ° . > mittee, I have the honor to state that six additional steam-power plate-printi! 
rhis is not an ordinary case of objecting to a labor-saving machine | presses of the Milligan pattern could be used to advantage in this bureau i 
because it might dispense with workmen. By no means. There is | the printing of the — SEES. The een ot this additional num- 

elon nae dll ea reer a ae eh wen 3 ber of presses would cause an annual saving of upwards of $23,000, and enab!c 

no mechanic, certainly no intelligent American mechanic, who does | ¢h¢ bureau to accomplish its work in a smaller space and with a less number o 
not know that he is every day in danger of competition with an in- | operatives than if the additional work were to be done by hand. The last twelve 
vention in some kinds of work. It is almost inevitable. presses of this — ~ we py into - a have poses entirely suc- 
hike ¢ is Reine ie . ee cessful. “All of the backs of the new silver certificates of the denominations 
While in this instance the plate-printers may have some prejudice | of) $3 $5, and $10 have for many months been printed upon these presses ina 


against a machine because it reduces the number of employed artisans, | manner which, in the opinion of the experts of this bureau and of other ex- 


‘think that most decidedly they have judgm f true artists on | perts in bank-note printing, is fully equal to the best hand work.” 
f thin , ee , the judgment of true * For evidence of the quality of the work it is only necessary to refer to the cer- 


their side. J 
-_ . . . acs tificates themselves. In clearness, sharpness, and uniformity of impression, and 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations | all the qualities which tend to prevent successful counterfeiting, they are up to 


has been set up by machines, but in the variegated work of the adver- 
tisements the hand of the compositor is still necessary. In short, 
there is still room for individual character and skill; the machine is 
not everything. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. 
regard to it. 


Mr. BLAIR. Upon ji raword. This! 


ry year there | 

iency and to the man 

I donot recollect aCon 
ular point, but what tl! 


Ol « se, was creat 


: = 
more or less of leg 


er in which its duties have 

gress in which bj 5 
are doing at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the way in which 
they do it—has not been the subje fd 


branches of Congress, and we have always had jurisdiction of it, not- | Engraving 


this subject 


waxes 


iscussion in one or both | called upor 


CALL 
fF and i'l LIng, an Old eI 


withstanding the existence of the Secretary of the Treasury. I pre- | been trusted for a long time and th: 
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of the Treasury has a right to rely and 
ight it had arightto rely, and he brought 
iines and the work done by hand, and 
f the experts in his department agreed 
as equal to the hand work, and 
able to distinguish, I 
t pretend to be an expert, which was the 
raves tells us that 

of the denominatic 
| upon these presses ina ma 
yureau and of other experts in 
best hand work. 


@ work % 


comiuittee, was 


ms of $1, $2 


certificate 

been print 

experts of this 

ba note printir fully equai to th 
ommittee, and the head of the bureau 
bac i by h rts averred that to be the fact. 
kinds ot 
f ecticut or other gentlemen who are greater experts 
than I!am may be able to se I thought he was the man that we 
ought to trust in regard to it, and therefore the committee struck out 
the limitation as to the number of men he might employ and the num- 
she might use, and gave him the money that was needed 
work and all the work. 


Hie howed the 1@ ¢ 


any dillet the two 


Senator fi 


ber of presse 
to do hi 

year, he needs a great many more than he does at other times, 
3 not uniformity, of course, in his needs from day to day. 

{ was very much impressed on hearing the statement made by the 
men who preferred the hand work and by the statement which Mr. 
Graves makes here. Iie says 

The steam-power to plate-printing presses is in the line of the 
mechanical development which has long been taking place in every other 
branch of y, aud especially in typographic and lithographic printing. 
One or more n-power plate-printing presses are in use in every large plate- 
printing establishime t 
competition with them 


application of 


it must resort to the labor-saving devices which they 


emplo 
nj y 


When I heard the editorial read from the newspaper sent up by the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIn] my mind ran back to the | 


time when we had a controversy as to whether the Bureau of Engrav 
lug 
note companies of New York should do such work for us, and they 
were bidding for it, and claimed that they could do it cheaper, and 


proof was gone into that other printing-press campanies had received | °) 7 . : : : 
b I &-P I | the outside bank-note companies, for I am a firm advocate of keeping 


our work, and they had done it so cheaply that they had broken down 
the (overnment itself in doing its own work, and then they doubled 


and trebled and quadrupled their demands upon us until, after full | 


discussion, we determined that it was better that the Government 
should control the printing of its own notes and its own securities and 
have its own work done by itself, and not be at the mercy of the bank- 
note companies in New York or Philadelphia or anywhere else, and 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has done the work ever since. 

I have no doubt of the fact that the pressof New York and the bank- 
note companies of New York would be glad to break us down again 
and get control of all our printing, and the editorial which has been 
read—no doubt an opinion honestly entertained—states that that is 
the better way. If, however, we are to continue to do this work for 
ourselves, we must do it in such a way as to show to the country that 
we are not wasting the money of the people, and therefore we must 
use the appliances that private establishments employ. 

Mr. Graves, I believe, has no political object in this matter. I think 
he is a Republican. I know he is a good officer and has been kept in 
for a long time under former administrations as well as this, and I as- 
sume therefore that he is not giving us information with any political 
bias, though I am not sure about his politics. He says: 

It is hardly necessary that I should endeavor to refute the ancient fallacy 
which lies at the bottom of the opposition to these presses, that any device 
which lesgens the amount of labor required to produce a given result is an in- 
jury to the laboring man. 

When the gentlemen representing the plate-printers were before the 
committee, thesuggestion being made that the use of these presses would 
prevent the employment of as many men as were beforeemployed, while 
getting twice the result with the same amount of money, I asked the 
question whether on the same principle we should not have to stop all 
the presses in the Government Printing Office, all the folding-machines 
that do the work so quickly and so well. We might as well destroy 
the reaper and the mower and the hay-rake, and go back to the sickle 
and the flail to get out our agricultural products, as to say we will ig- 
nore machinery simply because it is machinery. That will not be con- 
tended for by anybody, and I do not know that it is contended for here. 
When the chief of the burean tells us that he is getting the work done, 
in his opinion and in the opinion of his experts, as well as it can be 
done by the hand-press, and is getting it for half the money, and 
when we are seeking to establish that we can do it as economically as 
the bank-note companies of New York, Philadelphia, or anywhere else, 
the committee thought it was wise to give him an opportunity to carry 
it on. 

The chairman of the committee very well remarked that surely no 
Secretary of the Treasury with ordinary intelligence would allow notes 
that would be easily counterfeited to go out from under his jurisdic- 
tion of printing and taking care of affairs merely to save a little money. 
If this discussion shall have the effect of calling sharp attention to the 


| if the investigation of the Secretary of the Treasury ar 


| provided for in the bill by the House to 


As one I can notsee | 
work, no matter what the | 
| ‘* You shall run ten, or twelve, or fifteen, or 
| doing inferior work, but you shall not increase the number.”’ 


JULY 27, 


ubject and the steam-presses have to go out, let them go. We have 
not provided for any; we have not limited the bureau as to men; and 
y and the investi- 
gation of Mr. Graves and the investigation of the expert 

that counterfeiting is promoted by the use of these presses, we have 
given them all the money they asked; we have given them the right to 
employ all the men they need; we have given them authorit; 


- to take 


| out the presses; and surely if counterfeiting is made easy by the use 
of any presses, twelve or sixteen presses can do as much damage as any 


other number, for they can print enough of that bad money which is 
make the whole system 
vicious. 

If it is found to be vicious, we have done what we ought to have done, 
we have given Mr. Graves power to employ as many men as will do all 
the work, and take all the presses out. We do not propos 
teen of these presses, 
There 
If there is a vice which 


to say, 


Six 


certainly is no propriety in such a provision. 


| makes it expedient that the machines shall not be used, they may be 
C ‘ : | stopped altogether. 
Sometimes, at some seasons of the | 


There | Seere tary of the Treasury or upon the superintendent of the Bureau? 


If there is not, and the work is done as well, and 
done for half the money, why should we be putting restrictions upon the 


That was the idea we had‘about it, and that is all, so far as I know, 
that the committee took into consideration. We did not propose to 


| settle this question, and while it is pending we thought we should 


neither limit the number of men nor the number of presses. That was 


| done in the bill of the House both as to men and presses; but we left 
| the question entirely open to be settled as future investigation might 
' determine that it ought to be settled. 
in the country, and if this bureau is to hold its own in | 


When there was a doubt about 
which was right, I thought, and the committee thought, that the super- 
intendent of the Bureau, upon whom the responsibility rests, with as 


| strong a letter as this which has been read from the desk and a part of 


which I have read again, was the proper person to decide what was best 
to be done; and that was the consideration which controlled the action 


and Printing should be established at all, or whether the bank- | of the committee in coming to a determination. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no harsh or unfriendly crit- 
icism to make upon Mr. Graves. I think he is a capable and faithful 
man. Neither is this criticism addressed to the work in the interest of 


that work in the hands of the Government and keepingit out of ruinous 
cheap competition. It is the duty of the Government to make sure of 
its being excellent. That is the reason why I supported the bureau as 
against the outside opposition some time ago. 

The Senator says that the work of the machine is fully equal to 
hand work. Why is it, then, that they do not use these machines for 
the face of the money where the fine work is tobe done? They do 
not put the finest engraving through the machine press, I am told. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; I meant to say what Mr. Graves said, 
that for portions of the work they did the machines were equal to hand 
work, but as the Senator from Connecticut very well remarked, there is 


| a fine part of the work which always has been done, and so far as Mr. 


Graves advises us he expects it always will be done by hand, it being 
work of the general character which the Senator from Connecticut so 
well described as being necessary to be done by hand. The machines 
do not do all the work; they never have done it, and I suppose never 
will. That is the way I understand it; but Iam nota practical printer 
nor engraver and I know very little about it. I do not know the 
minutix, except that I am very sure Mr. Graves said that certain parts 
of the printing was done by hand, but that the portion he now has done 
by the presses is as well done as the work by hand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator. The truth is that to 
those who advocate this press it does not make so much difference 
whether it is good work or not; it will be good enough, they think, for 
that part of the bills. There I differ with them, and I think a careful 
examination of thirty or forty bills by the Senator himself, although 
he says he is not an expert, will satisfy him that the machine presses 
do not exhibit the best work. Mr. Graves says one or more of these 
presses is used by every outside company. Why only one or two? 
Because only second-class work can be intrusted to them. I say the 
whole of our work ought to be the best that canbe done. The Senator 
overestimates the saving,in my judgment. ‘That has been stated suffi- 
siently in the memorial of the plate-printers themselves. 

Again—and it is all I shall say—it is not a question of saving $25,- 
000 or $50,000. It is a question of excellence, and indeed I think that 
a trial before a competent tribunal will demonstrate that we are right 
in stopping the increase of those presses. While I think nobody desires 
now to go to so radical a measure as throwing them away, yet my own 
private judgment is that they ought not to touch our paper money 
at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have in my hand a card, a formal card, such as we 
use in the courtesies of life, which was passed to me by my colleague, 
and I am informed that even this kind of printing is done only by the 
hand-press. The engraving is first done by the hand. We have not 
acquired such skill in the use of machinery as yet that even the ordi- 
nary civil associations of life are allowed to be carried on without the 
skill of the hand-press. The machine has not progressed so far as to 
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in circulation, obtains advantage vhi he could not poss 
obtain if the work had retained not onlv t fir } + + Berahiin » 


of the hand engraver. 






































But, it being conceded by everybo that high quality i 
d important thing to obtain, it is not a question between the int 
‘ tion of machinery nd lab becaus ] ! 
I t periorm i great deal tie 1eT i i t it deal 
eX} That not the controve i L Se rs ought 1 
o try, as Mr. Grav the writer of tl le t 1 t bu 
does, to change the real issu r we might v ir \ eat « 
pens 1 order th oO curren shou be f f t rt of 
counterieite!l I Cl real thi 
to b iined in the s that 
ot tion 1 I ) ny 
( verni and out 
i am not in favor ol m 
n who object to the ork to be do 
i the Governme:! | t hand 1 
1us all are interested. itself 
get compensation fo yn ien of the 
country are intereste ilation itself 
should be as perfect or 
The Senator from K hat rt 1 
dled with the matter é rely to 
11¢ tion of the Seer i have uncde 
{ to do so But Lr} ] 
ude tl appropriat vi to 
expenditure of the mo conditior t 
ha dor nior S proviso wiicn 
ne to us fromt Hous and l 1 is 2 limitation upon the i 
of machines, they have doue what in law is called the office of t 
rative pri it. By striking it cut the ned full libert 
to ploy or use just as many machines as the supe lent may sec 
t rhat is what they have done. They have removed the limitation 
where one already existed; and so the Senator ! t it tl 
| ‘ committee place us in the attitude g th ited of 
2 { machines against which compla 
: But I do not wish to take up the Senate. I have 
. . all that I desire to sav, and so far nceerned, | mit the 
. 4 question to the Senate 
1 ; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend 
1 I ported by the Committee on Appropriations to strike out t 
9 ] h have been read at the desk 
e % sAIR The vote to strike out is to sustain the mmiuttee ? 
> : RESIDENT pro te nupore. The vote “ay ’? is to agree with 
e the committee, who reported the amendment to strike out. 
r Mr. BLAIR. So those against striking out will vote ‘‘no”’ 
:. Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be stated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
3 will be again read. 
‘| The SECRETARY. On page 20, 2, the committee report to strik« 
it out the following proviso: 
ps P ided, That there shall not be an increase of the num! of steam plat 
: printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau 
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote in the affirmative strikes 
’ out what has just been read. The vote inthe negative retainsit. The 
oo uestion is on agreeing to the amendment. [Putting the question. ] 


M 
The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. BECK. Let us have a division on that. 

Mr. HOAR, Let it go until the bill reaches the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no quorum here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ask for a division ? 
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{ { j ' r i j tion is 1 de 
‘1 14 
‘ on page 40, line 25, before the word 
» st ( nty-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
to 1 
t [ I { spor ‘ pane hop udin 
( or otl ‘ $50,000; and in exper 
j l'reasury is aut rized and directed to tra 
ire re i free of « rge, silver coin when rc- 
qu ed to i ib in eq amo in coln or currency shail 
i en ted ! 1 subtrea y applicant « 
t ha I rt to Congress the 
1 tT a 0 ’ 
I 

Ir ALLIS l imena t1 be « i it 

Che amendment re l 

ri l t] ll y resumed. The next amendment of tl 
( on Appropriatio vas, on page 41, after line 22, to insert 

oO its at tP lelp) : Tocover the difference between 

] i copper cents and their value as metallic co}; 

per ‘ rtoe the 1 it Philadelphia to properly dispose of a stock 

« i ttor1 or for t purpose of alloy, $1,500, or so much 
there em b r for t l on such «¢ 

‘I ! Iment was l 

TI next amendmen was, On page 42. line 14, before the word 

‘thousand,’’ to strike o fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to ‘ 
i cjause 1 l 

j clive pa | ed I For pap it I 3 
} il t ~¢ ’ ) a y 4 itt i c ? Lu t j 
Y of« l it lex $ 

‘J i I a it V i d to 

The ne umendment w on page 44, line 4, after the words “‘ new 
buildin to strike out ‘‘exclusive of personal service except for work 
don by « tract:’ sO s to re ul: 

I ture l repairs of furnitur For furniture and repairs of furniture, in- 
‘ carpets, for all pul ldings under the control of t Treasury Dx 
I nt, including marine h itals, and furniture, carpets, chandeliers, and 

tures for1 I I 200,000. And all furniture now owned by tl 
{ i Stat r i I s shall be used as far as practicable, whether it 
‘ mds w 1e@ pre t rerulat ins for furniture or not 

i amendment was agreed to. 

I next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, at the end of the clau 
making app iations for ‘‘furniture and repairs of furniture for public 
buildings under « rol of Treasury Department,’’ to add the folloy 
ing proviso 

I . 4 r tl sum nore than $10,000 may be ex; led for 
t ‘ i id draughtsmen. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would explain the reason for that amendment 
striking out and inserting. At line 4 thecommittee recommend strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘ exclusive of personal service except for work done 
by contract it is impossible for all the little work about these 
pu buildings to be done by advertisement and contract. Therefore 
we struck out those words and inserted the proviso, so that for any 


work o be re x1 to advertise. 


f impeptance the officers would 
‘amendment was agreed to. 


eading of 


yuire 


the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 


on page 44, line 18, a the words ‘‘ marine hospitals,’’ to insert 
‘*ineluding;’’ and afte e word ‘‘ hospitals,’’ in line 19, to strike out 
included;’’ so as to re ae 
Fue}, lights,and water for public buildings: For fuel, lights, water, electric- 
ght plants, including repairs thereto, in such buildings as may be designated 
y the Secretary of the Treasury for electric-light wiring, and miscellaneous 
I 


quired by the janitors and firemen in the proper care of the building 
,.and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal services, for all public 
s, including marine hospi under the control of the Treasury De- 
irtment, inclusive of new 25,000, 


tals, 
3, $f 





building 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after the word ‘‘ Department, 
at the end of line 19, to strike out ‘‘three thousand five hundred’ 
and insert ‘‘four thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Plans for public buil For books, photographic materials, and in dupli 
cati plans required for all public buildings under control of the Treasury De- 


partment, $4,000, 


The amendment was a 
The next amendment was, 
sand,’’ to stril nty ’’ and insert 
clause read: 
Cor pensati 
: ses under the cu 


reed to. 
on page 46, line 13, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
‘*thirty;’’ so as to make the 


e out ** twe 


f For compensation in lieu of moicties in 


laws, $30,000, 


eties: 


revenue 


m 


stoms 


min lieu < 
li Ce 





The amendment was agreed to. 

‘I the next amendment was, on page 46, after line 18, to insert: 

Anchorage of vessels in port of New York: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to carry into effect the provisions of ‘‘An act relating to the anchor- 
age of vessels in the port of New York,” approved March 16, 1888, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after line 7, on page 46: 
and bounty claims of Indian soldiers: For continuing the 
in claims of Indian soldiers and their heirs for arrears of 


} 
10 


Investigating p: 
investigation of « 
pay 

The amendment was agreed to. 
On page 46, 





$2,000 


7, 


and bounty 


Mr. ALLISON. after line 23, I move to insert: 
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ENFORCEMENT OF THE ALIEN CONTRACT-LABOR LAWS 
or the purpose of carrying into ecfllect 5 pre isions ol the alice < 
pproved February 26, 1835, as amended bs the act approved I 
and to defray the expenses whic 1 the Secretary of the J 8 ; 
t r byt provisions of said last-n ed act, $50,000, or s 
may be necessary, to » paid out of the mimigrant fund : ded 
t approved August 2, 1882, entitled “A to re 
{ 
i end it was : 1 to 
Ir. ALLISON Im itely after that I m to ins 
] s of e! from « To defray the expe 
the rev from customs, ! il to t f 
mi this rj t i l I { I it 
Che amendment \ d to 
ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to make a correction in 
», on page 46, by striking out the w March’’ and inserting 
the word ‘‘ May;”’ so as to make the line 1 
Pi | May 16, I . 
The PRESIDING OI R (Mr. Cui 1 the « The ¢ f 
Clerk wil te the proposed amendment. 
Che Cuter CLERK. On page 46, in line 22, it is proposed to amend 
y striking out the word ‘*‘March”’ and inserting the word ‘‘May;’’ so 
3 to read: 
To « ible the} Vy < I v Vv ellect t pi f 
nact relating to th ne f ve in tl port « w ¥ 
ved May 16, 1 
The amendment was agreed to 
Che reading of the bill was resumed Che 3 amendment of t 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 47, at the end of the clause 
appropriating $130,000 for ‘* propagation « od fish ’ to add the 
following proviso 
vided, That the building known a e Arm B ling, W D. 
( 3 hereby tu rred to the cl e United 3 Commis rof 
I 1 and Fisheries for use a hatching and distr ting station and for offi 
} : 1; e'« 7 
ine amenament Vv a to 
The next amendme1 s, on page 47, line 24, before the word ‘‘thou- 
’? to strike ou two’’ and insert ‘*‘ thre o as to make the 
( read 
of office Unite ta I ( ssion: For it of 1 n 
Vashington, $3,006 
ALLISON. It will be observed that by the preceding proviso 


control of the Fish Commission. 
was framed that in addition to 
there 


we transfer the Armory Building to the 
I have been told since this amendment 
there provided for hatching purposes 


: . } 
the roon is aiso room 








enough for most of the offices of the commission. So I move to insert 
in the pending clause $2,500, instead of $3,000, so that the conference 
committee may have full control of those two paragraphs, and it may 
be posssible that we can dispense with the entire appropriation on lines 
24 and 25 of page 47. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK On page 47, line 24, in lieu of the committ« 
amendment “providing ‘‘ for rent of rooms in the city of Washington, 
$3,000,’ it is sed to insert ‘“* for rent of rooms in the city of Wash- 


. - prop 
ington, 500. 


= Qe, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on API ypropriations was, on page 48, after line 5 5, to insert 

I ent of stations: For the construction of buildings, ponds, and ap 
pl ’ ation ‘for fish-culture at } ho, Mo., $8,000. 





ance of same, >),000 


ed to. 
on page 


The amendment was agr 
rhe next amendment was, 
to insert ‘‘and steam-launc oli 
For the 


, line 11, after the word ‘‘ ves- 
so as to make the clause read: 


of the 


sels, ”? 


Maintenance of vessels: maintenance vessels and steam- 





launches of the United States Fish Commission, and for boats, apparatus, 
machinery, and other facilities required for use with the same, including sala- 
ries or compensation of all necessary civilian employes, $43,900, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, on page 48, line 22, after the 
Atlantic,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ in line 23, after the word 
insert ‘‘and Pacific;’’ in line 25, after the word ‘‘ inquiry, 
‘*including salaries or compensation and field expenses < 


suth 
‘Gulf,”’ to 
to } rt 


if scie 


words ‘ 


| . » , > 
; assistants, fishery experts, and other necessary employés, $20,000 


a in line 2, to strike out the word ‘‘for;’’ so as to make thy 


ause read: 


page 49, 


shes: For continuing the iry into the cause 

the decrease of food fishes in the lakes, rivers, and coast waters of 

te for the study of the waters of the interior inthe interests of fish-cult- 

; for the study of the methods and relations of the fisheries, with a view 

their improvement; for the exploration of the fishing grounds of the South A 

lantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, with a view to the development of the comm« 
ial fisheries; and for the preparation of reports relating to the inquiry, in 

ing salaries or compensation and field expenses of scientific assistants, f 


experts, and other necessary employés, $20, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, line 3, before the words “the 
collection,’’ to insert ‘‘ Statistical inquiry: For;’’ in line 9, after 1 
word ‘‘ compensation,’’ to strike out ‘‘and field expenses of scieniitic 


inq' 





} t 
the Ul i 








¢, 
i 


OO. 














ihe Co 
ries on 
ition 
United Stat 
also 
shoul 


gress 
gr . 


I 
limited to 1 
apparent from t 
Under t 
sonian Institution 
to make these i 
prosecution of hi 
for continu 


the i: 
the 
into the w: 


TI 





6916 








The const: f the ¢ imissioner'’s residence on Massachusetts avenus 
was made | t the expense of Mrs, Baird's s re of her father’s property 
and in part en ‘ earned by hisown editorial work if his money had 
not bet ‘ ) this ma er it would have been invested otherwise so as 
to | a corresponding income, the house on New York avenue being 
apmiply icient for his needs It may be safely said, therefore, that apart from 

estion of comp ion for services rendered, the many questions con- 

I tht ) ‘ tions for the « imission and the loss of interest on 
t inve é the Co ner has been aloser tothe amount of from $1,800 
to $2,000) a year, this inde ident of the expenses of furnishing gas and coa 


unreturned cost of the summer work, ete. 
Ildings at W 
tion of the work of the commi ithe C 


board o 


00d's Holl for the accommoda- 


ynmissioner has paid all expenses of 





visitor m ssion; this sum in 1885 (including the board of 
his own family Visitors to the station) amounting to over $300, It 
may here be disti id « shatica stated that all the subsistence of visilt- 





+} 

s been paid from the commissioner's private funds 

n may be called to the fact thatthe Commissioner re 

i the Smithsonian Institution,which is not a Govern 

ment establishment, and that consequently the Government does not make one 
cent of compensation to him either for his work as United States Fish Com- 
missioner or as director of the National Museum, There is and has been noth- 
ing to prevent his receiving pay as Commissioner even under the law of pro 

hibition of double salari« 

It may also be stated that on several occasions when it was proposed to pay 
him a salary he declined to entertain the proposition, on the ground that it 
might impair his usefulness as Commissioner by the impression that he derived 
benefit from appropriations made for its maintenance 

Phe fact may be well emphasized that the clause providing for non-com- 
pensation of the Commissioner was inserted at the request of the Commissioner, 
but that the increase in the duties and responsibilities was made by Congress 
at the suggestion ofan outside association and not atthat of the Commissioner. 





ym issio i 
attent 


ceives his entire pay fror 


ors to the ¢ 


In conclusion 























DITIONAL MEMORANDA IN REGARD TO THE RELATIONSHIPS OF 8, F, BAIRD 
TO THE UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION, 

“The act establishing the United States Fish Commission provided that the 

serve without additional salary. From the time of the 





Commissioner shoul 
sintment of the 

an Institution is received no salary whatever from the Government 
and therefore any compensation for the service would technically not be addi- 
tional to ything ready received In view of this fact Mr. komMuNDs pro 
posed to ask for a specific appropriation to pay a salary, but the Commissioner 
discountenanced the movement,on the ground that it would take away from 
t disinterestedness and freedom of action in requesting appropriations which 
were desirable under the circumstances 

Some years ago the Commissioner, feeling the burden of furnishing quarters 
to the commission, asked for an appropriation to pay for the renting of rooms 
or a building outside; but Mr. HoL_MAN, who was then chairman of the Appro- 
, declined to entertain the proposition, as he was opposed 
to anything ‘that looked like fastening anadditional bureau upon the Govern 


esent Commissioner to the secretaryship of the Smith 

















priations Committee 





it will of course be understood that the expense of keeping up a house large 
enough to furnish a number of rooms for the service of the Fish Commission, 
in mddition to the needs of his own family, will be much greater than that of an 
ordinary private residence rhe house contains twenty rooms, of which thre« 
ay The expense of lighting and heating 
a house of this magnitude amounts to about $600 per annum.” 

Mr. IfALe. Why did we not take this matter in hand years ago and give Pro 
fessor Baird a salary? 

Mr. Epuunpbs. I proposed it to Professor Baird (and that is what his daughter 
or somebody must have referred to in making the end of that memorandum 
after he died), and Professor Baird said, ‘‘ No: Congress will do whatever they 
think is proper for me in the end, and I do not want to have anybody say, as 
this thing is expanding all the time, that lam nagging around Congress to 
something for myself; lam willing to trust the future for all that sort of thing 
when my work is done.”’ That was the reply he made to me. 


in constant use by the commission. 





I talked with 
‘ir. RANDALL about it once, and Mr. RANDALL said it ought to be done, but the 
professor was so reluctant to bring himself in that under the circumstances 
we never did anything. I introduced a bill, and I want to turn that bill intoan 
nendment, 
he CHAIRMAN. You want to have whatever we do put on this bill? 

‘ir. EpMmunpbs. Yes; that is exactly what I want, and itis perfectly suitable 
and proper if it is right to do it all, because it is not a private claim, but isa m 
cellaneous donation that under the circumstances it is proper for Congress to 
make, if you think so 

\ir. Hane, How much is the amount? 

ir. KEomuNDS, Fifty thousand dollars, which is just about $1,500 a year, in- 
c'uding the rent of all the rooms; and, according to the rates you are paying for 
other rents, if they had been hired by the United States you would have paid 
nore than that for the rent of rooms for doing this business. I will just chang: 
the bill to an amendment, so as to read 

o enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mrs. Mary H. C. Baird 
widow of the late Spencer F. Baird, the sum of $50,000, fall compensation for the 
services and expenses of the said Spencer F. Baird during his administration o1 
the oftice of Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1871, to the 
time of his death, in August, 1587.’ 

Phat is the amendment I desire to have made. 

Mr. Beck. You have Professor Langley’s letter? 

Mr. kpuuNDs, I have a copy of it here. 

The CHAtRMAN, We had better put that in the record, 

Ir. Beck. I think so. It is a very full statement. 

Mr. EomtUnpbs. It is an exact copy. 

The letter is as follows 











“SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, Washington, D. C., February 4, 1888. 


My Dear Sir: I have before me your letter asking for information in regard 
to the public services of the late Professor Spencer F. Baird. It would have 
given me much pleasure to prepare a fuller statement than that which I now 
send you, but I have here done what the time allowed. 

‘Professor Baird was appointed assistant secretary of the Smithsonian Inst 
tution July 5, 1850, and on October 3, at the age of twenty-seven, he enter: 
upon his life-weork in connection with that foundation for ‘the increase and di 
tusion of knowledge among men,’ In May, 1878, after the death of Profess 
Henty, he was, by the unanimous vote of the regents of the institution, elected 
secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, a position which he held until bis 
death, August 19, 1887. 

‘* He was for thirty-seven years continuously in the scientific service of the 
Government. In connection with his duties as an officer of the Smithsonian 
Institution, his principal work was the development and care of the National 
Museum of the United States, which, under his wise administration, hasalways 
been an important element in the scientific and educational progress of this 
country, its scale of operations becoming each year greater and more highly 
appreciated both in this country and abroad. He was also especially instru- 
mental in organizing the system of international exchanges of publications, 
which was always under his direct charge, and which has been one of the most 
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important agencies in the development of the public libraries of tl United 
States, particularly in the departments of pure and ay ed scien He was 


irthermore, during his entire offi rned in 





al career, directly or indirectly cor 








t organization and administration « scientific work of the numerous ex- 
neditions and surveys sent outunder G nment auspices, from thetimne ofthe 
Wilkes exploring expedition unti! his Phe reports upon the natural his- 
tory of the Pacific Railroad survey, Mexican bot ir¥y survey,aad many of the 
other surveys of the West were prepared under direction, and the two vol- 

ies of the report of ihe Pacific Railroad survey devoted to mamma d birds 
vere written by hin nd are still standard works of reference. Inadditionto 

ese reports he was th uthor of several hundred ortant papers upon the 





iral history and natural resources of the United States. I 

rember of the board on behalf of the United States Exe tive D 
at the International Exhibition of 1876, and the collections } 
direction were acknowledged to be among the most inst 
; ted on that occasion. 

‘Il have thus briefly alluded to these labors to show that his position as an 
cer of the Smithsonian Institution was not a sinecure, but that he devoted 
» it, to the Museum, and to other allied Government interests the full time 
i labors of an exceptional] tive and cons li l. In spite of 
his, and in addition to it, his most important work, from an administrative 
and economic stand-point, and certainly the most self-sacrificing work of his 
ife, was begun at the time of the organization of the United States Commission 

Fish and Fisheries in 1871, when Professor Baird was appointed Commis- 

> which he held in addition toall the preceding, and to the duties 
of which he gave himself uninterruptedly during the remainder of his life, I 
mean to say that he served continuously in both capacities, doing, not figura- 
tively, but literally, more than the work of two active men, in order to do this 
working ordinarily and constantly over twelve or fourteen hours a day,on 
Sundays as weil as week days. 

During the sixteen years in w h he was constantly at his post he never de- 
puted his responsibilities to another, except during the five months preceding 
his death rhere can be no doubt that his death was hastened many years, not 
by his independent regular labors as an officer of the Smithson . t by the 
labor, anxieties, and responsibili suliar position as Fish Commis- 
sioner, which became more burdensome each year with the expansion of his 
work,.* After this, itis saying littleto add that out of his slender private means 
he gave the equivalent of at least $1,500 per annum, for sixteen years, to the 
Commission, in the form of uncharged house and office rent 

1s Commissioner of Fisheries he rendereda twofold service. Thescientific 
work, which was considered by him to be of the utmost value as a foundation 
for the practical work which was to follow, has be lingly extensiveand 
important, and the achievements of the United States Government this di- 
rection are recognized throughout the world as evide: g 
liberal attitude toward scientificresearch, VT ifteen years agoless was known in 


this country of the natural history of our waters than perhapsin any other civil- 
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ized country ofthe world. In 1887, however, it was generally conceded by foreign 
naturalists that the United States was further advanced than any other country 
in this department of science. The scient work of the commis n has 


and the 
comparatively in a still 


always been conducted with reference to definite and practical results, 
economic side of the work of the Fish Commission is 
more advanced conditior 

“It seems scarcely necessary todwell upon the results in fish culture attained 
by the commission under Professor Baird’s direction. You are thoroughly fa- 








miliar with the manner in wh certain fisheries, such as the shad fishery ot 
th Atiantie coast, the salmon fis! of the Pac coast, and the winte fishery 

the Great Lakes, bave been sa i from destruction; how the Asiatic carp 
has been planted in the 20 ol re ponds and ces in almost every town- 





had-fishery has been established in unfa- 
and Pacific Ocean; and in addition to 
been made in the art of 


>in the Unites ates; how the 
\iliar waters, such as the Ohio Rive 
this, how many otl t 
fish-culture 
i dare not attempt to estimate the practical value of the work of t 
1ission to the country, but can not doubt that it amounts to very many millions 
I presume you are familiar with Mr. Goode’s* Review of what has 
hed by the I ure and imthe investiga 
tion of American fisheries ;’ but ! nture o send herewith a copy of this pam- 
ph ind to direct your special attention to pages 26 to 34, in which are quoted 
iumerous commendations of the Fish Commission from tbe principal author- 
reat Britain, Norway, Holland, Germany, Belgium, France, a other 
an nations. Professor Huxley, in an address at the London i sheries 
Exhibition, said that he did not think ‘thatany na 
comprehended the question of dealing with fish in so thoroug } 
while M. Raveret-Wattel, 





eps of great magnitude have 


*>com- 





of dollars. 





been accompli: sh Commission in fish ecu 





















eut that of the United States; 
I I thority on this subject, states that ‘to this day pis ulture 
| »whe produced results which can be compared with those obtained in 
ates’ Noone can question that e peculiar excel ce ofthe work 





nment has been directiy or indirectly due to the presence of Pro- 
r Baird at the head of the commission He had no rivals, and during his 
istration no word of criticism was ever uttered by competent persons 
\ll this, it may well be remembered, was accomplished while filling effect- 
e distinct duties of an officer of the Smithsonian Institution, for which 
‘ »was paid. And it may be added that during the first half of his term 
of service as Commissioner, and while he was assistant secretary of the Smith- 
sonian, his entire salary was less than that received by several of his assistants 
during the last few years. 

‘*In reference to the possible precedent of the action of Congress in the case 
of the late Professor Henry, I would state that a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasu y was received by the House of Representatives June 4 
1878, and by the Senate June 5, 1878, recommending an appropriation of $ 0 for 
each year during which the late Professor Henry was employed as a member 
of the Light-House Board for the benefit of his family. On June 20, 1878,an 
uct was passed ‘to pay to the legal representatives of the late Joseph Henry, 
for services rendered by him as member and president of the Light-House 
Board, $11,000.’ (Second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 214.) 

‘*In the absence of time for a fuller statement, let me ask your attention to 
the few words in which the benefits to his country of Professor Baird's labors 
were described by a recent most competent biographer : 

‘The Fish Commission was an axrency of research; but it was more. He 
it an agency by which science !s applied to the relief of the wants of man- 
kind; by whicha cheap, nutritious, healthful, and luxurious food is to be given 
to the millions of men. He aflirmed that for the production of food an acre of 
water was more than equal to 10 acres of land, thus giving to the gloomy doc- 

rine of Malthus its ultimate refutation, and clearing away the veil of despair 

from the horizon of the poor; for when the sea shall serve man with all the food 
hat ean be gathered from its broad expanse, the land will not contain the mill- 
ions whom it is thus possible to supply. 

* Professor Baird's services as Fish Commissioner were entirely unremuner- 
ated. When he knew he was dying, looking to the position of his family and 
the slender provision that the sacrifice of all opportunities for private gain had 
left, he only told them that he could not but think that Congress, in view of 





















*It is, at the same time, but proper to say that this expansion was deprecated 
rather than recommended by him, and was the result of the interest exhibited 
by the public at large in the advancement of the work of fish culture. 




















































his mother has necessitated his return to his home. He is paired with ae 
the Senator from Indiana PMr. TurP! In order that it may 
unnecessary hereafter to announce his pair, I make the announcem vi 
now . 
Mr. COCKRELI I desire to announce that my colleague [M 
VesT] has been called hom y the of ‘ ind yn f | : ’ 7 
turn for some days ife is paired on all political questions with th | ‘ f the bill s cont to ) 1 
Senator from Kansas [| Mr. PLuMB} Mr. HOAR et isk yt 1 
Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT] has been called home t t Y t an endment I 
to Connecticut. He is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ M1 1 ul « M t S 


M« 


LILERSON |}. 


I , en ; ; 
Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PA ra 3 pa 1 with 5 t « ‘ "he : 


the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis Mr. ¢ a 3 tl e l 
Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired e PRESIDING OFFIC] W ple 


on all party questions with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn end) c 
If this isa party question, I withdraw my vote. M [OA I 
Mr. ALLISON, It is not a party question. 





= ed 
Mr. BROWN. Then I will let my vote stand. ) D ) tt 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [M1 \ [OA] t ( ( 
MoRRILL] upon political questions. Mr. ALLISON. If the Senatoi | till to 
Mr. FRYE. This is not a political question, n t r | e certain to get it in before we get t ug I 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote ‘ yea. WAV Weé ill have t exact phraseo 
Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague Mr. CHACE}] is paire Ll with the Ser Mr. HOAR ry well ‘1 e paintings, I w i i 
ator from Georgia | Mr COLQUITT | S of the especially Trur I paint ‘ t 
The result was announced—yeas 10 nays 28; as follow tion of ] ‘ nee. asthe} ; av p $ ' 























Bat Cox ell ( ‘ ( I ( oO \ e t ) l t 
| Coke Ha lich were t ( t ) 
Cameron Ge re Re ran, cet f i j ecu t nortra | ‘ ‘ Or ts « 
4 é t ’ } 1 
t t ad 
A ldric Cha ‘ H Rans P 
Allis Cullom Inga S ‘ 
Bec I) € Ma ~ | | ) G O} ( ] ] 
Bert Farwe M Ss ; ‘ ' 
Blackburn, Frye M Stew 
Bhhit Hamy Ps Stock g ( é 
Call Hi Pa Wa } n i ; , ) 
ABSE> S 
Fvarts | S ( 
Faulkner Mor Sta i 
Gibsor Paddock re - 
Gorman, Pay Purpic I 
Hale, Plat Vance ae 
Hearst, Plun Ves . , 
Dawes, Hiscock, Pugh Wilson of Iowa, i ar g 
Dolp! Jones of Arkansas, Quay W Mad i 1 ; . 
Edu Jones of Nevada Ridd erger, 7 , 
Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer ng tor the ry of Cor 3 to out 
The PRESIDING OFFICE! There is not a quorum voting. H - _ : | : : ‘ 
Mr. ALLISON Let us have a call of the Senate. aes 
i The roll was called and the following Senators answered to their names esig : . i ( 
Aldrich, nm, HH i Rans aa 2 . 
Allison, Chandler, Hari Reagan - i : 
_ Bate, Cockrell, Hawley, Sabin, ce : 
) , Beck, Coke Hoar Sauls P : 
3 ‘a Berry, Cullom, Ingalls, Spoon Dede ° 1 ; 
¢ Blackburn, Daniel, Manderson, Stewart ‘ : 
e Blair, Farwell, MitcheN, Stockbr 5 
Bowen, Frye Morgan, Voorhees . ba 7 
’ Brown, George, Palmer, Waltha Ce 
f Call, Gray, Pasco, eens 
A The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum present, thirty- | same is 
nine Senators having answered to their names. The roll will be again | “© °*! 
) called. é, 
Sir. ARNIS. n what question is the roll to be called now? , 
b Mr. HARRIS. On what quest t] ll to } lled - 
- a a 7c wT a y ° . t r< 
id rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. On the question of adjournment. aan 
ad Mr. ALLISON. We do not want a quorum to decide a motion to | as ; 
rf 
: adjourn. { 
rr 7} eN — ‘Op rr? . . ‘ 
ed [he PRESIDING OFFICER. There being a quorum present now, ; 
ed 





the question recurs on the motion to adjourn. 
i . 
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! i be p ppropr t 
l . ' tch termed jan 
of ¢ r >] 1000 Phis appro 
{ ! lalls 5 tilable fro | 
J © Xx] dy rt 
t t Army, who sball ha 
i em ( nent of all pe 
< hall | ‘ d the Se 
‘ < fs ] r 
. ruc said build 
1 t the t ( f« é ‘ Army 
I « Al I 
( ‘ ( I ’ ' 
Ay | | t s iu 
< j S « A and 
( $$, NO \ < sh ‘ t 
»ntemplated i¢ j 
J f W or t 
“) 
I 1 8 il 
‘ J p of { 
Mr. BEC] Can tti pou f i t 
I tee h izreed ¢ 
] ALLI IN ( ( Lhe ¢ ltt iS t ta nita 
Mr. HARRI Do refer to t amendm«e reported here 
1 ALLISO t naterial amendment, I | 
1 itor j I I t in amen it tnorl g the 
t oi it I } vy sett ie or at tr nt h « 
t ) it ior matter er ) vi it 
| 
] HAR ) ters of } r 
ALI ON ) M President, I 1 cordin 
Pp Lh i! ‘ ite pijour! 
| tion was a 1 to; and (at 5 o’clock and 29°minutes ] 
1 ‘ it yW iturd July 28, 1888, at 11 
’ 
{ ” 
‘ ' 1. . = TY Nar 2c 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Va . } or 
FRIDAY, July 27, 1888. 
] Hou at 11 o’clock a. m Praye ] the Chaplain, | 
W. HE. Mu n, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 
j ILI { EASTPORT, } 


» House a letter from the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, ti mitting a communication fron Supervising 
Architect in relation to the site of the proposed public building 

Eastport, Me.; wl Public Build 


the 
} 


was referred to the Committee on 


ings and Grounds 
WILLIAM J. HEADY. 
[The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to tl ill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. 


Heady . 


The SPEAKER. This is simply a correction in the orthography of 
the name of the beneficiary of the bill, and if there be no objection 


the amendment will be concurred in. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
post 8. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
concur in the amendments of the Senate, 
asked between the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Mili- 

ary Affairs; J 


I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
and that a conference be 


t and if there be no objection the Senate amendments wil 
be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot think it is necessary, because they 
have already appeared in the Recorp, and they are so few in number 
that it is not necessary to go to the expense of having them printed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
amendments are printed in the RecorD ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have been printed in the proceedings of 
the Senate, all of them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that they be printed in the prceedings of the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the printing. 
necessary expenditure of the public money. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does this require unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER, It does, or a resolution of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. A resolution, or a motion ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion; but that of course would require unan- 
imous consent. A resolution can be submitted, however, and prop- 
erly referred. 


It is an entirely un- 
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GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMI 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Hou the bill (S. 2252) to inco 


the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and lway Company 


amendments dis 





District of Columbia, with House greed to by tl 
enate, and a conference asked with the House onthe disagreeing vot 
i ol 

I SPEAKER This bill has reached a condition where itis pri 

é ind, if t 10 objection, the House will agree to the cor 
{ isked, and the Chair will appoint the conferees during the day 

I REWER. I hope that will be done. 

ip wa no objection. 

ISSUANCE OF PATENTS, ARKANSAS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1082) to au 


thorize the issuance of patents to certain lands in Arkansas, with Hous 

amendments disagreed to by the Senate, and a conference asked thereon 
The SPEAKER. This bill is in the same condition asthe preceding 

bill; and if there be no objection the House will insist upon its amend- 

ments and agree to the conference asked thereon. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope there will be no objectiou to that course. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the said bill, M 





HoLMAN, Mr. WHEELER, and Mr. Payson. ; 
BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 4 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill 742) to in- 3 
corporate the Brightwood Railway Company of the Dist: of Colum- ; 


bia, with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. BREWER. I ask that the House insist upon its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged motion. 

The motion was adopted. 

REFERENCE SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills; 
read twice, and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1873) increasing the rate of pension of W. A. Shappe 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Che pill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Che bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey—to t! 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2490) granting a pens 
the Committee on Invali¢. Pensio 

The bill (S. 2514) granting a pen 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Che bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman—to the Cor 
mittee on Invalid Pensions 2 

The bill (S. 2803) granting an increase ension to Jacob Logan 
to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

‘he bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor—to tl 
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Hackett—ti 





» Nicholas T. Lawre: 


ion to Michael Shong—to the Con 
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| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The bill (S. 3230) granti 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Esther A. Jackson—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pension 
The bill (S. 


3255) granting a pension to Mary E. Cotrill, wid 
rill—to the Committee on Invali i 





d Pe ns. 
The bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand t 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to ‘ H. \ 





or ray} 
to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

The bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. El th E. ¢ 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





The bill (S. 3316) granting a } to J Tv. J 
Committee on Invalid Pensions ? 

The bill (S. 3330) for the relief of ¥ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions 

The bill (S. 3369) granting an increase of } to 


to the Committee on Invalid P 
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i 
A bill (HI. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr... and for 
other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I ask that by unanimous consent the order for the 
Friday evening session for the consideration of pension bills on the 
Private Calendar be so modified that general pension bills may also be 
considered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana asks that by unan- | 
imous consent the order for the Friday evening session be so modified 
that genera! pension bills may be considered at the same time. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further cousideration of the bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection | 
of a public building in the city of Watertown, N. Y. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. SURUBLE. There is so much confusion on the floor of the 
House that members can not understand what business is being trans- 
acted. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to get order in the House. 
The Clerk will report the title of the bill, after which the Chair will | 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Watertown, in the State of New York; with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOVEY. I object. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The special order this morning is the considera- 
tion 

Mr. McCREARY. Isend upa resolution to the Clerk’s desk, and 
desire to have it read and considered at the present time. 

fhe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] | 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I withdraw the demand for the regular order for 
the purpose of permitting this resolution to be considered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, July 31, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, be set apart for the consideration of business reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. 
consent for the consideration of the resolution just read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
resolution if the gentleman from Kentucky will modify it so as to des- 


The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 


ignate two days tor the consideration of reports from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. WILKINS. 
Rules 

The SPEAKER. 
tion to the Committee on Rules? 
ordered. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the regular order? 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
refuses to modify his resolution in the manner I suggested ? 

Che SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky made no response, 
and two or three gentlemen demand the regular order. 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATsoN]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The special order for this morning is the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer, upon 
which the previous question has been ordered and an agreement made 
that there shall be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that take precedence of the morning 
hour? 


Regular order. 
I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 


Is there objection to the reference of the resolu- 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 


EMANUEL H. CUSTER. 
It is the special order of the House, and comes im- 
The Clerk will read the 


The SPEAKER, 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. 
bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roil the name of Emanuel H. Cus- 
ter, dependent father of Thomas W, Custer, who was a captain in Company C, | 
Seventh United States Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations of pen- | 
sion laws, and pay to him a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 


The SPEAKER. 


Under the order thirty minutes are allowed for 


debate; fifteen minutes in support of the bill and fifteen minutes in 
opposition to 1t, 
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eration for any reason. 


JULY 27, 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to raise the question of 
consideration upon that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. It is always in the power of the House to 
determine whether it will or will not consider a proposition. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to raise the question of consideration, in 


order that I may move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. It is not in order 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole until after the hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


That is correct. 
Then the question of consideration could not be 


| raised — 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can raise the question of consid- 
The Chair never states the reason for which a 
gentleman raises the question. The reason is no part of the motion. 
‘The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this bill? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

\ division was called for. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is only one 
of these bills to be presented. I thought this one was to be succeeded 
by several others, but as there is only one I will not raise the question 
of consideration against it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which is now before the 
House for consideration is a bill to increase the pension of Emanuel 
H. Custer. I do not care to say anything more at present, but will 
reserve my time; and I now ask for a vote, unless some gentleman de- 
sires to be heard in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill and report will be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. The Clerk will read the 
report, 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9387) for the relief of Emanuel H, Custer, submit the following report: 
Emanuel H, Custer is the father of General George Custer, and of Thomas 


| Custer, late of the Seventh United States Cavalry, both of whom, as well as 
| three sons-in-law of Mr. Custer, were killed in the battle of Big Horn. 


He isa man of more than eighty years of age and in very reduced circum- 
stances. The committee do not feel that it is necessary to recount the great 
services of the Custer family during the war of the rebellion in the armies or 
the Union. Braver and better soldiers never served. 

Mr. Custer is now stripped of all support. Those who would have cared for 
his old age have given their lives for their country. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


i table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the morning hohr for the 
call of committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the committees had better be called. 

TheSPEAKER. The motionofthe gentleman from Texas [ Mr. LAN- 
HAM] is in order, but it requires a vote of two-thirds. 

The question was taken,and the motion was not agreed to—two-thirds 
not having voted in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for reports on 
private bills and resolutions. 

REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWAL OF LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the bill H. R. 11006 which, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, was o:- 
dered to be printed and recommitted to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

ARVAH HOPKINS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3463) to 
provide for the payment to the legal representatives of Arvah Hopkins 
of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., for the use of the 
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


| be printed. 


H. 8S. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5767) 
for the relief of Harry S. Saunders; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 


companying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES MILLER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2379 
for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon County, Kentucky: which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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re of the estate of ‘J ias Niles, de i ‘ I rre S$ OY 
the ttee of the Whole House on the Private ¢ l, with ND 
th ( lying report dered to printed . 
( 1 ¢ ( 
MATTI i ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the excitement of the moment I aaa ; 
objected a while ago to the con ration of a bill (S 35) called up | AK] I t 
by the gentleman from Mis Mr. H EI l dk to wit! 0 P i f lex Mr » ‘ 
draw my objection. to ¢ ttee e Whe H ( 
Mr. HOOKER [ now call up the bill ou Calet ! 
The SPEAKER. The bill can not be called up at this time. The Mr. SPINOLA In tl ent « f 
regular order has been demanded and insisted upon by several gentle Mr EN ! ‘ 
men; but, if there be no objection, the Chair will withhold the bill | }, 
and lay it before the House at another time eA I motion H 1 
Mr. SPRINGER. To-morrow morning. it de 
Mr. HOOKER. Yes; to-morrow morning Mr. § OLA. lTonly ) \ pro 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that that gives unan- | priat i | uke as man 
imous consent. trom I is } j 
fhe SPEAKER. Simply unanimous consent to the withholding of | SPEAK] n of t 7 va 
the bill The Chair will recognize the gentleman to object if he de- | < y to disne with ns . ‘ ) lay 
sires. ‘The request was that the Chair should withhold the bill for the | y ne the Army bill 1 t i or! ther matte 
present. ir. TOWNSHEND t} HH e sé des to } h 
Mr. REED. Then if it is to be brought up at any other time, unan- ! private busins I presume it is uselessto pre tt { ‘ 
imous consent will have to be obtained ? : aan deration o the Army appro tion bil 
The SPEAKER. Ofcourse. The bill will be presented again just Mr. SPRINGEI If the “He r 1 to go ( 
as if it had never been presented to the House. m t Whole House « Private ( y 1 t 
MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL. | order to move to go into Committee of the WI on the state t 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs have di- | ~%\/7 OF 01° PRTpOse or oy a eae ee 
rected me to report back the Army appropriation bill with the Senate | .. “°° >* _— ee eR ate se ae 
amendments. - MT eae Sar os i Stina 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire to be informed by the Chair whether it a i ; as : os i ae a nie - 
proper at this time to reserve points of order upon those amendments. | "© ") [O'S Benerally, ee et oe ae — 
The SPEAKER. It is; and the bill must go to the Committee of a , PRA! . . ‘ , —~ +4 
the Whole on the state of the Union, except by unanimous consent. avvety — a ee a ; seit “—“e ae 
Mr. SAYERS. I reserve all points of order. _— cae ee toe 
Mr. ROGERS. I want the bill to go to the Calendar. ae : tn _ ; 
The SPEAKER. The bill, except by unanimous consent, must go che motion of Mir. LANHAM was agreed to-—ayes 70, Bees 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and will be sehcohithaia Pee ee ane aa sige S3 : de a Tier 
on the Calendar of that committee. i ie = aoe x . = va : - oo x 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ri ee, Se ee Oe ee 
ERS] wait until the title of the bill read ? - ese PAN “sen ai ae ; ai - 
Mr. ROGERS. ‘* Thegentleman from Arkansas”’ will govern himsel ieee ; aia S oe aes 
as he pleases. ’ emen . wisn ty . Una oe ears 5 ve 0 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the gentleman making any motion | P'°°* —s oe a = thal =<-sdngpa dg ~ ter taicygnctoraiey 
at this time, before the title of the bill has beea re: e = B “< - am oe 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made no motion; no motion | °™' i re arr —— 
. . mr , . ‘ oN j ct T t 1 l 
is required. The rules govern the disposition of the bill ' 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ thought the gentleman moved to send the ee ene er a ' 
the Calendar. — = wae ore : 
»SPEAKER. The rules of the House sen bill to the Co spb ae Sve 7 
mi » of the Whole on the state of the Union. I title of the bill : . reports 2 - : , ' ; 
will be read. de : Vaiendar. ph : . “e . snd dou 
The Clerk read as follows: rr : oo 
A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for ¢ py Lhe ae See OO rae 
fiscal year ending June 30 and for other purposes ; gr a = lon 18 CONnce 
The SPEAKER. This bill, with the amendments of the Senate, will = UES. Wilh Che gentlemen 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, a , 
and, under the rules, will be printed — ty cat : ; ; 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Whole t tnke ; ore from ( 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into | mittee on ¢ i ) 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. tion. J] ‘ ‘ > Ww ‘ é 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order until the House has | ao 
dispensed with private business. This day is set apart for the consid Mr. N O [ object, unless the gentl 
eration of private bills unless that order be dispensed with by a vote of | tien so as i ( 
the House. ported f ( ir Cla 3 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move, then, to di nse with the considera-| The CHAIRMAN e gentleman from M 
tion of private business for to-day. as the ¢ 3, as ie 
The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion of Mr. | gentleman from Texas, so that the Con t t e may pro 
TOWNSHEND). The noes appear to have it. | ceed with the consideration in regular order o ls on the Private 
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CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and the ¢ 
mittee will proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business 
\ iis the bill (H.R. 5 ) ie relief of Samuel Noble. Att 
1} com! tee I i iotion is p ng that the bill be 
aside with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken ou 
On that motion the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. FORNEY l ask, by unanimous consent, that the further con 
sideration of that bill be postponed and allowed to retain its place u 
the Calendar, in view of the fact that my colleague | Mr. OATES 
not present in the city, but absent in attendance on the Immigrat 
Committee in the city of New York. 

Mr. KELLEY lo what period does the gentleman propose to px 
pone the further consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Until my colleague returns from New York. 

‘Lhere was no objection, and it was ordered according] 

PEREZ DI INSON, 

The CHAIRMAN The committee now resumes the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 987 for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving 
partner of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Mr. HOUK. That bill has been discussed already. I move to s 
stitute the Senate bill for the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That has been done already. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘That bill has already been partially considered in 
the Committee of the Whole House, and there being no objection, I 
move that the Senate bill 94 be laid aside to be reported to the Hous 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there was an amend- | 
ment moved by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the | 


Senate bill. If there be no objection House bill 9872 Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving | 
partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, and House bill 6346 | 
(Fiftieth Congress, first session) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, sur 


viving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, will be reported to the House | 


with the recommendation that they be laid on the table. 
The was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The title of the Senate bill will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows 


A bill (8S, 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late 
firm of Cowan & Dickinson, | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed there is an amendment 
pending, moved by the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN], which 

will be read by the Clerk. 
| 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the end of the bill: “ Provided, however, That before said money shall 
be paid it shall be proven to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that proceeds of said cotton to the amount above named were covered into the 


Treasury or accounted for by the proper officer; but the sum paid to said Perez | 


Dickinson shall not exceed the sum so paid into the Treasury or accounted 
for.’ 


Mr. HOUK. Was not that amendment voted down? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isdesirous of understanding thestatus | 
| ton belonging to the party should be paid. His loyalty is establish 


of this bill. There seems to be some question as to whether this 
amendment was adopte d or rejected. 


Mr. HOUK. The Senate bill was taken up in lieu of the House | 


bills. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill is now considered as pending | 


before the committee, the House bills having been laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that they do lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. HOUK. The amendment was voted down, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair is advised by the Clerk that the 
amendment is pending. 

Mr. HOUK. I want to say one word. If this claim is not to be 
paid, then the United States ought to give notice that it does not in- 
























1 to pay anybody. Of course, he pending 
I t is simply to avoid the, paym id I nt 
t ote it down. 
Mr. WARNER. Why? 
Mr. HOUK,. Because this claim ought to be paid. Itisa just claim. 
een favorably reported from the Court of Claims. If t He 
ig to pay « laims of a& just character, it ought to y so, and 
( to understand the matter f 1 the b if we do not 
just claims, then I am in favor of going into the whole 
tion and stop the payment of bonds and evers ng e, 1 ( 
ed in justice and fair dealing just as mucl the « 
I ANDERSON, of Kar iam notabd I ill the fi res of 
if tleman will stat ist exact | t 
HOUK. When General Longstreet besieged Knoxville, ¢ neral 
de received a certain number of bales of cotton for use in the dé 
yf that city. They were promised to be returned, but they ne 
returned to the owner. General Burnside testified to that f{ 
11 the line of officials have testified in the same way. ‘The Cou 
Claims found the facts as alleged 
fr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount of the claim 
Mr. HOUK. Ninety-six thousand dollars, a big sum; but he i 
ed to it. He is a brave man, who accepted a decree of banishment 
from his home when threatened with an order to send him through the 
lines. In response to the Confede judge he said he had come to 
East Tenne when a young man iad made his money the: 
had buried his wife and only child there; but he would abandon all 
even the graves of his kindred, rather than take an oath in opposition 
» his country, rather than take an oath to support the Southern Con- 
ederacy; and if the Republicans upon this floor are going to repudiate 
ust debts of the Government to such men it is about time wi 
hould know it. 
ir. WARNER. As I recollect, this cotton was taken fo1 Lhe } 
se of constructing breastworks. 
Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; the gentleman is correct; for the purpos« 
| constructing breastworks at Fort Saunders and other places in the d 
fense of the city. The cotton, which saved the city and the Army 
he United States, was never returned to the owner. 
Mr. WARNER. As I remember, a part of it was also used for « 
8 and wounded soldiers in the hospitals 
Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir; part of it was used in the deat 
um building, which was{then used as a hospital, in m 
or the wounded, the sick, and dying soldiers of the Union 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand the Court of Claims 
have examined this case. 
Mr. HOUK. They have; and they found the facts, the amount, the 
loyalty, and everything in favor of the claimant. 
Mr. KELLEY. Who isthe ‘* Mr. Burnside’’ of whom you speak 


Mr. HOUK. I refer to General A. E. Burnside. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘Then why do not you speak of ‘‘ General’? Burn 
side, so we may understand who you mean? 

Mr. HOUK. I supposed that everybody knew that General Bui 
side was in command of Knoxville when Longstreet laid siege to tha 


} city. 


Mr. KELLEY. Yes; but I did not know but that you meant son 
‘laimant tothe cotton. 

Mr. HOUK,. No; I refer to General Burnside. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that this amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire what is the amount named in the 
bill? I have forgotten the exact sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Senate bill proposes $96,192. The amendment proposed is to strike out 
that sum and insert $66,883.50. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itseems tome, Mr. Chairman, upon the facts cit 
in the report, and which came to light during the progress of th: 
cussion on the bill, that it would be entirely proper to pay this claim- 
ant the sum of money which was actually turned into the Government 
Treasury by reason of the taking possession on the part of the Gov 
ernment of the property in question. That, I think, is all right a 
ought to be paid. Whatever sum was realized from the sale of th: 


} 





I think, beyond question. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a qu 
tion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. When this case was up some time ago I too! 
in the discussion of it and have some recollection of the facts. I wou 
like to ask the gentleman, however, if it is not true that the amend 
ment he suggests, if adopted, would have the effect of paying this clai! 
antnothing whatever? I wish toask afurther question: If this cott 
or a part of itat least, was not taken down to the railway adjoining t 
depot and there some children playing around set fire to the cottun 
and destroyed it? 
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Now, that h I an f that ton. Here was : ; 
whose property was taken to save the Government, and when hea 


that it be returned they refused. It is said that the proceeds of 


’ 


ales had reaced the 


haps 20 bales have reached the Treasury Department, and if this a 
ment is adopted an } 

that is all this citizen get h 1. Is it right, is it just, 
it honest? I can not see upon what grou! any gentle I 


, 


floor would think it just, rig ven hor to tal 

and use it withou pay ing yr der tl e reu 

General Burnside’s statement, here is his receipt for the cotton taken 
I can say that there never has been a claim before the Congress of 
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Mr. LANHAM. 


CONGRESSI( 


[I hope the gentleman will not insist on that mo 


tion. We will endeavor to have the committee rise in ample time for 
the passage oi these bil 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. HouK] 
Insist oni motion ? 

Ir, HOUK Not if there is objection: I think that would be 
a proper and legitimate way to dispose of this case at this time. 
Mr. LANITAM. I will make no objection to the gentleman’s mo- 
tion 


Mr. HOUK. Then T move 


The motion was agreed to 


that the committee rise 


The committee accordi: gly rose; a 


nd the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DocKkeE! 


ty, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. IR. 9872) for the re- 
lief of Perez Dickinson, and had directed him to report it back with 
the recommendation that it be Jaid on the table; also that the com- 
mittee had substituted for the House bill a bill (S. 94) for the relief 
or Perez Dickinson, and had directed him to report it to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass with an amendment. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to 

Che bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. 

The SPE ‘AK ER. The question is on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I call for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, 

Mr. MCSHANE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. Houk] 
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] to act as tellers. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

ne latter motion was agreed to. 

‘he House bill (H. R. 9872) was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the further consideration of bills upon 
the Private Calendar. 

fhe motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and Mr. DocKERY resumed the chair. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
upon the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (HL, 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, to John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins, the sum of $3,- 
236.66, the same being in full for and final discharge of the claim examined, in- 
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| by some gentleman, I ask that it be passed over informally, retaining 


vestigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the United States | 


under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, commonly 
called the Bowman act, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. SToNE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7800) for 
the relief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins, beg leave to report 
as follows: 

The bill provides for the payment of $3,236.66 for the use of a certain ware- 
house and wharf, belonging to Mrs, Higgins, in the city of Norfolk, Va. This 
claim was transmitted to the Court of Claims by the Committee on War Claims 
= the Forty-eighth Congress under the provisions of the act entitled ‘‘An act 

o afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
th e investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” approved 
March 3, 1583. 

‘he said claim was returned by the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 
Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress with findings of fact by the court, which 
show among other things that the claimant was loyal, that her warehouse and 
wharf after the occupation of the city of Norfolk by the Federal forces in 1862 
were seized by Capt. Edwin Ludlow, assistant quartermaster United States 

Army, asa mmitita ary nece ssity, were occupied for two years, eight months, and 

eleven days, and that $1,200 a year w ould be a fair compensation for the prem- 
ises. In accordance with the findings of fact by the Court of Claims the Com- 
mittee on Ww ar Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress reported House bill No. 10798, 
providing for the payment of the amount found to be due, to wit, $3,236.66. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill which has been referred to 
them and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill (H. R. 1798, 
Forty-ninth Congress) will be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

WILLIAM J. POITEVENT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 26) 
for the relief of William J. Poitevent. 
° a he bill was read, 


ir. LANHAM. Unless the consideration of this bill is called for 


its place on the Calendar. 
he CHAIRMAN. In the absence 
made. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 
HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 

Mr. LANHAM. I make the same request in regard to this bill that 
I made in regard to the one last read. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. As amended by the Committee on War Claims, 
it is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided, to 
the respective persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, 
to wit 

To H, Johnson, $659.86 

To Stephen M. Johnson, $659.86. 

To Db. J Pr anklin, $130.48, 

To Josiah Franklin, $l: 55.60, 

To Nat Buckley, $261.2 0, 

John Tull, 
» Elias iB ray 
» Dr Joh 
» Harrison Trice 

o Jeremiah Crook, sr 


of objection that order will be 
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Willis Arnold, $5,213.59. 
Arch Me ‘Corkle $391.92. 





To William A. ‘Brom ner, , $801. 69. 

To John D, Smith, $261.20, 

To A. B. Crook, $261.20. 

To Daniel McCollum, $261.20, 

To Jeff Jones, $130.48, 

To Thomas McGill, $156.61. 

To James Ledbetter, $156.61. 

To William Ozier, $522.41. 

To Elijah Bond, $261.20. 

To John L. Cawthon, $522.41. 

To William Hall, $522.41 

To Carroll Beaver, $522.41. 

To John West, $659.86 

‘To James Clifford, $261.20, 

To 0. F. Hendrix, $784.04, 

‘To Frank Cawthon, $315.49. 

To James Cawthon, $130.49, 

ToS. E. Grider, $130.49 . 

To Silas Grider, $130.4 

To John Robinson, $2 

To Hugh McKnight, § . 

To John G. Smith, $79.96 

To Caleb McKnight, $200.25. 

'To James Thomas, $200.25. 

To William P. Walker, $120.06, 

To A.S. Rogers, $341.55, 

To Tison G. Maness, $561.02, 

To William H. Bond, $120.06, 

To F. M. Ballard, $240.04 

To Stephen Messengill, $120.06. 

To William Swink, $440.80. 

To Keton M. Jones. $361.15. In all, $22,271.26 

Theamendments reported by the Committee on War Claims changing 
the amounts in various cases, so as to pay to the claimants the amounts 
as given in the foregoing bill, were read: 

Mr. ENLOE. Ifthe reading of the report is desired by any one, | 
would be glad to have it read now. 

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to make some remarks on this bill. ‘The 
report can be read afterward, unless the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE| wants to proceed with his remarks now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will wait until the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ROWELL ] has spoken. 

Mr. THOMAS. of Wisconsin. 
words on this subject. 

Mr. ENLOE. How much time do gentlemen on the other side de- 
sire to occupy ? 

Mr. ROWELL. I shall not want much time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the 
Illinois [Mr. RowEL1] for one hour. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill marks a new departure in 
the way of paying war claims. Colonel H: uynie, when commanding at 
Henderson, West Tennessee, adopted as a method of preventing injury 
to the property of the United States and of citizens, the making of 
assessments, when injury was done, upon the rebel citizens thereabout, 
and collecting those assessments to the full amount of the injury. 
This was a policy adopted by different commanders in West Tennessee. 
Some required citizens in neighborhoods where guerrillas were in the 
habit of doing damage, to give bonds of indemnity against any such 
damage; others adopted the policy of assessment upon the active rebel 
sympathizers in the vicinity. Damage to the extent of some $25,030 
was done in the neighborhood of Henderson; and Colonel Ifaynie : 
sessed and collected that sum of money, appointing a commission to 
find out the total amount of damage, the ability of persons to pay, and 
the character of the people upon whom assessments were made. 

That sum of money was collected. Some $5,000 of it was for dam- 
age to United States property, and about $20,000 for damage to indi- 








I would like a chance to say a few 


gentleman from 
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lla bands, and collected and assessed in pursuance of war authority 


I want this House and country to know, bef 





out of the Treasury of the United States, that th y are voting in fact to 
pay every war claim which may be presented tothe House. The collec 

tion of this money stands on higher authority than the seizure of sup- 
plies. It was done deliberately; it was done after the appointment « 


1 1 


# commission; it was done in pursuance of authority recognized by all 


nationalities engaged in war; it was done as a war measure; if was 
done by the Union forces for the purpose of putting down the rebellion; 
it was done to protect from depredation this section of country where 


there was no rebel army, and where nobody entered except in pursu- 





ance of a raid or by the boys coming home from the South in the guise 
of citizens getting together, and while getting ready to go back to the 
army rushing into a town and committing 
necessary to assess these damages for the purpose of guarding property 
from attack in this section of country, so that the troops might go to 
the front. It was an effectiveremedy. It ended that sort of raiding. 
It relieved the soldiers from that duty and enabled them to be put 
upon active duty at the front. 

Now, in the Fiftieth Congress we are asked to overturn that action. 


We are asked to declare that the action of the Army in pursuance of 


n 
its legitimate purpose is to be reversed, and these people are to be 
compensated for the moneys they were compelled to pay as a penalty 
for the injury they inflicted upon the property of Union people. For 
one I protest. If this policy is to be adopted then I say we ought to 
pay everybody. Let down the gates, unlock the Treasury, pay for 
every bale of cotton, pay for every ear of corn, aye, let us go further 
and pay for every liberated slave, for the rent of every church and 
school-house occupied by a passing army; pay for every claim and all 
the claims which may be set up by those who were in the armies in 


depredations. It was made 
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} ( G thro 3 ce! that 1 
Tr I t li men ft \ oO 
it ( with the asse1 
tl Lo i we t tit ould be p i} < to the 1 
els again 11 l No such ¢ ler can be produced it 
is the mere ] ry ¢ entleman by the name of William 8. Hillye: 
who write lett 1 1872 stating his imp: mn from memory 
wl 1er I if t ted P it this 
; rea t i the cha t yf t report 

r, of I ey thu ! 
tion of it ha 1 cle nent of ti 
Joyal men for w it v 75, $9,60 
were allow to | to M whose ] 
ert t 1, ar l é ' t of whi to 
] | provides when amended, $22,271.65. 

No eis: ther significant fact in relation to this last ap- 
propriation. ¢ eral Gra was President of the United States at t! 
time this last bill p iti nearly $10,000 out of t! 
fund to the loyal « it had been taken. General 
Grant signed and submit to any gentlema 
whether if General Grant had given an order that this money should 
be pal 1 bac! to those fro iw ] Omi1t was a & . ne would have 
proved a bill from Congress appropriating part of the fund to the par- 
ticular purpose for which it was assessed. ‘There is no claim that 
these men \ there is no claim in this report that they w 
not implic lin 1 raid; there is no claim in this report that tl 
assé ent was not just and equal upon them. We claim that it 
no more than should have been assessed under the circumstances. Th 
report of the committ admits that it was made in accordance wit! 
the laws of war, and the 3 no claim that it was illegal. 

rhe only claim is that now the war is over and this money is in th 
Treasury, which is aot entirely true, and it ought to be paid back. 
As the gen ian from Illinois stated—and its influence upon my mind 
determined me absolutely on this case—if you now can go back and 
pay claims of this kind there is no excuse for not paying any claim that 
may be bi ‘ht in for Gamages in consequence of the war 101 millions 
and hundre and thousands of millions of dollars, I was going to sa 
for property destroyed, taken, and used during the war. rhis is on 
another way of taking the property, which was done in order to pr« 
vent a greater destruction of property and to prevent the use of the 
Ani L rding property n they were needed for fighting in the 
field j 

Why, sir, it seems to me astonishing that a committee of this Hou 
can recommend the payment of a claim of this kind and refuse to re 


ommend the payment for the taking of cotton and the destruction o! 
buildings, the trampling down of fields and the destruction of fences 


or any other destruction caused by war. This, and every other com- 
mittee of this House, has always refused to pay any such claims. 
With th remarks, Mr. Chairman, I leave the question with the 
House, contident that it understands our side of the case. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I regret that it is necessary for me to 
enter into a discussion of this case, but in view of the statements 
nade by the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from IIli- 


ure, that I should make a brief statement as to the matter it embraces 
and the ground upon which this claim rests. I will say in the first 
place that this bill has been reported favorably by five different com- 
mittees in Congress. It was reported three times favorably in the 
House, and it has been favorably reported twice in the Senate, and the 
present report which was made by the Committee on War Claims was 
made by General Bragg, of Wisconsin, when he was chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims of this House; and every gentleman ac- 
quainted with his high character as a legislator knows that he was a 
man who looked very carefully into these claims and did so more thor- 
oughly, notonly as a matter of exact justice to the Government but to 
the claimants, than any man who ever presided over the Committee on 
War Claim 

These various reports were made unanimously by the different com- 
mittees that have considered this bill, and this bill has passed both the 
Senate and the House, but never both at the same session of Comgress. 
In the Forty-sixth Congress there was only one vote against it in the 
House. It pass the amount of the claim of Arledge 
and Patterson. 

Mr. KERR. Did it pass with th 000 provision ? 

Mr. ENLOE. As I before stated, it passed the House in the Forty- 
sixth Congress in its present form, with but one dissenting voice, upon | 
the report which was made originally by General Bragg, of Wisconsin, 
who was at that time chairman of the Committee on War Claims; and 
thaPreport was unanimously adopted by the Senate committee, and it 
is the same report made by the Committee on War Claims on the pres- 
ent bill. The claim originated from a raid made by a detachment of | 
Confederate troops under Col. N. N. Cox, a regular officer in the Con- | 
federate army, on the Federal post at Henderson, Tenn., on the 25th 
day of November, 1862. This battalion of Confederate troops from | 
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nois it is due to the people I represent, who are interested in this meas- | 
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Middle Tennessee crossed the Tenn Ri 60 miles away, th 
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| making tl { the n ni 25 
hey surprised and captured the post, destroy the camp 
e of th tr ] 3 ff it tar Oi il I , and 
y of cott of p ( : 
the k¢ ai troops i 1 for Lhe 
! { t lamage to the ¢ é ne 
raid a@ Surprise to ej e ¢ i i I 
f es named in this bill, a i »t 
tured These cla’ sants had 1 ts 
id the con 
i t : : Case V ul n ate- 
m ding « { 2. ) ed 
L e of 1 prop dest L under the 
d I Ail tht : ‘ G { » LV ] 
he 1 the tize l 1 } li ry nting 
lt 6 j ut ( Vy « t! ol 
j tin of Gei it 
1 ab t 
»] ] the ‘ tt \ 
the citizens who cla e the owners of the cotton destroyed; but 
(ys le ] l n \ the VY was co lec ed in ] las 
demnity against fut similar raid it was le d upon 
leading citizens Who l i might hay in p 
to itain peace and hat tion I ney ou 
to eturned to those 1 dl it. 
Now, the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Row) was in that section 
s the period this ox ul and ( I placed the citizens 
ler bond, and if anything of that kind occurred he collected the 
penalty. That was one method of doing it, and this assessment was 
another. The difference between his method and that of General Sul- 
livan was that he held the money indemnity, while the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. RowELL] held indemnity bonds. 
lhe reason why this money was not returned to these claimants a 
contemplated by General Sullivan was that General Sullivan was tran 
ferred from that command, and by order of General Grant the money 
was paid over to Colonel Hillyer, the provost marshal-general at Jac 
son, Tenn., and finally found its way into the United States Treasur: 
When the ate citizens who tried to establish a claim on this fund 





priy 


for cotton destroyed, on the line of argument pursued by the gentle- 
1an from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illinois, General Meigs, 
the (juartermaster-General, made a statement that ‘‘the money col- 


ted exceeded the amount which General Grant had intended to have 
ollected, and that General Grant refused to permit it to be applied to 
the payment of private losses and damages.’’ 





we have the statement of this distin; hed officer, made with 
a full knowledge of all the facts, in direct corroboration of the stat 
ment of General Sullivan, clearty showing that this money does n 
belong to anybody except the unoffending and peaceable citizens wh 
paid it to the Government officers, In a letter to the Secretary « 
War, dated Quartermaster-General’s Office, Washington, D. C., Dé 
cember 2, 1871, General Meigs, after reciting the circumstances at 
tending the collection of this money, uses the following language, to 
which I invite the especial attention of every fair-minded member of 
this House. He says: 

General Grant, then commanding, ordered a war levy upon nei 
rebels, and the full value of the United States property and of the cotton (privat 
property) destroyed appears to have been collected. Colonel Hillyer states that 
the money thus collected exceeded the amount which General Grant had in- 
tended to have collected, and that General Grant refused to permit it to be ap- 
plied to the payment of private losses and damages. 

Part of the contribution or levy appears to have gone into the military rail 
road department, being that which represents the value of public property d 
stroyed. 

Part of the remainder, namely, $30,000, went into the hands of the quart: 
master, Col. C. A. Reynolds, as appears from his accounts on file at the Treasu 

In settling the accounts of officers of this department, military collections, 
levies, rents of abandoned or captured buildings, etc., are, if their proceeds have 
been used in the operations of the Quartermaster’s Department, charged against 
the regular appropriation of the Quartermaster’s Department, and the amount 
is placed inthe Treasury by transfer warrant to the credit of these irregular 
funds. 

While it was within the military authority and power of ageneralin the field 
to levy and collect money as fines; and while he might have paid the proceeds 
to those who had been injured by the enemy, it appears that General Grant r 
fused to do this, and I know of no law by which any officer of the United Siat 
can now take this money from the Treasury and apply it to the payment 
these losses and damages. 

Iam of opinion that the parties have no claim in law, 
I know, has power to relieve them. 

Is it not remarkable that at this day we find gentlemen here in th 
House resisting the payment of this money to the people to whom 
honestly belongs on the flimsy pretext that it belongs to the men wlio 
claimed to be the owners of the cotton seized by the Federal troo} 
and used for breastworks, which was destroyed in battle, and maki 
this assertion in the face of General Meigs’s declaration that they hav: 
no claim in law? 

Mr. ROWELL. Werethey not claiming it outof the Treasury w 
out any act of Congress? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; and the Quartermaster-General decided that 
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Mr. THOMAS, of V onsin. Can you find in the War Department 
or e] here any ordei med by General Grant to that effect ? 

Mr. ENLOJ No, sir; but 1 find that Colonel “Hillyer and General 
Sy Meigs make the statement, that this was the con- 
‘ Grant placed upon his order. 

\ msin. One other question, and I will not 
t in further Is it not a fact that General Bad 
tate neral Grant did not construe the order, but l 
the money should go to the payment of these m for whose benetit it 
had been asse ed? a 

Mr. ENLOI That w i mere voluntary statement of General Ba- 
deau as toa matter upon which General Grant had previously spoken 
himself, and those associated with General Grant at the time of the « 
currence discredit the authority of General Badeau to speak for Gen- | 
eral Grant. They placed upon the order at the time the construction I 


e stated 
Ir. THOMAS, of Wisconsin 
Mr. ENLOE. I decline to be interrupted further. 
I want to say that those citizens, the claimants in this bill, were 
I in promoting the rebellion at the time thi 
transaction occurred \ great many of them were not even connected 
by relationship with the army in any way. They simply happened 
to reside in that portion of the country, and to have some propert 
and on account of their residence in that vicinity the assessment 
levied. I suppose if the matter had occurred in any other neighbor- 
hood the citizensof that neighborhood would have been treated in ex 
actly the same way. These people have been faithful, law-abiding, 
loyal citizens from the time that the army went into that country. 
They have renewed their allegiance to the Government, and were at 
that time, and have been from that time, loyal to the Government 
They have been looking forward to the payment of this claim. They 
believe it is right and just 

There is no man in my section of country, Democrat, Republican, 
white man or black man, who does not believe that the Government 
has done a great wrong to these people in withholding this money. Ii 
my district had been represented in this Congress by a Republican in- 
tead of a Democrat, my competitor in the canvass, occupying on this 
question exactly the same ground that I do, he would have been here 
udvocating this measure, because it is recognized as asimple act of jus 


hav 
h No, sir—— 


1iot engaged in any way 





tice 

I do not think it right at this late day for gentlemen to undertake to 
prevent the payment of a just claim by appealing towar prejudice. 1 
do not think it right in any citizen, [ do not care whether he be a 
Democrat or a Republican, to come before Congress or to go before the 


country and undertake to obstruct the passage of a just claim by ap- 
pealing to the prejudice 3 of the war. 

In behalf of those people, I want to say that most of them are broken 
up, so far as worldly circumstances are concerned. Some of them are 
almost in absolute poverty; and this small sum of money which the 
Government wrongfully withholds from them, if it were paid over to 
them, would be of great help to them in their necessities. I hope, 
Mr. Chairman, the bill will be passed. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I should like my friend trom Ten- 
nessee to answer me this question: Wherein this in principle differs 
from the order of the President of the United States emancipating the 
lnves, or from any other act in aid of putting down the rebellion? 

Mr. ENLOKE. I wish to state to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
that is an entirely different matter. 

Mir. WILSON, of Minnesota. In principle wherein does it differ ? 

Mr. ENLOE. In principle it differs in this respect. This assess- 
ment was not levied for the purpose of punishing these citizens. It 

not levied for the purpose of putting money into the Treasury of 
the United States. It was levied fora specific purpose. What was 
that purpose? It was not levied entirely for the purpose of paying 
losses sustained by the Government, but mainly for the purpose of 
holding it as an indemnity in order to prevent, as he states, Confeder- 
ate troops in the future from making raids into that country. 

\s Lstated awhile ago to the gentleman from Illinois, General Sul- 
livan took this money and kept it for the purpose which I have stated, 
intending all the time that it should be returned to these citizens. 
[t is now proposed in accordance with that intention on the part of 
General Sullivan to return this money tg the parties to whom it be- 
longs. 

Mr. LANPRAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to make a statement. 

Mr. LANHAM. How long does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. ROWELL. I will not occupy longer than five or ten minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
this bill so we may get to some other business upon the Calendar. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will not occupy the floor but for ten or fifteen 
minutes at the furthest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ROWELL. It would seem, Mr, Chairman, from the argument 
which has been made to-day that we are not to be permitted to resist 
the application for the payment of the damages and ravages of war 
without being accused of a desire to stir up the animosities which had 





My desire is to get through with the discussion of | 
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their birth in that rebellion. Of course if we pass this bill then we 


might as well pass a general bill at once in the interest of harmony and 


good will and peace, and shaking hands across the bloody chasm, in 
order to indemnify the whole South for the past 
Now, I do not oppose this bill as a partisan. I oppose it with inti- 


mate, personal knowledge of the relations between the Army and the 
citizens of West Tennessee at the time this assessment was made. 
This assessment, we are told by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE], was made according tothe testimony of General Sullivan, taken 
years atter the war had closed, as to his secret intention, given when 
all over, that the money was to be returned to the partic 

Now, this order was issu d by Colonel Hay 


the war was 
from whom it was taken. 


nie, commander of the post, in pursuance of a liberty given in general 
army orders. It was definite and specific. It was for the purpose of 
indemnifying the United States and individual sufferers. It was an 


effective order, just the same as when bonds were required to be given 


h I earried out in Jackson, 





prominent residents, whi 

3 an effective method of preventing raids and damages being done 
the property of private citizens. 

Chis order was issued for that purpose. This method was taken. 
Either or both methods proved effective in accomplishing the purpose. 

order ended the raids within 60 miles. It preventéd a continu 

of like damages occurring in West Tennessee on the part of men 

zens’ clothes, giving out they had abandoned the cause, and who, 

when they got together and were ready to go back to the army, rushed 
into the towns and destroyed the property of the citizens. 

I do not know this particular damage at Henderson was of that kind, 
but we know that within 50 miles these raids were being made and 
property was being destroyed. It wasatatime when the Union Army 
had absolute control of West Tennessee. There was no organized rebel 
army nearit. The railroads were being operated and business was be- 
ing carried on when this damage was done. 

Colonel Haynie assessed the damage. Whatfor? Toreimburse the 
United States and to reimburse the individuals who were injured in 
their property. He ealled a military commission, and that commis- 
sion sat to ascertain the ownership of the property which had been de- 
stroyed and the value of that property and the value of the United 
States property which had been destroyed. ‘The sons of these rebel 


y neighbori 





| sympathizers were in the army. The assessment was made. When 


it was collected some of the parties got out of the way and went South, 
so that the money assessed on them could not be collected. A reas- 
sessment was then made and the money was collected and turned over 
to the proper officers of the United States Army, who placed it in the 
Treasury of the United States. Everybody knows when it got into 
the Treasury of the United States it could not be gotten out except by 
an appropriation, and that is all there is of the matter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 
| Mr. WASHINGTON. I merely want the gentleman to throw light 
upon this point, and I ask him for information. You say this mo 
was turned into the Treasury by these officers who collected it? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, if they had aright to assess and colle 
this money upon innocent parties for the purpose of reimbursinz th 
| whose property, in the amounts stated, they alleged had been de- 

stroyed, then had they not an equal right to reimburse with the mon 
| so assessed and collected the persons for whose benefit it was collected, 
instead of placing it in the Treasury ? 

Mr. ROWELL. No,Ithink not. Ordinarily quartermasters in the 
Army receiving funds in this way and who are obliged to account for 
them would be very likely to turn them over in the first instance to 
| the Treasury of the United States in order to get credits, because they 
had no authority to disburse money except in pursuance of law; and 

there would be no return of what he did with the money, or any vouch- 
ers for it, unless it passed through the regular channels. Colonel 
Haynie went out of command; General Sullivan went out of com- 
mand; and the regulations of war required that this money should be 
paid ont in accordance with the appropriations fixed by law. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Permit me to interrupt again, simply for the 
purpose of getting information from the gentleman. These parties who 
lost their property made application to Colonel Haynie for relief, and 

| he levied an assessment upon innocent persons to make good the dam- 


Si 
| 


Mr. ROWELL. There isa difference of opinion on that point. | 
say ‘‘guilty’’ parties. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 
| then. It was not charged that they were the parties who destroy« 
Lut assume that they were guilty parties in the sens 
| that the gentleman means. ‘That levy was made on the property 0! 
| men who were accounted as rebel sympathizers by Colonel Haynie for 
| the purpore of reimbursing loyal parties whose property was alleged 
| to have been destroyed. Now, I ask this question: If he had the right 
| to levy an assessment on all disloyal persons living in that neighbor 
| hood for the purpose of reimbursing those who had lost their property, 
or to compensate for property taat liad been destroyed, how would he 
have violated any law if he had carried out the purpose of his order 01 


Well, assume that they were guilty parties, 
d 


the property. 
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not come into his hands 
eral Grant did 


erstand that the money was to go to the parties for whose ben 


y officer d the money di 
no particie ol evidence in the world that Ger 





to be issessed 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Why has not the money been paid to these pe 
Mr. ROWELL. It got into the Treasury, and subsequently a | 
me ie House for the benefit of one of the parties for whose benetit 
the assessment was made, and the sum of $9,600 was claimed by him 
Che bill promptly passed, and was signed by General Grant, and the 
mon paid over, less some small amount that I believe the Gover 
had as a counter claim against him. 
‘ir. WILSON, of Minnesota. In other words, this money was paid 
pursuance of the purpose for which it was originally taken? 
Mr. ROWELL. Yes, it went to one of those persons for damages to 
operty. 
sequently these parties came to the Forty-fifth Congress or the 


Forty-sixth Congress and a report was made in favor of paying them 


1 } 
them Dack. 





of paying $12,000, the remainder on hand, to these parties, and against 
paying the persons for whom the present bill was framed. But here 
comes in a report now that carefully avoids saying a word about the 
fact that $9,600 of the original assessment had been already paid out 
of the Treasury to one of the parties for whose benefit it was levied. 

I was a member of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth 
Congress and thoroughly investigated the matter, the committee of 
that Congress reporting unanimously against the present bill and in 
favor of paying the $12,000 to the parties for whose benefit it was levied. 

Now, it isa simple question of inference that General Sullivan was 
afterwards induced to say that in his secret thought he had a different 
intention from what the written order meant in making that assess- 
ment It was an effective order—— 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman permit an interruption ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to interrupt the gentleman for a moment to 
make a statement in regard to the character of the claimants to whom 
he refers, and the character of the citizens upon whose property the 
assessments were levied. I want to introduce in this connection, asa 
witness, Col. Fielding Hurst, who raised a Federal regiment in Ten- 
nessee and served in the Army. He says: 





ie 





[ have been familiarly acquainted with the claimants for more than forty 
years, and I know them to be honorable, just, and good men, who were at home 


in the peaceful pursuits of life when the assessments and collections were made 


‘ } 





I know of no gentleman whose character for goodness is better than that of 


the claimants. 


Further he says: 


T 





’ ly labor. 

[ especially call the attention of the committee and of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the statement of Colonel Hurst with reference to Willis 
N. Arnold, who made some claim before the Forty-eighth Congress. He 
Savs: 


Again, as to Willis N. Arnold, who interposed some objection to the re« 
sought by the claimants, and setting up some sort of claim to the money as hav- 
ing been collected for his benefit. I must say that Mr. Arnold was a very p 
man at the commencement of the war in 1861. He certainly had no money to 
pay for cotton or to enter into any other speculation upon. He was esteemed 
a villain and an outlaw before the war, and he was in our county jail for } : 
alse claims against the Government beforethe war. [think he begged 
and paid out some two years before the war commenced, and was living on a 
poor and very small farm in Henderson County, adjoining this. As to his! 
alty, it was manifest as being what I call a ‘‘camp follower” anda thief, who 
ran the blockade and dealt in cotton and Confederate money in a small way 











That is the character of the man who comes and makes a claim in 
his own behalf, trying to defeat the just payment of citizens that 
Colonel Hurst, the Federal commander in that country, speaks of in 
such high terms, and surely if any one had prejudice against them he 
would have, but he says they were at home engaged in peaceful pur- 
suits and they are entitled to this money. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not know of any reason in the world why a 
liar is not entitled to make his claim, or that an honest man is en- 
titled to deny it tohim. I do not know who Arnold was, but I do 
know Colonel Hurst. A man in Mississippi was reported to be not 
only a rebel, but that he never owned a dollar in the world, and yet 
the man owned a large plantation, was a pensioner of the Government, 
and a loyal man, and Colonel Hurst wrote and said all sorts of hard 
things about him, but subsequently wrote that he had the names 
mixed, and had got the wrong man. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not here to defend the character of Colonel Hurst, 
but his character stands before the people of that country a great deal 
better than Mr. Arnold’s, whose testimony is impeached. 

Mr, ROWELL. I have made no attack upon Colonel Hurst. 


XIX 134 





In the Forty-eighth Congress there was a report in favor | 


hink they are as justly entitled to that money as Iam to reap the reward of 
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] i of Henderson, Tenn., General Grant d 
: me to ent was made by General Sullivan bys 
} 1 | citiz for the purpose of remunerat 

the f c t He j , ind that since General Sullivan has been mustered 
« the eh { i neral Grantthat a certain amount « ich 

7 ( 1 ¢ to tu over the said sum to the 

{ ) it I tot 1s¢ ch it was collected 
omt { ' sat Uatean thes tnak Oh 
: . ‘ w destroyed, that fis 5 alue 
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‘ pe scollected, ra 
i linto t l ‘ to 3 for which it vases: 

i itt ly ) jess tl amount j rl 
Aldridye, and thatt rl rhtinthe claimants aniien 
in the bill lij toa I tof said fund; but that, having been ass« 

d colleeted for ¢ ecial | i it should be devoted to that use or bald te 

* ; ‘ I’. ; 1 Se ‘ 

Now, sir, it is inconceivable to me thet a unanimous report of a 
Democratic committee denying that General Grant ever made any such 
order as is alleged here can be a mistake, and if it is notamistake thes« 
men certainly have no claim. 

Mr. LANHAM. [In the interest ot oth business on the Calendar, 
I unanimous consent that debate be 1 yw closed on this bill 

WILSON, of Minnesota 1 want to occupy a few minutes, 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, I ask nimous consent that all debate on 
this bill be limited to five minut 

Mr. WII IN, of M . lean not agree to that, but I do not 

. 

} I ill occupy ove 1 minutes. 

Mi LANHAM. iy t inutes, tl 

My BURROWS, Let 1 ‘ itleman from Minnesota have fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not think I shall take over ten 
minutes, and I may not occupy more than five minut 

Mr. ENLOE. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has thirty-five 
minute 

Mr. ENLOI Chen I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 


WILSON ] ten minutes of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on this bill be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to reserve the balance of mytime. I am willing 
to agree to a limitation, but I do not want to give all the time to the 
They have had an hour and I have had only twenty-five 
minutes. I want to reserve fifteen minutes of my time, and let the 
gr ntlem: in from Minnesota [ Mr. WriLson] take fifteen minutes. 

WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if I felt there was a 
Lenni ba sis for this claim, and that it would not establish a precedent 
that would ao I might vote forit. ButI think its allowance 
would bea precedent both dangerous and far-reaching. I therefor 
deem it my > ate to oppose it, and I wish to state in the briefest man- 
ner the grounds of my opposition. 

As I understand it, the re is one principle of law which has been set- 
tled beyond all question, to wit: 
a military commander, by way of reprisal for something that has been 
done, for the purpose of preventing predatory incursions in the future, 
or for any like reason, to make an order such as was made in this case, 
levying contributions on the people of a hostile community. This is 
well settled and affirmed by all writers on the laws of war. 


other side. 


That this was the nature of that order is proved by the language of 


the order itself. -It isin language so clear that its meaning is unmis- 
takable. 

It is said by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that General 
Grant declared that he did not give to that order this meaning. But 
on the other hand it is affirmed, and seems to be proven by the testi- 

nony of a man close to General Grant, General Badeau, that General 

Grant did not mean to say any such thing as it is affirmed he said; but 
on the contrary, that he meant just exactly what this order says. 
Therefore the evidence is in equilibrio at least, and we must take the 
order as it stands, giving full force to its language. 

‘The question is, therefore, when an order such as this is made and 
the money is collected on what principle shall the Government be re- 
quired to pay it back? Iasked my friend from Tennessee to tell me 
wherein this principle is different from the order or proclamation issued 
by President Lincoln emancipating the slaves? Was each not issued 
for the purpose of weakening the enemy and of putting down the re- 
bellion? ‘To that question the gentleman undertook to make an an- 
swer, which, however, to my mind, is not satisfactory. Each was, I 
think, a legitimate exercise of the war power. 

| think they stand, Mr. Chairman, upon the same legal proposition, 
1amely, that the commanding general has the right to make such order 
and todosuch acts as will weaken or destroy his adversary or strengthen 
himself. This is thelaw of war. In times of war the laws made for 
our guidance or government in times of peace are silent. In war the 


protection of the peop le—the defense of the Government against its 
enemies—is the supreme law. 

if we admit liability in a case like this, we shall make a precedent, 
Mr. Chairman, that will rise to torment us in the future. Such a 
precedent is not to be tolerated and can not be justified either upon 
grounds of public policy or upon any legal principle. 


Chat it is within the competency of 
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e are the grounds of my opposition to thi , a r tl} 
iso I h to say tl I shall vot a nst oO yt s bill. but 
| bills of a like nature; as I stated a few d g : tl di s 0 
f a bill to pay for cotton used by the Union Army for breastworks at 
vashville. I stated in that case that there was no legal liability on 
he part of the Government, al id th I thought due regard 1 pu 
ated that we should 1 y our action in (¢ 
ledge any such liability. 
“Mr. "ASHINGTON. Is there nota great differencé 
See cae his and the d ( 
yperty for war purpose 
VILSON, of Minnesota. They bothstand on precisely tl 
pri e—an exercise of the war power. If there isany difference it is 
nce in circumstances and not in principle. 
We must look at the principle that underlies these cases and not at 


1 


minute and unimportant differences that do not affect the principle. 
rhe same rule and reason that would tolerate the using of cotton as a 
defense or breastwork would tolerate its destruction if necessary, and 
would sanction that which was done in this case. They stand upon 





the same reason that sanctions the destruction of property to prevent 
the spread of a conflagration, the public safety, as I have said, being in 
all ch cases the supreme law. 

In this case the facts are that in 1862 a party of rebel l uid 
upon a small force of Union troops stationed at Hend n, n. 
raiding party captured the Union troops, with their arms and « 
equipages, burned a quantity of cotton belonging to the United State 
and to private individuals, and also destroyed the depot buildings l 





water-tanks of the railroad company. Thereupon Colonel Haynie, 
commandant of the Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn., appointed 
. board of officers to investigate the losses and appraise the damage 
with a view to assessment by way of reprisal upon the reb 
thizers about Henderson. The board so appointed assessed 
of _ property « lestroyed at $26,751.36 

Upon this report Colonel Haynie ordered the assessment of the 
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and above Hender- 
son; and the sum was collected of them. All this, as I have above 
said, the military commandant had a right to do according to the laws 
of war, either by way of punishing the enemy for what they had done 
or of strengthening himself by deterring them from such depredations 
in the future. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now yield ten minutes to my colleague from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I am the last man in the world who 
wants a claim to be paid toanybody who was disloyal; and if I thought 
the property of the people of my State had been taken under authority 
of any law, and rightfully taken, I would be the last man to vote to 
reimburse them or turn the fund back to them after it had been taken. 

I do not think that the rebels of my State were any worse than the 
rebels of any other State. I know they were bad enough, and God 
knows they were; but because some fool rebel down in Middle Ten- 
nessee, with a handful of sympathizers, thought he could conquer the 
great Union Army and establish the Southern Confederacy by making 
this raid on the town of Henderson and burning up the property of 
some loyal men down there, some cotton and military supplies, is no 
just reason why the peaceable people of that locality who were rebel 
sympathizers, and with whom I differed as widely as with any people 
in the world, should have an assessment made upon their property to 
the extent of $26,000 for the purpose of re imbursing men claiming to 
be loyal and Union people for property that was destroyed. 

Now, by virtue of what authority was that assessment upon their 
property made? The commanding general had no right to assess the 
rebels of the country for so much money to pay for property that some 
raider had destroyed of a Union man. Congress had passed no statute 
to confiscate the property of rebels in any one of the States or in our 
State. It was an act of confiscation that was unauthorized either by 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army or under anylaw. It was a tort, 
a wrong that can not be justified by an appeal to any law in this coun- 
try; and if that money is in the Treasury, as it is, beyond all que 
tion, but ought to have been paid out, as my colleague suggested in 


his question to the gentleman from Illinois, to the parties who claimed 


it, or their representatives, their receipts would have been as good 
vouchers in the hands of the quartermaster as the receipts from the 
Treasury Department after he had turned it in there. 

Bat, I repeat, it went into the Treasury without an) 
law. It is there to-day, and who has a better claim or right to it than 
the people who paid it under this unlawfal and forced assessment, un- 
authorized either by the military commander or by any act of Congress? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to : 
him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Most assuredly. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman say it was an un- 
lawful and unauthorized assessment ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
make the report in that respect. 

Mr. BUTLER. That may be, but I think not. 
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The question was put on OF lering tellers; but not a sufficient num- 
ber votiny in favor thereof, tellers were refused. 

Mr. ENLOE No quorum 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLoE| and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ROWELL] 


Mr. LANHAM. I donot think there isa quorum in the House, and 
I would prefer that the bill be withdrawn and let the business pro- 
ceed 

Mr. ENLOE. As it is evident that there is not a quorum present in 
the House, Iam perfectly willing that it should be passed over and 
retain its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ii there be no objection, the bill will be passed 
over and retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, aud it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the next bill, as follows: 

4 bill (HL. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States with juris 
diction to determine the rights of William E. Woodbridge to certain I ters pa 
ent for a metallic sabot, and to render judgmentin his favor for the use of 
same by the Government during the war of 1861, 


Mr. LANHAM I ask unanimous consent that it be passed over aud 
retain its place on the Calendar 


here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM D. WILSON, 


The next business on the | 
vas asked by Mr. CATCHINGS) was the bill (H. R. 838) for the reliet 
of William D. Wilson. 


rivate Calendar (consideration of whi 








Che bill was read follow 
Re it enacted, « Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. a 
t rized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
ppropriated, to William D. Wilson, of Vicksburg, Miss., the sum of $1,200, t! 
ne to be in full comp on for rent and oceupation of a brick building i 
\ shurg, Miss., under e) ss contract with the said William D. Wilson by 
the United States Army, durin t part of the vears 1864 and 1865 
Mr. CATCHINGS., _ I desire to offer the amendment to the bill which 
I id up to the Clerk’s di 
rhe Clerk read as follows 
Amend the title | S¢ ifter the word “‘of,”’ the words “ heirs of:"’ and 
{n line 5, after the word insert the words “ heirs of 
(he amendment was eed to; and the billas amended was ordered 


to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
LUKE REILLY. 
The bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Luke Rei 
rmally. reta ning it place on the Calendar. 





lly was passed over 


LUCIUS J. SEALS, 


ie bill (H. R. 5515) for the relief of Lucius J. Seals was passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
J. H. WEEKS, 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera- 
tion by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 5516 
for the relief of J. H. Weeks. 


he bill was read, as follows: 








j t enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to John H. Weeks, of Fayette County, Kentucky, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,880 
being the value of quarterm r's stores taken from said John H. Weeks by 


{ 











assured by said provost-marshal that the Government would pay them for feed- 
ing the horses of said commands and the horses kept by said marshal. They 


never received any pay for the same, so far as the proof indicates, 


rhe said parties dissolved partnership after the war, and the said Long as- 


| signed to the said Weeks ali his interest in the claim against the United States, 
and does not now, asagainst said Weeks, own any interest in this claim. Com- 
mencing in July, 1862,and ending in the early part of 1864, the said parties kept 
at their stables at said place horsesand mules, furnishing stabling and feed for 
the same; the feed furnished and care of the same were reasonably worth the 


United States forces during the late war and appropriated to their use, as | 


found by the Court of Claims 
Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read. 


ry) 


Che report (by Mr. Srone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committec on War Claims, to whom was referred the findings of the | 


C% t of Claims in the ease of John H, Weeks, report as follows: 

Chat the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, not being 
clearly and fully advised of all the facts in the case referred it to the Court of 
Ciaims for a finding of facts under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in thi 
investigation of claims and demandsagainst the Government,” approved March 


1843 






1im has been returned to the Committee on War Claims by the Court 
s with the following finding of facts: 


said ¢ 
of Clain 


[Court of Claims. (Congressional case No. 103.) John H. Weeks vs. The United 
States, findings of fact. Filed January 17, 1887. | 

“The claim in the above-entitled suit, having been transmitted to this court 
by the Committee ou War Claims of the House of Representatives on the 2d of 
May, 1884, and the Attorney-General having appeared for the defendants, and 
the suit having been brought to a hearing on the 11th day of January, 1887, the 
court upon the proofs and evidence, after hearing Charles F,. Benjamin, esq., of 
counsel for the claimant, and H,. J. May, esq., of counsel for the defendants, 
finds the following facts 

“TI. The claimant, John H. Weeks and his partner Robert A. Long, during 
the period of the war were loyal to the Government of the United States. 


sum of $2,880 (twenty-eight hundred and eighty dolla: 
* By the Court. 
\ true transcript of record. Test 
Chis 3d day of February, A. D. 1887. 


EAL. “JOHN RANDOLPH, 
“* Assistant Clerk, Court of Claims 
Your committee, therefore, recommend the payment of the amount found 
due Mr. Weeks by said Court of Claims, and report herewith a bill for his relief 


and recominend its passage 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to know how much the com- 
mittee know about the proofs in this case, either as to the loyalty of 
the claimant or as to the justice of the claim itself. Nobody has said 
a word about it. Ifthe claim ought to be paid, we will pay it, but let 
us not pass the bill in this way without any explanation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What has just been read is 
the finding of the judges of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whether he knows these parties personally. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido,very well. Ihave known 
them thirty years. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And thestatement that they were loyal 
during the war is true? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As to one of them. I think 
he was part of the timea member of the home guard. As to the other, 
he was an elderly man, and both of them were always known as Union 
ren, members of the Union party. 

Chere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

REV. WILLIAM GREGSTON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera- 
on by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 10481) for the 
‘lief of Rey. William Gregston. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Rev. William Ggegston, of Caldwell County, Ken- 
tueky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 


of $150, being for a horse taken from him by the Army of the United States dur- 
ng the late war. 

Mr. BREWER. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7571) for 
the relief of Rev. William Gregston, report as follows: 

The claim is for a horse taken from the claimant by the Army of the United 
States during the late war 

rhe proof filed in support of the « 





lair shows that United States troops took 








from the claimant in 1564 one sorre) horse, of the value of $150, and that he has 
not been paid for it. The claimant was a loyal citizen 
Your committee report herewith a substitute for the bill and recommend its 


passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMPANY, VIRGINIA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera- 
tion by Mr. BOwDEN) was the bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of the Nor- 
folk County Ferry Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Norfolk County ferry committee, of Nor- 
folk, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 


} sum of $42,300, that being the amount collected by the Quartermaster’s De- 


“JI, During the war the said parties were partners in the livery and feed- | 


etable business in the town of Georgetown, Seott County, Kentucky, In the 
years 1862, 1863, and 1864, the provost-marshal of Scott County had a large num- 
ber of horses and mules fed at the stable of said parties, said horses belonging 
to the Government of the United States, and were in the custody and contro! 
of said marshal for the purpose of being fed and prepared for active service after 
being rendered unfit for use by excessivelabor. During said time the said 
parties kept and fed horses of Company B, Eighteenth Kentucky Infantry, 
mounted; also Captain Parker’s company of the Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry; 
also Captain Chorn’s company of the same regiment. The said parties were 


partment of the United States Army as tolls and ferriages for the transporta- 
tion of civilians, their animals, and freights, for three years and cleven months, 
excepting eight days, beyond the current expenses and repairs of said ferry as 
found by the Court of Claims. 

A MEMBER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The report is quite long, and if the House will ac- 
cept a statement I can in two minutes explain the facts in this case. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think that will be much better than reading 
the report. 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘The facts are that during the war the military au- 
thorities took possession of the ferry line plying between the cities of 
Norfolk and Portsmouth. It was operated under military control, 
civilians being employed in running it. The Government transported 
all its troops, munitions of war, etc., free, but, after paying all expenses, 
there was a net profit during the time the Government had the occu- 
pancy of the ferry of some $40,000 and odd, which was turned over to 
the United States Treasury. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What do you mean by ‘‘ net profit? 

Mr. BOWDEN. “After paying all the running expenses there was 
that profit left. 

Mr. CHEADLE. From whom was this money received ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. From civilians, for the transportation of their per- 
sons and property. The Government got all its ferriage free of charge. 
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Lieutenant-Governor of Virginia 
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. etary Wa 
Indorsements:) Virginia. Washington, D. C., March 27, 1886, Leopold C. P. 
Cowper, lieutenant-governor. Refers for decision of the Secretary of War case 
of the Norfolk County ferry, held by the military forces of the United States 
t the oecupation of Norfolk, in May, 1862 
] pectfully turned to the Secretary of War, with report. 
W. A. NICHOLS, 
Assistant Adjutant-Gen 
ADIUTANT-GENERAL’S Orrice, April 18, 1366 
Respectfully referred to Maj. Gen. A. H. Terry, commanding Department of 


Virginia, for report. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General 
At rANT-GENERAL'S Orricr, March 31, 1866. 
ITEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 
Richmond, Va., April 3, 1865. 
Respectfully referred to Col. William L. James, chief quartermaster, for re- 


port 


By command of Major-General Terry. 
ED. W. SMITH, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


AT DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 
Richmond, Va., April 5, 1866. 


Smith, assistant adjutant-gen- 


CHIEF Qt TERMASTER'S OFFICE, 


Respectfully returned to Bvt. Brig.Gen. E. W 


eral Department of Virginia, and attention invited to inclosed copies of orders | 


and correspondence on the subject. 

The ferry was again taken possession of by the Quartermaster’s Department, 
in compliance with Special Orders, No. 39, Current Series, from Department 
headquarters, and is still run by that department, in consequence of the refusal 
of the corporation to comply with the stipulations contained in the letter from 

he Quartermaster-General’s Office of the 10th of February last. 
WM. L. JAMES, 
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Acting Assistant Secretary of Wi 
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HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OY THE ATLANTIC, 
Philadelphia, April 13, 1366. 
Respectfully returned to Adjutant-General of the Army. 
| papers containing the decision of the honorable the Secretary of War in 
thi ise were at these headquarters, and referred to the commanding 
office Depa it of Virginia, on the same day. 
GEO. G. MEADE, 
M General Commanding. 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Aprii 238, 1866. 
Si I have the honor to return herewith the papers in the case of the Nor 
folk Ferry Company which have been referred to this office for report. 





I would respectfully invite attention to the report made by the Quartermas- 
General March 31, 1866 (copy of which is inclosed), in which I recommen 
as the best solution of the present difficulty that the boats and docks and other 
appurtenances or property belonging to the ferry company, whether repaired 
or not by the United States for the use of the ferry, be turned over to the own 
ers without insisting upon their signing a release of the right to make clain 

Should the ferry company present further claims against the United States, 
the Department has the right to reject them if considered unjust. 

I therefore again recomm i that the boats, docks, and other property be- 
longing to this company be returned to the owners, 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
’ CHARLES THOMAS, 


Acting Quartermasier-General U. S. A Brevet Major-General, 


M, STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 
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y of War 
WASHINGTON, March 20, 1872, 
To I A.B. Magru of Baltimore, to the Quartermaster-Gen- 
W. M. DUNN 


MArcH 20, 1872 


The United States Quartermaster’s Department is hereby requested to deliver 
to James G. Holladay, or to his order, any and all papers filed by us relating to 
claim of Norfolk County Ferry committee on behalf of the county of Norfolk 
and city of Portsmouth, growing out of the seizure, use, and occupation of the 
Norfolk County Ferry by the United States Government, which papers wer 
tiled in the War Department, or some department or bureau thereof. 

HUGHES, DENVER & PECK, 


Atiorneys Jor Claimant. 








> 


MArcu 20, 187 


The War Department wil! deliver the papers called for in the above order to 


A.B. Magruder, esq. 
JAMES G. HOLLADAY. 
-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 


QUARTERMASTER February 17, 1888 


True copies. 


TAMES GILLIss. 
Mao 


Thi 


rd Quartermaste 


document is very 


lin the REcorp, 


Mr. BURROWS (interrupting the reading). 
iengthy. I ask unanimous consent that it he } 
and the case passed over for the present, so t! members may exam- 
ine it. I have not examined the matter carei ymyself. By this ar- 
rangement this claim will not delay other business. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I think I shall have to object to that proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. It may take nearly an hour to read this docu- 
ment. Let it be printed in full in the REcoRD and the case 

Mr. BOWDEN. Thisseems to meso plain a case that I hope it wil! 
not be passed over. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
with other business. 
Mr. BOWDEN. 

Court of Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask that this case be passed over and that th 
report from the War Department be published in the REcorD, so that 
members may examine it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimou 
consent that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on 

he Calendar, and that the report of the War Department be printed 
in the Recorp. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. I feel constrained to object. I do not believe 
there is a more meritorious claim on this Calendar. This bill, as I 
have said, does not take from the Treasury any money properly } 
longing to the United States; and the amount which may be paid un- 
der the bill is to go to the support of free schools. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let this report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bo 
objects to the request; the reading of the report from the War Depart- 
ment will continue. 

Mr. BREWER. 
tirely different state of facts from what som 
statement of the gentleman from Virgini 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the « 
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So far as this report has been read, it shows an en- 
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iy 
locument 
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Mr. BOWDEN (before the reading wasconcluded). I withdraw m 
objection to the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. | 
Rows]. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the r quest « 
centleman from Michigan ? 
Mr. CHEADLE. I ol 


object. I want to hear the remainder of this 


| report read. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope I may be allowed a word. If the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] desires to oppose this bill at this 
time, the reading of this document is right enough; | if ] Se 


put if ine 


to oppose it at some later time, why not have this report printed and 
the bill go over, so that we may now proceed with other business ? 
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hereot by the said Quartermaster’s Department, owing to the greatly in- 











wed travel resulting fr i Norfolk City being occupied as military head- 
quarters, the great influx of population, and other ises, the receipts from all 
sources, exclusive of officers, soldiers, and Government transportation, were 
greatly increase 


| 


That they have no means of knowing what the actual revenues of said ferry | 


inted to during the gr ter part of the time it was run by the said Quar- 
termaster’s Department, but have ascertained from Theophilus H. Rogers, who 
is either superintendent of said ferry or toll-gatherer thereof under appoint- 
ment of the said Quartermaster’s Department during the whole time of said 
id oceupation, that he kept an accurate account of the receipts of said 
ferry from the Ist of April, 1864, to the Ist of January, 1865, and that the same 
at 2) cents @ passenger amounted to the sum of $19,383.82 for the said nine months, 
hat from that time to the loth day of July, 1665, when the charges were 
ne, he did not keepan account of the receipts of said ferry in consequence 
fYerent mode of settlement } 


















inst 8 Department, but he is conf t the daily receipts for the inter- 

ning period rather exceeded than f rt of those between the Ist day of 
A} , 1844, and the Ist da {f January, 1865; that on the 10th of July,18 
the toll on passengers was increased from 2} to 5 cents,and from that time to 
the surrender of the ferry on the 2ist of April, 1866, the daily receipts of said 
feerg sented. na the vonahene of dims Gouiaicmaaiadin Manan en eer. 
the sum of $110, which would give as the annual receipts the sum of $40,150 


%. That from the sworn statement of Joseph H. Porter, who was appointed 
uperintendent of the ferry upon its surrender on the 2lst of April, 1866, it ap 
pears that the daily receipts of said ferry from the day of its restoration have 
been on an average the sum of $135.64, which would give the sum of $49,508 as 





the annual receipts of said ferry, All of which goes to show that the receipts 
during the period of its occupation by the Quartermaster’s Department must 
have been at least as much as the ordinary receipts were before the said seiz- 
re and occupation, to wit, the sum of $25,000 per annum, and would amount 
ig said use and occupation, to wit, from the l4th of May, 1862, to the 2Ist of 


A 1, 1866 (except eight days), b« 
sum of $97,916 


ng three years and eleven months, to the 


10, That the enjoyment by the Government of the useand occupation of said 
ferry for the transportation of troops, supplies, and munitions of war for the 
nd 

(ferry, and that the county of Norfolk and city of Portsmouth are justly 
entitled to receive from the United States all the moneysarising from tolls upon 


passengers, vehicles, animals, and freights collected by said Quartermaster's | 


Department from civilians and othersthan those inthe employment of the Gov 

nent of the United States as moneys had and received by the Government 

for the useand benefit of the said county of Norfolk and and city of Portsmouth. 

Chat they are also entitled to receive damages for the impaired condition 

of said ferry and ferry property, owing to the dilapidated state they were per- 

mitted to fall into during the said use'and occupation by the said Quartermas- 
ter’s Department, which damages are estimated at $10,000, 

12. That an overwhelming majority of the people of said county and city were 
loyal to the Government and opposed to secession and disunion; that shortly 

fter the Federal occupation, at the first State election occurring thereafter, the 

d county and city were reorganized as a part of the loyal State of Virginia, 
ind have ever since been represented in the restored government of Virginia; 
that besides sending representatives to the Alexandria convention which abol- 
ished slavery in Virginia by constitutional amendment, and gave the assent of 
Virginia to the creation of West Virginia as a new State, the county of Norfolk 
furnished the president of that body ; that the said county and city were, by the 
President's proclamation under acts of Congress, excepted from emancipation 
ind other provisions applying to disloyal States and parts of States, and that 
from and after the 8th day of May, 1862, the said county of Norfolk and city of 
Portsmouth ceased to be in law and were not in fact the seat of war. 

13. Your petitioners further show that this case has been referred to this hon- 
orable court for a determination of the facts therein by the Committee on War 
Claims of the House of Representatives under the act of Congress approved 
Miarch 3, 1#83, and your petitioners pray that this honorable court will so ex- 

mine this case and such report make as the facts herein may warrant, and for 

1! other proper relief in the premises. 

14. Your petitioners further show that they have been duly appointed a ferry 
committee by the county of Norfolk and the city of Portsmouth: that they are 
residents respectively of said county and city, and that James G. Holladay, of 
the city of Portsmouth, has been appointed their attorney for the prosecution 

f this claim, J. W. NICHOLAS. 

THOMAS J. NOTTINGHAM. 
JAMES T. DUKE. 
C, 8. SHERWOOD. 
JOS. F. WEAVER. 
E. C. BROOKS. 
rATE OF VIRGINIA, 
County of Norfolk, to wit: 

Chisday personally appeared before me, Alvyah H. Martin, clerk of the county 
court of Norfolk County and ex-officio clerk of the board of supervisors of saic 
county, Joseph T. Duke, Thomas J. Nottingham, James W. Nichols, E. C. 
Brooks, C, 8. Sherwood, and Joseph Weaver, the joint committee for the man 

gement of the Norfolk County ferries on the part of the city of Portsmouth 
and the county of Norfolk, whoseverally made oath in due form of law that the 
allegations and statements contained in the petition hereto annexed are true 
and correct to the best of their knowledge, information, and belief; and I do 
further certify that the said Joseph T. Duke, Thomas J. Nottingham, and James 
W. Nichols are the members of said joint committee for the management of the 
Norfolk County ferries on the part of Norfolk County, they haying been duly 
elected or appointed as such by the board of supervisors of said county, as wil! 
appear by a certified extract from the proceedings of said board hereto annexed, 
and have duly qualified as members of said committee. 

Given under my hand and the seal of said court and of said board of super- 
visors this 29th day of May, 1884. 

[SEAL, ] ALVAH H. MARTIN, 

Clerk of the County Court of Norfotk County and ex officio Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors of said county. 
STATE or VIRGINIA, County of Norfolk, to wit: 

I, Edward Spalding, judge of the county court of said county, State aforesaid, 
do certify that Alvah H. Martin, who hath given the preceding certificate, is 
clerk of said court and ex officio clerk of the board of supervisors of said county, 
and that his said attestation is in due form. 

Given under my hand this 20th day of May, A. D. 1884 

[SEAL.] EDWARD SPALDING, 

Judge of the County Court of Norfolk: County. 
STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Norfolk, to wit: 

I, Alvah H. Martin, clerk of the county court of the said county of Norfolk 
and State of Virginia,do hereby certify that Hon. Edward Spalding, whose 
genuine signature appears to the certificate above, is the only judge of the said 
county court, and that all his official acts as such are entitled to full faith and 
credit. 


in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of | 


said court, at my office, this 29th day of May, A. D, 1884. 
[SRAL, } ALVAH H. MARTIN, Clerk. 





been adopted by the said Quarter- | 


aforesaid was wort i to the Government at least the expense of running } 
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| STATE OF VIRGINIA, County of Norfolk, to wit: 

I, Alvah H. Martin, clerk of the board of supervisors of said county, do certify 
that Messrs. Joseph T. Duke, James W. Nicholas, and Thomas J. Nottingham 
have been duly elected by said board as members on the ; of Norfolk 
County of the joint committee for the management of the Norfoik County and 
Portsmouth Ferries, and that they are now serviug as such members. , 

Given under my hand this 29th day of May, 1534. 

ALVAH H. MARTIN, Clerk. 


Ata regular meeting of the council of the city of Portsmouth, Va., held March 
i, 1584, the following gentlemen were elected to represent the city of Ports- 
mouth on the joint committee for the management of the Norfolk County Fer- 
ries: Messrs, C.8. Sherwood, Joseph F. Weaver, and E. C. Brooks, 
j SEAL E E. THOMPSON, Jr., €.C. 
A copy. 
} JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 37) for 
the relief of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris. 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
| over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, House bill No. 27, a bill which proposes simply 
to refer a case to the Court of Claims and which makes no appropria- 
tion, was passed over awhile ago informally. I ask unanimous consent 
that we now return to it. 

the CHAIRMAN. Is there ob‘ection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]? The Chair hearsnore. The 
title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (EH. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States with jurisdic- 
| tion to determine the rightsof William E. Woodbridge to certain letters patent 


for a metallic sabot, and to render judgment in his favor for the use of the same 
| by the Government during the war of 1851. 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
| aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 

ASS. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. What is the proposition ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. This bill simply proposes to refer a case to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the Bowman act ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The only difficulty is that the case is barred 
by the statute of limitations; that is all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this bill removes the bar of the statute of 
limitations, that is an important matter; and the bill ought to be con- 
| sidered before we pass it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood the bill was simply to refer a case, 
under the Bowman act, for a report of the facts to Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe claim of William E. Woodbridge, for compensation 
for the use ot his invention relating to projectiles for rifled cannon, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue March 25,'1852, by the United States Govern- 
ment be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United 
States, which court is hereby vested with jurisdiction in the premises, and whose 
duty it shall be to hear and determine, according to its usual rules of pro- 
cedure— 

First. Whether the said Woodbridge was the first and originalinventor of the 
said invention, and entitled to a patent therefor. 

Second. To what extentthe said invention has been used by the United States 
Government, and what amount of compensation, if any,the said Woodbridge 
ought to receive in equity and justice from the United States Government for 
the past use of said invention. And in considering and determining the com- 
pensation to be made, if any, the said court shall, if it find that the said Wood- 
bridge was the first and original inventor of said invention, and entitled toa 
patent at the time of its order to issue, namely, March 25, 1852, proceed and be 
guided in all respects as though the aforesaid letters patent had been actually 
issued for the term of seventeen years from the date of the aforesaid order to 
issue; the court to render judgment, irrespective of !apse of time, in favor of the 
claimant, with the same effect as judgments generally of said court. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report in this case had better be read. 
} 
| 
1 





The CHAIRMAN. The report is eight closely printed pages. 
Mr. McCREARY. I move that it be printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That would not be of any utility in determining 
at this moment the merits of this bill. As will be observed, it removes 
the bar of the statute of limitations, and also provides a method of pro- 
cedure on the part of the court in rendering judgment; and that judg- 
ment, of course, is to be final. It is nota case where reference is made 
to the Court of Claims for the mere purpose of having facts ascertained 
and reported to Congress. This bill proposes to confer upou the court 
jurisdiction to hearand determine the case, waiving the statute of limit- 
ations, and it also directs a basis on which the investigation shall pro- 
ceed, So that it seems to meit isimportant we should hear the report. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I shall not insist on detaining the committee 
with this bill if the report is to be read. Idesire to make a brief state- 
ment, and then if my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] insists upon 
his objection I will withdraw my proposition. The only point in this 
case, as appears in the report, is whether this invention was the prop- 
erty of this claimant—a gentleman, I believe, from Massachusetts, 
though I have only met him casually—and if the invention was this 
gentleman’s property, whether the Government used it, and if the Gov- 
| ernment did use it, to what extent? That is all there is in this long 
report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to a bill covering those points, 
but this bill goes beyond that. 

Mr. STOCK DALE. There was a patent allowed to this claimant in 
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the Patent Office in 1852, and it was deposited in the secret archives of 
the Government subject to his order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What year was the patent issued ? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. It was allowed in 1852, and placed in the secret 
archives of the Patent Office, to be issued upon his call. He never 
called for it until 1861. In the mean time the Government had issued 
a circular containing printed rules, one of which was that patents should 
not lie in the secret archives for a longer period than six months. Dr. 
Woodbridge claims that he had no notice of this circular, and that 
when he called for his patent the Patent Office refused to give it to 
him, the Commissioner giving as a reason, and the only reason, the ex- 
istence of these rules. He now asks that the statute of limitations be 


removed, so that he can havestanding inthe Court of Claims to try his | 


cause. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Six months’ bar? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; he asks that the six months’ bar of the 
statute of limitation be removed, so that he may go into the Court of 
Claims and have that court ascertain whether he has the right to the 
patent or not, as to whether he was or was not the inventor; and if so 
that that court shall so render judgment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No estimate has been made as to the amount 
ofmoney involvedintheclaim. Itis alleged thatthe Government used 
this man’s invention, but to what extent has not yet been determined; 
that is for the court, and this bill is to take the claimant into court for 
that purpose. 

This patent was for a sabot to a projectile, and there was no use for 
it to any great extent until war was about to beinaugurated. The pat 
ent was issued, but allowed left in the secret archives of the Govern- 
ment, as I have already stated, subject to be issued at any moment on 
the order of Mr. Woodbridge. He had done all that he was required 
todo. The Government had done all it could do, and had ordered the 
patent to issue whenever called for. When the war was inaugurated 
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and there was a demand for such things, it is claimed that the Govern- | 


ment did use this patent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This isa claim against the Govern- 
ment—for what? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In the first place the claim is to secure the pa- 
tent for this invention which was allowed to this claimant but has been 
withheld from him; and in the second place it covers the use by th 
Government of this gentleman’s invention during the war. If the 
Government did use his invention it should pay him for it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has this claim been brought before any previous 
Congress ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I believe the claimant tried to get Congress to 
appropriate money for the purpose of making an experiment of this 
projectile, but Congress declined to do so. The patent has been with- 
held from the claimant, and since then nothing has been done, or I 
have no information in reference to anything being done. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Were any of these projectiles used in | 


the Southern army? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. So far as we were concerned they came to us 
from the wrong end of the cannon. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the estimate of the amount 
of this claim? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam not able to give any estimate. That is 
one of the matters that we propose to refer to the Court of Claims. 
If the Government used this patent, in the first place that is to be as- 
certained, and, if so, to what extent it was used, and the compensation 
is to be made upon that basis. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the claim exceed $5? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, yes; multiplied many times. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does it amount to $5,000,000? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. No, nothing like that much, but I can not speak 
definitely. It can not be a very large sum, and the bill is intended 
only to render justice to this man. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What is the patent for? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is for a sabot to a projectile. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the object of it? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The object of it is to give greater effect to the 
explosive force of the powder. The sabot is made with grooves that 


fit the rifles of the gun, with an aperture in the center, and rests on | 


the charge of powder or cartridge. When the projectile is driven into 


the gun, the rear end, being conical, inserts itself into the aperture of 


the sabot, and when the cartridge explodes it drives the sabot against 
the projectile, and the sabot, turning with the twist of the rifle-grooves, 
fills the grooves so that the explosive gases can not escape through 
them, thus utilizing all the force without losing anything by forcing 
the projectile to fill the grooves, causing friction, and at the same time 
the sabot givesa rotary motion to the projectile. These drawings show 
its action. 

Mr. BREWER. Is there anything in the report giving information 
from the Patent Office in respect to this matter ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is no information from the Patent Office 
except this: That the patent was issued in 1852, and that it was de- 
posited in the secret archives of the Government, and that Dr. Wood 
bridge was notified it was there and subject to his order and would be 
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:ounced that the ayes 
Let us have a division. 
ding the announcement of the result of 
Mr. STOCKDALE said: I ask by unanimous consent to pass the bill 
over and that it shall retain its place on the Calendar. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the substitute ought to be adopted. 
Mr. BREWER. Ifthe bill be withdrawn with the expectation of 
calling it up again the report should be printed. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is th ction to the 
The Chai: 


re op bill being withdrawn 


Calendar ? 


hears none, and 


and retaining its place on the 
it is so ordered. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
HN FARLEY. 
‘i next business ont Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. McCreary) was the bill (IH. R. 341) for the relief 


as follows 


Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, aut! 


zed t direct d to John Farley, of Madison County, Kentucky 

} | ’ 

sum of $118.28,which shall b n fullof the amount due him forcommissary su; 
rnished the Arn i 1e United States in 1862 


SRY. Iask for the consideration of that bill. 


rt be read. 


M BREWI Let the rep 
Mr. McCREAR I will make a statement of the facts. 
Mr. BREWER. I withdraw my request that the report be read, and 


will be satisfied with the statement of the facts by the gentleman from 
Kentur ky. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Chairman, John Farley is a citizenof Rich- 
mond, Ky He was a grocery merchant in 1862, and is a grocery mer- 
chant now. This claim is for $118.28 for @ommissary stores furnished 


the Sixty-sixth Indiana and Ninety-iifth Ohio Regiments Volunteers in 
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did not know where the commissary of the Sixty-sixth Indiana Regiment 
resided. Subsequently, however, he ascertained where Captain Hay 


resided, and there is now filed in the papers of the case the affidavit of 
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Senate bill 


102 be substituted and the bill H. R. 5 

There was no objection, and the Senate bill was substituted for the 
Hoi bi 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hers 

dir ed to pay to Lucinda McGuire, of Memphis, Tenn., out of any money i 
the I asury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,260, in full compens 
t i use of her premises Nos. 195 and 197 Main street, in the city o 
Memphis, Tenn., from Mareh 24, 1 itil June 1, 1865 

The report (by Mr. FAULKNER) was read, as foll 

I Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the bills (S. 77 and S. 102 

I relief of Lucinda McGuire, having considered the same, submit the fol- 
low report 

his claim has so frequently been brought to the attention of both the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and the reports to Congress, made by the Com 
m on ar Claims to the House, so conflicting, that 1t seems proper the facts 








» questions involved may be fairly and judicially passed upon 
Lucinda MeGuire was the only child of William Lawrence, who died intes 
ta n1i834. Subsequent to his death the county court of Shelby County, Tennes 
, Appoint a cominissioner with power to in 
use and beneiit of his heir. Under this authority two business tenements, sit 
the city of Memphis, were purchased. Fire having destroyed the im 


provements on these lots, there were afterwards erected on the same property 
two b hich were known as the Webster Block. The claim of the pc 
titioner f t has reference tothe property above described. Itisasfollow 
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», 1863, to March 24, 1863, at $25 per 
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March 24, 1863, to May 3! 


For rent Memphis, 


fenn., from January 





1865, at 

























month $98. 31 


the claim rests and the objection to its allowance should be stated, 


vest $12,000 in real estate forthe 


which 


ror rent of entire premises irom 
$1,000 per annum each wosuiiine . 17,4 4 
] »and injury dome said property during and by rea- 
OEROED 2. coccccetsscemces -cuscesesesscavesensccnece ssssens 5, 000. 00 
29 555. 00 
Less amount paid on account by R. E. Clary, deputy quarter: ter- 
neral, United States Army..............+. 1,526.78 
21, 038. 2 
I evidence is full and satisfactory that the two small rooms on the second 
f ioned in the first item of the account) were oceupied between tl 
lntes charged by the ** patrol and provost guard” of the Ar» The posses 1 
taken of t » roon y the Government, and the use for which they were ap 
propriated, negatives any implied promise upon the part of the Goveri 
that rent would be paid for their oecypancy. It was simply one of the incident 
of the war,and presents no legal or equitable ground asthe basis of an app to 
the justice of the Government. Your committee would therefore recom: 1 
that so much of said claim be disallowed. 
rhe evidence to sustain the third item of the account, to wit, $5,000, ‘‘ford 
uces and injury done said property,’ is unsatisfactory and insuffi to su 
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in evidence. 
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without suggesting other obje 
It is, therefore, further re 





that the two properties above described belonging to the petitio 








used and occupied by the Government for the purposes of l ! 

n the dates charged in the account, is fully and satisfactorily shown byt 

I l,and the only questions for the consideration und the facts prov 
ar 

a fa l reas 


1. Should the Government pay to the owner of the property 
ra 


ent for its use ar ion as a hospital? 
ad 






% proper al 
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developed by the testimony 























Oo ith « March, 1863, H. D. Connell, 
prope ecived the following note from the ‘‘ rental ‘ 
pent 

“Sir: You will deliver tothe bearer the keys to th » Webs 
Block, now in your possession 

NTAL Orrice, March 24, 1 
“GW. VAUGHN, Renta’ Agent 

‘H. D. Connect.’ 

The records of the bureau of the Quartermaster-Gencral for September 14, 186 
show that A. R. Eddy, “‘as int quartermaster and rental « ‘ return 
this property asin the occupation of the Government, and that it was hr 

a hospital. 

On the 31st of October, 1864, L. 8. Leonard, at that time ‘ rental a it,” int 
ply toan inquiry of Col. R. KE. Clary ty quartermast al, said 

‘*T have the honorto report that Miss Lawre1 has nevet ls i 





tion in this office in regard to her title to this property.’ 

From this letter the inference is reasonable and fair that some one was u 
that the interests of this lady should be protected, and thisinference is stre1 
ened by the facts shown by the testimony, that within a few days aft 
} at the November term of the county court of Shelby County, J. G. L 
dale was appointed her guardian. 

When the Government took possession of this property the owner 
fourteen years of age, and, so far as the evidence dis there was no or! 
authorized to represent her with whom a valid and binding contract for 
rental could have been made. 

After the appointment of Mr. Lonsdale as her guardian, eighteen months aft 
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MepicaL Drrecror’s Orrice, DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND, 
Headquarters, March 4, 1863. 


Sin: The general) commanding directs that rations are to be issued to Mrs. 
Howse and servants. She is to pay for them if practicable; if not, the rations 
are nevertheless to be issued. 

By order of the medical director, Department of the Cumberland. 

JAMES F,. WEIDS, 4.8., U.S. A., 
Assistant Medical Director, Department of the Cumberland. 


It seems remarkable to your committee that in view of the foregoing orders 
issued about the time her property was taken, and in face of a large number of 
affidavits of Army officers, any question could be raised as to the loyalty of Mrs. 
Howse (now Mrs. Russel! Your committee are satisfied, after a careful exam- 
ination of the evidence, that the only testimony impeaching Mrs, Howse’s loy- 
alty emanated from personal enemies of her second husband, Dr. Leonidas 
Russell, who occupies a prominent part in the polities of Rutherford County, 
‘Tennessee; and upon this question an agent of the Quartermaster-General, 
specially detailed to investigate the facts, reported under date of July 2, 1880: 

Against her loyalty are certain charges, made against the conduct of her 
second husband since the war, by men who had very emphatically sworn to her 
loyalty as a matter of personal knowledge. 

* * * * = a * 
‘But it is opposed by an overwhelming mass of contrary testimony, much of 


and claimant would seem to be entitled to the benefit of the great preponder- 
ance of the testimony in her favor. 

She is entitled tothe benefit of testimony in her favor, which greatly pre- 
ponderates, and I report her loyal.”’ 


Your committee are satisfied, after a careful examination of the evidence, that 


Mrs. Howse (now Mrs, Russell) was loyal to the Government of the United 
States, and this appears to be the only point questioned by the Quartermaster- 
General in his decision of 1880. 


_ The claims presented are for $23,842. The claimants now propose to accept | 
310,975, the amount allowed by the Quartermaster-General in 1867, as a full set- | 


tlement of all claims and demands against the United States, because, owing to 


the long lapse of time since the claim originated, as well as the unsettled con- | 


dition of the country at that time, it will now be extremely difficult, if not im- 
possible, to secure competent testimony to establish the claim in the Court of 
Claims; and claimants contend that the report of Captain Kirk was made after 
a personal examination by him very shortly after the property was taken, that 
the action of the Quartermaster-General in 1867 was in accordance with law, and 
the sum allowed should be paid. 

We are clearly of opinion that payment should be made for the property 
taken, and think, under all the circumstances, that the amount allowed by the 
«Juartermaster-General should be, as is proposed by claimants, accepted by all 
parties as final; and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass. : 


and supplies taken and used by the United States Army ata time when such 
necessary articles could not be furnished by the Government, and compensa- 
tion should be made therefor. The settlement of the claim by the Quartermaster- 
General in 1867 should be held as conclusive, and we therefore recommend that 
the bill do pass, 


Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the name of Mary L. Rus- 
sell, in line 5, section 1. Mary L. Russell was the widow, but she is 
now dead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I have no doubt it is perfectly just 
and reasonable, providing the circumstances are such that this kind of 
claims should be paid. I dissented from the majority of the commit- 
tee, but made no minority report. At the time the property was 
taken war was flagrant at and near Stone River, and the question is 
whether we ought to allow claims of this kind under the circumstances 
or not. The claimant in this case was loyal, and I submit to the 
fiouse whether it is not the duty of every citizen who happens to be 
in the neighborhood of a battle to contribute of their means for the 
support of the Army. That is a question which causes me to have a 
great deal of doubtabout such claims. If this bill is passed it will be 
an announcement that this is the standard for such claims. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the evidence before the Quartermaster’s Department finds 
the loss of these parties to exceed $23,000, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Permit me to say that Iam of the 
opinion that the claim is perfectly just as to the amount. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The Quartermaster’s report favored the demand 
of $10,795, and the heirs are willing to accept as payment in full of 
their claim $10,975 instead of the $23,000; and there is no question as 
to the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why has this claim not gone to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It was allowed in 1867 by the Quartermaster’s 
Department. It has been reported to Congress and has passed one 
House three times, and the other two or three times, and has failed 
simply by reason that it could not be reached for consideration in both 
Houses in the same Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Has it ever been in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not think it has, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will remind my colleague [Mr. CHEADLE] that | 


these 4th of July claims amount in the aggregate to something like 
$64,000,000. There are a great many of them in our own State as 
well as along the border. The law of the 4th ot July, 1864, applied 
only to the loyal States and to Tennessee and West Virginia, and the 
claims filed under the law with the Quartermaster-General amounted 
to over $64,000,000. Those claims have been in progress of settlement 
for over twenty years, and have been paid at the rate of about $300 a 
year, the accounting officers of the Treasury reporting to us at the com- 
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mencement of each Congress the amount of claims allowed during the 
preceding year. A very large number of these claims were rejected on 
the ground that the Quartermaster-General could not certify to the 
loyalty of the claimants, and a much larger number of them were very 
materially reduced. We have now reached a point where these claims 
are substantially disposed of. A few hundred thousand dollars more 
and perhaps two years more of work with a very reduced force will 


| close them up and bring to an end the business under the 4th of 


July law. 

These claimants, all of them, have had their day in court. Iam the 
more familiar with this question because a large number of these 
claims arose in my own Congressional district. Wherever the Morgan 
raiders went through Indiana Hobson’s pursuit resulted in a large 
number of claims, because he impressed into the service mules, horses, 
wagons, and everything that was necessary for the supply of a moving 
army. These ‘4th of July claims,’’ I say, have been substantially 
adjusted. The facilities for investigating them were better than could 


it from persons equally entitled to credence and having a longer acquaintance, | be afforded by a court of justice, for the reason that the Quartermaster- 


General sent out men who in each case made an examination upon the 
ground—men, I presume, of proper capacity for such duties, who were 


| paid very handsome salaries, with an additional allowance for expenses. 


Up to within a short period it has been thought that the claims de- 
cided by the Quartermaster-General ought to be allowed to rest, that 


| they had had their day in court; and after this case has been decided 


by an unusually competent Quartermaster-General—because the man 
who held that position in 1880 was a man of acknowledged ability and 
experience—and when he has found himself unable to certify to the 
loyalty of the claimant, does my colleague think it is safe to reopen 


| this case, to begin reopening these claims and reversing the decisions 


of the tribunal to which they were authorized by law to appeal! ? 

If some of these claimants here and there are to come in and have 
their claims considered in Congress and have the decisions of the Quir- 
termaster-General reversed, we might just as well take up the whole 


| body of these rejected Fourth of July claims, which exceed in amount 
| $30,000,000. 

Your committee, after due consideration, fully concur with the conclusions 
reached in the foregoing report. The property charged for consists of stores | 


Mr. CHEADLE. But the amount claimed in this bill is the amount 
which was allowed by the Quartermaster-General. The difficulty iu 
this case was that in 1880 a question was raised as to the loyalty of the 
second husband. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. I am not raising any question here 


| upon the ground that this claim is not properly made up, or upon the 
| ground that it arose at the seat of war. The point I am making is, 


simply, that after the facts were ascertained and the Quartermaster- 
General had decided the case in the first instance, before final action 
was taken by the accounting officers of the Treasury, it came to the 
knowledge of the then Quartermaster-General that there was doubt 
about the loyalty of the claimant,and he had the question inquired into 
and it was decided adversely. Now, I ask my colleague again: Can 
we afford to take up these cases one by one and reverse the Quarter- 
master-General’s decisions ? If so, thereare claims amounting to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars in our own State which have not been ex- 
amined, and those have a right to demand a hearing here as well as the 
great body of claims, amounting to over $30,000,000, which have been 
heard and rejected since 1864, 

Mr. CHEADLE. My colleague is aware that subsequent to the find- 
ing of the Quartermaster-General the Department became thoroughly 
satisfied upon the question of loyalty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that was the case, why was not this claim paid 
in the ordinary way ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I can not tell you that, butif you read the report 
you will see that I am right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman must labor under a misapprehen 
sion on that point, because at the commencement of each Congress the 
Quartermaster-General certifies to us the claims that have been allowed 
during the preceding year, and they are embodied ina single bill called 
the 4th of July bill. Therefore there must be some mistake, be- 
cause under the law, if the gentleman’s statement were correct, this 
claim would have come here with theother claims, would have gone 
into the 4th of July bill, and would have passed as a matter of course. 
The last finding I have seen in these papers is that of 1880 upon the 
re-examination of the case when the question of loyalty was raised. 
But I merely rose to call the attention of my colleague to the dangez 
of reopening up these claims. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The question raised was as to the loyalty of the 
second husband of the claimant. Upon investigation it was ascertained 
that, instead of being disloyal, he was for four years an assistant sur- 


geon in the Union Army. The first husband died four years before 


the war commenced. As the record shows, it has been proved to the 
satisfaction of the commanding officers that this widow was a loyal 
woman, and the question of loyalty can not be raised as to the minor 
heirs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is any report made by the Quartermaster- 
General since 1880, when he said he could not certify as to the loyalty 
of the claimant, I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the Clerk to read the latter part of the fad- 
ing of the committee on that subject. 
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the relief of the pilot and crew of the steamer Planter. 
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to the said Robert Smalls. and the balance shall be equally divided between his 


said associates or their heirs at law. meaded, 
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derate steam-boat Planter, the special dispatch- 
Confederate post commander at Charleston, 8. C., 
ialls under the following circumstances from the whart 
arried safely out of Charleston Harbor,and delivered 

1e Federal fleet then blockading that port. 
May 12, the Planter, which had fortwo weeks been en 

n Cole’s Island to James Island, returned to Char 
licers went asbore and slept in the city, leaving 

colored. Among them was Robert Small 
although he was only called a wh 
i man could have, in fact, been made a pilot. 
he had been watching for an opportunity to ca 
conceived to take the Planter to the Federal fle 
xi a chance as he would ever have to do so, ; 
to lose it. Consulting with the balance of t 
ere willing to co-operate with him, althou; 
lto remain behind. The design was hazard 
ild have to pass beneath the guns of the forts 
ion would have been certain death. Fearfu 
The daring resolution had been formed 
s wood was taken aboard, steam was pi 
guns and ammunition, intended for Fort 
ected in the harbor, about 2 o'clock in the 
1 off from her dock, steamed up to Nor 
and two children, together with four othe: 
also three men, were wai xy to embark. 
urd, and then, at 3.25 a. m., ty 13, the Plan 
{ , Carrying nine men, five women, and thn 
Planter’s steam-whistle blew the usua 
Approaching Fort Sumter, Smal! 
ing window, with his arms folded ax 
ter the mat f uptain Relay, the commander of the boat, and 
lwith huge straw hat which Captain Relay commonly wore 
uu 1 OCCASIONS, 

Che signal 1 

s if Ripl Was ¢ 
umter answered by si ‘All right,’ and the Planter headed toward Morris 
land, then oecupied by Hatch’s Light Artillery,and passed beyond the range 

Sumter’s guns before anybody suspected anything was wrong. When at 
st the Planter was obviously going toward the Federal fleet off the bar, Sumter 
signaled toward Morris Island to stop her. But itwas too late, Asthe Planter 
approached the Federal fleet a white flag was displayed, but this was not at 
first discovered, and the Federal steamers, supposing the Confederate rams 
were coming to attack them, stood out to deep water. 

*‘ But the ship Onward, Captain Nichols, which was not a steamer, remained, 
opened her ports and was about to fire into the Planter, when she noticed the 
flag of truce. As soon as the vessels came within hailing distance of each other 
the Planter’s errand was explained, Captain Nichols then boarded her, and 
Smalls delivered the Planter to him. From the Planter Smalls was transferred 
to the Augusta, the flag-ship off the bar, under the command of Captain Par- 
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y, 1862, we most useful and import 
was a severe blow tothe enemy’s se1 
ops to different points of the harbor and river fort 
seizure she had on board the armamen 
ken by the Government ata valuation of 
1 and crew, the captain r 
Upon what principle the Government claimed one-ha 
vined, nor yet how this disposition could 
idicial proceeding. That $9,000 was.an 
ter is abundantly shown by facts stat 
Campbell and E. M. Baldwin, which are appe 
sworn average valuation of the Planter was $67, 
card, commander and inspector of ordnance, to mn 
yard commandant, shows that the cargo of the Plan 
th $3,043.05; that at the ante-bellum prices it was wor 
prices $10,290.60. For this cargo the Government has never pai 
severe comment on the justice as well as the 
nment that, whilst it had received $60,000 to 
hands of Captain Smalls, it has paid him the tri 
twenty years his gallant daring and distinguis! 
has rendered to the country have bee } 
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from Comn I 
* Planter, in char; 
1 the She was armed dispatch and 
hed to the engineer department at Charleston, ur 
*, whose barge, a short time since, was brought out to tl 
| econtrabands 
he bringing out of this steamer, unc 
screditto any one. At4o'clock in th 
> Was on shore, e left her wharf close 
headquarters, with Palmetto and C ate flag 
it yas usual by blowing her steam-whist 
‘ . : 


y haul 
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> 1 dow: 
last gun she quick i cown 


blockad 


rhe Onward was the inside ship of the 
and was preparing to fire when her commander m 

nament of the steamer is a 32-pot r pivot 

She has, besides, on her dex Bu her gu 

to have been taken the mornin escap 

round, One of the four belon rtS f 
t rebel attack on the fort, on the muzzl Robert, t 
pilot of the boat who performed this bold feat so skillu 
fact, presuming that it would be a matter of interest 
this gun. This man, Robert Smalls, is s: j 
lines, intelligent as many of them have been. 
interesting and portions of it of the utmost importance. 

The steamer is quite an acquisition to the squadron by | 
and very light draught. The officer in charge brought her t) 
Sound and by the inland passage down Beaufort River, 
o'clock last night. 

On board the steamer when she left Charleston were ci 
and three children. 

I shall continue toemploy Robert asa pilot on board th 
waters, with which he appears to be very familiar. I do not k 
the views of the Government, the vessel will be considered 
I respectfully submit to the Department the claims of this m 
associates. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon, GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
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l for byt lucting only the amount or amounts paid to the said 
r the act of Congress approved May 30, 156 
ferred to in the first section of this act sha 


made as ft vs: O iird of the full amount of the value of the said trans 
port j t 1 ordnance, ordnance stores, tackle, and otfic« r prop 
< it f time of her capture d delivery to the Federal authorities, shall be 

{ Ktobert Sinails, and the balance shall be equally divided be 

een his said associates or their heirs at law 

' Phat t Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 

pay to Robert Smalls and his associates, or their heirs at law as aforesaid 

tofany money in the rreasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum which 
may be by the said board of officers hereby authorized apportioned to each of 
hem under the provision of this act 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘The report in the case of Hiram Johnson and others, 
which is exhausted, ought alsoto be printed in the Recorp, and I make 
that request 

T hi re was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

rhe report (by Mr. PENINGTON ), from the Committee on War Claims, 

a8 1lollow 

rhe Committ on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1028 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, respectfully report as follows 

The facts out of iich this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 
Jlouse Report of t ommittee on War Claims, No, 1345, second session, Forty- 

th Congress, and are in substance as follows: 

Ifouse Report No. 1345, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. ] 
rhe Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Hiram 


| others for relief, submit the following report 

s out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 
wrt of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184, second session, 
and in reports from the Secretary of War, with corre- 
» attached, on file with the papers in the case,and are in substance as 


h Congres 





follow 
On the 
force of Union troops stationed at Henderson, in the State of Tennessee, on the 


th day of November, 1862, a party of rebels made a raid upon small 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad ome raiding party captured the U nion troops, with 
their arms and camp equipage, burned a quantity of cotton belonging to the 
United States and to private indi viduals, and also destroyed the depot buildings 


nd water-tank belonging to the railway corporation. 

rhereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandant of the 
Ini forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N, Haynie, Fortieth Regiment 
Iiinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate the losses sus 


inined and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with a view to an as- 
seasment, by way of reprisal, upon rebel sympathizers in and about Henderson, 





Che board so appointed assessed the value of the property captured and de- 
stroved as follows 

Cot d belonging to the United States,...............cc0.ccscseeeceseeeres $1, 900. 00 

Arn i camp equipage belonging to the United States................... 3, 180. 00 

\Total belonging to the United States ...............ccccccccocccccccscscccccces 5, O80. 00 

( t belonging to private persons,................. 18,171.36 

BY DTODSTCY 200 ccccce, cvcve ssccceveces ccesesesecasvose 3, 500, 00 

‘ Liat cs sccihiscsinnepensebidiiniutahanagaentseaceciacmeiazas patente 26, 751. 36 

Upon this report being made, Colonel Haynie ordered an assessment of this 


int to be levied upon the rebel sy 


iclion Was approved at tl 


mpathizers in and about Henderson, which 
headquarters of the district of Jackson, in the De- 





partment of Tennessee, Brigadier-General Sullivan commanding, on the 12th 
day of December, 1862; and an order bearing date on that day was issued from 
i last-named headquarters directing the collection of the tax. 


Colonel Haynie proceeded in the execution of the order, and collected of the 
\id assessment the sum $23,325.16, leaving a deficit of $3,426.20 not collected, by 
reason of the absence of the person s against whom the same wasassessed. And 
thereafter, but at what precise date does not appear, Col. W. W. Sanford, Forty- 
eighth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, commanding post at Bethel, made an addi- 
tionaland supplemental assessment for $4,326.20, to make up such deficit; and 
of this amount there was collected $4,026.20, making the total amount collected 
to repair losses and damages sustained by said raid $27,351.36; all of which sum 
was paid by the persons now asking relief by this petition. 
rhe right of the mililary commandant, in time of war, to order and enforce 
assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to prevent the 
giving information and encouragement to enemies outside his lines by enemy 
ympathizers within his lines, is well settled and affirmed by all writers upon 
the Jaws of war, and is a most salutary check upon predatory incursions, by 
making the friends of those who commit the damage bear the brunt of the in- 
jury suffered 
At the time of the appraisal of the damages and of the levying and collecting 
these assessments it was supposed to be under and in execution of an order of 
Cieneral Grant, then commanding the troops in that department, Butitappears 
from the papers filed that General Grant disavowed the construction put upon 
his general orders by the local officers, and declared the purpose and intent of 
his general order to be that reprisal should be made by way of levy and assess- 
nent in ease of raids within our lines like the one at Henderson only to repay 
ich losses as the Government might sustain in its property thereby, and he 
refused to recognize the right of private claimants to reimbursement by such 
levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of January, 1863, ordered the proceeds 
af such assessment and collection to be turned over to the Provost-Marshal- 
General 
And it appears by the papers filed that his action in denying the right of pri- 
vate claimants to reimbursement for losses sustained by the raid out of this 
fund was app roved by the Secretary of War,on the report made thereon by 
General M.C. Meigs, which report maintains the law to be that the power ex- 
isted to levy and ae ect an assessment to pay private losses in the discretion of 
the general commanding; but as against such generai’s construction of his 
own order and purpose no right whatever could accrue to a private claimant 
for reimbursement. 
The logical sequence from these facts, and this declaration and construction 
by General Grant of his orders, seems to be that the subordinates, in the exe- 
tion of the orders of the commanding general, should have made an assess- 
ment only for the losses sustained by the Government, namely: 








For cotton burned belonging to the United States.......... — puesenenseeentsnen $1,900 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United § 





5, 080 


Had the Government rebuilt or repaired the injury to the railway property, 
as an essential for their use of it, that also should be included as a proper item 
for assessment; but the evidence shows that the railway company repaired their 
injuries at their own expense. 

Deducting this amount, for which the assessment was authorized, from the 
total amount collected, there remains a balance of $22,271.26 taken from the pe- 
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titioners under a misconstruction of the order of the commanding general as 
certified to by his own action and the evidence of an officer of his staf 

fhis committee have maintained, and still adhere to the doctrine, that no na- 
tion is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 

But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-established 
loctrine? It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, because 
is assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, conimanding a mili- 
ary district, in the execution of an office giving him colorable authority, to 
say the least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by the general com- 
nanding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution where the excessive 
assessment came to his knowledge. 

Sut if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is upon 
the facts another and complete answer to the application of this principle. The 
proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money so collected $23,325.16 
Ww is applied by the United States to its use, knowing the source from whence it 
was derived, and the remainder of the sum, #,026, “by all reasonable presump- 
tion, was likewise applied to the use of the Government. And the committee 
is so constrained to hold, as a contrary conclusion would compel us to impeach 
the integrity of a gallant officer, who fell before Vicksburg without a stain upon 
his citizen or s>ldier life. 

The law of the case, then, may be stated to be, that if the officers, agents of 
the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the principal, 
the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benetits of the tortious acts. 
And no proceedings by way of confiscation or condemnation have ever been 
had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the surplus fund. 

Hence your committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the petition- 
ers to the amount collected of them — .26) in excess of the requirements of 
General Grant is valid, and that the Government ought iu right to refund the 
same; and report herewith a bill redistributing the same to the persons who 
paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid by each of 
them respectively, and recommend its passage. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage with amendments to make the bill conform to the 
report. 

Mr. LANHAM moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had had the Private Calendar under consid- 
eration, and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LANHAM. I desire to submit a request in behalf of gentle- 
men of the House. I have not the slightest interest in it on my own 
account. I have not a single bill on the Calendar, but there are other 
gentlemen who have. I ask that Monday next there be an evening s« 
sion, the House to take a recess from 5 o’clock p. m. to 80’clock p. m., 
the evening session to be devoted to the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on Claims to which no objection shall be made. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Committee on Claims has had an 
evening session, at which some bills were passed. Something was ac- 
complished; but at the evening session for the Committee on War 
Claims but little was done. Therefore with the request let there be 
coupled reports also from the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been frequently decided that 
you can not unite such motions, but the Chair will put the request to 
the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the session be limited to 10 o’clock. 

Mr. LANHAM. Say 11. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be included also that at that session it 
shall be in order to call up bills from the Committee on Military At- 
fairs for the construction of roads to national cemeteries and for the 
right of way through military reservations. 

‘Mr. MORGAN. Limit the bills to $ 35, 000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘request of the gentleman from 
Texas can not be amended. Is there objection to the request for an 
evening session on behalf of the Committee on Claims on Monday 
next? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have conferred with gentlemen on this side of 
the House, and there will be no objection if the gentleman will modify 
his motion so as to include reports from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LANHAM. I can not yield to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
Mr. BURROWS. Yes; I object. 


JOHN DE BREE, EXECUTOR. 


The bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
garet T. Higgins, reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment, was considered and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on tho 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill H. R. 10798 of the same title was ordered to be laid on tiic 
table. 

WILLIAM D. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of William D. Wilson, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments, was considered, 
the amendments adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
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grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform. 

MARTHA L. RUSSELI 

The bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. 
House, and Lulu H. House, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, was considered, the amendments adopted, and the 
bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
b third time, and passed. 
tle by striking out the name 


AND OTHERS. 


eing engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the ti 
‘*Martha L. Russell.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendments, were considered, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 

i 


third time, and passed, namely: 
A bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 
A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; and 
A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley. 


LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 

The bill (S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommendation, was con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Che bill H. R. 5871, for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, was ordered 
to be laid on the table. 

Cc. M. STINSON, 

The bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommendation, was con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed; there being 
on a division—ayes 69, noes 0. 

J. H. BUGG AND OTHERS, 

The bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of H. Bugg and others, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with favorable recommenda- 
tion, was considered, ordered to be engfossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of conferees 
as follows, namely: 

On the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- 
vator, and Railway Company, Mr. Compron, Mr. HEARD, and Mr. 
ROWELL; and 

On the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, Mr. HEARD, Mr. CoMPTON, and Mr. 
BREWER. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to submit a privileged re- 
ort. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BOWDEN. At the present session, on the 14th of this month, 
the bill for the relief of James Caler was laid aside with a favorable 
report, and upon the report of the committee being made to the House 
a demand was made for the reading of the engrossed bill. I find that 
bill has been brought forward on the Calendar under the head of ‘‘ bills 
reported from the Private Calendar undisposed of.’’ It is the only bill 
on the Calendar without any special order, and I ask if it is not now 
entitled to precedence? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what ground? 

Mr. BOWDEN. On the ground that it is unfinished business on the 
Private Calendar on a favorable report from the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make that point? 

Mr. BOWDEN. I will withdraw the inquiry for the present and 
will call up the bill at another time. 


PREPARATION OF INDEX, CALENDARS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. FLOOD. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to Samuel D. Craig, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of $600, in full compensation 
for preparing an index of the Calendars of the House for the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution providing 
for the payment out of the contingent fund of the House to Samuel D. Craig 
the sum of $600 for extra services in the preparation of the Calendars, having 
considered the same, report that, in the judgment of your committee, the amount 
asked is very reasonable. The extra work on the Calendars is 40 per cent. at 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


amendmentthe biN (H. R 


10758) ‘‘ toamend the charter of the Capitol, 
North O Street ? 


and South Washington Railway Company. 


Che message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S 





3132) *‘ to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the District 
of Columbia, and forother purposes;’’ in which concurrence of the House 


was requested. 


Mr. CRAIN. Iask that by unanimous consent the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from further con- 


sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that the 
same be considered in the House. 


The bill was read, as follows 

















A bill (H. R. 10165) for improving the n th of the Brazos River, Texas. 

F t enacted, et That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company, a cor- 
zed under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, 

lare hereby, authorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned » con 
struct, own, and operate such permanent and sufficient jetties and such auxiliary 
W Ss as are necessary to create and permanently maintain, as hereinafter s« 
forth, a navigable channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, between 
said r d the Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between 
the banks of the said Brazos Riveras may be necessary to reach a place that will 
ifford security from storms, swells, cyclones, and tidal waves, for the purposes 
furnishing the vessels and boats adapted to the purposes facilitie fo iviga- 
yn in and along the entire length of said channel, charging and l ye 
such toll therefor as may be prescribed by the regulations that may be mad« y 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States in conformity with the laws 
of the United States; and for that purpose they may construct, in the river, and 
ke wise in the Gulf of Mexico, such‘walls, jetties, dikes, levees, and other struct- 
ires, and employ such boats, rafts, and appliances as they may, in the prose- 
cution « said work, deem necessary I vided, That no such structures or 

mea employed shall hinder, delay, or materially interfere with the free nav 
gation in said river or between said river and the Gulf of Mexico; and,to pro 


tect their said works, they may build and maintain such levees or embankment 
} 


3 
















is may be necessary to secure their permanency along the banksof said Brazos 
River; and said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall holdthe United 
States harmless from any damages that may accrue to ¥y person or per st 
over flow or otherwise caused by the construction of ls. ietties. dikes. le- 
vees.and other works constructed by said company ed further, That 
ess the construction of the proposed work shall be ally « nenced in 
‘ year from date of the approval of this act, : ted with due 
gence, the provisions contained herein in relat i l rove t 
shall be null‘and void; and unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock 
Company shall secure a navigable depth of 12 feet of water from a} o nt in the 
river so far as may be necessary to reach a place that will afford security from 
storms, swel s, cyclones, and tidal waves, above its m th and extending from 
said point to a depth of 12 feet in the Gulf of Mexi out e of the jy ent bar, 
withia three years after the date of the a»proval of this act, Congress may 1 
vckes the privileges herein granted in relat on to said m» ement Ana Cor 
gress may revoke the provisions herein granted in a to said im ve- 
ment, unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Con pw y sha f e- 
curing 12 feet of water, secure anadditional depth of not less than 2 feet : 
each succeeding year thereafter, until 18 fe shallhave been s red; en i 
ease said Brazos RiverChannel and Dock Comyany shall fail to « i 





the foregoing conditionsas todepth of water and time, for any pericd 
months in excess of the time fixed, as «af resaid, ther e privileges herein 
granted in relation to said improvements shall absolutely Lecoms 
void without action by Congress. 








Sec. 2. That the works of improvement inthe said Brazos River, f the 
mouth of said river to the point described in section 1 of this act, shall nsist 
of the construction of dikes, wing-dams, levees, embankments, and dredging or 
other means which may be considered by said Brazos River Channel and Dock 
Company necessary for obtaining a depth of 18 feet of water between the mouth 
of said river and said point described in section 1 of this act: and that t said 
Brazos River Channel and Dock Company may, if they shall decide it best for 
the interests of navigation, change the course of said river at the sharp be lin 
said river between the mouth of said river and the said point described “¢ 
tion 1 of this act, but in making such change the channel shall be r i « 
cient depth and width to receive the volume of said river without dist ‘ 
of its regimen. 

Sec. 3. That if at any time during the construction of said jetties and aux- 


iliary works, or after said jetties and auxiliary works shia com- 
pleted, and said channel of 18 feet in depth has been obtained, the! ted States 


shall have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channe! and Dock Company 
the value of their jetties and other works constructed ler an t Alle 
therity granted to said company by the State of Texas as well as by the authority 
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of this act. and ot tb made by the United States all right to said | 
franchises and works the part id Brazos River Channel and Dock Com- 
pany shall « E } ’ 

Suc. 4. That any per a] ly or intentionally injuring said works or 
interfering * the « ruc i thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misd 
meanor,.and be tr | for such offense before the district court of the United 
Sta t rein s 1 offense may be committed, and if found 

f : lia ia not exceeding $1,000 or to imprisonment n 
I ian tw ear th fine and imprisonment as aforesaid for each of- | 
ense | 

Mr. GROSV ENO I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
from what committee that bill emanates? | 

‘ > ‘ ‘ ’ | 

Mr.CRAIN. It comes from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | 
It is the same as that which passed the Senate. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I wish to offer an amendm« 


The SPEAKER } f re, Is there objection t » the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, « 
regard to the bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. ‘The bill gives power for the improvementof the mouth 
of the Brazos River. The Government has abandoned work on that 
river, and ha to carry on works there. The Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors have reported any appropriation, and the people of 
that country ha anized a company for the purpose of doing the 
work themsel ve They simply ask permission of Congress to do so, 
and they ask for no appropriation whatever. 


I would like to hear a statement in 


refuse 


© ol 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How wide is the river? 
Mr. CRAIN. It varies in width, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There is one provision in this bill which is ob- 


jectionable. It makes it a penal offense under the laws of the United 
States to interfere with the property of a State corporation. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam willing to have that stricken out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out that section which makes it a 
yenal offense to interfere with the property of a State corporation. 
The Clerk read the section, as follows: 
Sec, 4, That any } n maliciously or intentionally injuring said works or 


ruction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misd« 


intertering with the cons 


meanor,and may be tried forsuch offense before the district court of the United 
States for the district wherein such offense may be committed, and if found 
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $1,000 or to imprisonment not 
more than two years, or both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid for cach 
offe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I move to amend the third section by making 
it read ‘‘ before or after it reaches the depth of 18 feet.’’ The reason 


why I make this amendment is that as the section reads, as I under- 
stand it, the Government can not take the improvements until a depth 
of 18 feet has been obtained. You may be able to get a depth of 17 
feet and not a depth of 18 feet, and that would preclude the Govern- 
ment taking the improvement. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam perfectly willing it should goin that way, and 
I move that the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to insert an additional sec- 
tion, that Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT EVANSVILLE, IND. 


Mr. HOVEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, the Committee of the 
Whoie House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital at Evansville, Ind. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building fora marine hospital at the city of Evansville, Ind. The plans, 
specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and 
approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building com- 
plete, the sum of $100,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for 
the erection of the building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for 
such hospital, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
limited, after the site shall have been poemeeet and paid for and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no money ae for this 
purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of Indiana shall have ceded to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pur sexcept of 
the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill just read? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


terre eae rnc ee 
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Mr. HOVEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DR. JOHN B. READ. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask unanimous consent to have considered at 


this time the bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 






















The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $17,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
Dr. John B. iis compensation as royalty on all rifle projectiles with ir 
sabots furnisl ee ae > he United States during the war of 1861 to 
1865; said su 000 to be received by said John BL. Read as royalty upon 
all such projecti » fur 1 to the United States, and in full satisfaction of 
his claim. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo) Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Ihe report (by Mr. Simmons) was read, as follows 

rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referr I il (H.R. 1 forthe 
elief « in Lb. Read, submit the following report 

In the year 1856, when rifled ordnan large caliber did 1 exist the 
United States or in any country, Dr 3. Reads ed a patent, dated O 
tober 23, 1856, for an elongated rifle +, With a wrought-iron cup or sal 
atthe base, for expansion into rif as to secure rotation. Earl: 
in the same year he had experiment ss Monroe, with a two-grooved 


ure a contract with 
1e free use fore 


is to se 


rt 


such favor: 


24-pounder rifle gun, wit! 
on condition of hiss 


etary of War that, 


the Sec gnin 














such projectiles to the United States, he should r ive such compensati 
case of adoption, asa board of Army officer | inted for the pur] 
might decide to be just. A joint resolution ¥ ssed the present session of 
Congress, authorizing the Secretary of War to appoint such a board; which 
after careful investigation of the case, made its report to the Secretary of War, 
and was by him transmitted to Congress on the 4th ins 

These projectiles were extensively used at the outset of the war, and were 
furnished the United States by R. P. Parrott from West Point Foundry, wit 
iron sabots, according to Dr. Read’s patent. 

The board of officers decided that Dr. Read “ has a just claim for a rcasona 
royalty upon those projectiles furnished to the United States by R. P. P: 
which were covered by his (Read’s) patent of October 28, 1856; and that the sum 


of $17,000 is the proper amount to be paid by the United States to Dr. Read, in 
full satisfaction of his claim.” 

Your committee therefore recommend that the substitute for the orig 
herewith submitted do pass. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
noon, and the gentleman from Indiana, who [ believe is not prese 
made some objection to it and offered a substitute. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is the substitute that has just been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether or not this gentleman, 
Dr. Read, was not-in the employ of the Government at the time he 
made this invention? 


inal bi! 


If I recollect rightly that bill was up this after- 


hi now, 





Mr. BANKHEAD. I think not. 
Mr. FORNEY. No. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Who makes the report? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is made by a board of Army officers ap 
pointed by the Secretary of War. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

sideration of this bill? 
Mr. WICKHAM. I object. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. How much money does the substitute carry ? 
Mr. HOUK. Seventeen thousand dollars. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. The Secretary of War recommends the pay- 
ment of the claim. 
Mr. BURROWS. When did the claim arise? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. In 1856. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that next 
Wednesday be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. WEAVER. Not to interfere with appropriation bills or the 
Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SToNE] asks unanimous consent that next Wednesday be set apart 
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS. There are several committees that want to hav: 
an opportunity for a hearing, and if the Committee on Rules will re 
port a resolution covering them they can all be accommodated; but it 
is not fair to single out one committee and give it an advan tage in this 
way. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The reason I make this request is that 
the night we had assigned to us was frittered away. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but the Committee on Rules can report at 
any moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having ar- 
rived, the House takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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ut Clerk has not the bill at 1 1 
so | oot t ta ner ¢ be t 1 up until bill ¢ be ] 
< ‘ 
Ir. MATSON heguiar order. 
The CHAIRMAN, The regu order is ca l for The Clerk w 
report the first bill 
1 {} BOY N 
The Clerk read as follows 
A bill (S. 2449 ranting a pens ito J ics W. Bowma 


Che bill was read, as follow j 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the | sion-roll, subject to the provisions a 
limitations of the pension laws, the Bowman, late a cor] i 
in Company C, Seventh Regiment Tenn ers 





Mr. MATSON. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inv 





lid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili (S. 2449 
granting a pension to James W. Bowman, having examined the p 


in the Senate report, hereto attached, adopi the report as their own, a1 








mend the passage of the bi 
s rR 
The petitioner was a corporal in Company C, Seventh iness¢ t | 
Infantry, in the war of the rebellion He enlisted Sec mber 5, 1 nd wa 
discharged August 7, 1865, after aservice of aboutthree years. Theclaim f r pen- 


sion is founded upon injury incurred bya gunshot wound from the er 
Decatur, Tenn., July 26, 1864. The facts in the case are very clearly } 
have been as follows: At the time referred to he was in the company, marc! 
up the Tennessee River, under command of Lieutenant Re 

The command halted for the night near the hor 
was a loyal man. The soldier a 











frew 
e of the soldier’s father, who 
sked leave to visit his father, to return next 
morning, and the officer in command granted the leave. He accordingly, | 
under his leave, went to see his father, and while hiding in the woods near 
father’s house was shot down by the Confederate scouts or guerrillas, 











3 
He was 

treated for the wound, and so far recovered that he returned to camp for duty 

some weeks afterward, but he never wholly recovered from the effects of the 

wound, part of the shot remai: g yet in k where he was struck. 

1¢ examining board rate him at one-half disabled for the performance of 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S, 2124) granting a pension to John Bush, 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bush, late a soldier in 
Company D, First United States Infantry, and pay him at the rate of $12 per 
month 

Mr. MATSON. How does this bill come up? 

Mr. LIND. This is the bill for the consideration of which I obtained 
unanimous consent, but the bill was not here at the moment. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘The regular order was demanded. I understood 
the gentleman to say that his case was that of an old woman. 

Mr. LIND. No, I said an old man—ninety years of age—which is 
the fact, as will appear by the report. 

The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2124) granting 
a pension to Jobn Busb, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

‘This bill falls within the provisions of the general bill for pensioning the sur- 
vivors of the Indian wars from 1832 to 1842, favorably reported by this commit- 
tee at the present session. 

The committee recommend that this bill do pass, and they adopt the state- 


ment of facts in the report of the Senate committee as part of this report, as 
follows: 


[Senate Report No. 555, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2124) granting 
& pension to John Bush, have examined the same, and report: 

This claimant enlisted at Baton Rouge, La., on the 16th day of June, 1825, in 
the First Regiment United States Infantry. He served ten years in Company 
DD of said regiment, commanded by Col. Zachary Taylor, and was discharged 
at crt Snelling in June, 1835. He served with his regiment at Fort Crawford, 
Wis., duringthe Black Hawk war. He is now ninety years old, isin very feeble 
heaith from the infirmities of age, and himself and wife are and have been for 
years entirely dependent upon charity for their support. Mr. Bush has been 

worthy citizen of Minnesota for over fifty years. 

in view of the long service rendered by this old soldier, his extreme age and 
helpless and dependent condition, your committee report back the bill witha 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA F, LEE, 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MATSON. I would like to know any reason for giving prefer- 
ence to this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Unless this is to be the order of the evening, I 
think I must object. I have been here six Friday nights in succession 
trying to get recognition or to have my bill reached. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Martha F. Lee, widow of William 
I’, Lee, late a private in Capt. Isaac 8S. Vincent’s company of Georgia Volun- 
tecrs, and to pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act, and also 


pay to her the pension that accrued to the deceased soldier during the period 
his name was stricken from the roll of pensioners, 


Che amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out the words “and also pay her the pension that 
accrued to the deceased soldier during the period that his name was stricken 
from the roll of pensioners.” 


‘The report (by Mr. Bitss) was read, as follows: 


William F Lee. the claimant's late husband, served in Captain Vincent's com- 
pany, Georgia Volunteers, for Cherokee removal, from May 14 to June 26, 1838. 
Ife was pensioned December 7, 1859, for rheumatism, was dropped under the 
vot of February 4, 1862, for disloyalty, and restored from March 9, 1878, under 
the act of Congress approved that date. 

ilis death, May 13, 1885, was due to the disease for which he was pensioned. 
Ilis widow's pension claim, however, was rejected by the Pension Bureau on 
the ground that there existed no general law under which pension could be 
granted to the widow of a soldier whose (eath was due to causes originating 
curing a period of peace prior to March 4, 1861. 

fhe Cherokee removal under which this soldier served is not recognized as 
a war by the Pension Bureau. 

In several similar cases the honorable Commissioner of Pensions has recom- 
mended relief by special act. 

Moreover, this case falls within the scope of the bill to pension the survivors 
of the various Indian wars, reported by this committee and now on the Calen- 
dar of the House for consideration and action. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do 
striking out all after the word “‘act,”’ in line 9, an 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN A. BURTRAM. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
MATSON) was the bill (S. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. 
Burtram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin A. Buritram. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The committee, after a careful examination of the papers in this case, find that 
the facts set forth in the Senate report contain the essential features of the case, 
and we therefore adopt the same and recommend the e of the bill. 


ass, amended, however, by 
all of lines 10 and 11. 


“The claimant was a private in Company A, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
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unteer Infantry, and served as such from November 26, 1861, to July 26,1862. His 
claim is founded upon hernia and sciatic disease of left hip and side, incurred 
during his military service. 

‘The testimony shows that he was, and had been, prior to his enlistment and 
service in the Army, a sound, strong, healthy man, capable of doing all the ordi- 
nary labor in his vocation, that of farmer. The medical and non-medical tes’ i- 
mony of distinguished witnesses on file abundantly shows that he is now labor- 
ing under the two diseases above named, and that the hernia, which is large and 
painful when reduced, disables him from the performance of manual labor al- 
most totally. That is his present condition. 

“It 1s objected to the claim that although his record shows hospital treatment, 
it is not stated therein that he was treated for the diseases specified above, nor 
is it shown for what he was treated. We think, however, that the evidence of 
his comrades on file is sufficient to supply the deficiency of the record in this 
respect. 

‘Two of his comrades, Marsh and Bertram, testify positively that they were 
present when the hernia and rupture occurred,and particularly describe the 
place, time, and occasion of its occurrence as being in camp at Columbia, Ky., 
while the soldier was engaged in lifting and unloading for removal arms in 
boxes under orders of those in command. They describe with the same par- 
ticularity the attack of sciatic pains in side and hip. 

** His near neighbors swear that when he returned from the Army after his 
discharge he was suffering from rupture; that they saw it and knew of it from 
working with him. 

‘**We are of the opinion that the claim is well founded, and recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CATHARINE M’QUADE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mar- 
SON) was the bill (S. 2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pensien-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine McQuade, widow of 
Thomas McQuade, late a private in Company F, Sixty-ninth New York Volun- 
teers, 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Senate Committee on Pensions have made the following report, which 
contains all the essential points in the case, and believing the case to be meri- 
torious we adopt the same and recommend the passage of the bill: 

‘The applicant isthe widow of Thomas McQuade, who was a private in Com- 
pany F in Sixty-ninth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, in the war 
of the rebellion. The husband died at New York City on November 6, 1887, and 
was at the time of his death a pensioner. The pension had been granted to 
him on account of disability incurred by amputation of the left leg, made nec- 
essary by an injury received in the service while in the line of hisduty. His 
death, according to the testimony of Dr. , areputable practitioner of 
medicine, was occasioned by Bright's disease of the kidneys, from which he had 
suffered for about five months, and by erysipelas of the right leg. ‘The erysip- 
elas of the right leg is shown to have been induced by the stress and weight of 
the body being thrown whoily upon the one leg, the stump of the other, by 
reason of abrasion, being too sensitive to bear any of the weight of the soldier's 
body. The soldier was a very heavy man, and in his business stood up a great 
deal of the time. 

** We are not curious, perhaps not competent, to inquire what part was due 
to Bright’s disease, what to erysipelas, in the mortal attack which caused the 
soldier’sdeath. We think it is most probable that erysipelas was the exciting 
acute cause of his death. 

‘*We are convinced that the soldier’s death was caused, at least indirectly, by 
the injury first received in the service, and therefore report a bill to grant the 
petitioner a pension from the time of the passage thereof.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES WHITE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
MATSON) was the bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James White, late a fifer in Com- 
pany K, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteers, at the rate of $4 a month, 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


Having carefully examined the papers in the case the committee reeommend 
favorable action on the part of the House, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 
lows: 

“That the petitloner enlisted in May, 1861, asa fifer in Company K, in the 
Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in which he served until August, 
1862, when, being honorably discharged, he afterwards enlisted as bugler in the 
Seventh Regiment Iowa Cavalry, serving from March, 1863, until May, 1866, 
whence, being honorably discharged, he again, on the 7th day of December, 
1866, enlisted for five years in the regular Army of the United States, and served 
until April 20, 1869, in Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavairy, at 
which last date he was honorably discharged, upon surgeon’s certificate of dis- 
ability. 

@; That at the time of his last discharge he was suffering from rheumatism and 
disease of the eyes. He was placed upon the pension list and was paid a pension for 
disability incurred by reason of his military service under certificate No. 128756, 
from 1867 to 1874, at which last date he was dropped from the roll upon the ground 
of no present disability at that time, as repo by an examining surgeon. 
Whatever may have been the fact then we think it very clear that the disability 
exists now, and, judging from the age and general physical condition of the 
claimant as shown by the evidence, will continue to be permanent. : 

“Dr. P.G. Rockwell, examining surgeon, under date of April 12, 1883, testifies 
that the claimant was suffering from enlargement of joints, general debility, 
and muscular weakness occasioned by rheumatism. Under date of June 4, 1837, 
E. C. Goodrich, another examining surgeon, certifies that he is suffering from 
disease of the eyes rated at one-quarter, and rheumatism rated at one-quarter, 
making one-half disability. Dr. Amory Coffin, under date of February, 1583, 
swears that he is suffering from same diseases above and rates his disability 
at one-half. 

“His neighbors, James Anderson, T. A. Givens, W. H. Harbers, and Henry 
Hahn, testify to .n acquaintance with him for twelve years; that he suffers 
from rheumatism and disease of the eyes so as to be partially disabled from the 

»erformance of manual labor. Their evidence covers a period extending from 
Sebreaes, 1883, to July, 1887, 




















1888. ONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. O9A9 


























We are of tl 7 ‘ : ‘ cht t ‘ - edt roll aS a Se re 2 8 
that at the rat f 34 ' : } ‘ HH \ s y 1 ext ' 
bill herewith retu f l st * « 
nr . , , ¥ y = . 
The bill was laid aside t e reported to t fou with the reco . 
mendation that do} i 
rhe next pension business « rivate Calend lup by M ste cs 
MATSON) was the bill (S. 2653 ting a pension to Mary Curt 7 : 
rhe bill was read, ws vs , 
Be t I t > e ry t ’ re - = . 
thorized and « : 1e pension-ro s t sions 1 a aie mn I 
limita ns of e name of Mary Cu n, widow of Timothy . 7 . “ty a = 
Curtin, late o ighth Massachusetts Volunteers r ‘ b 
The report was read, as follows: fee 5 4 voll t r his 
The committee, after considering this case, recomme 1 the issage 7 : Sat 
bill, and adopt the Senate report, as follows . ; : 
hat the aimant is the widow of ea = z 
eigh LHe ; 
»t ss! Sey lie is v - 7 7 
time of h ASON ¢ t : 
Port H rate died a ; : : ‘ 
pteniber 17 ut lla ; 7 t 
fhe physician inattendan at last illness says that his disease was consun ; 
tion; that he would have died in a few weeks from this latter disease; thatt ‘ ~ Pao 1 
attack from pneumonia only hastened death. The claimant and her neighbors : Zs ae : 
testify that the soldier upon his return home, immediate his discharge ; ; : : 
was greatly broken in health; that he had nt cough and was | ' ; B 
thoroughly disabled for work ; this wou rain st constat N é ; E 
an open sore; that when supp ion ceased the cough became worse, and that , : ‘ } la } 
the waste from the wound weakened the system so as to prevent a cure of the a. : _ leg : tha f 7 
cough; that this was his condition continuously ; $ 
* Medical testimony supports this view, and althou rejected 5 
the Pension Office, yet we think it is shown suflicient] ud and its Ww d aside to | rted to t iT e with 
consequent results were the causes of the husban« therefore r« 4 7 n that it do nas 
port herewith a bill for the relief of the petitioner and recommend its passage eee ees 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- CATHARINE I : 
mendation that it do pass. I ‘ 1 business on the | Calendar (the 
‘ ont h uw 3 cked |} Nir (‘4 ft \ 3 the hill } l ; 
MRS. MARGARET LONGSHAW. fe wr ; ap ee Reka ie ae pam , ai 
? ns ) to 4 { I ‘ 
r oo . : al 7 i ‘ ‘ ava ‘ . = 
Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call up a bill which has been passed - - : 
rer . . ‘ ’ : ae Che l was rea is ft ws 
over; it is on page 53 of the Calendar—the bill (H. R. 9557) for the re- } ; . 
. 2“ “+ . pene Phatt secre the inte i - 
lief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, dependent mother of William Long- | , Phe preg . t ona the name Cat e] 
shaw, late assistant surgeon, United States Navy. to und tat f the pens : 


The bill was read, as follows: | it so as to read \ inting & |} 1 tot 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 1- | 




















thorized and directed to place the nameof Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, dependent ihe report y Mr. HUNTER) w read, as follows 
mother of the late Asst. Surg. William Longshaw, United States Navy upon | " Bussev ¢ da t A f the é tesasay \ ( - 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, pany K, Fifth Ke itueky | try, on the S« er, A. D. 15 \ 
The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: stered out at Louisville er - 
z VW e in the service it is claimed it Bussey suffered a sun-stro} i 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R is a roo eal of proof going to establish this fact Ile, howeve s ‘ 
9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, have had the same under co1 wad. and vhen fina dis re l ne to his 
sideration, and find that the beneficiary of the bill is the mother of the deceased | .... s health had been gac sr i soun ind his ; 
Asst. Surg. William Longshaw, United States Navy, who achieved during the i had never been known to e3 ‘ sa “ 
late war a most enviable name and reputation; that he received the thanks of wae > za : < é ences ental t 
his commanding officers and of the Navy Department; that, in the languag: . i ler away f1 il } . \ vd | \ to a 
of Admiral Porter, ‘‘after adding to his record of gallant and meritorious con- ‘ 4 
duct he was killed, close up under the glacis, in the assault of Fort Fisher, Jar ‘ ns, W ~ r from 3 e. 1 vas 
uary 15, 1865,”’ g : vas a sted it itot stat ! s 
Chat this officer left neither widow nor child; that during his service he « ~ tel tacks sme more frequet He was able t 
tributed largely of his payto the aid and maintenance of his other and father “ee ked 1 “re larly Oy lay, without a word t« 3 fe ¥ 
and to the education of a younger brother or to his c iret he leftt S »in ch he had bee wor 
That beyond a small and utterly inadequate income contributed by her | ; ea we or ‘ s I 
band during his lifetime and a small and utterly insufficent income left her at ere 4 ‘ : ead 
his death, the mother of the deceased officer has no one lega bound to suy ira He had be 1 ¢ illed assing t 
port her MN 1 | “ ‘ ree ! 
Phat the mother is now advanced in years, very feeble nd infirm, a ( a snoto sioned “eas a lint a« 4 
quires the constant attention of another WW la es : ses . 
hat she filed her claim as dependent mother before the Pension . I tle ¢ as ‘ t 4 
prior to June 30, 1880, and from the history of the case, record and pa \ ‘ ed v \ 
dence, we believe the claim to be meritorious and that its passage wo i s f i 
simple act of justice 4 i 
Your committee therefore report back the bill (H. R. 9557) with the r As ‘ 4 ‘ 


mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- ; tte ropose to ai : 5 re “ 


mendation that it do pass. ca a acne peg ae aes shar a 
I } I Ke tr‘ } i? “ 
MARGARET GALLAGHER. ene Gi eee 
Mr. MOFFITT. I ask now to call up the bill (S. 5) grantinga pen The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and 
sion to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; on page 57 of the Calendar t] 43 amended le to be rep l to | vith 
The bill was read, as follows: the recom! lation that it do pas 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereb ° 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and LIZABETH A. ri 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Margaret Gallagher, w 
of Edward Gallagher, late private Com 





many K, Forty-second Regiment New 























York Volunteers. tion « which was asked by M FINI ‘ i 
The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: the re of Elizabeth A. Sout 
The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committec on Che bill 2 a8 aS 1OL0¥ 
Pensions, which is as follows Re That the Secreta 
** Concerning this claim the Commissioner of Pensions writes tothe chairman | thorized and rected to } i 
of this committee as follows and t soft pension laws ¢ Z 
*The soldier was pensioned for gunshot wound, causing amputatio. of right A. S , f J We t ‘ ae . 
g above the elbow. The record of death and the affidavit of attending ph ret Ke \ . t r { 
sician show that he died twenty years afterwards of paralysis rhe widow s b 
claim was rejected, March 23, 1883, for the reason that the disease of which the I ares \ ' s . ; 7 
soldier died (paralysis) did not result from any received or d Phe re : , , il . — 
tracted in the service. The medical referee of 1u SsaYs 1ot | Tol t f } < “ 
wound followed by amputation can not be accepte » cause of death occur- | Ist « . Cc inv B ‘ j ‘ 


ing twenty years after.’’’ Voluntes iH isk d in action near Murfre re . 
“ The petitioner states that she is a cripple by reason of rheumatism in th 1863. | eth A. South, then Elizabeth A. We t 

legs and thatshe is very destitute. It appears from the Pension Office records t : i it 4 a9 the w yw said W ells \ 

that she married the soldier, Edward Gallagher, November 13, 1862. Gallagher | ward 3 i 4 we to Sar < 

died August 6, 1881. 


| years. \ the dat of said n I ‘ r ‘ a¢ 
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Lhe next pension | i on e irivate Calendat tne consiera 

’ which wa 1 by Mr. } LEY) was the bill (H. Rk. 3710 
granting a pension to Samuel Pik 

The bill ws read, as follow 

Be it ene !. ete., That the Secretary-of the Interior be, lh hereby 
thorized and directed to pla ol he pension-roll, su ttoall the prov 3 
f { limitations of the y n laws, the name of Samuel Pier , wh ed 
Comiy y E, Ninth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in the late civil war. 

" . . — . 

Che report (by Mr. fi R) was read, as follows 

From the proof on file in the P ion Office and affidavits befo con 
mittee Samuel! Piet WAS CI ed as a private in Company 
Volunteer Infantry n the 4th day of October, 186], at Can 
Barren County, Kentucky; that onthe 24th October, 1 
captured bya ‘Te ecr ent of Confederate cavalr 
Cire Ky ‘ e « tracted measles; that upo h 
mo to Nashville, T« that in consequence of his not having fully reco 
ered from mea s and from exposure,he had a relapse; he was taken from 
Nashvilie to Salisbury, N. ¢ ind from there to New Berne, N.C., and fron 
t eto Washi ton, N. ¢ where he was paroled and sent to New York, and 
f thence home in ? and that he did not afterward join his regiment 
and was never discharges trom the service 

lie filed his claim for a pensi eptember, 1883, and the same was re ed 
September, 1887 upon the yur i of neglect and apparent nability ot claim- 

t to furnish his correct ice or certificate of dischargs Ashe claima 
shows by his own statement the hardships he endured whi f{ prisoner, a 
the fact that when he came home after exchange he was unable to again r 
join s regiment on account of his ill health. This is sustained by the testi 
mony of Daniel J, Street and Samuel C, Sloot, both of whom belonged to th« 


company and regiment, and acted as second lieutenants in said company and 























regiment, and who are rtified to be men of reputation for truth and veracity. 
nd speak from persona! knowledge of the facts. Claimant is not re ported asa 
ad rier 

Ife seems to be an illiterate, ignorant man, and has depended upon himself to 
prepare his case, which, in the opinion of the committee, hi ven to his preju 
«lies nd by reason of which his claim for pension was rejected; for it is evi- 
d from the proof before your committee that he contracted disease in the 
services idin line of duty,and which has continued to the present, and by which 
J abled from performing manual labor, his only means of support, as is 
shown by the examining geon's report on file to be at least three rths, on 
acc it of disease of lun cau L by a relapse from measles, cold, and expos 
ure le a pri er of 

rhey 1 eve this to be a meritorionu wwe, and recommend the passage of the 


‘The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 

the recommendation that it do pass. 
ALBERT O. ROBB, 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. THomas, of Kentucky) was the bill (H. 
R. 9399) gr wnting a pension to Albert O. Robb. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
Be i enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} au 


ind directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the prov isions an | 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert O. Robb, formerly a privat: 









in ¢ pany K, Twenty-third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 
\ t O. Robb, enlisted September 11, 1861, as a private in Company K, 
Tw ty-third Kentucky, and was discharged upon surgeon’s certificate of di 
y by ason of contraction of tendons of both feet. Date of discharge, 





January 7, 1863. He applied for a pension, No. 418181; his claim was rejected 
Nov uber 17, 1886, on the ground that the alleged disability of feet existed 
Pr to the soldier’s enlistment 

c he said Robb claims that in Tennessee, after a forced march from Lebanon 
to Murfreesborough; thence to sight oi Nashvil Tenn., thence back to near 
{.ebanon, and on to Murfreesborough, covering ated tw o di ays in the spring of 
J Se he first noticed a se vere pain in feetand ankles and: aswelling’of the joints 
was inthe hospital at Murfreesborough suffe ring with inflammatory 








of tl 
1 u m in the feet remained there two orthree weeks and was treated by 
the surmeons of the reg ment got better and marched with the regiment to 
Louisville, when General Bue 1 was after Bragg ; camped between the canal 


and river, when he got wors« ain, and when Buell followed Bragg to Perry- 
ville he was not able to n onda. and was sent by Captain Mavity to Park Bar 
rach s, at Louisville, and quartered in a tent and treated by the surgeon, Dr. 

ith, who is dead; remained there till discharged June 7, 1863, 

M. Kelly says that 
knew Robb from 1855 to 1860, and met after the war. He worked with 
him before 1860, and up to that year from 18% off and on, and he then seemed 
to be sound. After he returned from the Army be complained of rheumatism.’ 

Hon. L. J. Proctor, a leading lawyer of Kentucky, says that— 

* He has known Robb since he wasa boy; that ‘said Robb worked for him in 
the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, and that said Robb was during that time a stout, 
able-bodied, hea thy man, and had always been stout and healthy from the 
time affiant first kuew him up to the spring of 1861, the last time affiant saw him 
before he enlisted in the Army. After he er ilisted the affiant did not see him 
except once until after the close of the war, when he again came to live with 
afliant and did live with afiant from 1865 to 1870, at Mammoth Cave. 

‘When he returned to the cave in 1865 or 1866 he was very lame and com- 
plained very m uch of rheumatism in feet, legs, and hips, and his feet and toes 
at that time and during the time he lived with me between 1865and 1870 had the 
appearance of being badly diseased. The toes and leadersof his feet were badly 
contracted, During the time he (Robb) was in Park Barracks, at Louisville 
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. t vis lsaid barracks and tl pplicant there and he was then 
apparently in bad hes 1, and suffering from « land rheumatism, 
‘ Sa ippile $a so 1, healthy man up tothe spring of 1861, 
} s return from the Ar ,and th snow a pple I nd, and 
) ! n iual rsu 
$ r,] ate, ¢ \ kK, Ll} : 
} ‘ tat « t ch t - l t l § 1 
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it ' 1 Ww "« 2,8 n . I ve nh 
} WV ) j it so t t 1 cou tma i l 
‘ 
j i ed Sta examir latl Gri », Ky., made an official 
tion of « on the vy of Jan y,1 nd siated as follows 
Be are t ler and s drawn so as to throw most of the weight 
0 on th r ae Oo en walk zy or stan g eat toes é 
‘ ted rticulations enla j ieart s nds 1 na t s er 
‘ er « of rheu m prese 
r ! Int app ation I pens if comm 3 of opir 1 
{ t this t 1CT us ec, a they therefor rec na tu l $ ol 





Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


dation that it do pass. 
I 





CHARLI bb AKI 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. LAIDLAW) was the bill (H. R. 9792 
to increase the pension of Charles 8S. Baker. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 

I tena l, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Int or be, and is here 1uthor- 
ized and directed to inere the pension of Charics S. Baker, late a private of 
( vy B, Seventy-second Regiment New York State Volunteers, to $72 per 
I n in lieu of the pension now received by him 


Che report (by Mr. SAWYEE) was read, as follow 














The beneficiary above named was a private in Company B id 
Regiment New Xork Volunteers, tmustered into the servi nd 
was discharge eptember 6, 1852, for disability He was } of 
Sip 1onth from the date of his discharge to May 24, 1 and sines n his 
pension has been increased from time to time as his disability increa I, tillh 
} hn was raised to $30 per 1onth from June 23, 1886, - piles, disease of the 
i y nd resulting disease of the heart. 

The claimant was examined by a board of ph ‘tians at the Pension D rt 






1 


ment at Washington on the h « 


of May d the board gave him a 
rating of $30 per month, and th y ce rtify in their opinion as follows 
‘From present indications and condition of this claimar i 
that he will not] 
which we doubt.’ 
rhe iman is totally 
service; he is very " 
disabil ‘y consists of piles; « \ ting disease of the 
heart; he has not improve d since » he Was examined as: esaid, but has grown 
worse; his pulse is from 110 to 140. He is subject to fainting fits, arising from 
the impertect action of the heart, and 1 pon such occasions he has to have the 
assistance of an attendant to rub him and otherwise stimulate the circulation ; 
and while it can not be said that he needs the constant attention of another per- 
son, still it can hardly be safe for him to be much alone. i although his 
blindness is nct the result of his military service, still the « tee can not 
forget that fact in considering the condition of this poor, unfortunate 
soldier. 
The evidence shows that he can live but a short time at the best, and that his 
afflictions and sufferings will increase as the weeks go by. The committee be 
eve that this is a case justifying Congress in granting special relief, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass, withan amendmen tstriking out the words 
seventy-two,” in the sixth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ forty- 


five 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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RUSSEL L. DOAN 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. WHITING, of Michigan) was the bill (H. R. 2507) 
granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County, 
Michigan. 

Che bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Russel | 
Doane, of Peck, Sanilac County, Michigan. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


Russel L. Doane is the father of Dempster Doane, second lieutenant in Com 
pany D. Thirty-fifth Regiment of New York Volunteers, who died on the 22d 
day of September, 1881, at Peck, in Sanilac County, Michigan, and who, up to 
the time of his de ath, si apported the claimant, who is now over eighty years « 
age, incapable of manual labor, and destitute of the means of support. 

“While there is no doubt that C ongress W ill — ide by general legisiation for 
eases of this kind, the advanced age of the claimant de mands that he be re- 
lieved now, if he is to be relieved at all during his lifetime 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, W ith the following amend 
ment, namely: Add after the word ‘*‘ Michigan,’’ in the last line, the words 
‘dependent father of the late Dempster Doane, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do age 

ELLEN J. NEDAKER. 

The next business on the Cebuelen (the consideration of which wa 
asked by Mr. Care ax) was the bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to 

‘Hen J. Snedaker. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.783 
granting a pension to Mrs, Nancy E. Spencer, submit the following report - 
The claimant in this case is the widow of Charles L, Spencer, late a private in 


Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment lowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The soldier enlisted May 9, 1n64, and was discharged September 28, 1864, and | 
died on the Mth day of April, 1886. On the Ist day of March, 1886, the soldier 
made his application for a pension, alleging as his disability diarrhea and en- 


Jargement of the liver and spleen. The claim was prosecuted to a successful 
termination, and on the 29th of September, 1887, he was pensioned for diarrhea 


and disease of liverand spleen. This, however, was not until after the soldier 
was dead, and the pension ceased at his death, April 14. 1585. 

The claimant presented her claim for widow’s pension on the 25th of October 
1586, which was rejected on the ground that the disease of which the soldier 


died was not due to disease contracted in theservice, In this we think the Pen- 
sion Office was in error, Dr. W. W. Woodmir, who was the attending physician, 
testifies that Mr. Spencer died of pneumonia and chronicdiarrhea, and Dr. John 
T. Davis says, in an affidavit filed, that he saw Mr. Spencer during his last ill- 
ness and was called in as a « 
ated from chronic diarrhea and suffering at the time from pneumonia, from 
which he died 

Why this evidence is not accepted as satisfactory by the Pension Office your 
committee does not understand. These physicians are reputable gentlemen, 
and Dr. Woodring is a member of the board of United States examining sur- 
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which they are placed, to prove their claim. The fact that the records of the 
War Department fail to show the nature of his disability is by no means conclu- 


| sive proof that he was not disabled. 


I know from personal observation and inspection of said Chase, in August, 


| 1863, that he was reduced to the lowest ebb of life by malarial or intermittent 


geons at Independence, Kans., appointed by this Administration, and stands | 


wellasa physician and gentleman. 

There is also much other evidence filed, all tending to prove that Mr. Spencer's 
death was caused by his army ailment as well perhaps as by pneumonia. One 
WIL. W. Price, who is vouched for to your committee as a most honorable and 
reliable man, says, in an affidavit, that— 

‘He was intimately acquainted with Charles L. Spencer during his lifetime, 
from about November, 184, to the time of his death, and for something neartwo 
years of said period saw said Charles L. Spenceralmost every day, and that from 
the be ining of said acquaintance he complained of chronic diarrhea, liver, 
and spleen troubles, resulting from exposure while in the Army as a soldier in 
the military service of the United States, and for which above-named disability 
said soldier was pensioned, Affiant knows that the said soldier was very much 
reduced in strengthand flesh during the entire period of affiant’s acquaintance 
with him by reason of chronic diarrhea and liver trouble, as alleged by him, 
and his system finally became so impregnated with disease as to produce a can- 
cerous affection, which was finally reduced and almost entirely eradicated some 
time prior to his death. 

‘AfMfiant visited deceased just prior to his death, and from the general ap- 
venrance of the patient and the odor in the room just preceding his death he 

a8 every reason to believe that chronic diarrhea was the real cause of his 

death. Affiant derives his knowledge, first, from the fact of his intimate ac- 
quaintance with deceased; second, from experience by reason of having been 
an acting hospital steward in the Army and a thorough acquaintance with dis- 
eases to which this man’s seemed so closely allied; third, from taking an in- 
terest in the case and watching the progress of the disease for a long period; 
and he believes that soldier died from chronic diarrhea, combined with liver 
trouble, contracted in the military service of the United States.”’ 

Samuel N. West, another responsible witness, makes an affidavit much like 
Mr. Price’s, and in it he makes the following statement: 

“The condition of the body (after death) was such that it was almost impos- 
sible to prepare the body properly, from the fact that his chronic diarrhea had 
mide such rapid decay of the body that the odor was almost unbearable, even 
after using all the deodorizers possible to obtain.” 

Mr. Spencer left his family poor, and the claimant, with those children under 
sixteen years of age, is without means of support; and it is the judgment ot 
your committee that the bill for the relief of this poor widow should pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

EDWIN E. CHASE, 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. FUNSTON) was the bill (S. 2571) granting a 
pension to Edwin i. Chase. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin E. Chase, late of Company 
8, Third Regiment Massachusetts Cavalry. 

‘The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 257i) 
granting a pension to Edwin E, Chase, submit the following report: 

rhe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is hereby adopted, and the 
passage of the bill recommended, 





[Senate Report No. 1096, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The claimant under the bill enlisted in Company B, Third Massachusetts Cav- 
alry, in August, 1862; was thrown from horse while carrying a dispatch as or- 
derly on the march from Barré’s Landing, Louisiana, in May, 1863, causing an 
injury which resulted in rupture of the right side; was taken to hospital at 
Brashear City, La., May 29, 1863, and transferred to Barracks General Hospital, 
New Orleans, June 12, 1863; was furloughed from there February 9, 1864, and 

sent North to save life,” as certified by surgeon, who also certifies that the 
‘soldier has done no duty for a year;” that “disease is still persistent—is un- 
fit for Invalid Corps.”” Upon which claimant was discharged. 

An application for pension was filed November 15, 1880, but being unable to 
furnish the evidence required by the Pension Bureau, the claim was rejected 
September 13,1883. This inability to procure testimony was due partly to death 
of officers and partly to the fact that his injury occurred while separated from 
his regiment on detached duty, and that he was taken directly to hospital, not 
joining his regiment for duty thereafter while he remained in service. There 
is, however, evidence of his soundness before enlistment; of his presence in 
active duty until the date of injury; of his confinement in hospital and on fur- 
louch until discharge, and of his affliction with hernia after discharge and its 
continuance to the present, 

included in this testimony is the certification of his disability by fifteen citi- 
zensof claimant’s home, and the following letter addressed to the Commissioner 
of Pensions by Dr. Albert H. Blanchard, late surgeon of the claimant’s regiment, 
a voluntary tribute of justice to an unfortunate soldier: 

SHERBORN, MIppLESEX CouNTY, MASSACHUSETTS, 
October 16, 1883. 

Sir: Having been informed that the claim (No. —) of Edwin E. Chase, Com- 
pany B, Third Massachusetts Cavalry, has been rejected for want of sufficient 
evidence, I would respectfully represent that Mr. Chase is one of those unfortu- 
nate persons who, deserving a pension, are unable, from the circumstances in 





fever while at barracks hospital, New Orleans, and it would be very natural that 


| only that disease should be recorded, especially as his right inguinal hernia was 


then only imperfectly developed and he did not himself fully know the nature 
of it, having only a serious weakness in that region, to which he did not call the 
attention of the surgeon. I know that the fever was incurred in the line of his 
duty in the United States service, and I firmly believe that the hernia was also 
incurred by the violence he sustained when thrown from his horse while on the 
march from Barré’s Landing, Louisiana, in May, 1863. Col. T. E. Chickering 
and others who could have proved his claim are dead, He was separated from 
his comrades by being left in hospital in an insensible condition (from the fall 
from horse) while the regiment marched on; and these are some of the reasons 
why he can not furnish the required evidence. 

Some members ofthe regiment belonging to his own and other companies 


; ; | well remember his prostrated condition and how narrowly he escaped from 
isulting physician, and found him much emaci- 


leath, and they are men of good repute and have so testified tome, That his 
hernia was also a result of the accident and the extreme debility accompanying 
the fever, I am fully satisfied, and I would respectfully urge a reconsideration 
of his case as that of a needy and deserving man. 

I write this only from aninterestin his welfare, and from no pecuniary consid- 
eration whatever 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALBERT H., BLANCHARD, M. D., 
Late Surgeon Third Massachusetts Cavalry. 
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EMELINE ANDERSON. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of which 
vas asked by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was the bill (S. 2366) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Emeline Anderson, widow 
of Jeff Anderson, late private in Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Cay- 
alry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2: 
granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson, submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are fully and clearly set forth in the accompanying re- 
port of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is adopted, and the passage of 
the bill recommended, 


= 


366) 


[Senate Report No, 1015, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The husband of claimant under the bill was late a private in Company K, 
First Regiment Minnesota Cavalry, which was organized for and employed in 
the campaign against the Sioux Indians in 1862-63, and while in such service 
contracted asthma and heart disease, under circumstances which are detailed 
in the affidavit of John Emerson, a comrade, as follows : 

“T was well acquainted with said Jeff. Anderson previous to enlistment, and 
enlisted at the same time,about November 1, 1862,and occupied the same quar- 
ters with him at St. Peter and Kasota, Minn., until the following spring, and 
was with him on Samuel Sibley’s Indian expedition in the summer of 1863, and 
was discharged with him at Fort Snelling, Minn., November 28, 1863, and after- 
wards been living in the same settlement until he died, September 27, 1879. I 
further testify, from personal knowledge, that said Auderson contracted a sc- 
vere cold in the fall after enlistment at St. Peter, Minn., on account of being 
obliged to do duty, exposed to the severe cold weather, without sufficient bian- 
kets and clothing. 

“That said Anderson and myself enlisted with the expectation to receive Gov- 
ernment clothing when we arrived at St. Peter, but got only one blanket for 
each man, and received no clothing till towards spring, and we were obliged 
to live in a very cold building, and perform duty in very cold weather, without 
sufficient clothes to wear or sleep under to keep off the cold. That said Ander- 
son was taken with a very severe cold, which resulted in asthma, and after- 
wards his heart became affected, and I remember he was doctored for these dis- 
eases while we were inthe Army. I knew said Anderson well after discharge, 
and know the asthma troubled him more and more every year, so that the last 
ten or twelve years he lived he was unable to perform any labor of any kind 
whatsoever, and he was never free from heart trouble after discharge until he 
died, to my personal knowledge. I was not present when he died, but learned 
he died very suddenly. I further testify that Anderson was a very temperate 
man during all the time I knew him.” 

Dr. Rhodes, assistant surgeon of soldier’s regiment, who, after death of sur- 
geon in July, 1863, had charge of all the sick, testifies : 

“T remember claimant was a Scandinavian and was troubled with asthma 
and heart disturbance, the latter apparently functional at that time. He often 
reported at sick call for treatment, and my memory of his case was distinet, as 
there was unusual congestive action about his lungs and heartin what appeared 
to be arecent case. After treating him for some weeks without much improve- 
ment in his general symptoms, we were separated by order and I saw him no 
more.” 

**Dr. Foster, a practicing physician of thirty years, knew soldier before en- 
listment, and knew him asa stout, hearty man. He treated him immediately 
after his discharge in 1863 and in the following year for asthma, which resulted 
in heart disease, and with which he was badly afMlicted, and this, in deponent’s 
opinion, was the direct cause of his death. i 

“Knute Johnson lived near soldier before enlistment and after dischargp; 
knew him to be a strong, healthy man before, and that he suffered with asthma 
after discharge in 1863 to death in 1879; knows that he was treated for asthma 
by Drs. Winch and Story, both dead. Understood him to have died of heart 
trouble brought on by asthma. ; 

**No more specific or official testimony was furnished by claimant, either of 
sickness in service or immediate cause of death, because the Adjutant-General’s 
Office reports ‘regimental hospital records not on file’ covering service, and the 
sparsely settled district of Minnesota in which soldier died rendered the at- 
tendance of a physician during last illness and a coroner's inquest after death 
impracticable. But, lacking evidence of the highest grade, the available testi- 
mony is direct, plain, and conclusive, and justifies the committee in a favorable 
report. 

“*The bill is recommended for passage.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of x f ’ : thes 
which was asked by Mr. RUSSEI of Connecticut) was the bill (8 ' 
OM) granting nere OT ¥{ sion to | iM D 
Che bill is read ‘ WwW N > ow 
Be it ‘ That the Seere t I 1 he is hereby 
t ‘ i to place t ' @ t I vis 
and < I i wea, t an I iM ) ian \ 
‘ of J es D ‘ ( A] Kansas Ca a pays - ; i 
at t rat fSl4y mont i lieu - ‘ . 
Che report (by Mr. Morrii 2 l, asf y 
The Cor n Inv 1 Pens « : I ; 
gr Lin pension to I ra M. D in, s t 5 
port 
The “ rt oft Senat ra t Ss t S ‘ 2 The 
cial act under w h cla ~ \ cr s i e rate 
per month, the e to which vou et iu t c 
law Since the roy of said act a qwenera \ ~ r acted 
widowsa tr = < 2 peri h instead < HT t @ : ‘ S 
f ed t d th ount at ! the Pens Office i Ww 1 
the « unt umount asked for s a ee ' ‘ 
Your c« i < mmend the pass t 
Senate report N F < Cong f t ses 
J Dor \ the father of Elv } : ‘ 
I Kansas Volunt Cavalry Viay “yf : 
service June 16, 1864 He contracted her 
‘ ‘ 3s 
12 Is;U of what was suppos ito be 
A pension of § per month was , ; 7 . 
child of the late soldier, by a special aet sal . 
rhe petitioner asks thatthe pension bein i 7 writ y 4 
that the soldier's widow is debarred of | : . . aa 
riage, and that under existing laws the n ant eit aia ¢ we - ‘ ‘ 
of $12 per month, which the widow would . ‘ 1 
a ; 13) ay « e the sl } 5 4 
addition thereto, for the said minor chil 
it seems but just that the minorchild of t sh« i be pens ed a t ¢ " 
same rate as the minor children of other idiers of similar r k 5 
Your commitiee therefore report a bill, and recommend the passage of the - . 
Fame - - ; - .7..1 1 
s s I) \ } 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | W G. Seandlin, Ls iB A i Brengl i negro Moses 
mendation that it do pass. © respect . , aa ae oo = eee 
ul W ‘ é of their char eo é e sa 
. - ‘ i ~ y i 
ELIZA M. SCANDLIN. ; 
The next pension bill on the Private Calendar (consideration of | t 
which was asked by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was tl ll (S. 277 ; : . 
granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin. ll was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
The bill was read, as follows: mena n that it Go pass 
Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } 1 4 N 
ti ed and directed to place on the pensic roll. subject tot Dr ae 
] itation of the pension laws, the name of Eliza M. Secandli vi Tl tpension b 1 the | ite Caler cousideration 
iam G. Seandlin, late a chaplain in the Fifteenth Regiment, Massa uf aT - 4 
Ore oe was asked Mr. 3 LL) was the bill (S. 2700) grantii 
unteer Militia, at the rate of $12 a month. 
i hav 
, ae ee a . 24 yf son to A en bietnen 
Che report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows ! a = 
* ait : l 3s read iS It yw 
The Committee on d Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.¥ 
ng a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin, submit the following report t ? eta [ Int r i] 
The icts in this case are fully set forth in the report of eCon ttee on Per- ‘ ito} it - r yu I s ‘ 
sions of the Senate, which is adopted, and the passage of the bil! recommenc t ; he pension laws, the na f Allen I en ‘ t 
) ia it i) »>v inteers, a 5 1 < 24 
- ’ ; r 
‘ s vin 
Senate Report No. 1130, Fiftieth Congress, first session \ AT 1 
: : ; | ‘ t ) I LI as re as fo ws 
This claimant is the widow of Rev. William G. Seandlin, who ‘ter resig : as iT . : , 
ing the pastorate of his church, enlisted as chaplain of the Fiftee g f i { Invalid Pens 3 v vas it s 
Massachusetts Volunteers. He served faithfully in that capacity fi I l eas sic »A ! - ef 
of one year. and during that time, by Ss activity on the tie earn I ‘ ommittes Pensions of the S e is | ‘ lopted 
the title of the “fighting ch ain of the old Fifteenth,” which title clung to and {the } recommend 
him throughout his service and afterwards. At the end of the period mentioned 
he was discharged on account of sickness, but after a few weeks’ rest he v t x I 
‘ = i ‘ ‘ - ) 
unteered his services to the United States Sanitary Commission, which off 5 
was atonce accepted, and he was immediately assigned to work at the front \ I t f Compa H,© i twe f 
While in the discharge of such duty he was captured on the 5th of July. 1863 I t ir years’ s¢ t t t ehr irrhea ‘ 
after the battle of Gettysburgh, while caring forthe wounded, and was for three for sm ch sulted yous pros t ind gene 
months held a prisoner of war, being confined at Libby Prison and Cast iy lisa ty f nw a he as suffered s 
sunder Di iz this imprisonment, on account of the hardships he Was su vit t “ ecome t al, arvel he vp sica n 
jected to, and as the result of his ill-health, occasioned by his former service ‘ ‘ t self-suppor i ‘ t is now ! t 
contracted diseases from which he suffered all his after life, and whic! wer tia int of iro? lia 1, but t er d i 
the primary cause of his death, which occurred at Grafton, Mass., March 1 s re ! 
i871 Phi tes satisfied, f il examinat oO t t ts 
His widow, Eliza M. Scandlin, now asks relief on the above grounds, She is ‘ ecore { her « ‘ 
it ecessitous circumstances, and, as shown | ‘oll i p ea v ! sat last stened itse 
physician, has been suffering from paralysis f i str I i eps . t 
Your committee deem this widow an exce t red, but whi ‘ vit rae 
legislation, and recommend the passage of the | He the eldest of i t f 10m t 
, the s« o t ) ! 
: oe is i ounds, and the « st dewene d ees 
The undersigned, Thomas T. Griggs, having been a practicing physician in g ipon the gene 8 ty of the fourt 
Grafton, Mass., more than thirty-six years, hereby certifies that he has been 1 eked thea -wes and stre to 
acquainted with Mrs. Scandlin, widow of the late Rev. William G. Seandlin Pe { cla nt’s ‘ s to f ‘ 
who was a chaplainin the late war; that he was her physician at the time sh wis ‘ ttee renort fave : 
was seized with paralysis, in January, 1876, and has been cognizant of her« 
dition up to the present time that she has continu lin a helpless conditior The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House i i om- 
being unable to conve rse or take care of herself, requiring an attendant for mors mendation that it do pas 
than eleven years, and that there is no probability that any improvement will : ‘sth 7 
ever occur in her case M [LLIAMS I ask that t orae ( 1, a t i 
THOMAS -« GRIGGS, M. D met! it per tted to « l ipab 





Grarrton, MaAss., Feliruary 15, 1887 i aoa D> ! 
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GR - z a] 4 12987 a 7 e . + 4 ’ 
WORCESTER. 8s ARAFTON, July 26, 1887 Mr. STRUBLI I hope that will be don 
. sa aa ’ I CHAIRMAN he regular ler is d nded 
rhen personally appeared the above-named Thomas T. Griggs and made oath At TTT TAM \ wget ; 
that the above statement, by subscribed, is true. , WiLLIAMS, ly reason for making that prop that 
ALDEN A. HOW thei in nb who come here i I I 
Justice of the Peace. yet do not get their bills considered, and ot ( ( 


W. I. SCANDLIN penal! pon the committee to call up th ( ha TKS 
Dear Sir: Iam pleased to inform you that I recognize the diseaseand death | J yother ¢ 
of your father, Rev. W.G. Scandlin, to have been occasioned primarily by his ex stay here regularly and attend to th é ythe t. 
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The CHAIRMA ( | call the attention of the gent] 

Mr. WI] i et ‘ \ id } 

‘ ] 1 11 ] 
' : ( ’ 
i 
' erat } 
h I | 
! 
>I ti, | 
' 
i 
I 
ena t t I ! 
{ i l to] \ ' 
ions of Il. IL. J i 
{ i ( Ve ‘ Infan t 
‘J re} Mr ) I id ( 
] ‘ 

I O« I to wl 1 wa 1 the bi 
‘ Ly Hf. i. 1 l t the follo report 

j I of t e Cor on Per ts forth ful the fae 
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_ e ] ort No I eth C« t 
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i 1 H, Ru ‘ ted ( pany FE, Seve 
unt > 20, 1 Ss} ited to serge 
i i the service of the United States - 

iasas int surgeon of the One hundre 

r June Ll, 1864 tem r 1,1 an 
, he ed l l i1of the One hunc 

Volunteers It appears from t ‘ it 
two applicatio for pensior in the first, filed Marc} 
was discharged on the ground that he had the chre 
wot d by a gunshot wound about June 10. 18 
filed May 14, 1877, he clair “for disea 
in West Virginia, in March, 

The Commissioner of Pensions, June 30,1884. rejected the laim, after a thor 
ough special examination, on the ground “ that the disease of bladder for wh 
pension is claimed existed prior to enlistment 

fhe certificate of disability on which the soldier was discharged is as follows 

I rtify hat I have carefully examined the said ITir H. Russell, of Captain 
n D. Foster's company, and find him incapable « rforming the duties of 
an sol r because of chronic inflammation of the bladder of two years’ stand 
! further declare my belief that said soldier will not again be able to re- 
sub 1is duties, 
S. LOVING. Suraeon 
D> has 1 this 28th iy of August, 1862, at Columbus, Ohio. 
“A. B. DOD, 
Captain Fifteenth U. 8. Infantry, Commanding the Pos 2 
In support of his claim the claimant has produced the following testimony 
Dr. Charles L.. Wilson.a nt surgeon, testifies to prior soundness. Claim- 


‘ was a student in his office prior to enlistment, and afliant was his father 
family physician. 
Ca J.D. Foster swe s that claimant, in the spring of 1962, contracted diseas 

of bladder, so as to disalb! m from duty for some time. 

Dr. MeFarland testifies iting claimant since 1867 for disease of bladder 

The claimant (who by the way 1s a regular practicing physician) swears to 
treating himself until 1867. 

Cyrus Russell testifies to claimant’s returning home from the Army sick. 

William G. Russell swears that in June, 1862, claimant was sent home on fur- 
lough to enable him to recover from cystitis, contracted by him while in th« 
service; thathe was treated by Dr. Day while athome, but failed to recover and 
was finally discharged. 

Surg. Charles L. Wilson swears that in West Virginia in 1862, early part, 
claimant, after severe exposure and marching, suffered from deranged digestive 
organs, and also had chronic inflammation ot the bladder. y 

The examining surgeon at ¢ Jentralia, Lli,, rates him at one-fourth total, and the 
examining surgeon at Kansas City, Mo., under date of May 11, 188!, makes same 
rating. The Pension Office concluded to have the case specially examined, and 
Mr. A. Downing, special examiner, concludes his report as follows: ; 

‘From a careful consideration of the evidence on file, I am of the opinion 
that the claim isa meritorious one,the evidence of prior soundness being ap- 
parently good, if not conclusive.”’ 

Jolin A. Carr, special examiner, expresses the opinion— 

* That the testimony taken is favorable to the claimant, but is not sufficient 
to overcome the adverse record. In the present incomplete condition of the 
claim, and the absence of any positive testimony to show that claimant was 
jree from alleged disease of bladder at the time he enlisted, it is fair to presume 
the record is correct, and recommends further examination.”’ 

‘. Il’, Vinal, special examiner, recommends farther examination. 

\. Ff. Roush, special examiner, is of the opinon that the.claim is without 
inerit, but advises, in all justice to the claimant, further examination. 

thomas F, Winthrop, special examiner, says the claim, in his opinion, is 

without merit, the testimony fairly showing that claimant’s disability is not 
due to the service, as alleged,”’ and recommends further examination. 

ii. ©. Laforce, special examiner, thinks the claim meritorious, and recom- 
mends further examination. 

hk. ’, Johnson, special examiner, concludes his report by saying: 

J believe the claimant was sound prior to enlistment; that the disability 
specified was contracted in service and lineof duty, and when the evidence is 
completed the claim should be admitted.” 

Your committee incline to the belief that the claimant was a sound man at 
date of enlistment, and that he contracted the disability in the service and line 
of duly as alleged, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

NATHAN B. RARICK. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (S. 2578) granting a pension 
to Nathan D. Rarick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nathan B. Rarick, late a private of Company 
F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. ‘ 
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I... Whitney *‘ worked with } been 
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L.. Mann swe ’ 
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4 is dis urge lL. Wh 
i Lior! | labor \\ 
tre j ~ ha 
was sused by overexertion and ex] 
ileal wears to an intimat ntance with claimant fro x 
to October 3], Sl, and has * personal nowledge that he was suffering with 
s ie spinal affection at date of return from service and has been ever since 
rh 1imant swears that > physicians who treated him for his disab 
1 except Dr. Goucher, who is now mentally incapacitated as well as 
p . i therefore un to testify; that his disability was only devel- 
‘ i disea after discharge 1 that his ne ibors know nothing of 
only as he has told th 
ere being no objection, the bill w laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that i do } 
WILLIAM B PORES, 
Mr. HOU! I want this House to hear me for half a minut 





Several MemBeERS. Regular order. 

Mr. HOUK. I want to call up a bill for the benefit of an old ex- 

rember of thi y,aman who was here for ten years. He was a 
colonel in the Federal Army, and he is now lying at the point of death 
in poverty and distre I mean Col. William B. Stokes, of Ten- 
nessee. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be taken up and passed 
at this time. It will not be reached on the Calendar, and as the old 


1 


| man is in poor circumstances and on the verge of the grave, I hope no 


objection will be made. 
HENRY CROTSLEY. 

Mr. LANE. I cali up House bill 8617, granting a pension to Henry 
Crotsley, which has been heretofore passed over. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thor and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the p 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Crotsley, late pr 
Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FH. R. 861 
grnting a pension to Henry Crotsley, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Henry Crotsley served as private of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteers, from August 7, 1852,to June 22,1865. He allegesthat he « 
tracted rheumatism in the service, but his claim has been rejected because thie 
evidence is not deemed sufficient by the Pension Office to connect the disability 
with the service. 

By medical and other evidence it is clearly shown that claimant was free from 
rheumatism at the date of hisenlistment. At thetime of the incurrence ofthe 
disability, during General Burnside’s famous ‘“*mud march,” the soldier was 
on detached duty as brigade teamster, and continued on this duty nearly his 
entire term of service. For this reason it is difficult for him to obtain the evi- 
dence required by the Pension Office. He states that he was treated at inter- 
vals by Surgeons Sharp and Bolbey, but they being dead he can not procure 
evidence of such treatment. 

it is also shown by competent testimony that claimant suffered from rheu- 
matism at discharge. Medical examinations show disease of heart, which the 
| examining surgeons say is due to rheumatic diathesis. 
| The writer of this reportis personally acquainted with the beneficiary named 
in the bill, as well as the witnesses in his bebalf, and from his knowledge of the 
parties and of the disabled condition of claimant, he has every reason to be- 
lieve that the same is due to the exposure incident to nearly three years’ 
active field service. 

The committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommeadation that it do pass. 
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ANDREW MUCKLIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera- 
tion by Mr. Prpcock) was the bill (H. R. 5232) grantinga pension to 
Andrew Mucklin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 






Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 





limitations of the pension law, the name of Andrew Mucklin, late of Batlery 
| C, Fifth Regiment United Siates Artillery. 
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£ i ( : A Vaiid 
man by the name v » has sin 1 
a widow. Neit l was a man of a . ‘ | — 
sion for the servi eath of her first 1 ; p 
Washington, December 8, 1872, of pneumonia I t , 
** We find that d ng his militar rvice h 
incised wound, for diarr a, for ambustio, f I 
Medical and other testimony shows that at time of his d large i | \T ( 0 
ward he was suffering from lung troubles, apr re ons I WW tre 5 
the same, and we think it most probable that he died from the « s a 
sults of disease incurred while in the servi | 
“The widow is now over forty years old, very p« } 
e daily labor for support. 7 
i **We recommend the passa fthet j t ; 
‘ There being no objection, 3 laid aside to be ret ed to | : I ! : 2 7 
: the House with the recomme hat it do pass ~ 
5 
; pe 


LUCY A. JORDAN. 





The next pension business on the Private Calendar led up for cor 


sideration by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (H. R. 9463) grantin a Lae : on tot : iy 
sion to Lucy A. Jordan. had me under « 
The bill was read, as follows: thei and w ré 
Be it enacted, efc., That the Secret ry of the Interior be, and he is hereby 1 a : I y 4 ient ) ; tr 


thorized and directed to place on the pension 
widow of James W. Jordan, late of Company C 
unteers, subject to the provisions and | tat 





The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: a ; wees i 

















The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the} H.R rejects at 

granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan, have had the same ler « le not tras 

and beg leave to submit the follow rep I ‘ bt amie 
The benefi iary named in thet 31 lto Jan WJ lan, la I < ‘ 

vate of Company C, Fifth Regiment } \ t I run 1 f . ~ ‘ 





1866. Jordan died of phthisi 


Ss pulmonal 
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tem from the wound, which never healed—remained a running sore until his 
death ; 
and unable to do anything but very light work. 

“The medical testimony isto the same effect, and his condition grew worse 
until he died The physician in his last illness testifies that his wound was stil! 
discharging pus; that the cough and consumption of his latter life were due to 
the incurable condition of the wound, the virus of which had permeated ths 
whole aystem. 











“The widow is in very necessitous circumstances, without means or expecta- | 


tion of any; and, believing that the wound was certainly the cause of the sub- 
ease and death of the soldier, your committee recommend the pas- 
f 4) 


the bill.” 


sequent di 


Rage « 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA HAWKINS, 


RUTH. I desire to call up also the next bill on the Calen- 
ofore passed over, the bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia 


dar, here 
Hawkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name Lydia Hawkins, widow of Richard 
Hawkins, late private in Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER). was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2655 
granting a pension to Lydis Hawkins, have had the same under consideration, 
and adopt the Senate favorable report as follows: 

‘The claimant is the widow of Richard Hawkins, deceased, late a corporal in 
Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
1861. 

‘*The soldier enlisted December 1, 1861, and served until July 29, 1863, when 
he was discharged as not fit for service, and unable for duty even upon the In- 
valid Corps, He died at his home in Cincinnati, August 20, 1866. 

‘The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground that his 
mortal illness was not due to his military service. The testimony of his neigh- 
bors is that he was a sound, healthy man before and at the time of his enlist- 
ment. 

‘The testimony of Lieutenant Banks and others, his comrades, shows that 
in April, 1862, he was attacked with what afterwards proved to be chronic diar- 
rhea; that he was sent to the hospital for treatment thereof; that although he 
returned to duty, he never recovered; that he at last grew worse, and being 
always unwell, was discharged for disability. 

* His neighbors testify that upon his return he was in bad health, taking medi- 
cine all the time, unable to work, thin and emaciated ; was suffering from some- 
thing like flux or disease of the bowels. Dr. Green,the physician in his last 
illness, swears that from 1865—J uly of that year—he treated him once every four 
or six weeks, until he died, for chronic diarrhea; that he died of Asiatic cholera, 
superindueced by the diarrhea, from which he had suffered a ‘long time pie- 
vious to his death.’ 

Your committee think the disease incurred in the service was the cause of 
the soldier's death, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill.”’ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CA 
t 


MRS. CATHARINE REED. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. WICKHAM) was the bill (H. R. 7717) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Catharine Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine Reed, widow 
of Eben P. 8. Reed, late of Company D, One hundred and second Regiment of 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Tuompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 7717, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Catharine Reed is the widow of Eben P. 8. Reed, late a private in Com- 
pany D, of the One hundred and second Regiment Ohio VolunteerInfantry. He 
was pensioned on or about August 18, 1879, at one-half ($4) per month for left 
inguinal hernia, and at one-quarter ($2) per month for lung disease from De- 
ceuber 17, 1862, to March 23, 1878, and thereafter at one-half (#4), or aggregat- 
ing $8 total. 

On the 23d of November, 1880, the scidier received an injury from a piece of 
board thrown from a circular saw running in a factory where he was employed, 
causing a flesh wound some 4 inches in length in the right groin, of which he 
died on the afternoon of the 25th of the same month, 

The widow applied for a pension on the 7th day of February following, al- 
leging that her husband died from the vitiated and weakened condition of his 
physical system, the result of his army exposure and lung disease. Her claim 
was rejected November 15, 1881, on the ground that the immediate death cause— 
the injury caused by a board thrown from a buzz saw—did not originate in the 
service, nor was it a sequela of his pensionable disabilities. On appeal the case 
was referred toa —— examiner, who made the following recommendation : 

‘The evidence in This case shows that soldier while working in a saw-mill 
received a wound in the right groin. Erysipelas appearcd in the wound, and 
two days later the soldier died. While the chance of recovery might have been 
better had claimant been in perfect health when injury was received, the 
wound must be considered at least an important factor in death cause, and it 
is not thought that the office would be warranted in accepting death as the re- 
sult of disabilities for which pensioned,”’ 

To which the medical referee added the followiug opinion: 

** Death cause due to the injury and results thereof; not to pensioned disa- 
bilities.” 

Dr. George Mitchell, in an affidavit dated February 3, 1881, says: 

*T was assistant surgeon of the One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry and knew Eben P. 8. Reed, a private of Company D, of said 
regiment, who was ruptured while in line of duty, and afterward was taken 
sick with pneumonia and a low form of fever, and that he was discharged the 
service on account of disability. I was mustered out of service with the regi- 
ment in July, 1865,and since then have been his medical adviser the major part 
of the time; and I declare further that to the best of my knowledge and belief 
he has never fully and perfectly recovered from the effects of the sickness he 
had in the Army, and that his system has been vitiated and weakened by the 
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| same to such an extent that he was unable to withstand the effect of a severe 


that he could not work at his trade, that of a glass-blower, being weak, | 


injury or disease, as another person would who had a healthy system. 
*T also declare that on the 23d of November, 1880, the said Eben P.S. Reed 


| was struck in the right groin by a small board that was thrown from a buzz- 


saw, making a flesh wound of some 4 inches, and soon after was dressed by Dr. 
A. VY. Patterson, who, so far as the wound was concerned, expected a speedy 
recovery, not considering the wound one of a serious nature. I saw himonthe 


| 24th about twenty-four hours after the reception of the wound, and erysipelas 


had then developed. I visited him again on the 25th with Dr. Patterson, and 
despite all exertions we could make he sank rapidly and died that afternoon. 
The vitiated and weakened condition of his physical system, the result of army 
exposure and disease, in my judgment, invited the erysipelatous inflammation 
which he was unable to endure.”’ 

Dr. A. V. Patterson, in an affidavit filed on the 4th day of February, 1881, 
Saves: 

“On the afternoon of November 23, 1880, I was requested to visit the said 
Eben P. 8. Reed, in consequence of an injury he had sustained from a board 
thrown from a circular saw running in the works of the Mansfield Lumber and 
Building Company, at which he was employed. I found a cut through the in- 
tegument of about 3 inches in length, in the right groin. No considerable con- 
tusing beneath was apparent; no shock. Seemed cheerful, though suffering 
some pain, I approximated the lips of the wound with a few interrupted sut- 
ures, and sent him home. His family physician, Dr. George Mitchell, saw him 
on the next day. 

“I saw himagain onthe 25th. An erysipelatous condition had rapidly devel- 
oped, He died in a few hours after, on the afternoon of the 25th of November, 
ixs0. I examined his lungs at this last visit, and found them fast filling up. I 
have no doubt the disabilities incurred during his service in the United States 
Volunteer Army, and for which he was pensioned, rendered him an easy victim 
to the iniury which was the immediate cause of his death.” 

It will be observed that while the medical examiner says that ‘it is not 
thought that the office would be warranted in accepting death as a result of dis- 
abilities for which pensioned,”’ he substantially admits that ** the chance for re- 
covery might have been better had soldier been in perfect health when injury 
was received,”’ It will be noticed, also, that heonly claims that the wound con- 
tributed to the death, and not that it was the sole cause of the death. This ap- 
pears in the use by him of the following language: 

‘The wound must be considered at least an important factor in death cause.’’ 

He seems to proceed upen the theory that if the disability for which the sol- 
dier was pensioned only contributed to the death, and was not the sole cause of 
it,the pension ought not to be granted. This may be a safe rule for the Pen- 
sion Office to adopt, but it does not seem to us to’ be the one that Congress should 
act upon. It seems to your committee that if the disability incurred in the 
service contributed materially to the death, it should be considered as the cause 
of the death, so far at least as the granting of pensions is concerned. A very 
apt illustration of this principle is found in the common law rule that a person 
contributing directly by his negligence to an injury to another is liable sever- 
ally to that other, notwithstanding the contribution to the injury by some other 
person or some other course. 

Not only does the medical examiner substantially admit that the pensioned 
disability contributed or might have contributed to the fatal result; but it will 
be observed that the two doctors who knew the soldier and his physical condi- 
tion before he received the wound, and who were in attendance upon him, sub- 
stantially, all the time from his receiving the wound to his death, concur in the 
opinion that the soldier's system has been “ vitiated and weakened” by the 
sickness he had in the Army “to such an extent that he was unable to with- 
stand the effect of a severe injury or disease, as another person would who had 
a healthy system,” and that ‘the vitiated and weakened condition of his physi- 
cal system, the result of army exposure and disease, invited the erysipelatous 
inflammation which he was unable to endure.” 

There is no claim by the examiner nor by the referee that the pensioned dis- 
ability could not have resulted pathologically in such “ vitiated and weakened 
condition.” 

In the light of the evidence in this case, your committee are clearly of the 
opinion that a pension should be granted to this widow, who is very poor and 
needy, and they do therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move that the committee rise and report to 
the House the bills acted on this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 17, noes 8. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under considera- 
tion the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with 
various recommendations. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, de- 
pendent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United 
States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs, Ellen B. Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the amend- 
ments concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charles 8. Baker; 
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4 bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, 
Salinac County, Michi : 

A bill (H. K. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones 

A bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. J rdan: 

A bill H. R. 9795 granting a pension to Nathaniel Francis tl 
amended so as to read \ bill to restore Nathaniel Francis to the p js 
sion-roll;’’) and 


\ bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Busey (title 
amended by striking out ‘‘ Busey d inserting ‘‘ Bussey.’’) 
SENATE BILLS PASSED. | 


Senate bills o 


the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a third 





reading, read the third time, and passed 
A bill granting a pension to James W. Bowman; 
A bill granting a pension to John Bush; 
A bill granting a pension to Benjamin A. Burtram; 
A bill gran a pension to Catharine McQuade; 
A bill 





A S. granting a pension to Mary Curtin; 

A bill (S. 5) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; 
A granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker; 

\ 5) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 


or 
+ 








g an increase of pension to Ernst Hein; 
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A bill (S, sranting a pension to Edwin E. Chase; 

A bill (S. anting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson; 

A bill (S. granting an increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorma: 

A bill (S ing a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin; 

A bill (S. 2700) granting an increase of pension to Allen Glethen; | 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; 

A bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, de- 
ceased; . 

A bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children 
of Patrick Frawley; and 

A bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins. 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bills | 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 24. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LAWLER. I desire to make a proposition. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Irise to ask, by unanimous consent, that mem- 
bers present who have not had bills considered to-night shall have the 
privilege, by unanimous consent, each one of calling up a bill for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the regular order cuts } 
off all requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move, by unanimous consent, that the House | 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order of business, which cuts 
off all requests for unanimous consent. I insist upon my motion that 
the House resolve itself intoeommittee for further consideration of the | 
special order. 

Mr. LAWLER. 





| 
I demand a division on that motion. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 4. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | 
House, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the Calendar. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. A number of gentlemen have come here night 
after night to assist others in getting through pension bills, but so far | 
have had themselves no recognition whatever. In behalf of these 
gentlemen I ask they be allowed the courtesy of recognition by unan- 
imous consent. 


Mr. MATSON. 


I demand the regular order of business. 
ALMERON J. PATCHIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was requested by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 8912) granting 
an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Almeron J, Patchin, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





granting a pension to James White; |: 
| 
i 


| relief of Samuel 8S. Haynes 
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Mr. WASHINGTON I object to the passage of that bill. This 
man can apply under the general law at the Pension Office 
Mr. PERKINS. No, the gentleman is mistaken; he can not. 
Mr. MORRILL. It is a peculiar case and one which often arises, as 
members of the c« nimittee well kno VV, Where the injury is worse than 
itation at the elbow-joint. The wound necessitated the resection 
) inches of the humerus, rendering the arm and hand useless. He 
loes not come under the general law rhe old law made provision for 
1ivalent disability, but the act of August, 1486, unfortunately does 
not. He therefore can not apply to the Pension Office, but is compelled 
oO come to Congress 
Mr. WASHINGTON. vy obje on 
The amendment was the is amended was laid 
iside to be reported to the idation that it do 
pass ae 
Mr. LAWLER moved that the committee 
The motion was agreed to. 
rhe committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speake pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported 


| that the Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration 


the Private,Calendar under the special order, and particularly the bill 

H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. Patchin, 
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with an 
amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill as amended 
be passed. 

The bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Alme1 
Patchin was taken up, the amendment of the Committee of the W 
agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, 1 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which 





t was accordingly read tl 





passed ind also moved that the motion to r 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Che hour of 10.30 o'clock p. m. having arrived, in a 
the previous order, the House adjourned 
PRIVATE BILLS INTRO AND RI 
Under the rules private bills of the following titles were introduced 


and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A joint resolution (H. Re 207) author r 
the Secretary of War to cat 
and necessity of a winter bridge across the Detroit Rive to the ¢ 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11008) granting y yn 
to John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pei I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11009) granting a pension to Ja ; Calnon to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11010) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Almon R. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11011 
to the Committee on ¢ 


By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11012) granting a pension to Will- 





sea report to be made of the practicab 





| iam A. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11013) for the relief of Sarah F. 


Bodle, widow of Charles W. Bodle, deceased » the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 11014) granting a pension to J 8 
Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11015) granting a pension to Mat! 
Edmondson—to the Committee on Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11016) granting a pension to Louisa N to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11017) granting a pension to 
John Adams 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 11018) for the relief of L. H. Berg 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. POST: A bill . R. 11019) —— a pension to Bridget 7 Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The names also. 
Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions r The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
Also, a bill (H.R. 11020) granting a pension to Amos Baccus—to | it is so ordered. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | The memorial was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension | an d ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol mone: 
of Charles Hahneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stat: 
By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11022) granting a pension to Ben- c The undersigned citizens of Pennsylvania have been mapalahed: five of them 
jain n F. Bevier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | by the governor of the State and five by the Pe nnsylvania Branch of the Ameri 
~ 2 Mr. SUONE. of Ke ‘ky: A bill (H. R. 11023) t] o tl can Peace Soc iety, for the purpose of endeavoring ‘to further the adoption by th« 
By Mr. STONE, of ise ntucky: A bi A (id. te. 23) authorizing the | United States Government of the proposition emanating from over one-third of 
Seer tary of War to place the name of John H. Young on the roll of the members of the British House of Commons, for the permanent abandon- 
Company C. Eighteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Com- | ™¢™t of war as a means of settling differences between the two countries. 
% . Mili ma : : We need not recount the arguments which have alre ady been addressed to 
mittee on Milltary Allail bo ' you from different quarters in favor of this measure; nor the evidences, de- 
Mr. YODER: A Ht. It. 11024) to place the name of Mary I rived from scores of successful expe riments, and covering half a century, that 
Mick widow of Michael Mider. on the pension-roll— e (<¢ mi ar can be prevented by arbitration, whenever a nation is just in its intentions, 
2 7. , lo’ , a fichas cot e oll—to the 7m In more than half of these cases the United States has been one of the parties 
tee o. Invalid Pensi and has set a noble example to the rest of the world, which is more and more 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of business men of Washington, D. 
for printing 10,000 copies of the argument of 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of P. N. ao ls, of Matilda _ id, 
and of Mrs. M. L. Kennon - Joby Bonsall, heirs of John H. Joby 
of Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claime—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Petition of John Reeson for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNES: Memorial of Messrs. Austin, Darby, and others, 
of Joseph, Mo., regarding duties upon certain imported commod- 
ities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany bill No. 10688, to pension 
John K. Ferguson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of James W. Glover, of Oxford, N. Y., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. W. D. Leiper and 40 others, citi- 
zens of Hot Springs County, Arkansas, and of Thomas B. Green and 


others, citizens of Ouachita, Ark., for amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Charles Hahneman, Company C, 
Fort y-first New York Volunteers, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of executor of Martha W. Dunbar, 
of Adams County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 





The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 

By Mr. J. M 


ALLEN: Of citizens of Dry Run, Miss. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 28, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have had placed in my hand for presenta- 
tion to the Senate by the secretary of the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of 
the American Peace Society, a memorial praying for such legislation as 
will lead to the establishment of asystem of arbitration, especially be- 
tween this country and Great Britain, for the settlement of all disputes 
without a resort to war. 

We have heard so much of late about the propriety of practicing the 
old maxim, ‘‘in peace prepare for war,’’ that this seems a fitting state- 
mont of a different practice, in peace prepare for its perpetuation. 

The case is so well stated and the signers are of such a character that 
I desire to have the memorial with the names printed in the Recorp. 
It is signed by a committee of five appointed by the governor of Penn- 
sylvania, a committee representing the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the 
American Peace Society, by three ex-governors of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and numerous other citizens prominent in the business affairs 
of the country. 

isk that the memorial may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
o the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire what the purport of the memorial is? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is in favor of establishing a system of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain for the settle- 
ment of disputes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
names also printed in the RecorD ? 





‘; 


John Pope Hodnett = | a en the United States and the 





appreciated and followed as the years pass by. It is eminently fitting that thi 
in dustriz 1], commercial,and professedly C hristian country should be the pioneer 
in this movement, so becoming the ninet eenth century and so consonant wi th 
the teachings of the Prince of ‘Peace; and in our opinion it is more ae 


| that she should take the initiative in ‘the present forward step in favor of a 
i} 0 mae treaty of arbitration than that any other nation should. 


t has been urged by way of ol 4 that there is no necessity for this be 
United Ki ng rdom. But’ two disastrous war 

have occurred between those nations since the middle of the last century, and 
there have been at least two narrow escapes ‘from war between them within 
the last quarter ofacentury. It is also significant that these were both averted 
by arbitration. 

The fact, however, that there is less likelihood of war between them than | 
tween other nations ‘affords the very reason why the present attempt can bi 
made with reasonable hope of success. 

It would be most ungracious, and would present the appearance of unfriend- 
liness on the part ot this country, if a proposition so commendable on general 
grounds, advocated by so considerable a portion of the British Parliament, a 
number of whom crossed the ocean as a deputation for the express purpose 
presenting it, should be treated with the discourtesy, either of silence or rejec- 
tion, by a nation between whom and their own exist the strongest ties of kin- 
ship and commerce, 

We can not conceive that any sane man would prefer war, with all its train of 
losses, woes, and death, and its unspeakable demoralizations, to a pacific solu- 
tion of any difficulty that may arise, which would allow the happiness of a great 
people to remain uninterrupted, the course of commerce to flow on in its accus- 
tomed channels,and wealth and population to increase, unchecked by wanton 
waste and destruction. 

For these reasons, fortified by the experience of the past and enforced by our 
hopes of the future prosperity of this country, we cordially support the propo- 
sition of the British deputation and entreat Congress to pass a joint resolutio: 
instructing our Government to negotiate with the Government of Great Britain 
a treaty providing for the settling by arbitration of all differences whatever be- 
tween the two countries which fail to reach a satisfactory solution through the 
ordinary channels of diplomacy, to the end that all disastrous effusion of blood 
by war between these kindred nations shall hereafter forever be avoided. 

Joshua L. Bailey, Robt. E. Pattison, Jno. Wanamaker, Chas. H 
Banes, David Scull, committee appointed by the governor o 
Pennsylvania; Philip ©. Garrett, George Dana Boardman, Rich- 
ard Wood, T. P. Stevenson, W. F. Sadle r, per order committ. e 
appointed by the Pennsylvania Auxiliary of the American Peace 
Society. I am in sympathy with the movement above re 
ferredto: James A. Beaver. We cordially unitein the foregoin 
petition: Jas. Pollock, J. F. Hartranft, Henry M. Hoyt, ex 
governors ot Pennsylvania; Edwin H. Fitler, mayor of Philade!- 
phia; Daniel M. Fox, W.S. Stokley, Samuel G, King, ex-mayors 
of Philadelphia; John Cadwalader, collector of the port; Louis 
Wagner, director public works; Robert P. Dechert, city con 
trolier; Henry Clay, receiver of taxes; Frank F. Bell, city treas- 
urer; George 8S, Graham, district attorney; C. H. Krumbahar 
high sheriff; B. B. Comegys, president Philadelphia Na- 
tional Bank, 4205 Walnut street, Philadelphia; Geo. H. Stuart, 
president Merchants’ National Bank; George Philler, president 
First National Bank; L. D. Brown, president Seventh Nationa! 
Bank; Lindley Smyth, president Pennsylvania Annuity and 
Insurance Company; T. L. Erringer, president Philadelphia 
Trust and Safe Deposit Company; Sam R. Singley, president 
Provident Life and Trust Company; S. A. Caidwell, president 
Fidelity Trust and Safe Deposit Company; Thomas Coch 
ran, president Guarantee Trust Company; Wm. Broekie, 
president Investment Company of Philadelphia; G. M. Trout- 
man, president Central National Bank; Arthur M. Burton, 
Elliston P. Morris, Thomas L, Gillespie, Geo. S. Harris, Jay 
Cooke, J. Simpson (Africa) president Union Trust ee 
Eugene Delano, of Brown Bros. & Co.; B. K. Jamison, banke c 
Wm. Henry Larned (Larne -d, Haas & Handy): E. C. Knirht; Ex 
ward H, Coates (Edward H. ‘Coates & Co.); Francis B. irbces S, 
(Reeves, Parvin & Co.); William W. Justice (Justice, Bateman « 
Co.); James Whitall (Whitall, Tatum & Co.); William Watera!! 
(William Waterall & Co.); J.C. Strawbridge (Strawbridge & 
Clothier); Geo. D. McCreary, vice president Market Street 
Bank; Joel J. Baily (Joel J. Baily & Co). 

PHILADELPHIA, June 30, 1888. 


Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Joseph D. Tate, of Eureka 
Springs, Ark., praying that his pension may be increased to $100 pe 
month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1216) for the investigation of the mining- 
débris question in the State of California, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8665) to create boards of arbitra- 
tion or commission for settling controversies and differences between 
railroad corporations and other common carriers engaged in interstate 
and Territorial transportation of property or passengers and their em- 
ployés, reported it without amendment. 
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ng the Peori: 
eported to 
read the 
CEMETEI 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; ; from Iowa 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 105 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Iowaif he ) 
I may call up a little bill which will take no time. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have promised to yie h na 
rado [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Sout! irolina [Mr. Hami 
TON |], and when thatis done I shall ask theSenate to proceed with t] 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Mr. TELLER. lIask that the Senate bill 3305, Order of Busi 
1838, may be tal up. It is a local bill and will create no de! 
Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the favor of the Senator f 
include me in tha l bil 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from | 
the Senator from Michi 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. STEWART. I 
the bill I wish tocall up takes a minute and ial 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from 
the Senator from Nevada in the category ? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to be as accommodatin; 
especially as there is a thin Senate. I will yield to the 


r x ? | 
I have a local bill. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
SURETIES OF ASHER R. EDDY. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9208) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late 
lieutenant-colonel and quartermaster-general United States Army, de- 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official 





bond. 

By, unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to release the estate of the 
late Asher R, Eddy, late lieutenant-colonel and deputy quartermaster- 
general United States Army, deceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. 
L.. Ogden, sureties of the late Asher R. Eddy on his official bond to the 
United States bearing date September 5, 1872, from any liability that 
may have accrued in the office of lieutenant-colonel and deputy quar- 
termaster-general United States Army during his term of service. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to hear some explanation of the 
reasons why these partiesshould be released. I recognize the fact that 
there are certain circumstances which would justify the release of 
sureties from the obligations upon which they have entered, but with- 
out some explanation of it I certainly do not know how to vote on a 
proposition of that kind. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There was a court of inquiry which exonerated 
Colonel Eddy. ‘The Quartermaster-General has recommended the 
passage of the bill in a letter to both Houses. The Committee on 
Military Affairs unanimously reported the Senate bill. This is a 
House bill, and it was a unanimous report in the House. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to indefinitely postpone the bill (S. 2680) 
releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieutenant-colonel and quar- 
termaster-general United States Army, deceased, and George W. Gibbs 
and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official bond. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 10540, 

Mr. FARWELL. I ask unanimous consent to have the bill (H. R. 
9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to 
extend a side track into square 1025, in the city of Washington, con- 
sidered at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. You are not in the category. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam trying to get in the category. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am afraid that bill will take too much time. 

Mr. FARWELL. It will take butaminute. Nobody objects to it. 
It simply allows the Baltimoreand Potomac Railroad Company to make 
a side track beyond the navy-yard. Everybody is in favor of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it ina park? 

Mr. FARWELL. No; it is down near the navy-yard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not like this idea of occupying the public 
squares by the railroad companies that come into this city. I know 


to do. We have public squares here occupied by railroads, as the great 
Mallisoecupied by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Idonot knowanything 
about the merits of this particular case. 

Mr. FARWELL. ‘The bill is unanimously reported. 

Mr. DAWES. I objected. I donot know that the Chair heard me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. DAWES. I objected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. 

COLORED INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me while 1 
give a notice that will take about ten seconds? I give notice that on 
‘Tuesday morning next, immediately after the close of the morning 
business, I shall call up the bill (S. 1156) to encourage the holding of 
a national industrial exposition of the arts, mechanics, and products of 
the colored race throughout the United States of America, to be held 
in the years 1888 and 1889. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley; 

A bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. 
Howse; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of the heirs of William D, Wilson; 
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A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evans- 


| ville, Ind. ; 


A bill (H. R. 1887) to annul certain titles to land acquired by judi- 
cial proceedings in the courts of the United States in Texas, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3235) to restore to John W. Means a fine improperly 
imposed on him; 

A bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson; 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 

A bill (H. R, 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

A bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
garet T. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

A bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 

A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, de- 
pendent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United 
States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 10165) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, 
Texas; , 

A bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others; and 

A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 5) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wallaca 
Young; 

A bill (S. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. Burtram; 

A bill (S, 2124) granting a pension to John Bush; 

A bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Anderson; 

A bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein; 

A bill (S. 2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade; 

ill (S. 2449) granting a pension to James W. Bowman; 
S. 2520) granting a pens’: to James White; 

S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase; 

S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick; 
S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; 

8. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin; 

A bill (5. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children 
of Patrick Frawley; 

A bill (S. 2700) granting increase of pension to Allen Blethen; 

A bill (S. 2779) granting a pe =: n to Eliza M. Scandlin; and 

A bill (S. 2830) granting increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. Compton, and Mr. BREWER man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 

The message alsoannounced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 2252) to inco < rate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, 
Elevator and Railway Company, agreed to theconference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Compton, Mr. HEARD, and Mr. ROWELL managers at the 
conference on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: . 

A bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of employés in 
the Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum; 

A bill (H. R. 1477) to subdivide the western judicial district of Lou- 
isiana; 

A bill (H. R. 1648) providing for the holding of the United States 
courts in the city of Newark, N. J.; 

A bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Statesville, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel; 

A bill (H. R. vex} granting an increase of pension to A. W. Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 

A bill (H. R.7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel Clary ; 

A bill (H. R. vant granting a pension to Stephen A. Seavey; 

A bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 

A bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 8159) for the relief of John H. Claus; 
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[. R. 8256) granting a pension to George W. Croop; 

\ H. kh. & for the relief of William H. Porter; 

\ H. It. S878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 

\ I. It. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

\ H. R. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 
i; te 73) to provide for two additional associate justice 

( é ‘f Dakota, and for other purposes 

\ I 10128) to authorize tl struction and maintena 
vad by t l lng Atlantic ind Air-line Rail 
1 x and Navigation Company across the Oconee Riv 

cus County, State of Georgia and 


H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel 


§ ‘DRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Phe } RESILDEN L pro tempo) If there be 
ideration of House bill 10540 will be 
i is in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
ol ft bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 


no opjection, the con- 
resumed, 


menace, 


M ussey on the | 


peuses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and | 


other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment re 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations, on page 53, line 9, after 
the words ** Building for the Library of Congress,’’ to strike out: 


Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
. shall, within thirty days after the 


it the Committee on Public 
*ntatives, acting conjoint 
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= this t, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in number 
rms and general specifications for a building forthe Library of Congress, to 


ted on the site purchased for that purpose in thecity of Washington, the 
of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appro 
ted to be expended under the direction of the above-named committce, to 
Phat said committee shall 


for the said designs and general specifications 
ntly report to Congress its action in the premises on or before the 20th day of 
mber, 1888, That the w« in progress on the building forthe Library 
of Congress shall be suspended, and the commission authorized by act of 
gress approved April 15, 1886, be,and the same is hereby, dissolved. That the 
property purchased for for the Library of Congress, including the build- 
ings thereon, together with all plans, records, and other property of the United 
States connected with the building for said Library of Congress be,and the 
same is hereby. transferred to the’care and custody of the Interior Department 
and custody shall I ut of any money already 
I the Library of Congres 
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A site 


the expenses ofsuch care 
appropriated for the co 


And in lieu thereof insert: 








ruction ol the 












the Library of Congress 


iployed in connection there 


ling for 


For continuing the construction of the bui 
Inciudl 


as lollows: 


g the compensation of all persons e } 
Architect, assistant architects, engineer and superintendent of con 
struction, and skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other services as 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army may deem necessary for the prosecution 
the work, and shall specially order, together with such mechanics and laborers 
is may be necessary to carry into effect the appropriation herein made for con 
struction of said Library building, and to be paid from such appropriation, for 
the construction of the western front of the building and reading-room, and th« 
book repositories connected therewith, as shown by sketch termed “* Plan No 
1,” on Sle in the office of the Librarian of Congress, $1,000,000. Thisappropria 
tion and all appropriations hereafter made and all sums available from appro- 
priations heretofore made for this purpose shall be expended under the dire 
tion and supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who shall! have the 
control and management of all of said work and the employment of all persons 
connected therewith. This appropriation shall be disbursed by the Secretary 
of the Interior as provided by act authorizing construction of said building, ap 
proved April 15,1886. And allcontracts for the construction of said building, or 
any part thereof, shall be made by the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and the 
commission provided for by act entitled “An act authorizing the construction 
of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library,’’ approved 
April 15, 1886, is hereby abolished, and the duties of said commission under said 
act are hereby devolved upon the Chief of Engineers of the Army, and here 
after, until otherwise ordered by Congress, no work shall be done in the cor 
struction of said Library, except such asis contemplated in the sketch or * Plan 
No. 1,’ herein referred to, and all contracts for work or materials outside of the 
space covered by said plans are hereby rescinded. All sketches, plans, and 
computations heretofore made or hereafter made respecting said Library build- 
ing, or any part of the same, shall be the property ofthe United States 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 55, in line 22 of the proposed amendment, 
after the word ‘‘rescinded,’’ I move to insert: 

And all loss or damage occasioned thereby or arising under said contracts 
may be adjusted and paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the sums here- 
tofordé or hereby appropriated. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from Iowa to return to the amend- 
ment passed over yesterday evening in regard to the appropriation for 
Mrs. Baird. I wish to submit a few remarks upon the subject, and | 
should prefer to do so this morning, if the Senate will return to that 
amendment, which was passed over by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I promised one or two Senators not to have that 
amendment considered until later in the day. 
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Ofcourse if the Senator | 


from Arkansas desires to submit remarks upon the subject he can do | 


so at any stage of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Ifit does not suit the Senator now, will he return to 
it later? Does the Senator propose not to return to it to-day ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that I promised some other Senators who de- 
sire to be present and could not be present this morning that I should 


‘not go back to the amendment respecting Professor Baird until later in 


the day; but if the Senator desires to submit remarks on that subject, 
he can do so at any stage or at any time. 

Mr. BERRY. It willsuit me atanytime to-day. If it bereturned 
to during the day, that will be convenient to me, but it would not be 
convenient to pass it over to a subsequent day. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment now proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, as I un- 
derstand it, seems to clothe the Secretary of the Interior with rather 
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the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 
Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to a i question of t at 
charge of the bill l see that the amendment of tl imittes 
poses to contract to a very large extent the pro ed I 
ing, leaving the construction at present provided for much less 
| I should like to ask 1 to ma 
n l n complet 
m e: what cea ty will } 
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ol coustruction contemplated the « mpietion 0 t build Z, 
which would of course cover the entire square I tg the Sen- 
ator from Kansas a reasonable estimate of what t t the ¢ 
building would be, nor have I discovered any p 10 has know 
edge upon that subject. If the building is c ed in aecordar 
with the plan presented by the ar ‘ nde the entire fi 
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| construct will be ample for the pur f the ry for fifteen or 
twenty years. That is the estimate of Mr. Spo und of those who 

| are familiar with the matter. So the com ee t it wise to re- 
strict the appropriations heretofore 1 t priationsinvolved 

| in the bill tothe construction of t i plated ld- 

| ing. 

Of course any statement as to the cost of this particular porti 
building would be only an estimate The west front of the 1 , 

| will be three stories with a sub-basement. There will be 

| ment, a basement story, and two stories above the basement. TI 

basement story is 14 feet in height. The next story h is the story 


upon which the library will be placed, is 22 feet high. The third story 
is 36 feet in height. The library itself will be in the center of that 
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area or space, and is to be seven stories in height—that is to say, there 
will be seven stories to be tilled with books 
Mr. SAULSBURY I should like to ask the Senator to what use 


the remainder of that structure will be put that is not to be used for 








the purposes of the Library. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator refers to the particular structure I am 
desc 

t \{ ! bk a rticula truct 

Ir, ALLJ ‘ it, | ppose, will be used for coal, 
pernaps to C : \ tilating machine ry, ete. The basement 
tory will be largely a it is called a working room, where the 
hoc ll be unf a inged to be placed in the Library. This 
west front miicat ' 3 to be used for the offices of the Librarian. 
The great center portion of that front will be used for a stairway o1 
entrance tothe Lib yitself. Itis proposed, I believe, to use the third 
story of this wing | indicating] for the purpose of exhibiting such pi 
ures, photographs, illustrations, maps, charts, ete., as are in the pos- 
4 on or will become the proper of the Government I think that 
is the use contemplated to be made of the building as it is proposed to 
be constructed, 

My own impression that the building which we propose to build 
will when constructed « hetween four and five million — Of 
course it can be built for two and a half million dollars, or pe rhape 


», 000,000, depending upon the material used; but if na material 
is used I think it will cost $4,000,000 before it is finally completed. 

Mr. PLUMB. The matter of space for pictures, and so on, of which 
the Senator has spoken is something which attracted my attention and 
to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate specially. As an 
introduction I will ask to have read an account of the historical por- 
trait group, written by the painter, on which I shall predicate some 
remarks in regard to the size of the building and its adaptability to the 


purposes for which it was d¢ signed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 
The Secretary read as hllows: 
PROMOTERS OF THE NEW LIBRARY BUILDING, 
An historical portrait group, by A.G. Heaton,the painter of the picture, “ ‘ihe 
Recall of Columbus,”’ in the Senate wing of the United States Capitol. 


The magnificent buildings in which the libraries of European nations are 
reasured have often suggested to the American traveler that our own people 

should possess an edifice worthy of their dignity and progressive civilization. 
fherefore when the bill ** authorizing the construction of a building for the ac- 
commodation of the Congressional Library’’ was finally passed, it seemed as 
if those men who were leaders in the noble work should be held in grateful re- 
membrance, This thought inspired the life-sized group which, through courte- 
ous sittings of all the gentlemen represented and long application to its many 
difficulties, the artist has now completed, 

The first design comprised only the several Library Committees of Congress 
during the session of 1885 and 1886, when the bill was passed, together with the 
Librarian and Architect. It was, however, deemed only just to so augment the 
composition as to include the presiding officers of the Senate and the House, 
the building commission, and a few members yet in Congress (and at hand fo 
sittings) whose zeal in former years had paved the way for the great result 
achieved. 

in the group, therefore, its participants are arranged with especial regard to 
their official and past activity in'the work commemorated, and, as far as conven- 
ient, according to committee appointment. 

The courtiy Vermont Senator, the Hon. J. S. MorR«1, the first prominent 
advocate of the needs of the National Library, sits in the immediate foreground 
tothe left of the picture. Addressing him from the center of the group is seen 
Senator Daniet W. Voorness, of Indiana, who was, in 1881, appointed to the 
chairmanship of the newly formed Joint Select Committee on Additional Ac 
commodations for the Library, and who became thenceforth such an earnest 
and eloquent champion of its high demands as to be sustained by both politica! 
partiesin his position. Near Senators MorRRILL and VooRHEES are seated the 
two remaining members of the select committee, Senator RANDALL L. Gis- 
soy, of Louisiana, and Senator M. ©. Bururr, of South Carolina, gentlemen 
whose culture has prompted earnest work for the Library’s growing require- 
ments, 

Not less active in this cause during many years was Senator G, F. Hoar, of 
Massachusetts, who, during the session when the bill was passed, was a mem- 
ber of the Senate standing ‘‘ Joint Committee on the Library,” of which Sena- 
tor William Sewell, of New Jersey, was chairman. The latter stands beyond 
Senator Morr, and the former is at the side of Senator VooRHNEES, who was 
also on the standing committee. 

In the center of the pic ture are seen Senator Joun SHERMAN, of Ohio, and 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, the Presiding Officers of Congress when th: 
bill was passed. The distinguishe i Senator has also the honor of long and act 
ive identification with the cause which reached a triumphant vote before him 
Addressing him, is represented ano mninent friend of the Library in the 
Senate, the Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, «! iware, now Secretary of State. Back 
of Senator BuTLER will be noticed Judwe George W. Geddes, of Ohio, who 
served the Library faithfully on many House committees prior to the passage 
of the bill. With this exception, the members of the House are on the right side 
of the picture, to which we now turn. 

Hon. O, R. Singleton, of Mississippi, as chairman ofthe standing “ Joint Library 
Committee "’ of the House during the session of 1885-'86, especially represents this 
body and, at the passage of the bill, made a forcible and eloquent argument in 
its favor. He is depicted looking at plans of the new Library building which 
the talented architect, Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, places upon the table. These plans 
passed the ordeal of two or three competitions open to the architects of the 
world, and their triumph was assured by a critical study of leading European 
libraries and patient years spent in developing and perfecting them. Leaning 
upon Mr, Singleton's shoulder and associated with him upon the Library Com- 
mittee of 18SS}-'85 isanother genial veteran of the House, Hop. CHARLES O” NEILL. 

The third member of the committee is not represented, as he demanded a 
central pe. which could not have been accorded toa new and young mem- 
ber of the House in justice to the national reputation of others who sat without 
exaction, and who have the best thanks of the artist for valuable time given and 
their polite consideration both of the difieulties of such a group and the honor- 
ing and equitable intention which prompted it. 

Near Mr. Singleton are seen two cliairmen of former committees, Hon, 8. 8. 
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Cox, of New York, the distinguished debater, author, and diplomatist, and 
H mn. W. W. Rice, of Massachusetts, who was during many sessions very activ: 
in promoting the interests of the Library. : 

Wi e now reach the building commission, Secretary L. Q. C. Lamar, of Mis- 
f tI 





who presi les over its deliberations with the attention of a cultured 
d me at the head of the table, at whi h the vigilant Supervising Architect 


ne 





n 
‘ Capitol, Mr. Edward Clark, is also } Ince d. On the nearer side in the 
f Ore ground is the third member of the commission, the Librarian of Congress, 














A. Rh. Spofford, who for many years has plead for an edifice worthy of the 
f thousands of ever-accumulating volumes, which are better stored in his 
memory than in their present locat 
i his completes the grouprepresented. Certain other gentlemen might worth- 
ive been had the l ast Cor 28 made sittings } 
it the ¥v sper mits of artist disposition, and 
ther crowdil | ticabl 
i P ture is one of th s portrait groups in the history of 
n art ee the rin which are assembled so many 
ul lit udied portraits of prominent men. ‘The likenesses are, of 
erally bestin proportion to the number of sittings granted, but have 
1 voluntarily pronounced good,and many excellent, by Senator SHER- 
MAX and Speaker ARLISLE, whose Jong public life and experience in the chair 
qualify cena Semana vith the highest judgment, while every head hasat times 
been selected as **among the best"’ by different visitors to the artis st’s studio. 
rhus, eight fon wide celebrity have been perpetuated in this commem- 
orative and historic work,and, perchance, years hence, when many interests of 





present importance are forgotten, their intelligent appreciation of the highest 
good of national education which the Library represents will be esteemed the 


greatest of the many hovornable achievements of their public life. 
Ihe eee daily at tl studio of Mr. Heaton, No. 1618 Seventeenth 
street northwest, m 9.30 to l2a.m.,and on Monday and Friday from 2 to 


6 in the afternoon. 
The large red herdics passing by the Capitol and running along Pennsylvania 
avenue turn at Sixteenth and Q streets, within a square of the studio and dwell- 


ing of the artist on Seventeenth above Q, west side. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not know that that last part 
should have been read, because it may excite such a rush cf the ponu- 
lation of this city to the artist’s studio by reason of the specific attrac- 
tions given there as to the street-car lines and so on to be made use of 
for that purpose. But Mr. President, the purpose that I had in view 
was to call attention to the fact that after all the elaborate preparation 
that had been made, after all the distinguished persons named had 
given sittings to the artist to enable him to properly prepare their count- 
erfeit presentments, there was not still canvass enough to get them all 
in, and it isintimated in the circular that one of the prominent gen- 
tlemen who had communicated with this artist could not be in serted. 
It is true that is veiled under a rather thin statement that he wanted 
a more prominent position than he was entitled to, which somewhat 
reminds me of the story of the youngster who was looking at a picture 
of Daniel in the lion’s den. His mother called his attention to the 
great danger that the people were in who were in that den, and the 
young man noticing the lions and that one of them was somewhat dis- 
tant from the perspective scene had all his sympathy aroused for the 
small lion, and he said if he did not hurry up the lion would not get 
anything to eat. And so my sympathy in regard to this matter is all 
aroused in favor of this ambitious member of the House of Representa- 
tives who has been omitted, and who, unless something is specially 
done in his behalf, is not likely to get into this picture. And after the 
artist has covered his canvass and has not got all thesesubjects on its sur- 
face, here comes the Committee on Appropriations and ruthlessly euts 
down the appropriation and diminishes the size of the building so that 
with the structure as proposed the picture can not get in. 

Now, what I wantis to have the building made large enough to take 
in the picture, and then I want the picture made large enough to take i: 
all these distinguished people on its surface. 

I could not forego the opportunity to bring this matter to the atten- 
tion of the Senate, in order that the historic, and geographical, and 
personal propriety of the situation might be observed in the various 
steps of this tremendous undertaking of providing a Library with its 
inevitable concomitant of a picture of somebody for the American peo- 
ple. I hope that now or atsome future timethe plan of so enlarging the 
Library building, not only to take in the picture as it now is, but as it 
ought to be, evidently, from the statements or demands made by the 
artist himself, will be seriously taken into account. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike ont and 
insert, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the clauses making appropria- 
ti ions for ‘‘ fire-proof building for the Pension Office, ”? on page 56, line 
7, before the word “* thousand, ”’ to strike out ‘* six’ and i insert ‘‘ four; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For one elevator in the Pension Building, $4,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 8, to insert: 


For the purchase and putting in position of two boiler-iron water-tank 
necessary pipe connections from pumps, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 11, to insert: 

For the improvement of the sewerage of building, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 21, after the word ‘‘ oc- 
cupied,’’ to insert ‘‘and in such space there shall be set apart and ar- 
ranged to the satisfaction of the Architect of the Capitol a compart- 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 





*thousand,’’ to strike out “ fifty 


make the clause read: 
In all, $51,875. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Indian affairs: 
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the amendment pending or in lieu of this provision? The whole | stated. If there is an assistant secretary at $5,000 the clause ought to 


clanse wil! be read from the beginning. 






The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Kaskaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians: For the payment per 
capita to the Kaskaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians, $40,000; and 
for the payment to John Wadsworth for services and expenses as delegate rep- 
resenting said Indians in Washington, $1,000; in all, $41,000, to be charged to 

| Indians on the books of the Treasury, aud the bonds representing the 
sount paid shall become the property of the United States, 


Mr. ALLISON, ‘That will do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment as last read. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 68, after line 8, to insert: 


The question will be put on the 


Census of the State of Florida 
To pay to the State of Florida the expenses of taking the census of said State 
in pursuance of the ‘‘Aet to provide for taking the tenth and subsequent cen- 
suses,”’ approved March 3, 1579, $9,326.21, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Under the Smith- 
sonian Institution,’’ on page 68, line 20, to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

International exchanges: For expenses of the system of international ex- 
changes between the United States and foreign countries, under the direction 
of the Swnithsonian Institution, including salaries or compensation of all neces- 
sary employés, $20, 000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the chairman of the committee state the items 
which make up this $20,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not state them in detail. There are of cours: 
a great number of items. The Smithsonian Institution has charge of 
the entire exchange of our public documents for the public documents 
of other countries. Of course this includes all services in connection 
with the exchanges. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I was trying to get at was what part of this 
appropriation would be for salaries and what part would be for the ex- 
change of public documents and books. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a memorandum here which’ discloses the 
way this money is to be spent. 

INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES. 


Present system established by act of Congress approved March 2, 1867, and sub- 
sequent legislation. Fifty copies of allGovernment publications put at disposal 
of Committee on Library for international exchange. 

('niform system agreed upon at international geographical conference, Paris, 
1s75,and modified by conferences for this particular purpose at Brussels in 1880, 
1588, and 1886. ‘Treaty now before Senate is result of these conferences. There 
is now no completed treaty obligation. England, Germany, and France have 
declined to ratify the treaty, and were not represented at the last conference. 

Phe Smithsonian is not concerned with the system otherwise than as the agent 
of the Government, but has paid a material part of the cost annually from its 
private fund. 

\s the office is now organized, the annual expenditure is at the following 
rates: 


Pay-obia, GOSS rer MACE 600000 .ccrsecsensssrncdtncesssensoceaseben eccucsystonestnensiodeces 
Foreign agents...... “= 


-. $11,580, 00 
Boxes, freight, ete. (estimated).......... 


1, 500, 00 
3, 009. 00 
16, 080. 00 








This means “slow” freight, and for the most part gratuitous on the ocean 
The average time for transmission of a parcel to Western Europe is now thirty- 
six days. By ordinary fast freight it could be reduced tosixteen days. Extraor- 
cdinary delays occur frequently because of the fact that the freight is carried 
wratuituously. Boxes shipped from Rome, for example, in December last were 
held in Naples three months by the steam-ship line because its steamer space 
was all filled by paying freight. The same thing has occurred frequently on 
this side of the ocean. 

As at present organized the Smithsonian sends out about one-third of the 
United States Government publications, and receives from foreign governments 
less than one-tenth of their official publications. Very much is thus lost which 
is of great interest and value to our Government offices. 

Many of the Executive Departments which wish to use the exchange system 
are obliged to adopt other measures, aft eee increased cost. Some of 
them have special appropriations to defray part of the cost of special transmis- 
sions by the Smithsonian. 

The sum estimated for, $27,050, is the result of careful calculation, based upon 
a comparison of the details of the business for several years back. Itis the sec- 
retary's opinion that it will far more than repay itself by an increased efficiency 
in the service, and by the number of valuable works which it will bring to Con- 
gress and the Executive Departments of the Government. 

(Instance Hydrographic Office, Nautical Almanac, Naval Observatory, and Sig- 
pal Office; also Bureaus of Education and of Statistics.) 


The committee under this statement and a letter from the secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution increased the amount in the bill $5,000 
and did not allow them the $27,000 they asked for. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think acriticism of the terms of this item is proper. 
The language is: 

International exchanges: For expenses of the system of international ex- 
changes between the United States and foreign countries, under direction of 
the Smithsonian Institution, including salaries or compensation of all necessary 
employés, $20,000, 

It seems to me, if it is necessary thatthe Government should make 
appropriations at all for this purpose, that what they are made for 
should be specified, and not broughtin in alumpin this way. For in- 
stance, if there is a secretary provided for at $6,000 it ought to be so 


say SO. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Texas that I believe 
there is no person employed in this work who receives a salary greater 
than $960. The entire exchange system involves the transfer to the 
Library of Congress of all the books obtained from abroad. 

Mr. REAGAN, I dislike to be causing delay and perhaps annoy- 
ance to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, but when 
he says no person receives more than $960 let me ask if that state- 
ment is meant to embrace the secretary of the association? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thesecretary of the Smithsonian Institution ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; the secretary is not paid out of this appro- 
priation. Some years ago Congress directed that the exchanges of 
books with foreign countries should be under the direction of the sec- 
retary of the Smithsonian Institution. Now, it is but fair that the 
Government of the United States should be at the expense, whatever 
it may be. Of course those exchanges require more or less clerical 
service, correspondence, etc., and also require that a careful statement 
shall be made there and an account kept of all the books that are trans- 
mitted or are transferred to the Library of Congress, and it is for this 
service that this appropriation is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment has been agreed to. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 14 on page 68: 

Civil Service Commission: For expenses of examinations held clsewhere than 
at Washington, including rent of rooms and furniture and reasonable fees to 
janitors, $250, and of this sum $129 shall be available to pay expenses incurred 
in the fiscal years 1887 and 1888, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on line 1, page 69, to strike out: 

Under the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution as Director of the National 
Museum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 3, before the word ‘‘ heat- 
ing,’’ to insert ‘‘ National Museum;’’ so as to read: 

National Museum, heating and lighting: For expense of heating, lighting, and 
electrical and telephonic service for the National Museum, $12,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 10, after the word ‘‘ em- 
ployés,’’ to strike out ‘‘and for the care and custody of the so-called 
Armory building;’’ and in line 12, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strikeout ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Preservation of collections of the National Museum: For the preservation, 
exhibition, and increase of the collections from the surveying and exploring 
expeditions of the Government and from other sources, including salaries or 
compensation of all necessary employés, $125,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like at this time to interrupt the consid- 
eration of the bill in order that I may report from the Committee on 
Appropriations a joint resolution (H. Res. 206) to continue the provis- 
ions of a joint resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled ‘‘ Joint 
resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment.’’ I reportit without amendmen‘ and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be considered now. 

By unanimous consent the Senat>, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint r tion. It extends and continues 
in force the provisions of the joint resolutivn ‘‘ to provide temporarily 
for the expenditures of the Government,’’ approved June 30, 1888, to 
and including the 31st day of August, 1888. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senace withoutamendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION SILL, “ 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole ,resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10540) makingappropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, unde. he head of ‘‘ Under the War 
Department,’ in the appropriations ‘for the Rock Island arsenal,’’ on 
page 71, after line 3, to insert: 

For new hospital building, to b2 built of brick, $34,744. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 14, to insert: 

For repairs of dikes and embankments of the water-power pool, and for 
dredging and scouring out mud in said pool, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 17, to insert: 

Kennebec arsenal, Maine: For repairs to walks, grounds, sewers, drains, and 
for new and necessary sewers and drains, $2,000. 


For introducing city water and for necessary charges and repairs in plum ving 
work, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 73, line 10, before the word 
powder depot,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Peccatina’’ and insert ‘‘ Piecatiny;’’ 
£0 as to read 


4c 


00 F } 


Piceatiny powder depot, Dover, N. J.: For completing magazine No. 5, 


on 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify that an.endment by what I send 
to the desk. I think the paragraph as it stands had better be struck 
out and what I send up inserted. 
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the use of ‘‘one attendant on floor at $45 per month,’’ and ne at- 
tendant on top at $45 per month?’’ And what is the us three 
night and day watchmen? It seems to me that this is a spe 
reckless extravagance and forgetfulness, that a very large portion of 
American people are to-day discontented, murmuring, and grumbling 
it the reckless extravagance of the Congress of the United States. 1 
shall therefore move to strike out ‘‘one assistant steam engineer, at 
>60 per month Let the Secre note my amendment. 


[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fro 








rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from , s oe 1 Texas moves an 
: ia namer t strike out. é { ul 1] 
Iowa will be stated. amendment to strike out, in lines 10 and 1 
The Secrerary. After the ‘word ‘‘ New Jersey,’’ in line 11, on ee ee ere 
page 4 s, it 1s proposed to strike out: | Mr RI AG AN. The n I move to strike out, 1n iin 11 and l > **one 
‘ ‘ ‘ . 7 S45 wn ry nil ? n lines 13. 14 a - 6 ang 
For completing magazin No. 5, $20,000, iss ta t reman, at >4 | i In i+ 1a od le 
And insert: p ee eee = p45 pel l one attenda 1 top, at 345 per 
1onth; three night and day wat 1, Ab POU each per 1 i 
Ye ! leting razines Nos and 5. repairing maraz »No ¢ ono. | . - . a i 5 
ae i a nea ee GES NS Se SSO amendment shall be adopted it will leave the custodian the ind 
j » oY > } »¢ ler i as nCTee. } 1 + 1 - ' 
the amendme nt to the amendment was agreed to. 1t know what use there is for him, because the engin« 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. - a ¢ ‘ 
aad r : ee in just as well as to have a separate ollicer act as custodian 
Che next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on ! . neat + il leav Gives nd that : 
' aan fter lin 15 to in wf : swcave one engineer; 1 Wii eave a hreman, ane t t 1iil- 
puigve vo, & 7 e ), 4 Sse : ++ ; } ; + 
I i, & | client; and it will leave the conductor. It seems to me that would do 
‘ew York arsenal, Governor's Island, New York: For erection of one frame | for a beginning, and I trust the amendment I offer will be adopted. 
building for use as officers’ quarters, $7,009, ! ry DPT ArT ' . . 
TI ; ' |} The PRESIDENT pro tempor If there be no objection, the Chair 
> , ré avrTee ) l 1 1 = } 
Th a mes sale dee mm 72. after] 18. to j : | will submit these various propositions as one amendment 
> xt ¢ > 1e 7S re a € P . ~ se . | »Y . . 7 : vy 
he next amendment was, on page 7/5, aiter lint , to insert: Mr. BECK. It is better to have them all go together, and est 
Watertown arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For providing a syste m of sewerage | thing to do would be for the Senator from Texas to stop the work alto- 
and for necessary expenses of improving the sanitary condition of said arsenal, | , bet} ae all 8 -— 
$11,900, | geth to just move to strike out the whole paragraph and not allow 
po : inybody to go to the top of the monumentat all. Thatis the me Dg 
The amendment was agreed to | of] , : i 
> A : ‘ ”? 1 of | amendments, 
The next amendment was, on page 78, after the word ‘‘law,’’ at the | a ee 


end of line 24, to insert ‘‘ insertion of memorial tablets presented for 
that purpose in the interior walls of the monument;’’ and after the 
word ‘‘monument,’’ at the end of line 2, on page 79, to strike out 
‘* twenty-six thousand "’ and insert.‘*‘ twenty-seven thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Washington Monument: For the completion of the Washington Monument, 
namely: For earth-filling and grading around the monument, in accordance 
with existing law; insertion of memorial tablets presented for that purpose in | 
the interior walls ofthe monument; office expenses,and every purpose connected 
with the completion of the monument, $27,500, to be expended under the direc- | 
tion of the Secretary of War. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 5, to insert. | 


For the care and the maintenance of the Washington Monument and the op- 
eration of the elevator and machinery connected therewith, namely: For one 
custodian, at $100 per month; one steam engineer, at $8) per month; one 
assistant steam engineer, at $60 per month; one fireman, at $50 per month; one | 
assistant fireman, at $45 per month; one conductor of car, at $75 per month; on¢ 
attendan’ on floor, at $45 per month; one attendant on top, at M5 per month 
three night and day watchmen, at $60 each per month; 350 tons of coal, at % 
per ton; oil, waste, packing, and repairs to engine and boiler, $500; contin- 
gencies, $90; in all, $10,500, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, who is hereby and hereafter charged with the custody, care, and pro- 
tection of the monument. 

And the joint commission created by the act of August 2, 1876, for the com- 
pletion of the Washington Monument, having completed the work intrusted to 
it, is, at its own request, dissolved, and the unexpended balances of appropria- | 
tions for this work, as well as the amount herein appropriated, shall be expended | 
under the direction of the Secretary of War; and the Washington National | 
Monument Society is hereby continued with the same powers as provided in 
the act of August 2, 1876, creating the joint commission aforesaid; andt 
retary of War is hereby directed to set apart aroom for the deposit of the arch- 
ives of the Washington National Monument Society (as also for the records of 
the joint commission, dissolved) and for the continuous use of said society in 
the building now being erected by the said society with funds collected by it for 
its use and for the public comfort, 


















Sec- 


Mr. ALLISON. In lines 16 and 17 of the amendment I move to | 
strike out ‘‘350 tons of,’’ before the word ‘‘ coal;’’ and after ‘‘ coal”? | 
to strike out ‘‘ at $5 per ton,’’ and then insert ‘‘$1,750;”’ so as to read: 

Coal, $1,730. 


We have a whole square of ground there on which we have spent a 








large amount of money for the purpose of improving it We have 
planted it in trees and flower beds, and made it look something like 

cent, I suppose, and unless there is some custodian to take charge 
of that it will be at the mercy of everybody. We have a number of 


1 


le squares around Washington not one-fourth or one-tenth the size 
rrounds, and they have custodians, and I suppose 
they are needed in the parks and reservations about here. Some care 
must be taken of the property we have. I believe the Senator is will 
x to allow us to have a custodian over the grounds. 

Now, we have by law eight hours established as a day’s work. Men 
in the Government service work eight hours a day, but the people 
of the United States who come here and propose to go to the top of 
the monument do not confine themselves to the eight hours They 
come at any hour. They may be coming perhaps during sixteen hours 
of the day. I do not know how it is with other people, but I know those 
who come from my part of the country are after me day after day, and 
sometimes dozens ot them in a day, to get permits to go to the t pol 
the monument. If you are going to have the elevator run at all, you 
want an engineer and you want an assistant engineer, and you want a 





ol; the monument 











conductor and an assistant conductor, for one set of men can not be 
there at all hours of the day, when the people of the United States see 
iit to come. 

They come in excursions, sometimes early in the morning and sor 
at late hours in the evening. They only 
perhaps, and have no time to wait. They ou 
by being allowed to go to the top of the monument whenever tli 
come, or else they ought not to be permitted to go to the monument 
it all; and if we have not somebody as-an assistant at the toy 
course it would not happen to Texas people, for they are accustome 
to great elevations but if people are allowed to vo to the top 
monument without somebody in charge of it, it seems to me things 
might happen which would be serious. 

We have provided in the amendment for a man who is to 





m the floor. People come on these excursions sometimes t 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | ae f ae ae 
cay aie alt ; ra ; . ‘ ,. | of five or six hundred and sometimes tothenumber of thousan O 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | eet f . Cora peaguit ; 
aamdimanh in ieee |} galleries were full of them yesterday, and they are coming hers | 
OEE ar Ae fe ' ; . a i | times and all hours. Our committee made this provisio 
Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me for a beginning this is pretty steep | 5. 1.5 an unnecessarvI nD ded fi » i ' 
° : a - IS HOU al lnecessar née proviaed ior 1p 1 SO lal $i KnD0 
and I want to call the attention of the Senate to it. This is— | te eondact this thine proy aa . 
l nauct this lg properiy. 
For the care and maintenance of the Washington Monument and the opera- + ; } — sine Dad . ati } — oe : 
tion of the elevator and machinery connected therewith } : , a ae a, a > tion whether! 2 eto h a AG CICVaLOl ws 
oan . o . oa . } not and to have the monument and the grounds prope y atte 
hat is, after making the necessary appropriations for all the work aot motes dees , “ee, : 
around the monument— . Sone te prevend injury to the propert) " : 
= ‘ : , States and societies have been cut and chipped off 1 mut t I 
For one custodian, at $109 per month; one steam engineer, at $80 per month; | carried away by people as mementoes until a t f 
one assistant steam engineer, at $60 per month; one fireman, at $50 per month; | ‘ : 1) : ‘ 
one assistant fireman, at $45 per month; one conductor of car, at $75 per month; | Zone, and there will not be a single ston: t unle we ID = 
one attendant on floor, at $45 per month; one attendant on top, at $45 per | provision for the care of the monument 
month; three night and day watchmen, at $60 each per month I believe this provision ought to be retained st as it that it 
And then seventeen hundred and odd dollars for coal. should be entirely stricken out. If it is the sense of 
It seems to me that this is a department created for the purpose of | there shall be no care taken of the grounds and no elevator thet 
running the elevator in the monument. What use can there be for a | no arrangements whereby people can be cared for when they 


custodian when there is an engineer there who can do all the business 
that is necessary ? Why not make him the custodian? Then there 
is an assistant engineer. If the engineer gets $80 a month to go there | 
and attend as an engineer he can do the duty, and he does not need an | 
assistant. Then ‘‘one fireman’’ is provided for. That may be neces- | 
sary, but what is the use of ‘‘one assistant fireman?’’ Then “one | 
conductor of car.’? Possibly that may be necessary; but what then is | 














top of the monument, and noregulation aboutit, you had bet 
it out altogether. That is all I care to say about it 

Mr. REAGAN I did not move to strike out the p e 
custodian, but suggested that the engineer might 
of custodian. I had reference especially to the mon t , 3 
the suggestion which the Senator makes about a custo 1» to le ter: 


the grounds may be proper. So I will withdraw what I said as to that. 
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Mr. BECK. <A watchman will be needed in those crounds to take 
care of them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will modify the amendment so as to leave one 
wate) 






Senator says that we shall need an assistant engineer and an assist- 
t conductor because people come at all times of theday. What guar- 
y, lask, can they have that at all times of the day they can go in 


stat 


the clevator if we pass this appropriation in the form in which it is 
placed? Here are the Botanical Gardens, a place certainly of more 
i" ral interest to everybody than the monument, and no person can 
enter there before 9 o’clock in the morning nor after about 3 o’clock in 
the afternoon. During the very portions of the day, the cool of the aft- 


ernoon, when citizens, members of Congress, and others desire to visit 


those grounds, they are closed against them. May we not expect this 
to be carried on in the same way? When these gentlemen get their 
appointments and their salaries fixed by law, they will perhaps attend 


to their own comfort and convenience like other officials about this city, 
and neglect the interest and wishes of the public. 

What is the necessity for a man on the floor and a man at the top of 

the monument when we have an engineer? The monument will be 
closed up at hours when the public will not be there, and nobody can 
go in unless the officials are there. When the engineer is placed at 
his position there what is the use of a man upon the floor beside him? 
He can tell the people to come into the car; he opens it; he receives 
them; he takes them up. And what is the use of a man at the top? 
Can he not let them walk onto the platform up there as well as have 
another man to stand there and invite them to do so? 
BECK. The Senator evidently has not been on the ground. 
The engine-house is 200 yards from the monument, built there, and 
an engine is in it now, and how is the engineer to look after and at- 
ten to the crowd from that engine-house? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam talkingaboutthe conductor. When the con- 
ductor is there, it is not necessary to have another man to invite per- 
sons into the car. ‘The conductor can open the door and let them in, 
and when he has got as many as he wants, or when the persons are 
ready to go up he can carry them up, and when they get up it is not 
necessary to have another man stand there and invite them to get out 
of the car. They have gone there to get out, and they get out of their 
own accord, and when they wish to go down they can simply say that 
to the conductor by signal or by word. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that we have reached a point in 
the multiplication of officers that is beyond endurance. There is no 
Department of the Government, there is no branch of the service in 
which we do not continually multiply offices and increase salaries. 
Shall we never have an end of it? Shall we never stop making use- 
less sinecures for the purpose of loading the tax-payers with more and 
more burden of debt, poverty, and mortgages ? 

I modify the amendment, so as to let the whole be voted upon, by 
striking out ‘‘one assistant steam engineer, at $60 per month; one as- 
sistant fireman, at $45 per month; one attendant on floor, at $45 per 
month; one attendant on top, at $45 per month;’’ and in line 15, by 
striking out the word ‘‘ three,’’ before the words ‘‘ night and day watch- 
men,’’ and insert ‘‘ one.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Isympathize with the Senator from Texas in his 
atatement of the recent tendency to increase offices and the compensa- 
tion of officials, and I am glad to hear him give his party a little moni- 
tion in that direction which I think will be healthful and wise. 

This particular appropriation I think scarcely comes under the cate- 
gory suggested by the Senator from Texas. Here is the Washington 
Monument with machinery already provided for with a view to the 
running of an elevator. It is a question whether or not the Govern- 
ment should maintain such an elevator at the monument. If it does 
maintain an elevator, it is for the purpose of enabling people to go up 
and take a general view of the situation, whatever itmay be. If they 
go up, they will come down sooner or later. 

There can be no question, if we encourage people to make this dan- 
gerous ascent, that we should provide every facility for them. Now, 
the Senator from Texas seems to think that there is no use for an ad- 
ditional fireman or an assistant fireman. Suppose something should 
occur to the fireman who happens to be at the engine for the moment, 
and no assistant there; or suppose the engineer should be suddenly 
disabled by the blowing up of a boiler, or what not, should there not 
be a sufficient number of employés there at all times to make it per- 
fectly safe for the people whom we induce to go up and down ? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, does he suppose that 
the assistant will remain there all the time if he is appointed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notdiscussingthat point just at this moment. 
Probably he would be absent occasionally. But here is a careful esti- 
mate by the Army engineer, Colonel Wilson, having charge of the 
public buildings and grounds, and recommended by the commission 
who has had charge of the construction of this monument, one of the 
members of the commission being Grover Cleveland, President of the 
United States. This estimate is submitted to us by the proper officer 
as a necessary provision for the purpose of ranning this elevator, and 
although the Senator from Texas has great knowledge of this class of 
subjects, I would not venture myself to undertake to interfere with 
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Mr. BECK. My recollection is that Colonel Wilson ¢ 
and stated in detail each item of the estimate, and said he could not 
run the monument without the amount asked for. Is not that the 
case, I inquire of the chairman ? 

Mr. ALLISON. He stated that the estimate made here was neces- 
sary for the conduct of that work, and gave every item in detail. 

Mr. BECK. Did he not come before us in person and state that ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not clear that he was before the committee; 
e was certainly before the subcommittee. 

Mr. BECK. Ithinkso. I meant the subcommittee. We should 
either strike out the entire provision or make the appropriation as it 
was estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas, to strike out certain provisions which have 
been stated. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now move to strike out all from line 6 to line 2? 
inclusive, which takes out the entire appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be reached by a negative 
vote on the proposition, the proposition being to amend the bill by insert- 
ing these words. A negative vote will omit them from the bill. Tho 
question is now upon agreeing to the amendment inserting the clause. 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, then, on the question ofagreeing to the amend- 
ment, I desire to say that the Government and the people of the United 
States have appropriately through patriotic and most worthy motives 
built that monument to commemorate the memory of our first and great- 
estman. Thatisallright. ThatIapprove. Now, we propose to add 
to it and to commence with an expenditure of $10,500 a year, not to 
build a monument in honor of Washington, but to provide a means of 
pleasure for visitors to the city of Washington. Is it the business of 
Congress to appropriate by tens of thousands of dollars to minister to 
the pleasure of people who pass through here? On what authority, on 
what principle can such an appropriation as this be made ? 

The monument has been built; it iscompleted. We have done what 
we could in that way to honor the father of the country. Now we pro- 
pose to hang on to this an appropriation of $10,500 a year for the pleas- 
ure of visitors to the city of Washington. If gentlemen will not accept 
a reasonable amount (and I doubt whether any amount ought to be 
appropriated), I trust the Senate will not agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, which is to appropriate $10,500 as a pleasure 
fund for visitors to Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The aiaendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me that 
I may offer two amendments intended to be proposed to this bill for 
reference to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds without 
being printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with- 
out printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask leave to submit an amendment to be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, reported by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘* Building 
for Army Medical Museum and Library,’’ on page 80, after line 17, to 
insert: 

For eases, shelving, and appliances for new anatomical and biological labor- 
atories, $850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 19, to insert: 

For additional cases for the museum hall, $775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 21, to insert: 

For laying asphalt pavement in the yard between the center building and the 
wings of the north side, $1,850, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 24, to insert: 


Old Museum building and annex: For additional amount for the completion 
of needed repairs and improvements on the old museum building and annex on 
Tenth street, between Eand F, now occupied by the record and pension division 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office, as follows: To complete plumbing, including 
the purchase of a supply tank, pump, and gas-engine, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Military posts,’’ on 
page 81, line 16, after the words ‘‘ two hundred,’’ to strike out ‘* and 
fifty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
posts as, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, may be necessary, $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. On page 83, line 1 
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Che amendment to the amendment w ireed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed t 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The nex en 
Committee on Appropriations was, und head of ‘‘O 
Report of Storms,’’ on page 86, line 2, before t ord 
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I move to insert a comma and “after September 1, 1888,’’ another 


comma, and in line 8 to strike out ‘' $51,960” and insert ‘* $56,484;”’ | 


80 as to read 


For commutation of quarters to not exceeding, after September 1, 1888, three 
hundred and twenty enlisted men of the Signal a or on duty at office of 
the Chie! Signal Otlicer, and at signal stations throughout the United States, 
$56,i-4 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Conimittee on Appropriations was, on page 92, line 23, before the word 
‘head-stone,’’ to strike out ‘‘finishing’’ and insert ‘‘ furnishing;’’ so 

to make the clause read: 


Ilead-stones for graves of soldiers: For continuing the work of furnishing 
head-stones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors,and marines in na- 
tional, post,city,town.and village cemeteries, naval cemeteries at navy-yards 
nud stations of the United States, and other burial places under the acts of March 
3, 1873, and February 3, 1879, $35, 000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 5, before the words “ of 
roadways,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Maintenance ’’ and insert ‘‘ Repairs;’’ in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘ For,’’ to strike out ‘‘ maintaining ’’ and insert 
‘‘repairing;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ to strike out 
‘*ten thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve thousand five hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Repairs of roadways to national cemeteries: For repairing the roadways to 
national cemeteries which have been constructed by special authority of Con- 
prress, $12,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 21, to insert: 

Soldiers’ monument at Mound City, Kans.: To enable the Secretary of War 
to collect the bodies of Union soldiers buried in towns adjacent'to Mound City, 
Kans., and to reinter the same in the cemetery near Mound City, and to erect 
(herein a suitable monument, $2,500, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
word ‘‘military’’ before the word ‘‘cemetery,’’ in line 1, on page 95; 
50 as to read: 

In the military cemetery near Mound City. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 94. 

Mr. ALLISON, After the word ‘‘cemetery,’’ in line 5, on page 94, 
[ move to insert ‘‘or in cemeteries in the District of Columbia;’’ in 
line 6, to strike out ‘‘$800”’ and insert ‘‘$1,000;’’ and in line 8, to 
strike out ‘*$40” and insert ‘‘ $50;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Burial of indigent soldiers: Forexpensesof burying in the Arlington National 
Cemetery or in cemeteries in the District of Columbia indigent ex-UWnion sol- 
diers who die in the District of Columbia, $1,000, Said sum to be disbursed by 
the Secretary of War, at a cost not exceeding $50 for such burial expenses in 
each case, exclusive of cost of grave. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 95, line 15, after the name 
‘‘(arfield,’’ to insert ‘‘memorial;’’ in line 16, after the words **‘ treat- 
ment to,’’ to strike out ‘‘transient;’’ and in line 17, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert “‘fifteen;’’ soas to make 
the clause read: 

Ciarfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide medi- 
cal and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 7, to add to the clause 
appropriating $36,000 ‘‘for continuing the publication of the Official 
Records of the War of Rebellion, and printing and binding, under direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, of a compilation of the official records, 
Union and Confederate,’’ the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter, before publication of any volume of said records, 
the manuscript copy shall be submitted to the Secretary of War, and revised 
by him, or by a committee to be selected by him for that purpose, and shall 
not be published until he shall certify that it only contains the contemporaneous 
otticial records of the war of the rebellion, as provided for by the “act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 31, 1586. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, after line 17, to insert: 

Wagon-road in Colorado: To enable the Secretary of War to construct a wagon- 
road from the boundary of Pike’s Peak military reservation to the signal sta- 
tion on Pike's Peak, in the State of Colorado, $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘United States 
military prison at Fort Leavenworth,’’ on page 97, after line 11, to in- 
sert: 

For an electric plant, three hundred lights, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 11, to insert: 

For construction of an ice-house for storage of ice required for preservation 
of food, $2,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on e 99, line 19, before the word ‘‘ thou- 

? ’ 
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} sand ’’ to strike out ‘‘eighty-nine”’ 


make the clause read: 


For repair of officers’ and non-commissioned officers’ quarters, the hospital, 
the chapel, the offices,and all prison buildings and shops,inecluding civilian 
labor thereon, which can not be done by prisoners, $5,000; in all, $95,300, 


|; The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ on page 107, after the word ‘‘ mainte- 
nance,’’ in line 12, to strike out ‘*of 600 members, at $150 per an- 
num each;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

At the Pacific Branch: For maintenance $90,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 14, to insert: 

For additional buildings required at the Pacific Branch, $100,000; in all, $199,- 
000. 

The amend ment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107 after line 17, to insert: 

a a additional barracks at the Northwestern, Southern,and Western Branches, 
£101,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 22, after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ one million nine hundred and eighty-seven ’’ and insert 
‘*two million one hundred and eighty-eight;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 

For out-door relief and incidental expenses, $28,650; in all, $2,188,944.66, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 108, line 3, 
after the words ‘‘made for,’’ to insert ‘‘the maintenance;’’ so as to 
read: 


And hereafter the provisions of section 3690 and 3691 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States shall apply to all appropriations made for the maintenance 
of the Natioual Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 23, on page 108. 
Mr. ALLISON. After line 23, on page 108, I move to insert: 


Utah penitentiary: For additional wing to prison, one hundred and twenty 
cells, with hospital, female prison, and chapel attached, for stockade entrance, 
to consist of offices, warden’s residence, guard-quarters, dining-rooms, and arm- 
ory, for wall with sentry boxes to inclose about two acres of land, and for purchase 
of water-right and 20 acres of land, the cost of said water-right and land not to 
exceed $5,000, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘The Depart- 
ment of Justice,’’ on page 109, line 19, after the word ‘‘ penitentiary,’’ 
to insert: 

And for the pay of official stenographers employed under direction of the 
courts in cases in which the United States is a party, at a rate of not exceeding 


$6 per day for reporting, and not exceeding 10 cents for each one hundred words 
transcribed at the request of the court. 


So as to make the clause read: ° 


Expenses of Territorial courts in Utah Territory : For defraying the contingent 
expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States district attorney and 
his assistants, the fees and per diems of the United States commissioners and 
clerks of the court, and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the United 
States marshals for the Territory of Utah, with the expenses of summoning 
jurors, subpeenaing witnesses, of arresting, guarding, and transporting prison- 
ers, of hiring and feeding guards, and of supplying and caring for the peniten- 
tiary, and for the pay of official stenographers employed under the direction of 
the courts in cases in which the United States is a party, at a rate of not exceed- 
in » $6 per day for reporting, and not exceeding 10 cents for each one hundred 
words transcribed at the request of the court, tobe paid under the direction and 
approval of the Attorney-General, upon accounts duly verified and certified, 
$35.000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, line6, after ‘‘ United States,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and the District of Columbia;’’ in line 8, after the word 
‘*Claims,’’ to strike out ‘‘ including defense in the French spoliation 
claims;’’ andin line 10, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the neces- 
sary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procuring of evi- 
dence in the matter of claims against the United States and in defending suits 
in the Court of Claims, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 10, to insert: 

Defense in French spoliation claims: To enable the Attorney-General to 


make proper defense for the United States in the matter of French spoliation 
claims, to expended in his discretion, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Judicial,’’ on page 111, 
after the word ‘‘Alaska,’’ at the end of line 22, to insert ‘* of jurors 
and witnesses;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Expenses of the United States courts: For defraying the expenses of the 
Supreme Court; of the circuit and district courts of the United States; of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; of the district court of Alaska; of 
jurors and witnesses; of suits and preparation for suits in which the United 
States is interested; of the prosecution of offenses committed against the United 
States; of the safe-keeping of prisoners; and in the enforcement of the laws of 
the United States and of the enforcement of the provisions of Title XX VI of 
the Revised Statutes, or any acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto ; 
specifically the expenses stated under the following appropriations, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 112, after the words ‘‘ Revised 
Statutes,’’ in line 13, to strike out the following additional proviso 


Povided, further, That the ac 
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So as to make the clause read: 

For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies, 
$675,000: Provid rhat not exceeding $300,000 of this appropriation may be ad- 
vanced to marshals to be acco d fur in the usual way, the residue to remain 
in the Treasury to be used, if at all, only inthe payment of the accounts of mar 
shals in the manner provided in section 855, Revised Statutes, 





e accou ities within sixty days 











The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 112, line 20 
*“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert 
make the clause read: 


before the word 
forty;’’ soas to 





For payment of United States district attorneys, the same being for payment 
of the regular fees provided by law for official services, $240,000 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon further examination the committee recom- 
mend, in line 20, on page 112, to insert ‘‘$230,000’’ instead of ‘‘$240,- 
000.’ I move that amendment to the amendment. 


The amendment to the amendment was agree 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 112, line 95, before the 
word *‘thousand,’’ to'strike out three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ 
make the clause read: 


1 to. 


so as LO 


For payment of district attorneys, the same being for payment of such special 
compensation as may be fixed by the 
by salary or fees, $5,000 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sum $15,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 113, line 3, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five ’’ 
and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


» Attorney-General forservices not covered 


I move to amend the amendment by making the 


For payment of regular assistants to Unit 


ed States district attorneys, who ars 
appointed by the 


Attorney-General at a fixed annual compensation, $110,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 113, 
** thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert 
the clause read: 


line 7 , before the word | 
= fiftee en; ’ so as to make 


For payment of 


assistants to United States district attorneys who are em- 
ployed by the 


Attorney-General to aid district attorneysin spe 


i 
Mr. ALLISON. I moveto amend the amendment so as to make the 
sum $40,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, 

“*has been,”’ 
ting forth the facts constituting the offense and alleging them to be ! 
within the personal knowledge of the affiant, or upon sworn complaint 
by a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue or revenue agent, 
setting forth the facts upon information and belief and;’’ and in line 
22, atter the words ‘‘arrest by,’’ to strike out ‘‘a circuit or district 
judge or;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For fees of United States commissioners, and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $100,000, And no part of any money apprepriated 
by this act shall be used to pay any fees to United States commissioners, inar- 

shals, or clerks for any warrant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecu- 
tions underthe internal-revenue laws, unless the prosecution has bee n approved 
either before or after such arrest by the attorne y of the United States in the dis- 
trict where the offense is alleged to have been committed or the prosecution is 
by indictment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inconnection with the changes proposed in the para- 
graphs on pages 112 and 113 I ask that there may be inserted in the 
RecORD a letter from the Acting Attorney-General. It is not neces- 
sary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ORD, unless there be objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, July 

Sir: I respectfully submit for consideration the following amendments to the 
sundry civil bill, H. R. 10540, now before the Senate : 

| suggest that the clauses embraced in the bill on page 112, from lines 18 to 23 
inc ‘lusive, be stricken out, and the following be substituted instead 

* For payment of United States district attorneys, including paym« ——— 


trict attorneys for services not covered by salaries or fees,employed by 
De *partr nent of Justice under section 3 , page 10°, volume 16, Statutes at ao 
$245,000,’ 

This substitution neither increases nor diminishes the amount fixed by 
report of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, but enables the D 
partment to use the fund appropriated both for the regular — United States 
attorneys in cases in which the United States isa party of record and the fees 
which accrue in cases in which the United States is nota forms ul party. Th 
number of cases in the latter class is quite numerous. Belonging to this class 
are suits brought against officers of the United States for official action, or for 
public property in their possession, or for infringements of patents by them 


ial cases, $15,000 


The letter will be inserted in the Rrc- 


25, 1888, 








on page 113, line 16, after the words | 


| 


' 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 


to strike out “‘commenced upon a sworn complaint set- | the | ; 


| 
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pay of bailiffs and criers 

xes A max bill has be er 
the House of Representatives this clause has attracted t t 
of some courts and court officers, and, so far as heard fr 
oved. While I liffs may be suf ent, in 


ts three ba 
ition will greatly delay business; the « es 


f expenses, etc. 
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mum of five bailiffs. Since the 
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vernment wil ised, and the efficient discharge of the } isi- 
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I submit the above sugges is with the sincere hope that they may ett 
ipproval of Congress, and such relief | t i be d it 
\ ry resi tfullyv 
; ( 4 VI — 
i A 
Hi WILLIAM B. ALLISON 
( e ( imittee on Ap} ] i I tat S 
The reading of the bill was resumed The nexta 1 ( : 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 114, line 8, aft ie word 
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lina, and United St s Attorney ¥« imans, of the same district, in relation to | Bindine,’’ on page 117, line 19, after the word ‘‘ million,’’ to strike 
the number of bailiffs which is ne ded for the proper administration of the | ‘and lice ; ” , “eta 9 
courts. These letters are among many from different sources to the same pur- | out and forty-seven and insert * 8 eageitorg rer land one; and in ling 
port, that the proposed limitation of bailiffs to three in number, as provided for {ter the word “binding,” to strike out ‘‘shall’’ and insert ‘‘may;’’ 
in the sundry civil bill lor the fiseal year 1589 by the House of Representatives, | so as to make the clause read: . 
is inadequate to the service of the courts. I therefore would respectfully —_ ; ee 
that section 715 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for five bailiffs, shall b For the public printing, for the pub ic binding and for paj for the pub 
the authority for the employment of these officers for the coming fiscal year. I printing, including the cost of printing the debatesand proceedings of Congress 
would make no exception of any district Five should be authorized, if the in th e CONGRESSIONAL R& oRD, and for lithographing, mapping, and engraving 
judge s decide that five are needed, they being better qualified to know the for both nurer Congress, thie Supreme Court of the United States, the su 
necessities of such employment than other persor preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of 
Very respectfully Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, including salaries o1 
G. A. JENKS, compensation of all necessary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, 
A ig Altornaey-General or « -ontract) , and for = the necessary materials which may be needed in thx 
lion. W. B. ALtison prosecution of the work, $2,201,000; and from the said sum hereby appropriated 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate printing and binding 3 may be done by the Public Printer to the amounts fo 
ee lowing, respectively, namely. 
Uxirep States Courts ror Sournu CAROLINA, Mr. ALLISON. I may want to change that later on, and I ask that 
Charleston, 8. C., July 13, 1888. it and = following ame aime nt be passed over for the present 
My Dear Generac: The sundry civil bill as it passed the House limits the The PRESIDENT pro tempore The amendment will be passed 
number of bailiffs atte nding the courts of the United States everywhere but in over. 


the southern district of New York to three. Heretofore the number has been 
five. Wecan not get along with three only in our courts in this State. Our 
criminal business is very large, much large rthan in other districts with per- 
hapsthre eexceptions. When our courts meet we have out frequently the grand 
jury and two petit juries at the same time. If we have only three bailiffs in 
cases like this we would have no bailiff waiting on the court or to send for pris 
oners, The court-room is always full of witnesses and defendants attending 
court, and the presence of a bailiff is indispensable to preserveorder. Will you 
try and get in an amendment restoring the law as it stands in section 715 of Re- 
vised Statutes, or in all events leaving itto the Attorney-General on proper 
application to allow additional bailiffs for terms of court when juries are attend- 
ing. : 
Yours, very truly, 
CHARLES H. SIMONTON, 

United States Judge. 

Ilion, Wapr Hampton, 


United States Senate, Washi D.C. 


igton, 
CoLumsiA, 8S. C., July 13, 1888. 

My Drar Sir: By this mail there goes to you a letter vn Jotus rN 
in regard to the number of bailiffs ne cessary in the courts of the United States 
for the district of South Carolina. I indorse every word of it, and would in ad- 
dition say that the incomparable dispatch with which Judge Simonton gets 
through with the work before the courts makes the necessity of five bailiffs in 
his district courts most apparent. If you could add South ¢ Yarolina after New 
York, putting it in the districts excepted, it would accomplish every purpose. 
I would not write this letter if I did not honestly think, after som6 experience 
that it is in the interest, not only of a proper admini stration of justice, but also 
in the interests of economy for the Government. 

Very truly, yours, 
LEROY F. YOUMANS, 
United States Attorney. 

Ilion. WADE HaAmprrox, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 115, under the head of ‘‘ Under legislative,’’ after line 15, to in- 
sert: 

Senate: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the persons who performed the 
work of arranging and preparing the copy for, and indexing the Executive 
Journals of, the Senate from February 28, 1829, to March 4, 1869, under Senate 


resolution of June 28, 1886, $10,000, which sum may be expended as additional 
pay or compensation to any officer or employé of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 21, on page 116, 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert after line 7, on page 116: 


Robert Lowry, $2,000. 


> wm 


So as to read: 
House of Representatives : 

For allowance to the following contestants and contestees in full of expenses 
incurred by them in contested-election cases: 

J.B. Morgan, $701. 

G. H. Thobe, $2,000. 
1.0. White, $2,000, 
Robert Lowry, $2,000 
There was an omission in making up the House statements. 
item was sent to us by the House Committee on Elections. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 21, on page 116, I move to insert: 

Ticreafter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund of the Senate 
unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, or from the contingent fund of the House of Representa- 
tives unless sanctioned by the Committee on Accounts of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. And payments made upon vouchers approved by the respective 
committees shall be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared, to be con- 
clusive upon all the Departments and officers of the Government, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 116, after line 
sert: 

Miscellaneous objects under legislative : 

Works of art: For the purchase of | w oe of art, and the necessary cleaning 
and repairing thereof, under the direction of the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary , $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 2, to insert: 

Index to Congressional documents: To pay for the work done in preparing 


and completing the Dox ument index of the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and 
Forty-ninth Congresses by Alonzo W. Church, $3,000. 


The 


The next amendment of the 


91 
wy 


to in- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, 


| 


under the head of ‘‘ Public Printing and 





an ne ndment of the 
2 er the word 


24, afte 


The next 
117, line 


1g of the bill was resumed. 
was, on pag 3 


The readin 
c ‘ommittee on Appropriations 


‘debates,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and two’”’ and insert ‘‘nine 
hundred and fifty-two;’’ so as to read: 

For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and d 
bates, $952,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa desire 


| to] have this amendment passed over ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be passed over also. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be passed over. 
‘The reading of the bill was continued to line 10, on page 119. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line5, on page 119, I move tostrike out ‘‘ $350,- 
000’? and insert ‘*$340,000;’’ so as to read: 
For the Interior Department, including the Civil Service Commiasion, $340,- 


not exceeding $10,000 for rebinding tract-books for the General 


including 
and Office 
The amen ndme ont was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the words ‘‘General Land Office,”’ 
on page 119, I move to strike out the words: 

And not exceeding $10,000 for printing labe Is and blanks for the use of the 
National Museum and for the * bulletins’? and annual volumes of the * Pro- 
ceedings’’ of the Museum. 

And to insert as a separate paragraph: 

For printing labels and blanks, and for the 
“ Proceedings’’ of the Museum, $10,000. 


OO 


in line 7, 


sey 


bul 


For the National Museum : 
letins’’ and annual volumes of the 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 11, on page 119, after the word ‘‘ Survey, 
I move to insert ‘‘ there shall be;’’ so as to read: 
For the United States Geological Survey there shall be as follows 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on page 119. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 23, on page 119, I move tostrike out ‘‘ $18,- 
000’ and insert ‘‘ $30,000;’’ so as to read: 


For the Agricultural Department, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for printing 
and binding for the Executive Depar tments, on page 119, after line 24, 
to insert: 

For the Department of Labor, 44,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

T he reading of the bill was continued to line 21, on page 120. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to the fact that since this bill was draughted 
and the provision just read inserted by the House both Houses of Con- 
gress have passed a law granting thirty days’ leave of absence with pay 
to the employés of the Government Printing Office instead of fifteen 


days. I submit to him that a change should be made striking out the 
word ‘‘fifteen’’ in the sixteenth line, on page 120, and inserting 
‘thirty.”’ 


Mr. HOAR. Has that bill been approved and become a law ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It isin the hands of the President now and 
will become a law probably within a few days. 

Mr. HOAR. The President is not in the city. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know where the approving power is 
just at this moment, but the bill has passed both Houses of Congress 
and is now in the hands of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 16, before the word ‘‘days,’’ I move to 
strike out “ fifteen ” and i insert on titty 3” in line 17, I move to strike 
out ‘£395,000’ and insert ‘‘ $190 ,000;”” and in line 21, to strike out 
**$110,000’’ and insert ‘‘$205,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the law grant- 


ing thirty days’ annual leave to the employés of the Government Printing OF- 
fice, $190,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; to pay pro rata leaves of 


absence to employ és who resign or are discharged (decision of the First Com 
troller), $15,000; in all, $205,000, 


That covers, I believe, the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON 


I now ask the Senate to return to page 117. Ide 














117, after the 
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Mr. MANDERSON. That would bewell. It would relieve us from | Jackson alley, and intersected in part by a 14-foot alley running from G street 
to Jackson alley, said real estate now in part being occupied by the Govern- 


embarrassment. inti i i 
ee . , ment Printing Office. And for the purpose of acquiring said square, or any part 
Mr. ALLISON. What is the amendment proposed ? thereof,a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is hereby appropriated. And 
when said real estate shall be acquired said board may direct that the 14-foot 


Mr. DAWES. My colleague is preparing an amendment. py nn oma j ew aieatt tom elena 
Mr. HOAR. This is written very hastily, but I think it will per- en ate yon aw PRN $0 ENND EERE CHE FO VSS See See cer the 
haps be satisfactory. That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
It shall be the duty of the .ttorney-General of the United States to designate | the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said board 
such of his assistants— shall be unable so to purchase the same, or any part or parts thereof, at a price 
Different assist: sf liffer a that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may take proceedings for the condem- 
ifferent assistants for different cases— nation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2 of this act. 
as may be necessary, who, under hisdirection, shall represent the United States Mr. HOAR, I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 


at any hearing required in this section, and give such advice or assistance as : att : . ; soi . 9 
’ é B ; a g 





Mr. ALLISON. That will certainly cover the case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add: 

It shail be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to desig- 
nate such of his assistants as may be necessary, who, under his direction, shall 
represent the United States at any hearing required in this section, and give 
such advice or assistance as may be necessary to the several commissions 
herein provided for. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
to substitute ‘‘in any proceeding ’’ instead of the words ‘‘ at any hear- 
ing.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. That will do just as well. I will accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification as ac- 
cepted will be reported. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment offered, 
to come in at the end of section 2, by striking out the word ‘‘ hearing’’ 
and inserting ‘* proceeding;’’ so as to read ‘‘ at any proceeding,’ etc. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘In any proceeding.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES, Is itin order to offer an amendment to that amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Senator from Iowa for 
the ¢ommittee accepts the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, another amendment can not be received at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator’s amendment be read for information. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will stateto the Senator from Massachusetts 
what [desire toattach. It comes very properly at the end of his amend- 
ment, and I think he will accept it. It is the provision of the bill 
passed providing for the purchase of the Library grounds, and reads as 
follows: 

And provided further, That no money hereby appropriated shall be expended 
for the purchase of said land or any part thereof, or for the erection thereon of 
suid Library building— 

Those words, of course, could be left out— 
until the legal opinion of the Attorney-General shall be had in favor of the va- 
lidity of the title to said land. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not touch my amendment at all, which is 
simply providing for the appearance of an assistant attorney-general. 
Let my amendment be acted on, and the Senator’s amendment will 
then be in order. so as to make a board of three. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. Mr. HOAR. The question then remains whether this is an executive 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that that is | office. Here is a duty imposed upon these gentlemen in their official 
the law now as applied to the matter. That is a general statute. capacity as members of the Senate by statute, and their judgment is 

Mr. VOORHEES. I believe that is true. to be an essential preliminary fact to the divesting of property from in- 

Mr. ALLISON. And it would apply to this provision. dividuals and vesting it in the Government; and it does seem to me, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwithdraw my suggestion. I readit foradouble | with great deference, that it is a question whether we have the right 
purpose, I desired to show the very great care exercised when we con- | todo so. We have authorized the chairmen of committees of this body 
demned the ground for the Library, and very great care was taken. I | to select architects or artists for some public work; for instance, the 
will inquire, as much for my own benefit as for the benefit of the Sena- | chairman of the Committee on the Library, two or three times. I 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who inquired as to it from his seat, | should think that it would be better policy to leave out the two com- 
‘‘ What is the ground that is proposed to be taken? Is it the ground | mittees, or the chairmen of those committees altogether, under the Con- 


land. If they are civil officers it is not competent by law to make Sen- 
ators and Representatives members of the board; and I confess (though 
I do not desire to interfere with this matter so far as it has been 
thoroughly considered) that I do not myself very much like the habit, 
if it has ever become a habit, to have Senators associated with other 
public officers in duties which are in their nature executive. Ido not 
think it is quite in conformity with the relations the legislative de- 
partment ought to maintain toward the rest of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and therefore I think the best way probably is that the chairman of 
of theSenate Committee on Printing and the chairmansof the House 
Committee on Printing should act together. I therefore suggest to 
strike out all the restand leave the two chairmen of the Committees on 
Printing to examine the plan submitted. Unless the Senator from 
Nebraska has some objection I will make that modification. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I certainly have no objection, although as the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Printing I would be very glad 
to be excused from the performance of this duty and let the executive 
officers attend to it. I am not so particular, Mr. President, as to how 
the result may be accomplished as that it may be accomplished. The 
necessity for the enlargement of the Public Printing Office is one that 
is very great. The present building is crowded beyond its capacity, 
and it is notorious that it is unsafe for the purposes for which it was 
constructed. Great care must be exercised in placing within it new 
and improved machinery and in the storage of the property of the 
Government that there should not be great loss of life because of the 
insecurity of the building. 

The Committee on Printing have frequently urged, and the Public 
Printer has heretofore urged, the necessity for more space and that the 
present building should be finally replaced by a structure that should 
be more solid and should be substantially fire-proof. As it is we feel 
a constant sense of fear that there may be some terrible disaster or 
tragedy resulting from the present condition of the building. 

So far as the board is concerned, I care not how it may be constituted. 
I can see the force of the objection made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAR]; yet I would like very much if, in addition to 
the chairman of the Senate Committee on Printing and the chairman 
of the House Committee on Printing, there could be some third officer 


sss 


west of the present Post-Office Department building?”’ stitution. 
Mr. ALLISON. Thatistheground. Itis thesquare between Eighth Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the clause of the Constitution is very 
and Ninth and E and F streets. determinate, as it seems to me, and has its operation upon the mem- 
Mr. HARRIS. Itis for the Post-Office Department and the city post- | bers of the two Houses: 
otlice? And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member 


Mr. ALLISON. Itis for everything that the Government may need | of either House during his continuance in office. : 
in that direction. We certainly need a building for the purposes of So, e converso, no Senator or Representative can take an office with- 


the Post-Office Department and for the city post-office, and also for | out vacating his place in the Senate or House. Now, it would be 
many of the bureaus of the Interior Department. hardly worth while for this Senator and this Member of the House of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator | Representatives to lose his place in Congress under the Constitution by 
from Massachusetts desires to have his amendment come in at the end | undertaking to do this work which would be an office; nor is it worth 
and have it apply to all these provisions. If there be no objection, | while, as it seems to me, to be at all disposed to draw a line between 


section 2 will be agreed to. The Secretary will proceed with the read- | a function and an office, to say that it is not an office, but is a function, 
ing of the bill. when the description really attributes to it what belongs to executive 


Mr. HOAR. Let it come in after the sections are read. functions. : ; ; : ; : 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | I understand this board is really vested with the business in law of 
Committee on Appropriations was, to insert as section 3: proceeding to condemn property. 


Src. 3. That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Govern- Mr. HARRIS. I do not hear the Senator from New York distinctl y- 
ment Printing Office, the chairman of the Senate Committee on Printing, the | Does he hold that the imposition of this duty upon the chairman of 
chairman of the House Committee on Printing, the Architect of the Capitol Ex- the Committee on Printing is the creation of an oflice ? 


tension, and the Public Printer, acting as a board, be, and they are hereby, em- = 7 4 : 
powered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the several parcels Mr. EVARTS. The point I suggest, if the Senator will appreciate 


of real estate embodied in square No. 624 of the city of Washington, lying east of | jt, is that this is in the nature of an official act. It isa board made up 
x 20-foot alley running from G street to H street, and bounded by H street on of persons having official authority to proceed to condemn property. 


the north, G street on the south, North Capitol street on the east, and said : - : 
named 20-foot alley on the west; said parcels being divided east and west by | It is not the mere act of advice of a Senator in regard to a casual opera- 
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tion, such as approving a picture or a piece of art that is presented. 
That can hardly be called an office or an executive act in the least. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is something outside of legislative duties, as I 
understand the Senator . 


Mr. EVARTS. No, not necessarily outside of the legislative duty, 
because it is a part of the action of Congress under the statutes. In 
the case that I have supposed it is a part of the action of Congress in 
proceeding to do what it as a Congress is entitled to do, and in that 
way in the Committee on the Library or in any other proper deposi 
tory the discretion is authorized, on its approval, to execute a law 
\ h has been passed or is to be passed. The difficulty here seems 
t that it rather leaves to an argumentative discrimination as to 
whether this is an office, when really itis a function that is of a serious 
and definite and responsible character in an executive function. I do 
not like to see questions raised as to whether members of Congress are 
or are not engaged in an executive function as distinguished from hold- 
ing an office which the Constitution has prohibited. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Mr. President, I think, in the face of these sug- 


» ve 


gestions, which I confess strike me most forcibly, and in view of the | 
further fact that the chairman of the Senate Committee on Printing | 


would be very glad not to perform this duty, it would be well for the 
Committee on Appropriations to consider the wisdom of an amendment 
making this board to consist of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol Extension, and the Public Printer. I say ‘‘ the 
Secretary of the Treasury ’’ for the reason that that high official seems 
to come in more direct contact with the Public Printer than any other 
of the officers of the Cabinet, and I think perhaps there is not so much 


for him to do in the way of duties of that character as the Secretary of | 


the Interior. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think it would be better to provide that the Sec 


retary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Public | 


Printer should constitute the board. 
Bible Cabinet officers. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isee no possible objection to that, unless my 
colleagues of the Printing Committee do. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
suppose ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would take the Cabinet officers. I have no ob- 
jection at all to the Architect of the Capitol, but I think three enough. 
If, however, the Senator prefers, I willsay ‘‘the Architect of the Cap- 
itol Extension”? instead of ‘‘the Public Printer.”’ 

Mr. BECK. That is better. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well, retain him. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
word ‘‘ office’? down to and including the words *‘ Public Printer,’ 
line 17, and to insert in lieu thereof: 

The 


tect of the 


Then we shall have two respon- 


? in 


Capitol Extension. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Iowa what the correct de- 
scription of this officer is? I see it is the ‘‘Architect of the Capitol Ex- 
tension.’? He is commonly called the ‘‘Architect of the Capitol.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Architect of the Capitol Extension”’ is his designa- 
tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I see no possible objection to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move that as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, page 124, lines 14, 15, and 16, it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ chairman of the Senate Committee on Print- 
ing, the chairman of the House Committee on Printing;’’ and in line 
17, to strike out the words ‘‘and the Public Printer;’’ and change the 
clause so as to read: 


The amendment to the amendment 


That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Government 
Printing Office, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting asa board, be, and they are here- 
by, empowered, ete, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say just one word about that matter be- 
fore it passes from the Senate. My colleague upon the Committee on 


Printing [Mr. MANDERSON] referred to the fact that property of great 
We had an estimate made three years ago | 


value was exposed to fire. 
that there is about $1,000,000 of destructible personal property there 


exposed in a building not well constructed, a building rather unusually | 


exposed to fire. I wish to put in the Recorp here that about that 
time, three years ago, Congress put in a bill—I think in the sundry 
civil bill—a provision giving $7,000, or about that, that the Public 
Printer should put into that building automatic fire-apparatus, for there 
are several patents in general use by manufacturers in the country and 
there are several which are approved by manufacturers and mutual in- 
surance companies, where pipes run through a building with sprinklers 
every 30 feet, held by an alloy fusible at one hundred and thirty or one 
hundred and forty degrees, which alloy, upon being heated by the fire, 
breaking out, lets the sprinkler loose, and extinguishes the fire. I think 
there have been probably two hundred fires in New England factories, 
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You wish to retain the Architect of the Capitol, I | 


Then I move to strike out, in line 14, all after the | 


Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Archi- | 








6973 

















; 7 . : ; 
ind I do not think the damage from the whole of them will a nt to 
e than $20,000 or $30,000 in the aggregate. The 1 ter 
7} } } } . le ‘ 
d his discretion to put these pipes up only partially. 3 
‘ time as if he had virtua veyed the action of Con I 
l t sure whether the language of absolute direction was 
I can not say positively; but it was the intention of the Con 
tee on Printing that he should consider it a direction. 
The PRESIDENT } The re . H will proceed. 
Che reading of the bill was resumed. The rend me of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to insert a yn 4: 
Ss 4. For the establishn tofa Z ‘ District of ¢ 1 
0,000, to be expended under andin a rd ithe provisions follow 
that 
At . i i ) f Co a. for 
the : ‘ et 7 
con nstit ‘ sed of thre ersons ‘ vt See- 
retary of the Interior 1e presid the b r < ssioners of t LDis- 
trict of Columbia, and the S« tary of t Smithsonian Institution, w shall 
e known and designated as th ymmiss for the iblishment of a log: 
eal park 
That the said commission is hereby authorized and d ted to make an in- 
spection of the country along Rock Creek, beginning a ie point on ‘ r < 
where the Woodley road crosses said creek id extending upward a £ : 
course to where said creek is crossed by the K cle road. and toselect from that 
strict of country such a tract of land, of not less than 100 acres, which shall 
include a section of the creek, as said commission shall deem to be suitable i 


appropriate for a zoological park 
‘ } ’ 


Phat the said commission shall cause to be made a careful map of said zoo 
: 


logical park, showing the location, quantity, and character of ea pares of 
private property to be taken for such purpose, with the names of the respect- 
ive owners inscribed thereon, and the said map shall be filed and recorded 
in the public records of the District of Columbia; and from and after th 

the several tracts and parcels of land embraced in such zoological park sh 


nt of 
by the 
cepted by the owner or 


held as condemned for public uses, subject t 
to be determined by thesaid mmiss 
United States, provided that such compe 
owners of the several parcels of land 
That if the said commission shall be unab 


»the payme 
ind approve 


istcomp 
President of the 
nsation be a 


eto purchase any portion of the 


land so selected and condemned within thirty days after such condemnation, 
by agreement with the respective owners, at the price approved by the Pr 
dent of the United States, it shall, at the expiration of such period of th 
days, make application to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by | 


ent of the value of such land, and 


on of the property selected and 


tion, at a general or specialterm, for an assessm 
said petition shall contain a particular descript 






































condemned, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or 
their residences, as far as the same can be ascertai together with a copy of 
the recorded map of the park; and the said reby authorized and re 
quired, upon such application, without delay fy the owners and o 
pants of the land and to ascertain and assess the value of the land so selected 
and condemned by appointing three « missioners to appraise the value or 
values thereof, and to return the appraisement to the and when the val- 
ues of such land are thus ascertained, said values shall be paid to the owner or 
owners, and the United States shall be deemed to havea valid title to said lands, 
That when the said commission shall have obtained the land for a zoological 
park, as herein provided, it shall have power to lay out the same as a pa i 
} to erect such building or buildings thereon as may be necessary for 
tific purposes to which the park is dedicated and proper for the custody, ca nd 
exhibition of a collection of animals 
That when the said commission shall have established a zoological I n 
the District of Colambia under the provisions of this section, by ac Y 
necessary lands and by laying out the same as a park, and by the ere 
the necessary buildings thereon, it shall be the duty of said commission to t i 
over the said zoological park, with all its buildingsand appurtenances, tothe : 
tody and care of the Regents of the S: an Institution; and wh 5 i 
insfer of the custody and care of t zoological va shall be made, the duties 
of said commission shall cease and its exist e ter 
That when said commission shall tender to the Regents of the Smithsonion 
Institution the care and custody of the zoological pa led for in this s 
tion, the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are he 1uthorized to assu 
the care and custody of the same; and the said Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution are hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations for the 
management of the park, and of the property, appurtenances, and collectio 
the park,as they may deem necessary wise t et ise of t 
| for the advancement of science and the instructiona eation of t 
That the said commission is hereby authorized to ca i the Sup 
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, or the Director of the Geologi 
to make such surveys as may be necessary to carry into effect the p 
this section; and the said officers are here authorized i required 
such surveys under the direction of said commiss 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend: t that w pa ! 


over will now be read. 





The Chief Clerk read the amendment reported by the C »mmitt 
Appropriations, on page 49, after line 19, rt 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay MI H. C, Baird, wid 
of the late Spencer F. Baird, $50,000, in full compe t 3 es 
expenses of the said Spencer F. Baird during h ation of t 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1571, to th eo 
death, in August, 1887. 

Mr. BERRY. When the amendment now under consideration w 
reached yesterday I asked the Senator from lov Mr. ALLISON] to 
state why the salary of Professor Baird had not been previous!y paid. 
He referred me to the report of the committee, and especially to a 
statement made by the Senator from Vermont |Mr. EpMUN»D I 
have carefully examined that statement, and find the facts t it 
as follows: In February, 1871, there was an act of Congress passe | pro 


e and consent 


viding that the President, by and with the advi 
Senate, should appoint from the civil officers or employés of 1 


ernment a Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and it w especia id 
particularly provided in the act that he should re e no tional 
salary. It is stated in the report that Professor Baird at that time was 
assistant secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. [ie tppointed 


as such commissioner. 


It is stated in this report that he was not an office: of the 


r emp ae 
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Government at the time of this appointment, and, therefore, that the 
question of a double which is prohibited by the statute, could 





salary, 

not apply. If he was not an oflicer or an employé of the Government, 
then he was appointed contrary to the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress, because the pecially provided that the commissioner should 
be a civil olliceror employé of the Government. It is stated in the re- 
port also that subsequently to that time additional duties were imposed 
upon the ¢ oner of Fish and lisheries, and it is stated and I 
admit that l’rofessor Baird performed the duties successfully and well 
for the period of about fifteen and a half years. 

\t no time during his life did he ever apply for anysalary for acting 
as lish Commissioner. It is further stated in the report that he oc- 
cupied and used two rooms in his private dwelling as an office for the 
purpose of discharging the duties pertaining to this commission; and 
it is also stated that ar mable rental for those rooms, or rather, if 
they were paid for as the Government usually pays for renting prop- 
erty in this city, they would have been worth probably $1,500 a year. 

The Senator irom Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] says that this is nota 


ate claim. I submit, Mr. President, that if Professor Baird had a 
the Government for rent paid for the Government, then 


it should be presented as a claim, and it ought to go to the Committee 


pn 


claim against 


on Claims, and there be reported to the Senate and take the usual 
course of any other claim. 
Mr. HARRIS. wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas if his in- 
Ir. HARRI J h t k tl tor f A f 


vestigation has enabled him to inform the Senate what salary Professor 
Baird received as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution; andifhe is 
not able to answer, then I should be glad to have the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations or some other Senator give that informa- 
tion 

Mr. BERRY. I am able to answer that. He received a salary of 
$6,000 per annum as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution; that was 
the suin he received in that capacity from the time of his appointment 
in 1878 until his death in 1887. 

As I was stating, if this isa claim against the Government, either 
for salary or for house rent, then it ought to take the usual course of 
claims and ought not to be placed on this sundry civil bill. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont, however, in hisstatementsays that it is nota claim; 
he says that it is ‘‘a miscellaneous donation; ’’ and because it is a mis- 
cellaneous donation, Mr. President, lam opposed toit. If the Gov- 
ernment is indebted to Professor Baird, then the Government ought to 
pay whatever it owes him; but if this is a donation, miscellaneous or 
otherwise, as stated by the Senator from Vermont, then I submit that 
we have no right to make it. 

fhe money in the Treasury of the United States comes from taxes 
collected from the people. ‘The money is collected for public purposes, 
not tor private purposes. It is collected by authority of the Constitu- 
tion, which authorizes it to be collected to pay public debts, to provide 
for the common defense and the general welfare, and if it is to be treated 
as a fund which belongs simply to members of Congress to donate to 
whomsoever they may think worthy and deserving, then it simply be- 
comes a question as to what persons can bring the most influence to 
bear on these two Houses in order to receive that donation. 

if the Senator from Vermont is correct when he says this is a dona- 
tion, then Congress has no right to donate the money. If it is a pri- 
vate claim or debt, then it has no business upon this appropriation bill. 

I snbmit, furthermore, that when the law expressly provided that 
no salary should be paid, when for fifteen years Professor Baird made 
no claim for salary, it can be nothing else than an absolute donation 
or gift to Professor Baird’s widow. If he was not willing to perform 
those duties without salary, if it was intended that eventually the Gov- 
ernment should be called upon to pay a salary, then it ought to have 
been stated in the act of Congress under which he was appointed, and 
we ought not to have been misled by saying that no salary should be 
paid and now come in with a claim of $50,000 as salary. 

If it is true that he was not an officer of the Government, if he was 
not an employé of the Government, then he was appointed in direct 
contradiction to and in the face of the statute which provided for this 
appointment. If he was such officer, then he was receiving a salary 
of $6,000 a year, and I care not whether it was paid by the Govern- 
ment or paid by the Smithsonian Institution. There is a general 
statute which says that no officer employed by the Government shall 
be paid a double salary; and in either case this can not be paid. 

I have no doubt Professor Baird performed the duties attending the 
position which he held with great fidelity; I have no doubt his widow 
is a worthy lady; but I insist if he has no claim, if we do not owe him 
this money, Congress has no right to make an appropriation to give her 
this money. 

Another thing: If this is a donation or gift, why shallit be put upon 
the sundry civil bill, a general appropriation bill? It may be held, and 
the President of the United States may conclude, that Congress has no 
right to donate the public money; he may take that view of it, that his 
oath of office and the Constitution of the United States require him not to 
sign a bill which isa mere gift, as the Senator from Vermontsays this is. 
If that be true, then you propose to put upon a general appropriation 
bill and force him either to approve that which hisconscience does not 
approve, or to veto one of the general appropriation bills of this session 
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,and let 


of Congress. That, it seems to me, ought to be a sufficient objection 
to putting it upon this appropriation bill. If there is a just and valid 
claim either for rent or for salary letit go to the Committee on Claims 
it take its chances with every other claim tha 
this body, and not seek upon this general appropriation bill to give 

0,000 of the money which we have no right to give, which does not 
belong to us, which the Constitution does not authorize us to give. It 
we do not owe the money then it is simply a gift and can be nothing 
more and nothing less. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question recurs upon agreeing 

to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. Is 
the Senate ready for the question ? 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I knew Professor Baird very well 
during his lifetime and respected him very ¢ and I take it that 
no one knew him but did respect him and respe 3 memory; and in 
what I shall say I shall bear in mind the great value of his services and 
his worth as a citizen and as a man. 

This amendment proposes to give his widow $50,000 in consideration 
of services rendered by Professor Baird to the Government. The ques- 
tion is raised whether he was an ofiicer of the Government of the United 
States in his capacity as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. By 
the act of Congress of 1846 for the organization of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, it is provided that a Secretary shall be appointed. It does 
not specify what his compensation shall be, and I understand that his 
compensation has been paid out of the fund arising from the interest 
on the donation given by Mr. Smithson. So, while he was not com- 
pensated out of the public Treasury, he was appointed under an act of 
Congress. I do not know whether that would preclude his right to re- 
ceive an additional salary or not, and it is not material, ia the view I 
take of the question, whether it would or not. 

In Europe, under Great Britain, Germany, and other governments, 
we find large appropriations made for individuals out of the public 
treasury. The amounts paid annually out of the public treasury of 
Great Britain to the royal family go up into millions, because it is the 
policy of that country to maintain royalty and to maintain an aristoc- 
racy. In this country it has not until lately been any part of our 
policy. We aregradually drifting into the policy of creating an aristoc- 

acy supported out of the Treasury, who renderno service and who are 
paid at the expenseof other people. i donot wish to seethis go further 
than it has already gone if it ean be arrested. Ido not think there is 
any hope of arresting it, for the tendency for a good many years past 
has been not only to build up a central republic, but to build up with 
it by class legislation an aristoeracy. Any person watching the opera- 
tions of the Government can not fail to see that this is the drift of the 
Government, to centralism and to an aristocracy, besides general privi- 
leged classes. 

Professor Baird was not a very great sufferer. From 1878 to 1887, a 
period of nine years and three months, he was receiving a salary of 
36,000 a year, aggregating $55,500, that he received during that period 
as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. Previous to 1878 he re- 
ceived a salary of $2,500 a year as assistant secretary. 

If it is thought that his services as Fish Commissioner merit addi- 
tional compensation to that which he received for the services which 
he rendered as Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, I would not 
object to a reasonable appropriation, if it can be lawfully made; but 
when it comes to adding $3,333 extra compensation annually for fifteen 
successive years, making $50,000 more to his compensation, it seems 
to me that it is going too far. Thatis what it would be; $3,333 a year 
for fifteen years in order to get $50,000 after his having received $55,500 
during that same period. Unless the committee sees proper to modify 
and to reduce this amount to a reasonable compensation I shall vote 
against its adoption; and while I do not wish to raise a question of or- 
der upon this amendment unless they do so, I shall raise a question of 
order under Rule XVI, which provides: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the 
bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the 
provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved 
by direction of a standing or select commitiee of the Senate, or proposed in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Departments, 

This amendment does not come under the authority of either of those 
provisions. I take it that being reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations is not a compliance with the meaning and purpose of that 
part of the rule which says: 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropriation 
already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, shall, at 
least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment proposing 
to increase the amount stated in such ainendment shall be received. 


This evidently shows that the rule means that some other committee 
shall recommend it to the Committee on Appropriations; but if that 
view were not sustainable, then under the fourth clause I think the 
amendment would clearly not be allowable, which clause provides that: 


4. No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the 
face of the amendment. 
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in principle. Itis a precedent that will return to ha us for eve 
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Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I take it that it will not be dispu 
that every act of legislation to be justified must be based upon so! 
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public policy. Suppose we examine the proposition ute 
from Tennessee, and the S« ym Texas, and the Senator 1} Ww 
Arkansas in the light of t What proposit 1} f 
what is the public policy whi VOW upon 01 fou 
dation of their action here ? 

It is to discourage all devotion to the } service, yerior merit, 
and disinterestedness. A man may ve the country faithfully, he | o 

1ay be a great public benefactor, as Professor Baird was; he may give | ¢ 
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his services tothe Government 
services are not to be measuré y th 
value to the world and to his country, 
drive a hard bargain with the Governm 


















in his devotion to the public service; that, like Shylock the Jew, h 
must make a contract and take the pound literally, and take it as his 
pay. 
' Mr. President, governments not sed upo Lé itraet- | 
ing for services. ‘They act he power of the law and of command, 
and they compensate according to the service rendered. ‘Ti O 
other correct principle upon which to found our action. 

The public policy of every government must be to encourage ¢ 
virtue, eminentability. And how it? By; vard 
it? By saying that this man’s wil ] in ae 
tution after he devoted his life and gave the service > to the 
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the amount proposed to be given to this man, who devoted himself to | 
what? To enlarging the field of subsistence, the food supply of ma 
kind. He gave his nights and his days, and it is said lost his life at 
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a comparatively early age from the severity and continuousness of his 
labor. 

Because he refused to receive compensation and gave this servic 
voluntarily we are told that the public policy and safe precedent for- 
bid that we should be generous and liberal to those whom he has left 
behind; that is, that we shall say to everybody: Our public policy is 
to discourage and to censure and to punish the man who exhibits 
superior capacity, superior morality, devotion, and disinterestedn« 
in the country’s servir 

Mr. President, there never was and t Ww ‘ vern- 
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time immemorial 
against the Government which could not be rec 


as a kind of court of chancery to consider claims 
ognized, which the Gov- 


ernment does not regard as legal obligations, and Congress will not del- 
egate to any tribunal the power to enforce them, but it has been in 
the habit during all the time it has been constituted to consider claims 


of an equitable character. It seems to me that when a man volun- 
tarily, without compensation, renders services of the great value that 
this man did, to say that he should not be compensated, that it did not 
raise an equitable obligation which © ongress should consider, is to re- 
pudiate all considerations of e& quitable claims in Congress. 

It see ms to me that the services in this case were meritorious accord- 
ing to any idea I can conceive of, and that they were vastly more valu- 
than $50,000. They were rendered through years of diligent 
service by an omine nt man who was not in the habit of driving hard 
bargains, but who was devoted to his country, and who developed a 
great industry. The Governmentand the people have had the advan- 
tage of his services. It appears to me that the Government would be 
very unmindful of its duties and obligations to its citizens if it would 
not reward such services as these. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee a 
question. I ask him where he finds the constitutional power for the 
Government to pay the expenses of burying a dead Senator who dies at 
home in vacation ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know that I can find that at all; I find a 
thousand things done that I regret to see. The records bristle with 
unconstitutional usurpations of power. I regret that it is so. 


1! 
apie 


Mr. BLAIR, Does the Senator think that an assumption of uncon- 
stitutional power? 
Mr. HARRIS. I am not prepared to say that I do or that I do not, 


because I have not looked narrowly to that question; but does the 
Senator from New Hampshiré hold this to be a debt to Professor 
Baird ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know the circumstances of the case. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 suppose not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been present only a few moments during the 
discussion; but from what I know of Professor Baird and his work I 
think we should give $25,000 if there is any want on the part of his 
fi unily, and I would give it in the same way that I think it is essen- 
tial that the Government of the United States shall be empowered to 
do a decent and fair thing, exactly as much soas an individual citizen. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask leave to submit an amendment which I in- 
tend to offer to the pending bill, the amendment providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Canton, Ohio. I move that it be referred, 
without printing, to the » Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isubmit an amendment to the pending bill for the 
erection of a public building at Atchison, Kans., which I move be re- 
ferred, without printing, to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I submit also an amendment to the pending bill 
for the erection of a public building at Staunton, Va., which I move 
be referred, without printing, to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the case is exactly this: A citizen of a 
foreign country made a munificent donation to the people of the United 
States for the advancement of science, and a distinguished man whose 
life had been devoted to natural science was appointed to administer 
that fund, and was paid for it. He gave one man’s full work, in the 
prime of life, when he was at his best in body and intellect. He re- 
ceived from that fund a moderate salary, a salary probably not a tenth 
part of what he could have commanded by giving his scientific attain- 
ments to the service of manufacturing or railroad or other business in- 
terests. He was one of the great men of his day. Being paid for his 
services to science not by a salary but by simply having rendered them, 
that account was made up. But in addition to one man’s work he did 
voluntarily and without compensation in the service of this people the 

full work of two men more. He originated, organized, administered 
the great National Museum, and he rendered in that aservice which as 
business men pay business agents would not have been half compen- 
sated by any salary like that which he was receiving as Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

In addition to that he originated and executed experiments and sci- 
entific work, the result of which by the common consent of all men 
conversant with the subject is to be that it will be much easier not 
only to supply the present generation of Americans with healthful, 
abundant, and che: ap food, but he has shown us how to support and 
feed the hundreds of millions who are to come to this continent from 
all parts of the world and who are to be born here for generations upon 
generations tocome. That wasa gratuity. That was the greatest 
~ nefaction, with very few exceptions if with any exception, which 

God has given it to any human being in our day to render to his kind. 

[ wish I could have the attention of the Senate for a moment. I 

think I have something to say which is worth while for my honorable 
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friends to hear, if they will do me the great favor to listen. I say that 
this man in devising and executing successfully these experiments has 
not only furnished our generation with a ¢ heap and abundant food, but 
has made it possible hereafter, in all probability, unless the judgment 
of scientific men is mistaken, to feed amply and cheaply the hundreds 
upon hundreds of millions who are to people this continent in no re- 
mote future. 

In rendering that benefit to us and tofuture time this man sacrificed 
his life. After a full day’s work in his other office he devoted, with- 
out vacation, without rest, without pause, spring, summer, autumn, 
and winter, the year through, every hour, every minute, every second 
which he could snatch from his sleep. In rendering that service the 
strong, Vv igorous brain and body broke down. P rofessor Baird gave his 
life in rendering this service to mankind in the very prime and glory of 
his great intellect and his great physical frame just as certainly asany 
soldier ever gave his life on the field of battle. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the American people have such 
a constitution of government that there is nobody authorized so far to 
express the gratitude of the American people for that illustrious serv- 
ice as to make a decent provision for the widow that shall not come 
‘rom private charity. If the American Congress can not do this thing 
the result is it can not be done on this continent. If the authority is 
not vested in these Chambers it is not vested anywhere. 

This was not a service to the State of Tennessee or to the State of 
es it was a service to the United States of America; and 

e have the same constitutional right to see that when this man gave 
his life for usin this way without asking terms, without demanding 
compensation, without thinking of pay, that at least there shall be 
some little pittance which shall save his wife and his daughter from 
the almshouse. 

I want to know if on the narrowest construction of the terms it is 
not for the general welfare to have it understood and to have a policy 
adopted that when men do these things they shall be compensated. 
When these things are done in other governments the man is raised to 
the peerage, vast tracts of land and vast funds are provided from the 
public treasury, and the family goes down for a thousand years, it goes 
down until it is extinct, honored and respected and raised above the 
rest of itsfellow-citizens for the single service. Can we not do for the 
widow of Professor Baird a thousandth part as much as England has 
been doing for ten centuries for the race of some Norman robber who 
came over the sea with William the Conqueror? 

It is for the general welfare that when men are sacrificing themselves 
in such services to this country they should at least know that the 
country has a power and a disposition which will not let their widows 
and their children go to the poorhouse. 

We have done it a hundred times. A man in the Treasury a few 
years ago, after doing his duty as a clerk at a salary of $1,200 or $1,500 
a year, devised some salary tables, which he worked on ‘at night, ‘and 
saved to the people who had to pay the vast number of salaries which 
are paid the labor of calculating in each one the fraction of a quarter, 
the fraction of a month, and the income tax, and all the deductions. 
We sent to the Court of Claims by the authority of this body last year 
that case, and the Senate passed for that little paltry year’s service a 
bill within three or four weeks giving to that man $1,200 or $1,500, I 
do not remember exactly how much; the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims knows what compensation was given for that service. 

Is it possible that we have a Constitution which has banished from 
this whole American continent, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and 
from Canada to the Gulf, the power to be exercised anywhere of show- 
ing our gratitude toa national benefactor? Is the one supreme lux- 
ury which is given to the human soui, the luxury of gratitude, denied 
by our Constitution to this great American people? ‘The Senator from 
Tennessee may believe it; I do not. 

Would not the Senator from Tennessee vote for a monument to the 
memory of Professor Baird? Has he not voted for a hundred monu- 
ments to great soldiers and sailors of the war of the Revolution and o! 
the later war? 

Mr. HARRIS. He allowed the Senator from Massachusetts to vote 
for them. 

Mr. HOAR. Who would like to see the monument to Professor 
Baird with the inscription of this splendid and magnificent service, 
paid for by the Congress of the United States, and then have it written 
on its reverse: ‘‘N. Bb. His wife and children died in the poor-house 
because the Senator from Tennessee did not think it constitutional to 
give them $25,000 ?”’ 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I can not allow this item to pass 
without some notice from me. I certainly can not think that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee supposes that there is not lodged in the two Houses 
of Congress the power of disposing of money in the Treasury as the two 
Houses shall regard useful to the public interest. No court, if there 
were courts with strict authority .» keep us within our duties, could 
say that an effort by a nation to recognize and compensate services 0! 
a citizen was ultra vires for the nation that had power to apply money 
to the public welfare. If the public welfare can be consulted in ad- 
vance for what it will gain for public welfare, it can examine for itself 
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after the service has been performed, seeing whether it was not for the | 5 that th was ( tw er the provision 
public welfare, and whether it is not for the public welfare that such the committee ¢ I reta { that | moved 
services should be rewarded. 1. Tam willing now, if it is permitted by the Senat 
It is therefore a figure of speech to say that to a nation a debt is nota mendment which I offered, 1 allow a vote to be taker 
debt because it is one of gratitude, of duty, and of encouragement in | ila nt before any amendment is offered, unless s 
the future as well as reward in the past, and that a debt of a nation is to | Senator shall see proper to offe1 
be measured on a book-account debt and on proof in a piepoudre court I REAGAN I wish the Se t 1 I 
Mr. President, I want to look at the situation relieved from every- 1 t, for I do not want to make the point of and-I i not « 
thing but the most distinct and direct examination of te attitude of | to an appropria = 
the family of Professor Baird to this nation upon what none dispute | Mr. CULLOM I Texas i 1 that 
: about as the facts of the situation. Professor Baird, it seems, notwith- | to make a point of orde I am not prepared t 
: standing great occupations and valuable and brilliant services to science lent of the Senate wou d sustain th point of ‘ 
€ and the world, was so in love with this industry that if he did not | count gestion made by the S« nator f Lexa V s the 
, invent it he raised it from the condition of an amusement to that of | sugg ited him that he would n t I 
the feeding of anation. He would not let it go because he would serve | if a yunt was prop if I came to the « 
. his family, his name, his patriotism, and the welfare of this country. | it was best, all things considered, to move as I did to 
> He knew, we knew, we now know, that if these years of service had | ment reported by the committe As it is probable 1a 
: been relinquished by Professor Baird there was nobody who would | 5 wr will renew it if I should hd ' 
. carry on with the same volume and the same rapidity the development | I sh L le stand and let s I do1 
of this affair ashe did. When he has died, in the strength of his man- | withdraw my amendment 
~ hood, entitled to calculate upon as long alife and as enduring a health | Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there i view of the case wv 
; as any man who ever undertook the trust and services of life, when | ! rht not to be lost ht of by the t the ‘ 
f it is ove r and ends at the zenith, it is discovered that besides these | ipon this question. | 
d double services the compensation received has every dollar of it been | Che connection of Professor Baird w this mat 
6 consumed in the support of himself and his w ife and his daughter. In the statute of 1871. Before there was any such office or a 
a ‘ looking back at the record of the service, it is discovered that it had | imposed upon any one with reference to this matter Profes 
> passed sub silentio, without the observation of this people or of Con- | volunteered his services and came, as the Senator from kh 
. gress, that all this had been done by him without stipulating for pay- | knows, to the Committee on Appropriations of the House and stat 
ment or exacting compensation; and now it is said that when looking | them what his ideas were and what he thought was a possibil 
a at the past we see that though these services might be done by the | stated that if the Committee on Appropriations of the House l 
= strong man in his life and his confidence in its endurance, in the actual | give him $5,000 he would devote his time without cost to the Go 
j situation of his death it has all been done at the expense of his wife | ment in experimenting to such an exte t } te t Pp 
i and his daughter, : | bil ty of acco iplishing sor veth ng of value to the people of this 
a he nation looking at that can notsay, ‘‘ We might have accepted it | try in the line of producing food fish, and $5,000 two years before 
ra from you, we might have endured it without being too careful of our | date of the law, when there was no law regulating it, was app! i 
. own duties toward you;’’ but when we find at the end all that we are | for that purposé 
c asked to do is to do afterward what would have been just to have done When Professor Baird had demonstrated freely to his ow1 
a 5 . the time, how are we to discharge that obligation and upon what tion and everybody else’s wh it he co ild do, he drew the statute, and 
direct proposition or consideration on both sides S.. Read tie simple | might not appeat that he was seeking a place of gain ot t 
clause of the amendment of the committee in the bil! uself, but that it was solely in the interest of the poor peo} f 
’ To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mrs. Mary H. C. Baird, widow | this country, he said, ‘‘I do not ask anything f work; lam wi 
es ¢ of the late Spencer F. Baird, $50,000, in full compensation for the services and | ing to de vote all the time I have left from mv duties at the Smithsor 
he 3 expenses of the said Spencer Pr, Baird during his administration of the of f Bt boon ‘itn lo? oT i Danae . donted 
VS i Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, from February 25, 1871, to the time of his | Institution to the work g Phen the = ” was BQUprce 
& death, in August, 1887, | He created an institution; he created the law governing it 
ce $ Supposing I will not say a munificent but a just employer, finding | der it from $5,000 a year we have imposed upon the « ‘ 
ae ¢ that his salaries had been punctually paid in the lifetime of his em- | that law the disbursement of more than $100,000 a y ) 
a. ‘ ployé, had found in the calculation of opportunities of future provis- single station for hatching fish by him here at the 1 1 
nt ® ion for those dependent on him that he had been cut off, and it had | Institution he has been requir ippropriations from tim 
ich been the habit to give extraordinary value to this employer’s adminis- | and by the duties of an oflice voluntarily taken upon him to est ' 
er, tration in his affairs, could he not without seeming to defraud any | stations all over the country, first, in the Lakes, then on the 
ns. rightful claims upon him say, ‘‘ I will now reckon up what is proper down on the sho1 of Massachusetts and Maine, and d 1 on 
ear = to be paid, not as a gift, not as a gratuity, not as a bounty, but in my | the Southern waters. Everywhere where it was possible to: et 
ea 4 own calculation of what I will have measured as a just satisfaction of | experiment useful and demonstrate its possibility, the s¢ t i 
I « these long enumerated and uncompensated services ? ’’ Professor Baird were required in the discharge of duties that he 
_ : It is thus, then, Mr. President, that we are absolutely free from any | © ld possibly have contemplated when he tendered his s 
pretension that we have not the power under the Constitution of esti- | Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me? I 
onl a mating services to the public welfare and fixing their compensation. believe the Senator from Massachusetts has been in one or the oth 
vd 4 I must think, then, there is nothing left for us but to say. ‘‘As this | the Houses of Congress for the last eighteen or t ty years If t 
we R was not done in advance and has passed long without recognition as | Senator from Massachusetts regarded this servi ; meriting a 
ux ‘< needing compensation, it should be done now.”’ It istoo late, they say, | degree of compensation than was being allowed and paid to t 
‘ied for us, because there is no such relation of stipulation and obligation | distinguished and able official or person, whichever he ma 
fom as to permit us to measure and compensate as we now see to be just. why did not the Senator see that he was paid to the extent t 
; Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not believe there is any Senator | Services merited? 
the on this floor who appreciates more highly the ve ry distinguished work | Mr. DAWES. That is not an inquiry, it seems to 1 beco 
nu of Professor Baird than Ido. It so happened, by the favor of the Pre- | Senator from Tennessee to make of me. I am showing what | 
do! siding Officer of the Senate, that I was thrown with him in connection | or Baird voluntarily took upon himself, and what ws ; 
with the administration of the affairs of the Smithsonian Institute, and and beyond any possibility of a conception on his part, put uy 
vou thereby came to know more of his life and services than perhaps I should | and that without murmur or complaint or reference to the f 
have been able to learn otherwise. am ready to admit that when we | the statute required it should be done for nothing, he wv 
Ssor come to attempt to make an estimate of what Professor Baird’s serv- | the new burdens we imposed upou him until the end, ss 
Ice, ices to the world and to this country especially have been we can not | after it had grown up into an institution that no man 
tten do so in dollars and cents. cured to discharge the duties of for any such sum as we found 
use ‘ When I offered the amendment a few minutes ago to reduce the ap- | essary after died to affix to an office created to do just what he had 
1 to fi propriation from $50,000 to $25,000 I did it feeling that we should been doing voluntarily, without requirement from anybody 
f probably fail todo anything toward recognizing that great service, and ing. When he died the President found it i le to pr 
— é tor Mrs. Baird and the daughter, unless a smaller amount should be | Man under the description here from among the civil officers of t 
pen- : agreed upon than that which was proposed to be inserted in the bill by Government to discharge these duties, He tried the riment ¢ 
_— the Committee on Appropriations. Hence it was that I offered the | distinguished officer of the Treasury Department, ‘ 
two 44 amendment. I am ready to say now that so far as Iam personally con- | He tried others, and they would not undertake the work t 
were cerned I shall have no hesitation in voting for $50,000. ; found necessary to seek an employé of the Smithsonian Inst , 
uld ; I believe that we have the power, in the first place, to do whatever | discharge these duties until an act could be passed Congr g 
§ ol in the judgment of the Congress of the United States is right to be | an office th a salary of $5,000 a year to do that which P al 
ney done in the way of voting money to the widow and family of the late | Baird had done for nothing. 
ad- Professor Baird. I have no compunctions or doubts in my mind upon | Now, because of the suggestion that it is quite within our province 
tselt that question. But I am desirous that some appropriation shall be re- | and our duty to compensate for the services of t office, is raised this 


tained in the bill for the family of Professor Baird. It was with the | queer constitutional question. As has been so forcibly said my 
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and the sator from New York, we have been doing i 
occurs to me that we at one time took out of the Treasury a 

it to Professor Morton for the value, not only to 
a discovery which he had made. 
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Every day ina er way it is done. I believe in the legislativ« 
executive 1 jud | appropriation bill just passed there was a small 
appropriation which involved all thi A cl rk in the Interior Depart 
ment, a valuabl ‘there, was se t by the Interior Department upon 
responsible duties in tlfe far West, and there was no law by which he 
could draw anyt buth ieager salary in the Interior Departmen 

Without a 1 i from anybody there was put into the legislative ap- 
propriation ll wi ttee thought was a proper and a fair 
additional compe mm to him for the increased duties and burdens } 
imposed upon him. He had to disburse about $15,000. Professor | 
Ba l ha to disbul nd be e pers¢ nally res} onsible for $100,0 0 
year after year fo ly yé Yet we can not find it in our power 
or in our disposition, one or the other, to recognize the value of serv 
ices imposed upon a willing and enthusiastic servant of the people by 
the Congress of the United States, and we are unwilling to make fair 
and lecent comper ion to his representative ' 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer two amendments to the pending bill and 
move that they be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Ground 


The motion agi > 
(MAN. Mr. President, I 


Mr. GO yuld very much prefer that no 
case of this kind should come up for consideration, and except for the 
extraordinary circumstances surrounding it I would not be in favor of 


making an appropriation of this character. But unfortunately, and I 
think it is unfortunate, the parsimony of Congress in providing prope: 

sation for the valuable officers of this Gevernment is almost : 
been asession I think since I have had the eter 
of a seat upon this floor whe n some case has not been presented where 
uch injustice has been do > the individual that provision was made 
for extra compensation fo i of the Government. 

‘ought to my — where 
juities were so strong as in tl se. As has been well said by 
other Senators, the services of Professor Baird excelled ‘home of any 
other man in this generation. Not only did he perform the extra du- 
ties, as stated by the Senators from Massachusetts and New York, but 
I have the very best reason for believing that his own private prop- 
erty, the use of his own dwelling, was freely given to the Government 
in order that the great work he had in hand might go on. 
is very bill, and in every appropriation bill, I think, since I 
ember of the Senate, you have made provision for your 
rmed not halt the duty, tomy best belief, and I 
f the careful consideration which the 
A ppropr ations gives to every item of 


compel 
crime. ‘There has not 


There is no case tl t ha evel 
+7 





} | 





officers who have pet 
say this with a full knowled 

chairman of the Committee on 
this characte If there is any criticism on him and the members of 
the committee it is that they are too close, too parsimonious. In the 
very bill under consideration we have appropriated several thousand 
our own body, men who have performed extraor- 
dinary duties and who are entitled to compensation. We — 
two or three of the most efficient clerks that we have in this body t 

give their time out of office hours to make an index and comp vile the 
records of the executive sessions from 1829 to the end of the Fortieth 
Congress, and it would have been cruel not to have compensated them 
for that work. Others who have compiled indices and papers for the 
Senate have been paid forit. Their compensation has not been so great 
in the aggregate as the amount proposed to be given in this case, but 
2 has been equally as great, and indeed greater, when you compare the 

rvice that was rendered. 

Therefore, Mr. President, in the committee and here I take great 
pleasure in saying that in my best judgment this is a proper appropria- 
tion to be made, and I shall vote for it with great pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, 
committee very cheerfully. I did so, pet 


dollars for officers of 





haps, because I was as famil- 


| Ing exactly 


| Comm 


} are now 


| sought to induce gentlemen to visit them and take interest 
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W hil 1en in both Houses were doubting whether it 
‘ ld be ssor Baird was entirely confid lent that it would 
nd he went on developing by his experiments that it would be 
} ing it by results year by year, until it bec issured 
In the mean time I know, as the Senator from Massachusetts knows, 
[ visited his house time and again when we were working togethe1 
in the House Representatives, that Professor Baird living ina 
plain house on New York Avenue, plenty big enough for ] is 
family, for it was as! one and an unpretentious on od 
the clerks of t Fish Commission, our employés for whom 
iM 1d to ] rovide, to his own house, furnished them with 8 
for nothing, and when the work increased so that it could 
there, using, as his statement 1 that of Senator E NDS shows, in 
large part the money hi be ed to his wife, rited from her 
father, he built a house on Massachu Avenu used the base- 





or 0 Mp. to do our 
furnishi y Tuc l, lig and eve 
iton. Afterwards, at | an ¢ xpense of thousands 
need to expend on hi 
added to his ‘ use for 7 purpose 
on th ».k of the Fish Com- 
he actually spent for the Government, if only 


allowed, more than 


of that building f 


ing no rent, but 


ment and other roc 
work, 
thing needed to c: 
of dol] rs, which he had no sort of 
; family, he 
of better and more effectually carrying 





not only cl 








wh account 





. } ‘ a 
or for the comiort of his 





mission. In short, 
moderate rent and actual costs, without interest, is 
half the amount now proposed to be restored to his family in this 


bill. 


I need not tell Senators what Prof or i rd did Tr) y know i 
The country knows it. I remember his coming to the Appropriation 
Committee-room one day after he had proved how most ef the different 
varieties of fish could be hatched and where th y could be most ad 


vantageously distributed, with a new discovery of which he wa ¥ 
proud—one of the best of our food fishes they had never before been able 
to produce by artificial means. ItwastheC hesapeake or North Carolina 
Many experiments had been failures because of not know- 
how to rock its cradle. He had finally had it worked out 
and brought in a glass case, which he carried with great care, to the 

Appropriations a lot of young rock which he was de- 
veloping. The development of that fish alone artificially wa 
millions to this country. So it was with other varieties—wi 
white fish of the lakes and the salmon, the trout and the carp, 
circulated all over the comntry. All that work was develope: 
under him. He carried on experiments along the New England coas 
for years to increase the supply of cod-fish. When he had establish 
the commission on that coast and men went to visit the works and he 


rock bass. 





ittee on 











em tha war 
in tne V rx 


} 


a ntertained them all at his own expense when they wentthere. The 


| Government never paid a dollar of the expenses of anybody who went 


I agreed to this appropriation in the | 


iar with the great work performed by Professor Baird from the begin- | 


ning as most men. When Congress first began to investigate the qu« 


tions as to the cause of the decrease of food-fishes in this country it was | 


an experiment; a small appropriation was made, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWES | very well said, to see what could be done. 

Professor Baird was an ¢ mployé of the Smithsonian Institution, draw- 
ing from it the only salary he received, it bei ing asc ientific institution, 
established by Mr. Smithson for the purpose of diffusing knowledge 
among men. We kne w that Professor Baird was the best man to do 
the work, and he was willing to help us develop it and see what could 
be done in that direction, and he did it cheerfully. 

Two years afterwards Congress passed a law largely extending his 
duties, labors, and responsibilities. The experiment was progressing 
satisfactorily ; nobody could do the work but Professor Baird. Congress 
was anxiously looking to see the development, often without making the 
proper appropriations tocarryiton. In fact,it grew up as many things 


have dune, as the Signal Service grew up, and as very many of the 
great institutions her cae grown into great importance from small 
beginnings, from experi! to established facts, so the Fish Commis 
sion kept on progressi 
the country. 


sta 
\ 





n 
’ 


ng until it became one of the great institutions of | 


to “the works under his charge in order to get information. 
Mr. President, I repeat that he spent in the rent of his house 
a fair rental, in furnishing rooms to our clerks, in fuel, in lights, in en- 





tertaining men to educate them in the great public work he w as d ing 
and t: iking the m to the different establishments of the Fish Comn mi, 
| all of which he paid himself, more than the $50,000 which it is now 


proposed shall be given to his widow and daughter. 
Mr. DAWES. I wish the Senator from Kentucky would tell th 
enate what Professor Baird said on the very clause in the bill that 
his services should be without compensation. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Mas 

las I do. 
Mr. DAWES. I presume the Senator remembers that when the bill 
was drawn, after the two years’ experiments, and there were persons 
the House of Representatives opposing it and saying that it was a job, 
he said that in order to have it clear before the world that he would 
promote no job, we might put into the bill that he should not have 
any compensation. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; I remember that well. 

Mr. DAWES. He was prompted to do that in order 
world understand that he was promoting no job. 

Mr. BECK. I meant to say in addition, that when Congress did 
not have faith enough in the work of the commission even to furnis! 
room for our own clerks to wor in, he took them to his own 
and provided means for them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Kentu Ky vit 
the light of the information which has been giver 
I see manifested on the part of the Senate to sup port the origin i! 
ment reported by the Commit tee on Appropriations, I desire to with 
draw the amendment I offered. 

Mr. BECK. Iamvery glad ofit. The sum ought to be $59,000 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of the Senator fr 
Illinois to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriationsis wi 
drawn. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer 
mittee on Appropriations, ic 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 

tled to the floor. Does he vield to the Senator from Texas 

Mr. BECK. Certainiy; I have no object or purpose except to t 
what I know and give my reasons for voting I propose to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 





a 4 1 . } oa4 } ta 
sachusetts Knows about that as 


} 








have 





ld to me? ih 


a substitute for the amendment of the ¢ 


I ask to have read 











and the disposition 


The Senator from Kentucky is en- 
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Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not believe that the estate of | 

fessor Baird has any claim that it d rO into court co ct . 

law, but I believe that we mora und « tably owe every cd d 

this money to Professor Baird and his fam ust as m iny debt a | 

that we owe for labor honestly done and ‘ r ee 
$ employé¢s r servi rly furnished : tas ju n ¢ t 
gation as was ever ] of the Treasu ; ; 
: I do not care about stating what we have do n many otl 

gards, what we have given to generals and their widows and their : ' 

tamilies, for I do not desire to make any contrasts of that sort; but I ; . 7 , 

repeat that. while I do not believe the estate wuld collect it in t | OO ¢ ; 4 


Court of Claims, it is an honest debt, and I shali vote for it cheerft 
and I believe my people will cheerfully consent to be taxed to pay it npc : J 
because I insist that we owe this debt morally and equitably, if not af. DESKS} ; 


























legally, as much so as any debt ever due by the Government ¥ 
very fact that we are not forced to pay it adds, I think, to the reputa : wen 
tion of the United States for doing justice when the facts are laid } ! 
fore Congress. I 
J remember the pride we all tor 1 the great expositions that w 
. ' r . - 2 . N 
held abroad, when Prof r Baird arranged all our exhibits to be sent 
making a contrast between the progress made by our people and tl ul t 
. i . i . * r 
1 rf } . 4 ‘ . ‘ ; Y . 
people of other nations. Even the fishermen of Sweden and Norw 4 
who were thought to be ahead of all the world, it t 
3 . ; : : oO 
development we had made in that direction. 
I ° _— : ; 
me a letter, which I filed with the committee, __ 4 
I dare not attempt to estimate the practical value of the work of the co ; ; 
sion to the country, but can not doubt that ita its to very mar - — 
dollars. I presume you are familiar with Mr. ’s ** Reviev IK 
been accomplished by the Fish Commission in and the invest Ay 
gation of American fisheries ;*’ but I venture t swith a copy of this | , 
pamphlet, and to direct your sy ittention 4, in which ar . ; 
quoted numerous commendations of the Fish ¢ ym the principa Al 
authorities of Great Britain, Norway, H« 1, ¢ im, France,and | Ka 
other European nations. Professor Huxley, ir s at the London Fish- ry , ‘ 
eries Exhibition, said that he did not think nation at the present 
time had comprehended the question of dealing with fish in so thor zh,excel i z i 
lent, and scientific a spirit as that he T ed States M I ) 





Until Professor Baird took hold 
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aised the point that this is not a donation, but that it is a private 
claim against the Government of the United States. The Senator 
from Kentucky is a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 
That committee have made a report, and they have adopted as thei: 
report the statement made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 

] aracter of this claim, and I wish to read to the 


MUNDS] as to the chi 
Senate the opinion of the Senator from Vermont, which the committee 
J 


of which the S from Kentucky isa member have adopted and 
made to the 


In response to the question by the chairman of the committee, ‘‘ You 


want to have whatever we do put on this bill,’?’ Mr. EpMuUNDs said: 
ve that exactly what I want, and it is perfectly suitable and proper, if it 
is right tod tat ! t ota private claim, b isa miscellaneous 


donation that under t i tances it is proper for Congress to make, if you 


think so 
Now, Mr. President, if this is a claim for house rent, and if it is a 
iich can be enforced against the Governmeut of the 
United States, the Senator from Kentucky well knows that it has no 
place upon this general appropriation bill. The rule read by the Sen- 
ator from Texas [| Mr. REAGAN] absolutely prohibits the attaching of 
ypropriation bill. No claim that this 
vart of the Government, or that it was 


claim for salary w 


| 
any private claim to a general ay 
was a legal obligation upon the 
a debt, was ever made until it came here to-day, and now, when the 
committee find that it can not be sustained as a donation, they shift 


the premises and say that it is a private claim for services rendered 


and house rent furnished f we owe to Professor Baird anything for 

house rent, then I agree with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Har- | 
RIS] that we should pay it, and I will cheerfully vote for it; but, Mr. | 
President, when it comes to say that the Congress of the United States, 
as was said by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], can take from 
the Treasury of the United States $50,000, or any other sum of money, 
and donate it to any person whom a majority of members may think 
most worthy, then I say that is a proposition to which I can not and | 
will not yield my consent. 

This is money collected from the people by taxation; it is collected | 
and, however pleasant it may be to donate money 
to individuals, I conceive that we have no right to donate other peo- 
ple’s money, however sympathetic and generous we may feel. If, how- | 
ever, it is a claim, let it come in the regular way; let it be proved how | 
much the house rent was, and I shall be ready to vote for it, as I will 
vote for the payment of any other debt that the Government owes. 

But the Senator from Kentucky appeals to our sympathies by saying 
that this lady’s income is only $1,200 or $1,500 a year, and, therefore, 
the Government of the United States should add to it, although it was 
expressly provided in the law under which Professor Baird served that 
he should not receive any additional compensation to the $6,000 he re- 
ceived as secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. There are widows 
all over this land of ours whose income is not more than $125 a year, 
widows of men, too, who rendered service to the Government and of- 
fered all they had and gave their lives to the country, who are receiv- 
ing certainly not more than $250 a year. 

If we are going into the private donation business, if we are going 
to take the people’s money and give it to whomsoever we please, if that | 
be true, it simply comes down to a question as to what persons can se- | 
cure the good will of the greatest number of Senators and members of | 
Congress, in order to take not only the money now in the Treasury of | 


ior public purpose 





the United States, but all that can be placed there under any system 
of taxation that can be devised. 

The Senator from Vermont has said that it was a donation, nota 
private claim; and if it be not adonation it has no place upon this bill. 
i for one will not vote for the $50,000, nor will I vote for the $25,000 | 
in the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. If we havea 
right to donate one dollar, then the right is unlimited, and we will soon 
find that the demands will be such that our generosity will only be 
limited by the capacity of the people to pay taxes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, I desire to say a few words in ref- 
erence to the amendment which I have presented; but before Ido that 
I wish to state that in the remarks I made at the opening of this dis- 
cussion | referred to the question as to whether we could pay this 
money to Professor Baird’s widow on account of his having been an 
officer of the Government and having received compensation for another 
service, 

I have thought more of that. While he was appointed secretary of 
the Smithsonian Institution under authority of an act of Congress, he 
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States Fish Commi 


sioner from 187] to 


| obtain, and I expressed the other day the hope- 





received his compensation from the fand donated by Mr. Smithson for 
that Institution, and I take it that it would be held to be in the nature 
of any other corporation that might be created under an act of Congress 
and the employésof which were paid by the corporation and not by the 
Government, and would not on that account give rise to the question 
as to whether he could be compensated for his services as Fish Commis- 
sioner in view of the fact that he had received this compensation as 
secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. So I dismiss that branch ot 
the subject. 

As stated by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], the Senator 
from Vermont [| Mr. EpMuNDs] before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions suggested that this wasin thenature of a miscellaneous donation, 
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and that idea seems to have been assented to, perhaps without a very 
full consideration of the subject, by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
have a right to appropriate money as a donation. The Senator from 
Arkansas will see clearly thedistinction between the amendment which 
I have presented and the clause reported by the 
Secretary read the amendment which I have presented. 


If itis a donation simply, I do not see how we 


committee. Let the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 


Secretary will report the amendment. 


The Cuter CLERK. 
proposed to insert: 

For the rent of the house of the late Spencer F, Baird for the use of the United 
es as United States Fish Commis 


In lieu of the proposed amendment it is now 


ssion, and for his servi 
18586, $25 . 

Mr. REAGAN. That places the compensation on the ground that 

it had been earned. It has been stated by all those who are familiar 

with the transactions of Professor Baird that he furnished rooms in his 


' house and enlarged his house for the purpose of furnishing rooms for 


the use of the Fish Commission, for which he was never compensated 
by the Government, and he also rendered very important services ag 
Fish Commissioner for which he was not compensated. 

I have no objection, as I stated in the outset, to a proper and rea- 
sonable compensation for the services and the use of the property of 
Professor Baird. I do object to the $50,000 which it is proposed to 
give; and when I do that I call attention to the fact which I presented 
before, that during the last nine years and three months of his service 
as Fish Commissioner he received $55,500 as his compensation as sec- 
retary of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Now, then, receiving this large amount, though it did not come from 
the Government, he was acting under the authority of an act of Con- 


| gress, and at least it shows that he was not uncer the necessity of being 


entirely compensated and it shows how he could consent to perform 


| the important services he performed for the Government without com- 


pensation. 

We manage here whenever a claim of somebody is presented to work 
up a great deal of sympathy and to value that sympathy by the amount 
we can appropriate out of the Federal Treasury. Has it occurred to 
Senators that $50,000 would give $100 apiece to tive hundred poor fami- 
lies and make them feel happy? Is there no sympathy for those five 


| hundred poor families that work from the rising to the setting of the 


sun, toiling to make a living? Have we forgotten here the millions of 
dollars we are collecting as taxes for the purpose of furnishing the 
funds we appropriate for the use of the Government and for the use of 
private persons, to a large extent? 

I know, sir, and I am sorry to know it, that he who speaks as I now 
speak is, if not regarded as a crank, regarded asa very impracticable man 
in the Senate of the United States; but I can not help it. My way of 
looking at it is that I do not represent those who seek to plunder the 
Treasury of the United States, but I represent those who pay the taxes 
which support the Government and which ought to be employed in 
the legitimate support of the Government and the fulfilling of the 
obligations of the Government; and I desire to balance my sympathies 


| between the claimants and the people who toil for the money that they 





Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. What proportion of the people of Texas do not have 
$1,200 per annum income from property, leaving out their own indi- 


| vidual’ exertions ? 


Mr. REAGAN. Idonot suppose there is one in a hundred who has 
an income of $1,200. I doubt if there is one in a thousand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Independent of their own indiviaual exertions? 

Mr. REAGAN. Independently of their own exertions, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the question which the Senator from Mississippi asks causes me 
to look back to the people whom I in part represent upon this floor, 
and the condition of the people of other States represented upon this 
floor where there are thousands and tens of thousands of toilers that 
can not make enough by hard labor under the existing condition ot 
things to support their families in decency, and to call attention to the 
fact that the farmers of this country, once an independent and a happy 
class, are year by year becoming impoverished, year by year encumb- 
ering their little farms by mortgages, year by year unable to meet their 
liabilities, and it will not be long, under the existing condition of 


| things, till their homes will be swept from under them, and they will 


become beggars or tramps. 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. REAGAN. I will. 
Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator in this description of the farmers 
mean to be understood as stating that it is the condition of the farming 


population of Texas? z 2 é 
Mr. REAGAN. I mean to say that that is the condition of the farm- 


Mr. BLAIR. Of course, then, in Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I mean to say that by class legislation and by the 
transfer of the wealth of this country by law from the many to the 
few farming has become a degraded occupation, and that the young 


; 
ing population throughout the United States. 
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men of this country w no longer pursue the 











if they can get into the hum employm t ( 1 
involve agricultural labor. 7 is what I t to ! 
Senator will go among the people in the farmil el é 
day of his life verify the truth of what Iam s: Ss I I ut 1 ’ ted 
and it is a class once happy, once loving and r n- \ 
ment, but who are now discontented and mu t I t 
ganizations such as grangers’ alliances, union 3 VAI I t Ta 3 
of Labor, making up organizations to protect e t Se I 
aggressions of the money power and those who are pressing class legis- | t money from the masses 
lation. That is the kind of people to whom I am ref y 
The policy of Congress ought not to be to add to th ( t t 
people, but it ought to be to pursue a course whi it pres ‘ 





feel that they have the protection of the Government in common with ( no man who has lived in this l 








all others, and that noothers are being given advantages by law of whi | Baird for the } or the | 

they are depri d. They ought to be allowed to learn that this Go ‘ rge portion of the | ted St lata te } 
ernment is not to be run in the interest of millionaires, in the inte t | station now you will find a f fish that 

of aggregated capital, either individual or corporate, in the interest of | tion, that has been cultivated | r 
those who are piling up their hundreds of millions while discontent | Pro Baird Aw Oregot tS 

pervades the whole working masses of this country, ¥ want and | « uve ind 
wretchedness are spreading their dark wings over the toiling people of | « the poor people, who a ther 3 of this das 


this country. We may hide it from ourselves, but we can not hide it | a ther uve 1 it ught e to their doors Phere s 
from them. We may think men are ignorant and that they do not | more food placed wit the reach of the poor t man’s exertion 





g 
know what we are doing, but if we think so we are mistaken They | t those of any other man He has distributed wealth and l 
know what Congress is doing; they know the acts of extravagance we | among the masses, aad, by the statement the Senator from K 

are guilty of; they know whether we act so as to promote the general | and other Senators who are ! ir with what he did, w 

welfare or whether we act so as to promote the interests of particula ng to his lily a reasonable « sat : co i 
individuals at the expense of the great mass of the p« yple r t rreat service he re 1 there or I 





Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? had 1 brought home to him who will complain the comp tion 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. that is en to Professor Baird for t eat l 





Mr. GEORGE. The modern way of promoting the general welfare [ do not think the speech of the Sen f 17 I t 
I believe, is to take the money from the people at large and give it to | cast He may get sundry cases to w 1 it doe pply, but ! 
a few. ipply here Chis is the case of a man who has fed the poor du + 
Mr. REAGAN. That is the effect of the policy which has prevailed | lifetime, and has provided means for feeding them d g t wes, 
for a great many years past. bringing a kind of food that is cheap to their do T e is | 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? a stream of any importance in An 1 that is t now st ed with 





Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. fish, and you find it on the tables of the poor and the rich every whe 
Mr. BLAIR. When a little while ago it was proposed to take $79,- | He has provided a great industry, mor portant than any 
000,000 and spread it among the poor people of this country and the | has done in the United States, and 
children of this country was that an effort to take the money of the | timony here. I repeat, he gave up his own house to it, gave up « 








many and give it to a few? thing and y poor 
Mr. REAGAN. ‘“‘Still harping on my daughter.”’ I thin! sympathize with them, and will be w ig to 
Mr. BLAIR. And will the Senator bear in mind his own speeches | reward an do a tenth part of t The masses 0 


about the enormous wealth and growing prosnerity of the people of | people I say would vote ten times this amount to any man who 

Texas which he made upon the education bill ? confer a te ) t 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I made no statements about the | do wv h what is being done here I want them towatch t I 

snormous wealth of the people of Texas. The idea of making the | want the people to know that Congress has been just in 

people mendicanis is the thing that I am resisting. The ideathatthe | and has appreciated the great blessing that has been cont i 

whole American people shall be made beggars from the Federal Treas- | them by the efforts and the genius of t! 

ury, debased and deprived of their manhood and patriotism, is a thing Mr. CALI do not propose to detain the Senat it lam? n 

that Lam resisting. That educational bill simply made States come | tent to give my vote on this a nent t 

hat in hand to a school commissioner to make reports and to ask privi- | ments 


efit on them And Lam glad that 








leges. It took away from the States and from the people the feeling | Shes ti om A 3 Mr. | t ) 

of manhood and of independence by which they propose to educate | Florida had stated t! e had the | 

their own children. But I do not propose to go into the educational | amount that we pleased I did make that re rk to the Senator f 

bill. lennessee HARRIS Ldid 1 { ) t t t 
Mr. BLAIR. I was going to suggest to the Senator that I would | fully exer he power to 1 r ‘ 


turn him over to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] so far as | sound public policy to sustain 

that part of it is concerned. lapprehend there is not a Senator on this vho do t 
Mr. REAGAN. We will settle that in our own way. I think per- | knowledge that Congress has the power. Whether it is right! 

haps the Senator from New Hampshire will learn something b-fore that | cised or not is another question. but who is to pr it ? 

bill comes up again Houses of Congress make the appropriation the mon 
Mr. BLAIR. I hope the people of Texas will, and there may be | Is not that power,I ask the Senator from A nsas, whet 

somebody here to advocate it. uly exercised or not, if the Constitution of the Unit 





Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in submitting the amendment which | referi t to the sovereign of § ' ) 3 
I presented I had twoobjects; one was toreduce the amountof thisap- | Stat und the people’s Repr é t fo e ¢ t 
propriation, aud the other to place it upon a basis upon which we can | every recurring Congress, to d i t 
justify our action; that is, as compensation for rent and service It | tl rreasury sl riated? Tot ré 
that is not done—of course I can not speak or think for other Senators vith Pi lent, is committed the power and duty of 





I do not see where the authority is to come from to make a “‘ miscel or not an appropriation of money is within t mitat 
laneous donation;’’ that is what it was called before the committe the ( 

and what I understand it is called by the committee here in the Sen- Now, I that this Gover t can make n p 

ate—a ‘‘ miscellaneous donation.’’ which t a gilt or grant t does not operate outrac Who 


I agree with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that we have | ever heard of the Government saying you sha r shall not do 
no power to make miscellaneous donations of $50,000 nor of 50 cents unles ee to it W look at your ¢ tution here. Cor 
We have the right, I think, to compensate for services where we be- | gress shall have power to do this, Congress s} ive power to do tl 
lieve those services have been rendered and have been valuable. I | other t t. What power! Power is mandato 
agree with Senators that Professor Baird in his lifetime and his family | commands, and en Congress says Be it enacted that so 
since his death could not be paid in dollars and cents for the services | money paid as the salary of ‘an office,’’ it does not 


he rendered his country. be paid if tl ibent agre t shall be don 
While I believe that, I do not wish to excite popular indignation by It does not say that certain pul funct rr duties sha ) r- | 








giving an unreasonable amount in view of the fact that in the last nine | formedifsome pa ular person shall contract or agree to perform them, 

years and three months of his service he was the recipient of $55,500. | and that the Government then agrees to pay him ich; but it de- | 
This $50,000 which we propose in our sympathy to give to this partic- | clares that the duties or function shall be performed, and tl t certain 

ular lady, as worthy of it as any other lady no doubt, would make | sum of money shall be paid. It punishes the f e to obey th ym- 

happy five hundred families of poor people if it could be given to them | mand, and requires in all cases obedience, and not consent 


in hundred dollar sums; and I have thought always, if this Govern-| It says if you accept of this office we command that you perform 
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these duties attached to it; we « mand that a certain designated offi 
cer shall pay this mot Chere is no place for contracts in the oper- 
ations of government, and it » recognized everywhere. It is soy- 
ereign } er, not « nt, not agreement, but the exercise of attributes 
thé ator from inessee says if we owe a debt we must pay 
it Che Go ment ov no debts in the sense in which he uses the 
Ww tha rising f L ¢ ract, from agreement. Bondsare simplk 
declarations that the Government of the United States will pay so and 
so; and the fact that all appropriations of money must be made by o1 
subject to the consent of each succeeding Congress every two years | 


4 


tract and makes the continuance 








forbids the idea or obligation of a con 
a re-enactment of an appropriation dependent on the public faith and 
the sound policy of intaining it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it not a contract? 

Mr. CALL. No; not a contract in the sense that it arises from con- 
sent and agreement. A debt isan obligation. It may be by cont: 
it may be by virtue of some other consideration ex debilo justitia 


the obligation of justice, the result of law; but it is not a mere n 
of agreement between two persons, and does not derive its obligatior 
from an agreement between the Government and a person, but from 


’ 
‘tan 
LALLET 
; 
} 


the higher idea that the public faith is by law pledged or commended 
to be used for some public purpose. 

‘The Government owes what? The Government owes protection and 
the proper exercise of the powers conferred uponit. It owes the cre- 


ation of a sound policy in the exercise of those attributes of power 
which, by the Constitution, are vested in it. The Government is the 
people, all the people, not a part, requiring with power, not consent, 
policies, public policies, affecting the whole people and generations 
of people, to be declared and carried into effect, and each specific act 
required to be done or forbidden to be done must be in the line of 
and a part of some public policy. 


Now, the Senator from ‘Texas [Mr. REAGAN] undertakes to repre- 
sent the people, and he does not allow any other Senator who does not 
agree with him to do so. He asks why not give this money, $100 


apiece, to so many people? Why does not the Senator from Texas 
give his salary, so much money, $100 apiece, to the people to do this 
charity? He will say because the Government commands it to be 
paid to him, and for what? Forservices rendered. Suppose Professor 
Baird has rendered greater service than he or I, or any other Senator; 
suppose he has rendered to these poor people in this whole country, to 
each one of the poor people for generations, services a thousand times 


greater than the Senator or I, or all other Senators or Members of 


Congress, and he rises here to say, ‘‘I will take the $5,000, I will not 
give it to the people, but I will not compensate the man who rendered 
the far greater service.’ 

I am the friend of the poor, Irepresent them; I represent the op- 
pressed, the iarmer; but I will keep my $5,000; I will vote this to myself, 
but I will not vote anything to the man who has fed all these starving 
millions. ‘This is no debt of the people, because he did not make a con- 
tract with the people to do it. He has doneaservice which I have not 
done, but I have a right to the money, service or no service, because it 
is a contract. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam tempted to ask the Senator from Florida, if he 
will allow me—and yet I know how he will answer before I ask the 
question, for he utterly repudiates the idea of contract between the 
Government and employés, in which I totally disagree with him—but 
[ want to ask him this question: Does he hold that he as a Senator, 
that a majority of the Senate and a majority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives can levy, collect, and appropriate the money to any chari- 
table object that they may think charitable and deserving as a donatign ? 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator to answer me this question—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I would rather you would answer my question and 
then I will answer any question you please to propound to me. 

Mr. CALL. But if the Senator will answer my question he will re- 
fute his own statement and answer his own question himself. I ask 
him if it is true or untrue thatan act passed by a majority of this body 
and by a majority of the other House of Congress and signed by the 


President appropriating money to any object whatever is the law of 


this land or is it not, and are or are not all persons and powers required 
to obey it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Whether the act be within the limits of constitu- 
tional delegated power or not, 1 suppose it would get the money out of 
the Treasury, and I suppose if a thief were to break into the Treasury 
and get the money out he would have the money all the same. But I 
ask the Senator from Florida a question that involves his construction 
of the constitutional powers of Congress and not what may have been 
done or what possibly may be done in the future. 

Mr. CALL. ‘The rightful exercise of power and power itself are dif- 
ferent things. Every use of money by Government is a grant, and the 
Senator’s statement is no answer to the argument. The use of public 
money may or may not be a charity. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator dodges the question I asked. 

Mr.CALL. TheSenatorfrom Tennessee dodges the conclusion, but I 
do not. When the Senator from Tennessee says that an act of Congress 
passed by a majority of each of the two Houses and approved by the 
President is the same as a thief breaking into the Treasury and taking 
the money out, then there is no argument about it, 
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sentatives, appointed by the Consti- 


» people’s repre 


tu to decide what is a proper use of the public money, decide and 
per 1 the constitutional duty assigned to them, and not to the Sen- 

from Tennessee, and ays this if it does not agree with his 
opinion is being a thief. 


i 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, right here I want to put on record 





an extract from an old-fashioned and now almost forgotten paper. It 
is the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution of the United 
States: 

Prine Congress shall have power to lay and « ct taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 


fare of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. 
tain his argument do not 
States ’’ to have any meaning. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a matter of argument, and it has been 
argued a hundred times; but every time Congress exercises this power, 
if it does not suit a Senator’s fancy, like t ator from Tennessee or 
the Senator from Texas, this same question is raised. I remember some 
years ago the Senator from Tennessee thought that charity and the gen- 


1d all others who main- 
‘Congress of the United 


The Senator from 


} , 
allow 


essee a 


1 ; 
the wor 


he Se 





| | eral welfare required an ice-ship to be built to freeze out the yellow 


fever that had been decimating and destroying Memphis, and if I rec- 
ollect aright, there was some amount, over a hundred thousand dollars, 
I think, for this charity donated, granted, appropriated out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

As to the money that Congress appropriates in the forms of the Con- 
stitution, the argument is that the Constitution is an assemblage of 
powers, not of ideas but of powers; that is an instance; and the Sena- 
tor’s vote can not dodge, but answers his question. It is true there 
are declaratory phrases in the Constitution which say the powers ought 
to be exercised so and so, but the power is distinct from the direction; 
the power is given to the two Houses, to the people through their rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. President, that is what I said, and I say the fathers who made 
the Constitution, when they gave to the people the power to send rep- 
resentatives here every two years and the people asStates to send them 
to this body every six years, knew what they were doing, knew that 
responsibility to them was the sole preservation of the Government. 

But, Mr. President, whence come these ideas of the Senator from 
Texas? They have no foundation in reason; they are not in behalf of 
the people. 

They are oppressive of the people. They are destructive of these 
starving millions, for whom the inventions of science and the devices 
of philanthropists discovered food products; and wise public policies, 
instead of starving, give life and energy and comfort. The Senator’s 
ideas, however well intended, are in this instance the support of mo- 
nopoly and oppression to the great mass of the people. Put the iron 
hand of power on the friends of the poor, like Professor Baird, refuse 
them all compensation, and say the rich alone shall labor for the people, 
and what will become of us? The policies of the Senator from Texas 
would destroy the inventions and the virtue of the age, would de- 
stroy philanthropy, would punish devotion to the toiling millions, in- 
stead of encouraging those who in the providence of the Almighty are 
permitted to be great benefactors. It is a wise public policy that 
gives life to these things, and not the pitiful sum of a hundred dollars 
here and there. 

Mr. President, that is my reply. The people want knowledge and 
comfort. They want philanthropists. They want the benefaction of 
wise public policies which reach to every poor man’s cabin and clothe 
his naked children and feed the starving millions. And among these 
benefactors Professor Baird was first and foremost in furnishing food 
to the millions that are to come here. 

Let us in the people’s name and with the people’s money reward 
him who gave his money, his labor, his life, with true devotion to the 
people—of this and future generations—and let us not in the interest 
of monopoly and tyranny refuse to reward devotion tothe people—on 
the ground of injury to the people to reward a man for his devotion to 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think we have now reached a point 
where we understand this matter, and I am willing to go as far as I can 
in aid of my friend from Texas so as to put this upon the right ground. 
Therefore I will move, in line 1, page 50, afterthe word ‘‘ Fisheries,’’ 
to insert ‘‘including rent of rooms for the use of said commission.”’ 
Although I think I could make a long speech on this amendment, I 
will not occupy time. If we can have a vote upon it and then upon 
the main amendment I shall gratify Senators by moving an adjourn- 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 








The 


(Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
The Chair 
is of the impression that it is not now in order, there being now an 
amendment to an amendment pending. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘Fisheries, 
is proposed to insert: 

Ineluding rent of rooms for the use of said commission. 

Mr. BLAIR. How will the whole clause read ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas moved to strike out the 
paragraph and insert another paragraph. I think I can amend it first. 


”” inline 1, page 50, it 
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The yeas and nays w ord l, and the § eeded te 
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heroll, 


Mr. CULLOM (when the name of Mr. ¢ led). TI 
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Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. ¢ CE] 13 |] th Senat ' 
rom Georgia [Mr. CoLeviTi 
Mr. REAGAN (when the n of Mr. ¢ is called My « 
league [Mr. CoKE] is paired on political quest h t n 
from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER], and instructs » to say t we 
vote against this amendment if he were present. , 
Mr. HARRIS. He requested me to state that he was called a 
necessarily to one of the Departn 1 therefore w 
here and would vote, if present, a colleague h tat 


Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. Dotpn’s nar 


] ague | Mr. DOoLPH | is detained from the Senate by i 














f ess in fa 
ily. He ispaired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BrowN]. Ido The PRI NG OFFI 
not know how either would vote on this question. : 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair Thes page - 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritu]. I do not know how 


he would vote on this proposition, a 





d I therefore withhold my vot 


but if he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ , 
Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], but I donot regard this as a po- { m { the H e of Rey 
litical question, and I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’ Clerk, announced that the H had ] 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam wit! 1 1 | 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he. ent A b > » 





I should vote **yea.”’ ; \ bill (H. R. 77 grantil l of { ) 











Mr. CALL (when the name of Mr. PA ) was called My colleagu Ab H. R. 7) gra 1g i 
(Mr. Pasco] is paired with itor from Illinois | Mr. FARWELL] ( ty, M ul 
Mr. PAYNE (when his name was calle If this were a party ques LI (717) gran » I ( 
tion I should consider myself paired with my colleague [Mr. SHE A | ' zranting a pr 
MAN], but as it is not, I will vote. If my colleague were here | A bill (H 704) ¢ t a} ito M VB. Le 
would vote as I do. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 1 bill (H 9697) grantiz t pension to M fele 


Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired with the A bi H. Rk, 9792) toi ise the pens of CI > 
Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest], but on the suggestion of his col A bill (H. R. 9795) to re 
\ bill (H 





league | Mr. COCKRELL] on this matter I will vote ** nay.’ ) I t. 50 | ‘ nofa 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the the city of Watertown, in the State of New ) 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNpDs]. If he were present, I should \ bill CH. R. 10934) t the 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ ownship 3 or plats on hand in his of 
Mr. TELLER (when his name was called Iam paired with the int n (H. Res. 25) to ] 
senior Senator from Texas [|Mr. CoKE], who if present would vote | Naval ¢ or Philip Hitchbor iJ 


**nay,’’ and I would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ Joint resolution (H. Res. 58) id rthe printing 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, (when his name was called). I have agen- ies of ] storm-track charts of the N 1 Atlantic ¢ 

eral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson], but 1 

leaving the Chamber this afternoon he informed me that on this bill | of the Departn of the I 

T might vote on all questions. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ for sale; 
The roll-call was concluded. Joint res 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mycolleague [ Mr. PLAtr] is paired with the Sen: tee 1 

tor from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. My colleague would vot The 1 

** yea,’’ if present. int reso 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON). The oceupant of joint r ' pl the | 

the chair being informed that the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLAcK- | States map « 1 of 36, ] y the Comn ( 

BURN | if pre sent would vote °° yea,’’ will vote ~ yea ne upon this que Publie Lan 

tion. Joint 1 Ree ate 
Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). A pair has | tion of t ol 

been arranged between the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and | 1815 to i 

myself. I therefore withdraw my vote. Joint i for the printing o 
Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator will not feel obliged to withdraw | of t the ( | 

his vote. There is a very large majority for the amendment, but no | mere« na ! ear ¢ 237 


. nt | ( ’ 
ClO JO Te I S. LULL) ] 














6984 


nual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to im- 
ported merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, with 
amounts of duty and rates of duty collected.”’ 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution to print the eighth and ninth annual reports of the 
Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

A resolution to print the matter furnished by the Bureau of Eth- 
nology relating to the North American Indians; 

A resolution to authorize the printing of the report of the Newburgh 
(N. Y.) Centennial celebration; 

A resolution to authorize the printing of additional copies of the 
eighth and ninth annual reports of the Director of the United States 
Geological Survey; 

A resolution to authorize the printing of the report of the National 
Academy of Sciences for the year 1887; and 

A resolution to print extra copies of the special report of the Bureau 
of Statistics upon wool and the manufactures of wool. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 39,000 copies, in cloth binding, of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (8. 907) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Charlotte, N. C.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for the printing of a supple- 
ment to Wharton’s Digest of International Law. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S, 948) for the relief of James and Will- 
iam Crooks, of Canada, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the views of a minority of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations on the bill (S. 948) for the relief of James and 
William Crooks, of Canada, heretofore reported. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public 
building at Jackson, Mich., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whorh was referred the bill (S. 
2535) for the erection of a public building at Wilkes Barre, Pa., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit 
Railway Company the right to construct and operate its railroad through 
a portion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans,, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 589) to amend section 685 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1107) to regulate the subdivision of land within the District of 
Columbia reported adversely thereon, with a recommendation that the 
bill be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator, is that the bill that provides for 
the preservation of the present system of streets and avenuesor the ex- 
tension of streets and avenues? 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘There were several bills before the committee on 
that subject. This is one, I believe. 

Mr. HARRIS. If that be the bill I should prefer its going on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it go on the Calendar. \ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2912) providing for the appointment 
of police matrons for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, 
and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the same committee, tg whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3089) making May 30a holiday in the District 
of Columbia, to report it adversely, with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed. I desire to say as to this bill that a similar bill 
has already passed, a House bill, and therefore this is unnecessary. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3004) to prevent any person or persons 
in the cities of Washington and Georgetown from making books and 
pools on the result of trotting or running races or boat races and con- 
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tests of any kind in the District of Columbia, to report it adversely 
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. That is 
a Senate bill and the recommendation and report is because of the pas- 
sage by the Senate of the House bill covering the same subject. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

JACKSON (MISS,) MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask permission to make a report consist- 
ing of testimony taken by the Judiciary Committee in the matter of 
the investigation into the election in Jackson, Miss. I have just re- 
ceived it from the Public Printer and could not present it at an earlier 
day. I present it now to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in connection with 
the report of the committee. 

RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the vote by which the bill (S. 1921) 
granting a pension to Robert Davis, reported by the Committee on 
Pensions adversely, was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered and 
that it be recommitted to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, and 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

SUPPLEMENT TO WHARTON’S DIGEST. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 27) pro- 
viding for the printing of a supplement to Wharton’s Digest of Inter- 
national Law, which were, in line 9, to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert 
‘*two;’’ and in line 10, tostrike out ‘‘two’’ and to insert ‘‘four.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate concur. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatare those amendments ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Simply increasing the number, which was a 
thousand for the Senate and two thousand for the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does this involve any compensation to Mr. Whar- 
ton? 

Mr. MANDERSON. None. 

Mr. ALLISON. If he is to receive extra compensation, being an 
officer of the Government, he would come within the rule of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He has received no compensation for this. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 907) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; which was read. 

Mr. RANSOM. My colleague [Mr. VANCE] is necessarily absent, 
and at his special request and instruction, and, of cotrse, with the con- 
currence of my own judgment, I ask the Senate to non-concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate disagree to the amendment made by the House 
of Representatives and ask for a conference with the House thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

3y unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authcrized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SpooNer, Mr. 
KANSOM, and Mr. PAsco were appointed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Bussey; 

A bill (H. R. 775) granting a pension to John D. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, 
Sanilac County, Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Heary Crotsley; 

A bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J, 
Patchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 

A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Rebb; 

A bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 9557) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Longshaw, depend- 
ent mother of William Longshaw, late assistant surgeon United States 
Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen B. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charies S. Baker; and 

A bill (H. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension-roll. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 
















A bill ; elief l arley 
A bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. 
Howse: 


A bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of William D. Wilson 
A bill (H. R.5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks 
A ae H. R. 780) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mat 


gare Higgins; and 
A b i H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 

— to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson; and 

A bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others 

The following bill and joint resolutions were severally read twice b} 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

A bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell township maps or plats on hand in his office; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of 

Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn on European dock-yards; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 58) providing for the printing of 4,500 
copies of Finley’s storm-track charts of the North Atlantic Ocean; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decis- 
ions of the Department of the Interior regarding public lands and pen- 
sions, for sale; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 
tee reports. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evans- 
ville, Ind.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Watertown, in the State of New York. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 1887) to annul certain titles to land acquired by ju- 
dicial proceedings in ‘in courts of the United States in Texas, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 3235) to restore to John Mears a fine improperly im- 
posed on him. 


authorizing the printing of commit- 


COMMISSIONER OF LABOR’S REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 39,900 copies, in cloth bind ng, of the third annual report of the Commi 
sioner of Labor; 26,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Represent- 
atives and 13,000 copies for the use o f members of the Senate 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may ‘be nece ssary to de- 
fray the cost of the publication of said report, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

BILL eee ven 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3391) granting the right of way to 
the Pensacola and Memphis Rai ‘Troad Company over and through the 
public lands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said rail- 
road company over and through the United States naval and military 
reservations near Pensacola, in the State of Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

ISSUE OF LAND PATENT IN ARKANSAS, 

Mr. BERRY submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1082) to authorize the issuance of 
pou to certain land in Arkansas, baving met, after full and free conferenc: 
nave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Hous« 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed to be inserted by said House amendment insert the following 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prejudice adverse rights o« 
curring prior to the ith of March, 1561, the date of the location of said warrant 
and that, should conflicting claims be presented, the rights of the claimants 
shall be adjudicated by the Department as in other cases. 

And the House agree to the same. 

H. M. TELLER, 

JAMES H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

WM. S. HOLMAN, 

JOS. WHEELER 

L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 


PRINTING OF AMENDMENTS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make a suggestion in connection with 
the amendments offered to-day to the sundry civil bill. I notice that 
a great many Senators who offered amendments proposed that they be 
not printed. As we are soon to adjourn until Monday I think there 
will be time to print all those amendments and have them accessible 


to Senators on Monday morning; and, therefore, I hope all the amend- | 


ments will be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Un- 
less there be objection, the order by which the amendments were not 
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POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


R also laid before the House the bill (S. 3132) to pro- 


jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, 
her purposes; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
District of Columbia. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
MICK, until Tuesday next, on account of important 


To Mr. 
business. 
To Mr. 


he { . 
aSKS, in re 


> | 
Brooke milita 


t } 


rposes, 


its furthe 


[ 


McCo 


KELLEY, 


EAKER. 
to the bill (H. R. 10968) for the donation of Fort 


ference 


ce 


on the Publ 


There 1 


On mot 


t 


rT 
I 


I 


n 


for 


two weeks, beginning on Monday next. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DAvinson] 


y reservation, at Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other 


t} 


al 


il 


C 


1 


S. 


mumittee on Mili 
isideration and that the bill be re ferre d to the Committee 





ry Affairs be discharged from 


If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
] 


objection, and it was so ordere ed. 


ion of Mr. 
to grant to the Rio Grande Pacific Railway Company the right of way 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


PEEL, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 6707) 


through the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations, in the Territory of 
Utah, and for 
Committee of the Whole House and recommitted to the Committee on 
ndian Affai 
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‘ m-ship dock hich was referred to the House Calendar, an 
\ tl ompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
Ry LATION OF COMMERCI 
Mr. CLAKDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
iment bill (S. 2851) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reg 
ulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; which was referred to 
the House ¢ nda nd, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be pt nted 
WIGHT HIAMILTON, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10942) for the relief of G. Dwight 
Hamilton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

AMES PACE, 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 

favorably the bill (H.R. 3832) for the relief of James Pace; which was 


referred to the Committee the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH L. N¢é 
Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Nott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


ol 


ITT. 


JOHN T. HOOPER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10639) granting a pension to John T. 
Hooper; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


be printed. 


ELEANOR B. GOODFELLOW. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension 
to Eleanor B. Goodfellow; which was referred to the Committee of th: 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyin; 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MALLOY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (1. R. 7320) for the relief of Margaret Malloy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SOPHIA VOGELSANG. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. 
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Sophia Vogelsang; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
VICTORIA MAY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Vic- 
toria May; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

TIAN NZIE. 


CHRI KI 


Mr. 


CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
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GEORGE W., TETER 
} N from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
0 the bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to George W. Teter: 
W re red to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
( ndar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 
FRANCIS DE FREITAS 
ir. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to 
incis I I reitas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
01 ed to be printed. 
A. M. BENJAMIN. 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
ack with amendment the bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of A. M. Ben- 


nin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
i ; 3 L 
be printed. 
ELIZA N. AIKEN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10856) for a pension for Eliza N. 





Aiken: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


JAMES T. HAYNES. 
Mr. LAIDLAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 2966) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to refund certain duties paid by James T. 
lfaynes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the Amer- 
ican Historical Association; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO MOTHER OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 


: | reported back favorably the bill (S. 1211) forthe completion of the monu- 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


ment to Mary the motherof Washington,at Fredericksburgh, Va.; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO MAJ. GEN. HENRY 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsyivania, also, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported back favorably the bill (S. 449) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, 
Me.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


KNOX. 


JOHN WALLACE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. WRIGHT. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel 
J. Wright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

VESSELS JOSEPHINE AND M. C. UPPER. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2197) empowering and directing 
the Commissioner of Navigation to register and enroll as American ves- 
sels certain sailing vessels of foreign construction repaired in the port of 
Cleveland, Ohio, and named Josephine and M. C. Upper; which was 
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tof Naval ¢ ruetor Philip Hichborn, United States Navy, on Eu- 

re ek-yard ils, fittings, and equipments of foreign vessels, torpedo 
be 1 pliances, tools. ete., of which additional number 2,000 copies 
1 j ' the Hou 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 1,000 cop 
“t ri ! to and distributed the Secretary of the Navy for general 
shyt was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

being engrossed, itv accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mir. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 


{ ] i 


Intion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
he latter motion wa vreed to. 
FINLEY ORM-TRACK CHARTS. 

e next buisness on the Calendar (consideration of which was asked 
by Mr. Ricnat ‘ the joint resolution (H. Res. 58) for the print 
ing of 4.500 copies of } ey’s storm-track charts of the North Atlantic 
(vean 

Che resolution s read, as follows: 
Re 1, et Phat 4,500 copies, with the necessary charts, be printed of the 
tled Storm -Trac Charts of the North Atlantic Ocean,” by Lieut 
J 1 P. Finley, Signal Corps, United States Army, assistant; 1,300 copies for 
thie se of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
i 1.200 copic » be distributed by the gual Service to co-operating observ- 
ers of t Te t marin id to scientific institutions in this country and Eu- 
ré ‘ 
Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RIcHARD- 
ON] asks unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
}Hlouse on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
resolution just id, and to consider it in the House. If there be no 
objection, it will be so ordered. The Chair hears none. 


olution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Vir. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
baid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


ie 
iil 


> aT 
wl 


INDEX OF SOUTHEI CLAIMS, 


The next business on the Calendar (consideration of which was asked 

Mr. RICHARDSON) was the concurrent resolution to print 4,000 
copies of the index to Southern claims, 
he resolution was read, as follows: 

ved by the House of Repygsentatives (the Senate concurring therein), That there 

printed 4,000 copies of the index to Southern claims and claims referred to 


the Court of Cums under the Bowman act, recently framed under direction of 
the Clerk of the House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
It was so ordered, 
MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The next business on the Calendar (consideration of which was asked 
by Mr. RICHARDSON) was the joint resolution (S. R. 17) to print ad- 
{itional copies of the United States map, of the edition of 1886, prepared 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution, and that it be now consid- 
cred in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be printed 7,500 copies of the United States map pre- 


I ask that that be laid aside!informally. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I see no objection to it. I can not accept for 
the committee; but I do not object to the amendment. 
Mr. CANNON, It appears to me that the amendment ought to be 


JULY 28, 





made. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to it as far as I am con- 
cerned. The resolution is to authorize the printing of the decisions of 


the Secretary of the Interior upon the subjects of pension and land 
cases for sale. The Government would not be put to any expense in 
the matter, as the work is to be sold, and it would be a very great ac- 
commodation to parties interested in the land question and pension 
matters to have these decisions properly compiled and put in a shape 
that they may have access to them. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will ask whether or not the resolution that we 
have here contemplates not only printing the current volumes, but 
future volumes as well? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This resolution only contemplates reprinting 
those already in existence; but does not contemplate the printing ot 
future volumes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think if we had permanent legislation it would 
save trouble hereafter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand the proceeds of the 
sales will reimburse the Government for the expense ? 

Mr. WEAVER. It would probably do so if we did not deliver one 
to each Member and Senator. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If 325 be added for the membersof the House 
and 76 for the Senate it would make some difference, unless the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as I think he will be authorized in doing, would 
charge private persons something more for these volumes, in which 
case the Government would be fully indemnified. 

Mr. CANNON. I will offer the amendment I have suggested. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Add to the resolution: 

“That one copy of such decisions shall be delivered, without cost, to each 
member of the present Congress, and such additional number of copies shall 
be published,” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
tion of the resolution. 

‘The amendment was agreed to, and the resolution as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is assuming in each case that there is 
no objection to discharging the Committee of the Whole from the con- 
sideration of these reports, and will continue to do so unless objection 
is made. 


I demand the previous question on the adop- 


REPORT ON THE PANAMA CANAL, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of the report of Lieutenant Rogers on the Pan- 
ama Canal. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (ihe Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth at the Government Printing Office, and including 
illustrations and maps, 3,000 copies of the report of Lieut. Charles C. Rogers, 


! United States Navy, on the Panama Canal; of which number 1,000 copies shall 


pared by the General Land Office, of the edition of 1866, at a rate not exceed- | 


ing > ench; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and that 1,000 copies be printed 
and mounted to be sold, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at 
$1.50 each; and the sum of $10,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any money in the Treasury no 
otherwise appropriated, the proceeds of all sales to be turned into the Treasury. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DECISION DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR. 

The next business on the Calendar (fonsideration of which was asked 
by Mr. RICHARDSON) was the House resolution (H. Res. 101) provid- 
ing for the printing of decisions of the Department of the Interior re- 
garding public lands and pensions, for sale. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee asks that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution, and that it now be 
considered in the House, 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman so amend his resolution as to 
provide that the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to deliver at 
least one copy to each Member and Senator of the present Congress ? 


1.3 


OF 


be for the use of the House, 500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 1,500 copies 
to be distributed by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the Senate concurrent resolution to 
provide for the printing of the report of the Academy of Sciences. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1887, with its appendices, be 
printed in the usual octavo form, but that the accompanying memoirs be printed 
in the usual quarto form; and that 1,000 copiesof the report and memoirs be 
printed for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,500 copies for the Academy of Sciences; and, to complete the 
quota of volumes hitherto annually assigned to the academy, 1,500 copies of the 
memoirs of 18386, 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF COMMITTEE REPORTS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I call up House joint resolution’ (H. Res. 142) 
authorizing the printing of committee reports. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and Fouse of Representatives of the United Slates of Americ 
in Congress assembled, That the reports of committees, the evidence and papers 
submitted therewith, or any part thereof, printed by order of Congress, may be 

















RICHARDSON, 1] erin this session a resolution was passed 
by the House providing for the printing of 14,000 copies of this report. 
The Senate resolution provides for 17,000. The additional cost in 
curred by this increase of the number is only about $40, and the com- 
mittee rec imend that the House agree to the Senate resolution. 


he joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 
cordingly read the third time, and passed, 

M RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 


rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON INSECTS AFFECTING THE ORANGE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I call up the House concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of a second edition of the special report of th« 
Department of Agriculture on insects affecting the orange. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 











d by the House of Representatives (the Senat ond 
edition of the special report of the Depart nent of Agriculture I 
ing the orange be printed, and that 20,000 additi es be 
10,000 shall be for the use of members « ose di 
is grown, 5,000 for the use of Senators € ar 





»,000 for the use of the Department of 





The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RiCHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WHARTON’S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the joint resolution of the Senate to 
provide for the printing of a supplement to Wharton’s Digest of Inter 
national Law. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 27) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed under the editorial charge of Francis 
Wharton, the usual number of copies of a supplement to the Digest of Inter 
tional Law, printed under joint resolution of July 28, 1586, and under the same 
conditions and limitations as are imposed in said resolution, such supplement 
containing the diplomatic correspondence of the American Revolution, wit 
historical and legal notes; and that there be printed, in addition to said usual 
number, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,00 copies r the use of tl 
House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of Department « 
State. 






Mr. SPINOLA,. I move to amend so as to provide that 5,000 copi 
shall be printed for the use of the House. That will be a very val 
uable work, and as I had occasion lately to express some opinions i 
regard to matters connected with the Revolutionary war, I make this 
motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to a difficulty connected with his amendment. The uniform rule is to 
print half as many copies for the use of the Senate as are printed for 
the use of the House, so that if we increase the number for the use of 
the House that will necessitate a corresponding increase in the number 
printed for the use of the Senate. Otherwise the Senate will probably 
not agree to the proposition. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I will modify my amendment so as to meet that 
point. 

The amendment as modified was read, as follows: 


In line 11 strike out ‘‘one”’ and insert ‘“‘two;” and in the same line strike 
out ‘“‘two”’ and insert ‘“‘four;”’ so as to provide for “four thousand for the use 
of the House and two thousand for the use of the Senate.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered toa third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 
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re ‘ f ‘ ! t enate, and 1,000 for tl of 
1 reau t I i Departmen rhe sum of $1 ) ) 
n iereof r is hereby appropriated, out of any 1 

in { i ‘ pproy ted, to iy the f the pu - 
t 

, ( 1 to athird reading ording] 
I I pa j 

ir, RICHARDSON 1 to r der th by which t joint 

olution was pa » moved that the motion to reconsider be 

Lid the table. 

ry ‘ ; , ta 

EW IAL Cl »» 

Mr. RICHARDSO I ¢ » the concurrent resolution of the Sen 
ate author r the } t e report of the vburgh, N. Y., cen 
tennial « it 

i ec re ion \ 

f i native neurring), That the report 
oft t ¢ ee of ¢ sonthe Mewar N. Y., monume 
a tennial celebrat ‘ 383, subn ed on the 26th of June, 1586, be printed, 
f t4 copies be p ‘ 1} 1 in sloth. of which 1,000 shall be for 
t! of the Senate t ise of the Hoi and 1,500 for the use of th 
j ‘ t 

] ré on 1 I 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to recon r the vote by which the 1 
olution was adopted 1 also ved that the motion to reconsider b 
laid 1 th l¢ 

2 latte otic WV reed to 

G ( ICAL RVEY. 

Mr. RICHARDS Icall up the concurrent resolution of the Senat 
t« ri the printing of ad ‘lit ional copies of the eighth and ninth 
au | reports of the Director of the United States Geological Survey 

Ibe resolution was read, as follows: 

R ed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That ther: 
be } ted a e Government Printing Office, in addition to the number already 
orde | by law, 15,500 copies of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Di 
rector of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding vol 
Wi f the ries, of iich 3,500 of each shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 
for us the H e of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by thx 
iG eal rvey 

reso ion W adopted 

RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution wa lopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on th le 

| latter motion was 1 to. 

REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I call up the concurrent resolution of the Sen- 
ate to provide for the printing of the eighth and ninth annual reports 
of Director of the Bureau of Ethnology. 

s resolution was read, as follows: 

ed b he Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
p! ed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 copies each of the eighth and 
n annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accom- 
par i papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of 
th ries, of which 3,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of 
th ise of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Eth- 
no y. 

resolution was adopted. 

RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
ution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


the table. 

latter motion was agreed to. 
RESEARCHES RELATING rH 
RICHARDSON. In this connection, 
ate concurrent resolution which I hold in my hand, to authorize 
printing of :natter furnished by the Bureau of Ethnology, 
researches and discoveries connected with the study of the North Ameri 
ean Indians. This resolution is not on the ( Calendar, butitis in direct 
line with the publication authorized by the resolution last acted on. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


the Ifouse of Representatives concurring), 


NOR AMERICAN INDIANS. 
desire to call up a Sen- 


the 


ro 


Resolved by the Senate 
ad at the Government Printing Office 6,000 copies of any matter furnished 


prin : ; 
by t Bureau of Ethnology relating to researches and discoveries connected | 
with the study of the North American Indians; the same to be issued in parts 


00 of which shall be for 


and the whole to form an annual volume of bulletins; 1,( 
and 3,000 


the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 
for distribution by the Bureau of Ethnology. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

I a latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimousconsent that joint resolution 
(HH. | relating to this subject be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

S OF TOWNSHIP MAPS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inowcall up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 4945) authorizing the Commissioner of Public Lands to furnish 
citizens maps at cost; 


ites. 50 


ALE 


Secretary of the Interior to sell township maps or plats remaining on 


al 


IONAL RECORD 













HOUSE JULY 28 
we 4 y 6 
—=—HUUDSIL. JULY 28, 
hand in his office, which has been reported by t } 
nature of a substitute therefor. 
The SPEAKER. The original bill (H. R. 4945 7 
the table if there be no objectio 
There was no object id it was ordered accord ly. 
ry} PEAKER. erk will now read the bill (H. R. 10934) to 
ithor the Secret of the Interior to sell township maps or pla 
, . . > . 
maining on hand in his office, which has been reported by the 
ittee in the nature of a substitute for the bill laid upon the tab! 
| The Clerk re ad as follow 
| B 1 , That from ar the of this act, t ecre ‘ 
} the Interior, through the Con Public Lands, be, and he is } 
| authorized Ao sell the photolit ownship plats or maps of the States 
} and Territories now re that Department to citizens of t} 
United States at follow { itex i cop ies, at 50 cents per copy ; 
ithenticated copies, at 25 cents} py he proceeds of said sale shall be 
»vered into the Treasury of the i states by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 


relating to | 


That there be 


RICHARDSON] whether the price named in this bill 
maps and plats is not too high ? 


RICHARDSON. A letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 


Tennessee 
for these 
Mr. 


T, 
(Mr. 


eral Land Office shows there are 610,000 of these maps or plats remain- § 
ing in thatoffice. The boost directs them to be sold at $3 a copy. The : 
Commissioner recommended that the authenticated copies be sold at ; 
$1.50, and the unauthenticated c op ies at 50 cents, stating, however, that ; 


they cost about 25 cents each. The mode of authentication is simply 
to affix a stamp to the m ap or ai It is without cost except the time 
it takes to affix thesame. The committee thought it would be well t 
to recommend that the maps or plats be sold at a low price, and in the 
bill it is provided they shall be sold at alow price. It will save the 
Government all that it has paid out in the publication of these may 
or plats. 


4 
i 


1} 
“vl 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand the gentleman to say 
that these maps or plats are on hand now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is true. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that they cost about 25 cents : 
apiece. 

Mr RICHARDSON. That 3 is right. 

ANDERSON, of Kansas. An ; that the process of authentica- : 

Pa is simply to affix a stamp to then 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then why notsell them to the 
at cost? Why attempt to make money out of them? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They are on ly sold at 25 cents without au- 
thentication. Some man has to be employed to affix the stamp to those 
which are authenticated. 


} 
peopic 
i 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. He is employed now. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If he were not engaged in affixing the stan ap 


on these mz ApS OF plats he would be engaged in the discharge of son 
other duty. The committee thought this additional price would cover 
the whole expense. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of 
all at 25 cents apiece? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Twenty-five cents additional covers the cost 
to the Government. If a man wants an authenticated copy let him 
pay the additional price. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. To be sure itis not much. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to ere the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The | 


Kansas. What is the 


objection to selling them 


reed to. 
ATIVE STATEMENT OF TARIFF. 


I am directed by the Committee on Pri 


atter motion was ag 
COMPAR 
RICHARDSON. 


Mr. nting 


to report back the following recolution, with a substitute therefor. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
JULY 25, 1888S. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, submitted the following resolntion; which 


| lie on t 


and also the bill (H. R. 10934) to authorize the | 


| was referred to the Committee 


on I *rinting: 

‘** Resolved, That 100,000 copies of a comparative statement embodying tho 
present tariff law (act of March 3, 1885) with proposed amendments of H. I 
9051 (Mills bill), to be prepared by the Committee on Ways and Means, be printed 
for the use of the House,”’ 

Attest: 

JOHN B. CLARK, Clerk. 

The committee find that to print 100,000 additional copies will cost 
$2,638.75, and therefore have recommended that the House resolution 

he table, and report as a substitute therefor a concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The original resolytion was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The concurrent resolution will be 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved by the House of Representatives ‘(the Senate concurring), That om oe ) 
copies of a brief statement embodying the present tariff law (act of Mar: 
1883), with proposed amendments of H. R. 9051 (Mills bill), to be prepared by tl 
Committee on W ays and Means, be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman in charge of the 


read. 





| resolution would offer or accept as an amendment so it will provide for 



































jut what is the objection to ha ng i ted 


ON. ] 


resolution a direction to the committee to prepare tl] 











the form suggested, and save a l 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of . cau ild prov 
be a complicated way of deali the question, I } 
lication proposed too cumbersome 1 bulky to be « pract 
service, I apprehend that it would be much better to permit the mer 


bers of the Committee on Ways and Means from both sides of the H« 
ro it + 7 


to determine the advisability of make it director but 





them the discretion. ering t t 
x , T > 1 7 7 1 ' ; 1 7 + ; 
Mr. PAYSON. But we have already a publicat com A ; t 


mittee showing the amendments in the Committee of the Whole and 
the action taken upon them in the House, and this publication would 
be practically a duplication of that document. There is no complica- | W" , 
tion, I apprehend, in preparing it, in view of what has already been ir. 5 AMEN ER : t v that 
done in that direction. you would go to | mig 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the proposition submitted | Mr. BLOUNT. I think we will t 
to the House gives the committee very general power in the premises Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my obj 
in regard to the preparation of the paper. That power embraces that . 
proposition if the committee deem it desirable. The only question | Wiether t shall make the objection at the ena of 
now is whether or not it would serve the purposes of both sides of the T) 4 fint 
House. For my part I am not able to tell, without a much more care- | House on the state of the Union, Mr. McCREAky in the « 
ful examination of the subject, whether or not it would make too cum- The CHAIRMAN rhe Ho n Com te f 1 ; 
bersome and bulky a document to be of practical utility. on the st t] n for t I rat 

But one thing is certain, that if the Republican members of the | Which the Clerk y 
committee desire it, the Democratic members of the committee would The Clerk read 
cheerfully concur in preparing the paper in that shape. What I claim { bill (H.R to 
is, however, that the committee should have discretion to consider the The CHAIRMA) 
matter and have a chance to talk it over amongst ourselves. nosed by t ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that ought to be satisfactory. The ( a 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. With one statement, I will not pursue the subject 


— 











further. I think this document should have inserted in it the adii- — ,, 
tional words, ‘‘the bill as originally considered by the Committee on | , 
Ways and Means and with the proposed amendments in the House,’ 
to be prepared by the committee and printed for the use of the Ho 
It would involve, of course, a little additional figuring; but I think I 
am content now with the statement of the gentleman from Arkansas oe ‘ 
of tl ] " ea “ 


that if the Republican members of the Committee on Ways and Means | °"' 
require it, the request shall be granted. | the pi i , place 
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without the consent of two members of said board, which consent and the cost 
of the proposed building shall be reduced to writing by the board, signed and 
filed in the office of the architect and superintendent of construction, and be- 
come a permanent record of his office, but no plan shall be selected by said 







board at which the gross receipts of the post-office for five years preceding shall 
have been less than the sum of $3,000 in every said year When the place 
has been thus designated for a public building, then, and not before, the Post- | 
master-General is hereby authorized and directed to construct a post-ofl 
building in aeccors with the general design and plans so to be prepared as 


aforesaid, but no contract shall be n 
pletion of which is in excess 


ide or building begun the cost of the coi 
of the appropriation previously made by Congress.” 


Mr. ROGERS. I should be uncandid if Idid not say this morning 
as I did yesterday, that Iam unalterably opposed to the passage of this 
bill I have, however, in this amendment sought in the utmost good 
faith to avoid as far as may be the most obnoxious feature of the bill. 
I will state in the beginning that if General Washington were living, 
I would not consent to confer the power upon him of expending this 
amount of money under his sole discretion. I have, theretore, instead 
of leaving that power with the Postmaster-General, substituted for it 
a board composed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and the Secretary of the Treasury, and it shall be their duty to 
determine where and at what cost such buildings shall be constructed; 
and in addition to that these facts must be reduced to writing and filed 
with the Architect of the Treasury as a permanent record. 

This, therefore, is a division of the responsibility which would now 
fall upon the Postmaster-General. It will avoid giving to one single 
individual the control of the expenditure of two, three, five, or tei 
millions of dollars and the location of these buildings in one section, 
in one State, or in one district. It vests the responsibility upon three 
members of the Cabinet of the United States. It tends to avoid that 
scandal and that abuse which must fallupon any Administratio{i which 
has to execute this law under a single officer of the Government. 

I submit, therefore, that this provision is an improvement upon the 
bill itself, and avoids the evil consequences and the abuses to which I 
have referred, 

Mr. Chairman, let us look fora moment at its operation. In the 
first place, if this billshould pass and become a law, it does not relieve 
the Congress of the United States from the passage of bills of this char- 
acter at all. This bill does not contemplate the construction of that 
class of buildings which provides accommodation for post-oftices and 
courts and custom-houses and buildings of thatcharacter. Sothatwhen 
this bill lias been crystallized into law the very objectionable means 
which are now used tosecure the passage of similar bills will come right 
back to us, and we shall have to deal with the subject as before. In 
the second place, it is obnoxious in its operation upon the House. Im- 
agine, if you please, members of Congress throughout the country with 
six, eight, or ten, and in one State with as many as one hundred and 
forty places at which buildings could be constructed under this law, 
coming before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and insist 
ing upon the construction of these buildings. What an enormous and 
powerful influence is brought to bear on that committee; and, more- 
ever, when it comes into the House, like the river and harbor bill, every 
change proposed will be met with opposition, and this Congress will 
find itself unable to change the cost of a single one of these buildings 
throughout the whole country or to correct any errors the committee 
may have committed. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that isnot the most objectionable feature. This 
measure would place the expenditure of three, five, or ten millions of 
dollars under the control of a single officer of the Government. When 
this condition of things shall be presented, imagine, if you can, the sit- 
uation of the Postmaster-General, besieged, as he will inevitably be, 
by three hundred and twenty-five Representatives of the people, beg- 
ging and imploring for these buildings. What attitude will these Rep- 
resentatives occupy ? Their manhood and independence emasculated; 
besieged on the one side by the demands of their constituents, and on 
the other brought face to face with the Postmaster-General, who holds 
ibe power confided to them by the people, and which they had sur- 
rendered, ay, voluntarily granted to him, they do indeed occupy a hu- 
miliating position. We shall be brought down with our mouths in 
the very dust, at the feet of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment, held in terrotism by it in order to get that to which we may be 
justly entitled. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to this instance, but it can 
not be repeated very often, because our time is limited. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, there is no troubleabout my getting 
all the time I require, and I do not pro»ose to be obstructive. I am 
discussing this matter from a purely business, and, I hope, a patriotic 
standpoint, and I am not going to consume any time unnecessarily. 

Now, what will be the result when this distribution comes to be 
made by the Postmaster-General? That member of Congress who is 
most sycophantic and most obsequious, that Representative who will 
most assist in carrying out his wishes, that Representative who has not 
the courage to stand up and criticise the Department if it shall have 
done wrong, that man who most readily does the bidding of the De- 
partment, who comes to its terms and aids in the accomplishment of 
its purposes, that man will most likely get his building, while the man 
who retuses to betray his trust and exercises the rightsof an American 
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Representative upon this floor will be given the cold shoulder and 
turned away from the doors of the Department. That is the attitude 


| in which we place ourselves by this bill. 


In other words, we betray the trust which the people have confided 
to us and put it into the hands of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment. The people sent us here as their representatives; they put the 
power in our hands to locate these buildings, to say where they shall 
be constructed and at what cost they shall be constructed, to regulate 
and control the whole matter; but this bill proposes that we shall sur- 
render that power, that we shall betray that trust, by conferring the 
power upon the executive branch of the Government, and shall in that 
way neutralize and destroy the legislative courage and independence 
are absolutely necessary to the proper discharge of our public 


Mr. Chairman, there is another matter in connection with this bill 
to which I want to invite atteution—that is, the manner in which such 
a law would operate. Let every man who feels an interest in repre- 
senting his own district consider for a moment the effect of this meas- 
ur’. Hastily I have contrasted the practical operation of the bill in 
different States and different sections of the country. The figures are 
not absolutely correct, but approximately so. I find that the thirteen 
Southern States—Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Virginia, including West Virginia—would be entitled to one 
hundred and eighty-six buildings under the operation of this bill. I 
find that the States of New York and Massachusetts alone would be 
entitled to two hundred and thirty-four buildings, an excess of forty- 
eight over and above the number to which the whole thirteen States I 
have named would be entitled. I find that California, Colorado, Ne- 
braska, Nevada, Oregon, and the Territories of Idaho, Montana, New 
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming would get one hundred and twenty-three 
buildings under the operation of this bill, while the twoStates of Ohio 
and Pennsylvania would get two hundred and seven, an excess of cighty- 
four over the Pacific Slope and the other States and Territories I have 
justnamed. I findthatthe little State of New Jersey, which you could 
almost cover with a saddle-blanket, would get {ifty-three buildings un- 
der the operation of this law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘That is because she has the people and the 
business to require them. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not in the habit of interrupt- 
ing gentlemen without their consent, and I trust that I may be al- 
lowed to occupy my five minutes without interruption. New Jersey, 
I say, would get fifty-three buildings under the operation of this bill, 
while the great State of Texas, an empire within itself, would get 
only thirty-six, and the State of Georgia only about ten. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the cost of these buildings in dif- 
ferent sections of the country. Under the operation of this bill Ar- 
kansas would get four buildings at $20,0U0 each, making $80,000; 
New York would get one hundred buildings at $25,000 each, making 
$2,500,000; Georgia would get ten buildings at $20,000 each, making 
$200,000; Texas would get thirty-six buildings at $25,000 each, mak- 
ing $900,000, and New Jersey would get fifty-three buildings at $25,- 
000 each, making $1,325,000; Kentucky would get twenty-two build- 
ings at $25,000, making $550,000, while Pennsylvania would get one 
hundred and twelve buildings at $25,000 each, making $2,800,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I might have pursued this examination and this con- 
trast at greater length, to show the unjust and inequitable operation 
of this proposed law; but even if it were fair and just in its operation, 
of inevitable necessity its tendency must be toward abuses, toward 
the corruption of the executive department, toward the corruption of 
Congress, toward partiality in the distribution of public benefits be- 
tween different States and sections of thecountry. Itsopcration must 
be to destroy the independence of members of Congress and to render 
the legislative branch of the Government subservient to the executive 
branch, For all these reasons, sir, I protest that we should not enter 
upon any such legislation as this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to say a few words in regard to this bill, 
but I shall not occupy much time. It seems to me that the bill at- 
tempts either too little or too much. The first thing that strikes one 
about it is that although it is a bill which relates exclusively to pub- 
lic buildings, it emanates from the Post-Office Committee. It happened 
that on the same day on which this bill was introduced I also intro- 
duced a bill of a similar character relating to a system of public build- 
ings, which went to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and has not yet been reported. 

As long ago, Mr. Chairman, as in the Forty-cighth Congress I advo- 
cated the adoption of a general system for the coustruction of public 
buildings upon some common and defined basis. 

The present system, or want of system, is exceedingly unsatisfactory. 
There is now no limit of population or business upon arrival at which 
a town or city may claim this great public convenience. The result 
is a very unequal and inequitable distribution of governmental favor 
in the form of public buildings. Large and important cities having a 
population of 50,000 or more are left without such public conveniences 
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é while towns of afew thousand 

habitants are decorated with massive plies as monuments to the zea 
or popwarity of some Senator or Congressman . ‘ | 

This inequality ought not longer to continue. The construction of 


} ! ; ? ‘sé } } 
a public building ought not to depend upon a member ** catching the 


I y 
ker’s eye,’’ and getting unanimous consent of the House, but 


1 recognized stand- 


should depend upon some certain and well-known an 





ard of public want and governmental convenience. I know of no bett ; ae ee 
basis than population. 
When a town has reached a population of 5,000 peopl 3 reason 
ably certain that at least a post-office will always be n« l at that | °* : ae P 
point for the transaction of the business of the United States. tment, t KA 
I know of no law of economy or of common sense which should i Phat all sites 


duce individuals and corporations to transact their business in th: 


own buildings that is not equally applicable to the Government. In | pion ‘be ome 8 
nine cases out of ten the buildings rented by the Government are ill | 1 t o said site s 

adapted to the use designed, are uneconomical and unbecoming for the | **“‘° . 
occupancy of a great Government. We have no excuse for continuing 
this unreasonable and extravagant and unbecoming system. I : inal lav l 
therefore in favor of the main feature of the bill; that is, of providing eee ee othe Sie 
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buildings upon a uniform and easily ascertained basis; of having them nak a are n 
business structures instead of monumental piles; of having them erected lor adopte eted w uits | 
with express reference to their use, and not with reference to the am- | “°Ue" in Sects Se : 
bitious desire of some local statesman. ning each sessic er \ : wpplied 
But it seems to me that while we are providing for the erection of rpu lings er this act : is { 
public buildings we ought to provide not for post-offices alone, but for | [ht have fully « ee ae Acceige ay Tag Seen! :, 
buildings for all the different Executive Departments of the Govern- | amou ey « lup eye alea: aaa an 
ment. There are three departments for the transaction of whose busi- | estima the am tlhe year f carrying « 
ness public buildings are principally required, chiefly the Post-Office | | sFposes OF } on = one , : 
Department; secondly, the Treasury Department in its business of col- 
lecting customs and internal revenue; and next the Interior Depart he est mm Te ng ta t t it 
ment in connection with its land, Indian, pension, and other busines ed, t > Hel 5 6! 
A bill which contemplates the erection of public buildings throughout Mr. ( LN NON t i t t i ect 
the United States ought to provide for the erection of all needed pub- | : e 3 tw te ; 
lic buildings; and instead of confiding this vast interest to the hand Mr. ¢ n, i W to occupy a tew me t tat the é 
of a single Cabinet officer, it should be intrusted to a board of at leas t wi iil to t sect tt t t é lent 
three. And in the bill which I had the honor to introduce, and which | W the next si r amend p by step, and 
I will ask to print as part of my remarks, I have provided for such a L we i ce to d t i toget for tt Che bill 
hoard. 1 it resent th { ro ts of the P 
It isa fact known, I presume, to most of the members of the Hous O tr » not ), the t of tl 
that at the present time, under the existing law, the three officers nam ynildin a t } , i t do: vexces I 
in my bill as members of this proposed board—the Secretary of tl »~ ul t t ¢ t, mm me vee 
Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Postmaster-General the rece are over } t t the may be $15,000 
constitute a board whose duty it is to approve the plans and specifica Then there nowher | bsu vent part of tl et ill wh 
tions for every public building which is proposed, by the action of Con- | res' t of the site 1 ) let e the eifect 
gress, to be erected. If Icould have my way, I would make the heads | these } softhe bill. In a free-d ( { rros 
of these three Executive Departments a board of public buildings, who | ce'pts 2 ) ‘ ty of that kind t gi 
should provide plans and specifications aud determine the cost forevery | Prop! » 1 aj » int 0 ng owned byt 
public building to be erected in cities of less than 100,000 inhabitants. | Gove! t L y cit gross receipts 
I would provide by act of Congress a limitation upon the cost—a max- | 310,000 or >10, 00! t x led for a buildi: 
imum and minimum—within which the board should have power to | 18510 scit to po, U0 for the nother city wh 
s act. I would have the cost of these public buildings based, notsimply | * t : t ery. Y« 
: upon the postal receipts in each community, but upon the population. | can t! t 1e amount—? t building ai 
; It is to be presumed that the postal receipts bear an approximate 1 >), OU t t,t t t er & Dill ol 
lation to the population as well as the business of the community. this kind? y a reference to! trict, and gen- 
In my bill I have provided as to all cities having a population of not tlemen « e the { their district 
than 5,000 and not exceeding 100,000 (and in all cities whose popu My own t Dat I yn i free-delivs 
: tion exceeded 100,000 I would leave Congress fix the limit) that th: ty ' eipt 7,000 : a could sper 
; board of public buildings should fix the cost between the maximu: ng a ’ 
4 and the minimum, the cost, in dollars, not to be less than double tl 1 100 t it in 
Fi minimum of population, nor more than double the maximum of popu- | ' ‘ ort ’ 1 there ere a public buildis 
4 lation; for instance, in cities having between 5,000 and 10,000 inhabit- | must be erected yraer to ace imodate t r less than $40 
ants the cost shall not be less than $10,000 nor more than $20,000; i 009. ¥ must ) leet front yt i y it 
5 cities having between 10,000 and 20,000 population the cost shall not Cis re ed tha t € shi be 50 feet space it uid 
be less than $20,000, nor more than $40,000; and soon. With this t nder t dat t 
elastic provision, I would leave it to this board of public buildi: t Cha t l 





composed of these three heads of the great Departments, to decide | t thing found rou oo 

when, where, and how all these public buildings should be erected, | !! ior tess than $10,000 to $2 Go t t 1, and the 

and their cost. tate prevails. Go to Char nh; you can not buy @ site lor go, UUY, 
Without detaining the committee further, I submit as part of my | W2ere the bulia to ' r AG | n1 

remarks the bill introduced by myself, to which I have alluded: muy it tort tori uM passes you W 

A bill (FH. R. 3384) to create the board of public buildings and to provide for t 7 at . : 








erection of public buildings in cities of less than 100,000 inhabitants over may pul t , ilor > ‘ ic building for $1 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repr sentatives of the United Slate UUU, and | tare eq tot tw re the a 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treas: ry, the Secr busine ré I th hu m uncer 
tary of the Interior, and the Postma General shall constitute a board of |... ; , » _" ! : fered. and I 
public buildings, with the powers and duties hereinafter defined prVUvssiUMe : oe p eee ee 
Sec. 2. That whenever any town or city in any State shall have attained a | propo i fC with of t l ties With >i 
population of nét less than 5,000 and not more than 100,000, according t OO0 t build r ull n S25 
then last census of the United States, and shall apply through its munici . ‘Nn 000 of : nan ‘ aad 1 O17 
government to the board of public buildings for the erection of a public : ~ = oo ae al ey oe 
ing in such town or city, for the use of the United States post-office and other id | tiie 1its, $15,000 and le 325,000 and 
United States officials located in such town or, city, and shall tender to t! is to tl] j 1 of the Postm:; n t ! ! 
United States a suitable site for such building, free of cost to the United State 4} aaa lonted pe ‘ ‘ ; 
it shall thereupon be the duty of the board of public buildings, without unn¢ —_— . won acopied, m 7 
essary delay, to proceed to procure plans and specifications for, and to cause t it lid 3 the bill better, in my n, ect 
be erected on such site, a suitable and commodious public building for the ‘ Later « e next section. I shall in Yr t 
of such United States post-office and such other Government officials in s pg aere ii ieee £ ¢ha «i+ 
town or city: Provided, That such town or city have not already c public | — 3 CRO PUFCHASS Of THC HIE. 





ing for such purposes owned by the United States. a | The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentl n ba 
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Mr. CANNON. Iask a few minutes longer. 

Mi BLOT! NJ iv to ct 

Mr. CANNO It k we 1 proceed more rapidly with the bill 
if I am al five ute litional time. 

Mr. BLA | e t is to be taken up in this way it will de- 
featihebill. If em to defeat the bill they can do it openly. 
lin t on the regu order 

Mr. CANNON [ withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRS The amendment is withd v1 

Ir. CANNON. I now renew it. 

Mr. KERR. I raise the question of order upon tl! 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Can it be done 

Mr. CANNON. It has been done But if the pointof order is mad 
I would like to be heard upon that. If gentlemen want to “ fritter 
away the time,’’ that is avery good plan. Gentlemen scem to assum 


the bill I am seeking to defeat it, while i 
will support it. 
he Chair will read 
no;r 
thereof 


that in trying to perfec 

will properly amend it | 
" 
4 


The CHAIRMAN. 


A 


an extract irom 1 


an amendment 


unless by ur 


eran amendment 


‘rn by the 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Bat I have just had consent. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will submit the request to the House. 
Is there objection to withdrawing the an Iment ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, I have stated my objections to this section, and I shall insi 
upon those objections and seek to have the bill properly amended. 

i wish to be heard for a few moments in this connection in regard 
to the next section; and I will read the section and call attention to 
the point. It provides 

That for the purpose ng such ground the Postmaster-General in his 
discretion is authorized to accept donations or grants thereof by the munici- 
pality in which such post-offi ituated or by private owners; and to accept 
contributions to the purchase of g in aid of construction; and that in 
selecting places in which to construct such buildings preference shall be given 
to such places as may provide such necessary ground to the satisfaction of the 
Postmaster-General; and the Postmaster-General is also authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, when necessary, to purchase any such lot or piece of ground at a price 
not to exceed in any on and, when necessary, to cause the same to 
l under th the State where such ground may be, 

What does it do? It limits the cost of a site to $5,000. It cuts off 
every city in the United States, I say, that needs these buildings most. 
But in addition to that, it authorizes this magnificent Federal Govern- 
ment of ours, through its Cabinet officer, to go into every considerable 
and inconsiderable city in the United States and open up competition 
between real-estate o and local jealousies and rival interests of 
every part of their little city or town to set them to bidding for and 
individuals to making donations to this great Government to secure a 
site for a public building. Real-estate speculators are to make dona- 
tions of sites in this part or that part or the other part without refer- 
ence’ to the convenience of the populace. I want to say that I think 
that provision in the bill is but little short of a misdemeanor, if it is to 
be enacted into law. 

For one I am not willing now or hereafter to go into the ‘‘ Cheap 
John ”’ auction business on the part of thisGovernment. We need the 
buildings or we do not need them. If we need them for the ordinary 
transaction of the business of the country, go and purchase asite in the 
proper location. 





to an amendment, shail 


araw move! ian ire consent 
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case £5,000 


be condemn« laws of 


whners 


The United States is not a pauper or a Cheap John 
manipulator of real estate, that it must go into the market in every 
town and seek individual or corporate donations in whole or in part to 
purchase the ground on which to erect the buildings it needs. 

Mr. MACDONALI It has always done it, though. 

Mr. CANNON, If it has always done it, then I am in favor of stop- 
ping that action, right here and now, and when we reach that section 
{ shall move to strike it , and then move to increase the cost of the 
site or the limit in the discretion of the Postmaster-General to $40,000; 
so that we can have buildings where they ought to be, as well as per- 
haps occasionally where they could wait a few years before getting 
them. Gentlemen may say this increases the discretion of the Post- 
master-General. Does it? Then it may be wrong to give him any dis- 
cretion at ali. If you give hima discretion at all, you should give him 
such a discretion that you can work out the legitimate good results of 
your act; and if you do not, then I am against that act. 

Now, having said this much in presenting my objections to these two 
sections, so far as I am concerned, I am ready for a vote. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I believe this bill is im- 
practicable in its nature altogether, and for that reason I favor every 
amendment making it more likely to fail and oppose any which may 
seek to improve it, because it is not, in my judgment, improvable. It 
is utterly impossible to erect public buildings in a satisfactory way un- 
der the provisions of the bill or by any amendment that changes it from 
receipts, as a basis, to population. You limit the cost to the present con- 
dition of things in the location, and largely in a very few years the 
community has outgrown the whole present system, and the buildings 
are useless or worse. Now, in my town, which was quite a village 
when Chicago was not known, we have this condition of things. It 
still is only a village, and never will be much more. 
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Now, sir, to take the receipts of that village, of over $10,000, and 
erect a building necessary for the post-office at that place, under the idea 
of this bill, would be wise and prudent. It has not a great growth in 
its fature, but to apply it to a town liable to double in ten vears and 
quadruple in twenty-five years is utterly absurd; and, Mr. Chairman, 
there is no way of erecting these public buildings but to apply the 
| wisdom that is in the House to any specific case as it comes, locking 
forward to any increase in the population and business of that town. 
You can not make it fit any city like ready-made clothing. You can 
not pass this bill as it is now and do anything but an act of great un- 
wisdom. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw the 
ro rma amendment? 
Mr. CANNON. I withdraw the p: » forma amendment. I ask to 
have my substantial amendment read. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The question was put, and the Chairannounced that the noes seemed 
to have it. 
| Mr. CANNON. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—yeas 27, noes 54. 
Mr. CANNON. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN. Th. Chair willappoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
| BLot NI l. 
| Mr. CANNON. As far as I am concerned, I will withdraw the point 
| of no quorum at this point, and will offer the amendment I send up to 
| the Clerk’s desk 
The CHAIRMAN. On this question the yeas are 38, noes 67. 
| So the amendment was rejected. 
| Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 3 
desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out the word “twenty-five,” in line 18, section 3, the word % 
in line 19, and the words commencing with “and,” in line 19, and ‘ 
| ending with ‘‘ dollars,” in line 22, and inserting the word “ten” before “thou ; 


sand,”’ in line 18, and the word “ fifteen” before “thousand,” in line 19, 


“twenty, 
' ; 
|} Mr. CANNON. I will state the effect of this amendment, and I 
hope gentlemen will give me their attention while I do so. This 
amendment authorizes the construction of buildings in all cities where 
the gross revenues are $10,000 for the two years past, at not exceeding 
$25,000 cost, and to cities between $3,000 and $10,000 of gross receipts 
at not exceeding $15,000 cost, both under the discretion of the Post- 
master-General within these limits. 

The proposition amounts to this: that it increases the cost in ail cities 
yielding a gross revenue between ten and thirty-five thousand dollars 
from fifteen to twenty-five thousand dollars. Now, then, I wanttosay 
that in all cities substantially where you have $10,000 of gross receipts 
you have got free delivery, and they are growing, important cities, 
where you want plenty room, and if you are to have a building there 
at all the Postmaster-General ought to have the discretion to make it 
at a cost of $25,000. He has nodiscretion over $15,000 as you propose; 
but I propose t6 raise that discretion from fifteen to twenty thousand 
dollars. I think it is a wise amendment, and I think it ought to be 
passed. I think gentlemen can now know what the amendment is 
that they are invited to vote upon, and I ask my friend from Georgia 
in the interest of this bill toaccept thisamendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !”’ 
“Vote!’’] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to take any time at all more than is 
| necessary. I think the billis an economic one. I have refrained from 
debating it and shall continue to refrain. The gentleman has already 
informed me that unless he can get thatamendment adopted he would 
20t consent to an extension of the time, or that the bill should pass, I 
hope that the bill as reported by the committee will substantially be 
adopted. [Criesof ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’| 

The question was put, and the Chair anncunced that the noes scemed 
to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—aycs 51, noes 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that there is no 
quorum and we must have tellers. [To Mr. BLount:] I hope you will 
accept my amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course the gentleman hopes 
and he announces if we do not the bill shall not pass. 

The Chair appointed Mr. CANNON and Mr. BDLouN’ as tellers. 

The tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the hour has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman irom Illinois withdraw thx 
point of no quorum ? 

Mr. CANNON. I desire on this proposition, on the merits, and as 
a friend of the bill, to have at least a quorum vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw his 
demand for a quorum ? 

Mr. CANNON, Why, Mr. Chairman, I can not. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired, and the committee will rise. 
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passing the Army appropriation bill, inasmuch as it provides th | 
money necessary to settle the accounts of the Army on the Ist of Au- 
gust 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois {| Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the motion made by the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] is precisely the same motion which the gentle- 
man himself would have to make to accomplish his object; that is that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. The 


question as to the preference of one of those bills over the other would | 


present itself when the first of the bills was reached in Committee 
of the Whole. If a proposition should then be made and objected to 
that the bill be passed over, the Committee of the Whole would rise and 
the House would be called on to decide the question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will renew my request at the proper 
point in Committee of the Whole. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BURNES that the 
Tiouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, the motion 
was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
‘The Clerk will read the title of the first bill in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 


priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the consideration of this bill, and 


Task my friend from Missouri to allow us to dispose of the Senate | 


amendments to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The rule requires that if the gentleman ob- 
jects to the consideration of the bill, he should ask that it be passed 
over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make that motion, in order that we may 
reach the Army appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing over the bill the 
title of which has been read ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the committee, under the 
rules, must rise and report the objection to the House. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union having reached in the course of its business | 


the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, the proposition was made and ob- 
jected to that the bill be passed over; whereupon the committee rose 
in order that the objection might be reported to the House for its de- 
qsion, 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House direct the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to pass over this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘This is a question concerning the order of busi- 
ness, and is not debatable. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 51. 

Mr. BURNES. No quorum having voted, I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BURNES and Mr. TOWNSHEND were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 85. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (before the result was announced). Mr. Speaker, 
my judgment is that it is the duty of the American Congress to dis- 
pose of the Army appropriation bill before the Ist day of August. 
This other bill could stand over for a month without detriment to the 
Government. But I am not here as an obstructionist to legislation; 
and as a majority of the House has concluded it to be best to let the 
War Department and the Army be embarrassed I shall not make any 
further resistance. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say a word in reply to the remarks just 
made by the gentleman from Illjnois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. The Army 
bill was passed in this House on the 16th of June; it remained in the 
Senate until the 26th of July, when it came back with amendments 
which do not come within the rules of this House as proper to be placed 
on this bill. All that the advocates of the postponement of the present 
consideration of the Army bill ask is that the House shall be thoroughly 
informed as to the nature of these amendments before acting upon 
them. A resolution has already passed the House and is now pending 
in the Senate extending the appropriations of the last year for thirty 
days longer. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, Mr. Speaker, fair play demands—— 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] made 
his statement in reply to that of the gentleman from Illinois. 





| 
| 





| 
| 
| 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ter—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair of course would be glad to recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois if the regular order were not demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam asking to say only one word. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has no discretion when the regular 
order is demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Who demands the regular order? 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire tomakeaninquiry. Does the record show 
that for any disaster which may occur to the War Department or the 
Army my colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will be free from responsi- 
bility ? Ifit does, then I think the regular order may proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If any disaster happens to the Army by rea- 
son of the failure of this bill the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Pay- 
SON ] may regard himself as one of those who will be responsible. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the House refuses to lay the 
bill aside. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


But the gentleman has developed a new mat- 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. By a vote of the House the general deficiency 
bill has been ordered to be taken up for consideration, and the Clerk 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations tosupply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill the first 
time for information. 

Mr. LONG. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time, for the satisfac- 
tion of members of the committee, to make a statement with regard to 
the future management of the bill. It has been agreed, after consul- 
tation with a number of gentlemen on both sides, we shall proceed to- 
day with that portion of the bill preceding the final section, and if we 
reach that section to-day then we shall rise and allow that matter to 


| go over until Monday, or in case it is not reached to-day, that as soon as 





the preceding sections of the bill have been disposed of we shall then 
proceed to the consideration of the last section relating to the French 
spoliation claims. 

It is also agreed, Mr. Chairman, that the general waiver of debate at 
this time shall not cover that final section, but that a certain time shall 
be allowed, agreeable to the two sides of the House, for debate on those 
spoliation claims. I appeal to gentlemen on the other side, and espe- 
cially to the gentleman froy, Massachusetts [Mr. LONG], my colleague 
on the committee, as it is hkely the thermometer may run up to 160° 
in the shade, the time for debate shall be as limited as possible. Four 
and a half hours have been suggested, but I ask my friend whether it 


| can not be limited to three hours. 


Mr. LONG. After consultation with the friends of these spoliation 
claims it has been determined that three hours will not be a suflicient 
time. Four and a half hours on each side is about as little time as they 
can get along with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a message was received from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its 
Secretary, announcing the passage of bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (8S. 1981) to provide for the erection of a public building for 


the use of the post-office and other Government offices at the city of 


Muskegon, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 3305) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a cemetery 
by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Central City, Colo. ; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) providing for the adjustmentofthe amount 
due to the State of South Carolina for the rent of the Citadel Academy. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 4659) for the re- 
lief of George M. Ochiltree with an amendment, together with a re- 
quest for a conference with the House on the said bill and amendment, 
and that the Senate had appointed as its managers of said conference 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

It further announced disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner 
of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, and asked for a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. SPOONER as the managers of said 
conference on its part. 

It further announced the passage of bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: ; 

A bill (H. R. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieu- 
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tenant-colonel and Quartermaster-General, United States Army, de- Mr. CANNON I want to be recognized in my own righ it 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs, and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official | out reference to the spoliation claims 
bond; | Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then there will be further time ta Lup in 


A bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; and | the general debate. 











Joint resolution (H. Res. 206) to continue the provisions of a joint Mr. CANNON I want to be recegnized for one hour, but,as 
resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to pro- | said, may not occupy all of that t 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’ The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 
| Mr. HOOKER I have no de e to inte “N \ irra Lent 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. | made ter the aentien whe meets t th senticen 2 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. other side in reference to the tim o devoted tot dis n 
Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, having introduced at the beginning | the French spoliation « but I t <, with the gentl n i 
of this session the resolution under which the French spoliation claims | Illinois, that if this bill is to be presented to the House r cons 
have been incorporated in this bill, under instructions of the House, | tion now there o t to! eneral i ipon the other prov ; 
and having been requested by my friend from Missouri [ Mr. BURN . | to such an extent as 3] fe ect and 
who has charge of the bill, to make some inguiry as to the amount of } the members of the cor ttee to explain the objects of tl 
time that would be desired by those wishing to speak in favor of these The SPEAKER The Cha vi mit the mod 
claims, I do not think that four hours from my information will give | by the gentleman from I] 
reasonable time for the debate. I had stated to my friend that four “Mr. CANNON. Ishall onlv desire to be reco 1 
and a half hours was the least time in my judgment that would be re The CHAIRMAN. The first request is hat t y eman 
quired, and since that time I have heard of one or two others who wish | nois be permitted to address the committee f Ly} d of one hour on 
to speak upon the bill in addition to those with whom I had already | this bill, and thereafter that general debate ill not take 
spoken. the fourth section of the bill is r ied, whereupon not exct ny fo 
[ really think that five hours, so far as those in favor of the bill may | and a half hours on each side on that question ull be ed. Is 
be concerned, is quite a reasonable limit, but as I suggested four and | there objection? 
a half hours in the first instance I would like my friend from Missouri Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I will not object pr i that 
to concede at least that much time. when the provision relating to the appr itions for deficient n tl 
Mr. LONG. How much time do gentlemen think will be required | Department of Justice is reached 1 can control twenty minutes 
in opposition to the claims ? Mr. LONG. Perhaps the gentleman from Illinois will yield that 


Mr. BURNES. As a matter of course the opponents of the claims | time out of his honr. 
will demand the same time that is fixed for your side, but are entirely Mr. MACDONALD. I think too much time is asked, and I will ob- 
willing to be governed by the time you may fix. If four hours and a | ject 


1alf is insisted upon of course I will yield my views in regard to the Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Illinois says that he w 
matter. yield to me whatever time I may desire, and I withdraw myo on. 
Mr. LONG. I think, under the circumstances, as so many have ex- The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection ? R 
pressed a desire to be heard, one gentleman having just spoken to me, Mr. ROGERS. I would like the gentleman from Missouri, in case 
that that is the very least time possible. I should desire it, to permit me to be heard briefly on that portion of 
Mr. BURNES. Then the understanding will be, when we reach that | the bill relating to the Department of Justic 


provision of the bill in regard to the French spoliation claims, that there The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, when that is reached, as 

will be a general debate not exceeding four hours and a half on each | there is a disposition on the part of the committee to allow reasonal 

side. time, the Chair will assist to whatever extent it can to enable the gen 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the agreement suggested | tleman to be heard on that part of the bill. 

by the gentleman from Missouri ? | Mr. MACDONALD. I understand the proposition of the Chair to 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the agree- | be to give the gentleman from Illinois one hour, and then four and a 

ment as to the debate upon those claims. | half hours on each side on the spoliation claims when that provision 
Mr. LONG. When they are reached. | is reached ? 
Mr. CANNON. When they are reached. I think ita very proper} The CHAIRMAN. That is the request. 

agreement. I do not desire to consume much time myself in the gen-| Mr. MACDONALD. Then I object. 

eral debate at the commencement, but I should like to be permitted Mr. BURNES. As a matter of course we can proceed with the 

to take the floor in my own right, and will probably not consume ex- | eral debate without unanimous consent, and it was in the interest of 

ceeding a half hour, if that much, in the general debate and aliunde of | economy of time that I sought to have this agreement perfected now 

the spoliation claims. The gentleman will understand that we can proceed with the general 
Mr. LONG. Let us fix this other qué@stion first. debate without limit, so that it will take more time, and this was an 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, if four and a half hours is to | economy of time. If the gentleman insists upon his objection we will 

be aliowed for general debate upon one section of this bill, we will | proceed without limit. 

consume two days of debate upon the one section. Mr. MACDONALD. Is it an economy of time to give gentlemen 
The CHAIRMAN. Therequestis that all general debate be confined | one houron one point, and then give an additional four and a half hours ? 

to the last section of the bill. lam perfectly willing to concede to the gentleman from II] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that; but there are eighty-six | the time he wishes, but I object to it being coupled with the 


pages here of this bill, and I do not remember the number of sections, | osition 
but they are quite numerous. If two days’ general debate is to be de- Mr. BURNES. It is not coupled with the other propo 

voted to the consideration of one section, it is likely that the bill will Mr. MACDONALD. The Chair so stated 

occupy not less than ten days. TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. The propo- 


Mr. LONG. Oh, no. sition is that the gentleman from Illinois on the left be now pe i 
Mr. RYAN. Three days at the outside. | to occupy one hour in general debate on the general pro 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall protest against any such improvident | bill, after which the committee will proceed to consider th inde 


waste of the time of the House at this stage of the session. I insist | the five-minute rule, until section 4, r to the French sy i 
that the House shall proceed in its regular way and order, and if we | claims, is reac! whereupon general debate w resumed, a 
find it necessary hereafter to limit debate on any section of the bill we | the understanding four and a half hours of general debate on 1 
can doit. I object. tion will be allowed on each side. Is there objectio Lhe ( 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first submit the request of the | hears none 
geutleman from Missouri to the House, so that there may be no mis- | Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Chair has n 
understanding about it. The gentleman from Missouri requests that Mr. MACDONALD. I do not ob 
all general debate on this bill be confined to the spoliation claims em Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ition 
bodied in the fourth section of the bill when it is reached, and that | heen discussed now for n lred y they we { 
the general debate on the fourth section be limited to a period not ex- | last January r he | t ‘ to) 
ceeding four and a half hours on each side. Is there objection ? time to give i¢ hours to the 
Mr. CANNON. With one modification, I have no objection. en dis l n ! id ) 


Mr. LONG. We will concede that. time. 

Mr.CANNON. Yes, but the unanimous consent here asked includes Mr. BURNES We w proceed then to the considera 
all the general debate, and will exclude any such arrangement as | | bill under g debate, and nothing to o 
wish. : hate in regard to that simply means « 

Mr. BURNES. We will havea different understanding as to that. ! in pu f law, I | thirty inutes to i 
Let the present point be settled first. Wa ton Territo who will doubtless edify t 

Mr. CANNON. Well, let this be included in your request. Mi ECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky J ot 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does my colleague insist on general debate | gent » I understand t , t t 
now? nade and ate on the F: 
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plac c 
have been read ? 

Mr. BURNES. Assoon as the House shall have settled down to de- 
bate I have no doubt we will be able to make a satisfactory arrange- 
ment for the order debate shall take. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr, Chairman, I avail myself of the kindly 
courtesy of the gentleman from Missouri to present to this House some 
vital 
sion of the Territory of Washington into the Union as the State of 
Washington. I regret that the tardiness of this House in proceeding 
to the consideration of a measure so important as this should force me 
to present upon an appropriation bill the facts which the importance 
of the subject require that I shall present. 

Mr. Chairman, amongst the many topics of legislation which demand 
the attention of Congress there are none which so comprehensively 
embody all the elements of a broad and enlightened statesmanship as 
that which contemplates the investiture of American citizens with the 
blessings of constitutional government. Animated by such a belief I 
rise upon this occasion, on behalf of more than two hundred thousand 
disfranchised citizens of this Republic, to impress, so far as I may, upon 
the members of this body the gross injustice of further delay in cloth- 
ing this people with that right which the fathers wrested from King 
George upon the bloody fields of the Revolution; the rightto be freed 
from the odious and monstrous imposition of taxation without repre- 
sentation; the right to live under a constitution, enjoying all the privi- 
leges and immunities consequent upon such a condition. 

lor many years the superb commonwealth which has honored me 
with a seat upon this floor has been demanding that place in this 
Union to which her varied and unrivaled resources and the eitizenship 
of her inhabitants entitle her, and for many years her demands have 
fallen on dull ears. The inanimate attitude of Congress in connection 
with this mighty question has presented a painful analogy to that of 
the fathers of Massachusetts Bay, who in early times solemnly deter- 
mined that populations were never destined to become very dense west 
of Newton, a suburb of Boston,and that of the founders of Lynn, who 
having diligently pushed theirexplorations a distanceof 10 or 15 miles, 
gravely doubted whether the country tothe westward would ever be 
good for anything. A remnant of the dense ignorance of that day and 
generation, of the marvelous and incalculable possibilities of the trans- 
Mississippi, has seemingly animated the minds of legislators hereto- 
fore in inducing a policy of non-action in extending the kindly and 
gracious hand of constitutional government to these mighty commu- 
nities. 

‘The wise and unerring statesmanship which animated Thomas Jef- 
ferson when he, in 1803, laid the foundation for the vast empires which 
are now to be found in the trans-Mississippi, did not contemplate the 
erection of dependencies or outlying provinces, and yet for years, with 
every prerequisite for admission into the Union amply met, a condition 
of disfranchisement continues to exist. 

By the act of March 3, 1853, that portion of the territory which was 
bequeathed to the American people by the enduring wisdom of Thomas 
Jefierson lying between the parallels 45° 32’ and 49° north latitude and 
the meridians of 117° and 124° 8’ longitude west from Greenwich, was 
clothed with a power of territorial government under the immortal 
name of Washington. 

The Cascade range of mountains, a continuation of the Sierra Nevada, 
traverses the Territory from north to south, dividing it into two dis- 
tinct geographical divisions. 

In every essential prerequisite to statehood the Territory of Wash- 
ington stands the peer of the proudest State in the American Union. 
While as yet her wonderful resources are in a comparatively meager 
state of development she only awaits that condition of stability and cer- 
tainty which attends upon a State government to astonish the world 
with the variety and richness of her products and the enterprise and 
patriotism of her citizens. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman from Washington Territory yield 
to a question ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. Does the gentleman not know that the five members 
of the Territorial Committee belonging to the Republican party have 
actively urged upon the committee and the House the admission of 
Washington Territory both in the Forty-ninth and in this Congress ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state to the gentleman from Colorado that 
Tam discussing this question, presenting, as it does, the question of 
enfranchisement for American citizens, as an American citizen, and not 
solely asa Democrat. Iam in favor of the admission of every Territory 
intothe Union, regardless of its political predilections, whether Demo- 
cratic or Republican. 

The question of American citizenship is too large, too exalted, and 
too great to be circumscribed by political considerations in my judgment. 
The Democratic members of the Territorial Committee have reported 
in favor of the admission of the Territories of Washington, Montana, 
New Mexico, and Dakota into the Union as States, and I do not know 
where the objection is to the consideration of the measure, whether 
upon the one side or the other. 

Air. SYMES. There is no objection to considering it; but Iask the 


considerations which imperatively demand the immediate admis- | 
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in the general debate instead of waiting until that section shall | gentleman if he does not know from his experience before that commit- 


tee, when urging the admission of the Territory of Washington that he 
is now elaborating on by his oratory, that the Republican members 
of the committee urged the report and urged the admission and have 
urged that the committee should call the bill up in the House, both in 
the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say, so far as the Territory of Washington 
is concerned, that every Democratic member, as well as the five Repub- 
lican members, urged the admissionof the Territory. I decline to yield 
any further. 

Mr. SYMES. Does not the gentleman know that the Democratic 
members tied it up with other Territories in an omnibus bill ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be taken in this 
way from the line in which I have seen fit to present this question, 
and the gentleman can make any political capital out of it in his own 
time if he chooses, if there is any such capital to be made. I have but 
thirty minutes, and consequently have no time in which to indulge in 
a colloquy with my friend from Colorado. 

When the uncertainties of a Territorial government shall have given 
place to a government distinctively by the people, outside capital, which 
only seeks an investment in favored quarters, will be a giant in the de- 
velopment of our unequaled resources, and that degree of enterprise 
and patriotism will exist which has its growth in the loyal pride of 
American citizenship. 

Amidst the many natural advantages upon which the pre-eminence 
of the Territory is based, its maritime character takes a commanding 
place. Nature has touched the western portion of the Territory with 
a generous hand and has lavishly endowed it with all the requirements 
demanded by great maritime interests. Admiral Charles Wilkes thus 
emphasizes the maritime characteristics of Puget Sound: 

Nothing can surpass the beauty of these waters and their safety. Not ashoal 
exists within the Straits of Juan de Fuca, Admiralty Bay, or Hood’s Canal that 
can in any way interrupt their navigation by a 74-gun ship. I venture nothing 
in saying that there is no country in the world that possesses waters equal to 
these; they cover an area of about 2,000 square miles; the shoresof all its inlets 
and bays are remarkably bold, so much so that a ship’s side would strike the 
shore before her keel would touch the ground. 

The country by which these waters are surrounded is remarkably salubrious 
and affords every advantage for the accommodation of a vast commercial and 
military marine, with convenience for docks, and a great many sites for towns 
and cities, at all times well supplied wita water, and capable of being well pro- 
vided with everything by the surrounding country, which is well adapted for 
agriculture, 

The Straits of Juan de Fuca are 95 miles in length, and have an average width 
of 11 miles. At the entrance (8 miles in width) no danger exists, and it may be 
safely navigated throughout. 

No part of the world affords finer inlands, sounds, or a greater number of 
harbors than are found within the Straits of Juan de Fuca, capable of receiving 
the largest class of vessels and without a danger in them that is not visible. 
From the rise and fall of the tide (18 feet) every facility isafforded for the erection 
of works for a great maritime nation. 

The country also affords as many sites for water-power as any other. 

The gigantic lumber, coal, agricultural, and other interests are of 
such proportions that in 1887 the number of American steam-vessels 
engaged in the foreign trade, which was 674 entering and clearing in 
the Puget Sound customs district, exceeded that of any other district 
in the United States, New York standing second with 488 vessels; and 
the tonnage of such vessels, representing 532,748 tons, was only ex- 
ceeded by New York, where the tonnage was 764,551. During that 
year in the aggregate number of American and foreign steam-vessels 
engaged in the foreign trade, at 1,312, this district stood second only to 
New York, and in the aggregate tonnage of such vessels the district was 
seventh in importance. In the aggregate number of entrances and 
clearances of American and foreign vessels, steam and sail, the district 
was fifth in the United States, with 881 vessels, and in the aggregate 
tonnage of such vessels it was seventh. In the fiscal year of 1886 the 
collections of this district were $79,000, while such collections for the 
fiscal year of 1887 will not fall far short of $300,000. 

It is estimated that the export trade of Puget Sound in coal, lumber, 
wheat, and other products amounts to $10,000,000 annually. Even 
under territorial conditions her fishing, lumbering, mining, and manu- 
facturing industries present a phenomenal degree of development. Her 
trade with China and Japan and the islands of the Pacific gives abun- 
dant promise of an overwhelming contribution in the near future to her 
maritime greatness. Already this trade is being largely developed 
by the ocean lines of steam-ships already in operation, and by the line 
of tea ships which during a considerable period has been successfully 
operated. 

Puget Sound has been aptly termed the ‘‘ Mediterranean of the Pa- 
cific,’’? and even in the infancy of the development of that region it is 
a giant rival of its Italian namesake. Washington Territory has 1,984 
miles of coast line, which includes that portion of the Territory washed 
by the Pacific Ocean, extending from the Straits of Fuca on the north 
to the Columbia River on the south. 

Aside from the rapidly increasing commercial importance of our mar- 
itime position, the American people are confronted by very grave and 
weighty political considerations involved therein. Washington is the 
only Territory in the United States to-day with an ocean frontage, and 
questions of the gravest national concern must induce the conviction 
that it is perilous to longer delay the establishment there of a settled 
and certain condition of government. Senator MORGAN, in his most 
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ad le yle, and u 1e ad sion of W 
ington Territory, in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congr 
forcibly presented this thought 
: ' 
Considers view 1ere I re i rta 
we ire Ww e un i s SUALS eS 5 i 
tha N vestern possessions i wW h is washed | 
Pac Oo 1 andt by the Straits of I ~~ y describe it Ay - . 
cal i t re pa y e sea ) sed directly to t 
an t a r tha v : > Ww i 
ow } 1 ire wh I s z 
to estimate if we have notd t ve I tish ] 
Vievoria, the capital of the province of British Columbia, is but 30 
miles distant from Port Townsend, the port of entry of the Puget Sound \ 1, mar 
customs district i at this point the British Government has est > W 1 W 
lished one of its foremost naval stations, and has expended n 
a million dolla 1 public wo Our lo mM Wit. reference 
enterprising and aggressive fo should be sufficient, of | ura 
to successfully invoke the favorable consideration, by the Ame1 1 | 
Congress, of our appeal for constitut 1al rovernment. it ‘\ Wa 
Ship-building promises to become, in the near future, one of Wash- | n 
ington’s greatest industries. AF ch expert, referring to the t I t r 183 rding to - 
of this region for ship-building purposes, says | ton rritor L ¢ 
The principal quality of their woods is a flexibility and t icity of fiber ra | l oat ul ee f \ 1 
met with in trees so aved They m vent and isted several times | I i 
trary directions without break y I masts l spars are wood r l 1 ¢ ( 
exceptional for dimensions and superior qualities, strength, lightn , a | ; 
of knots, and other grave vices | I { 1 Washingtor t ‘ 
. . ‘ > ~ 1 . 1 line re the world Tr ‘ 4 nnty of Wt 
From July 1, 1886, to September 30, 1887, there were built in the | !"* ’ =) a oe ves 
district of Puget Sound twelve steam vessels with a gross tonnage of | 5!¢* __ USUAL SUF Ue & "mY 2 an 
4 . ous . ma on } ‘ ‘ try forty } } 1 2 er ie - 2 
1,002.43 and seventeen sailing vessels wit! nt f 4,464.3 RUE US : Pees ’ 

The lumber supply of Western Washi lly inexhau a pon this su = bo’ a 
ble. It embraces yellow and red fir, wl spruce, larch, | = RS tei , 
: : ee ne a S of WV \ ) ep 1 3 

white pine, white fir, hemlock, yellow pine, tamarack, alder and maple, | F : 
z . } g 2 ¢ ' 
ash and oak, cherry and laurel, and cottonwood. The heaviest | 0 0 ( t l 
port is in the yellow and red fir, commonly designated as ‘‘ Or n | sed 6 
pine.”’ other cour sin the 7 
+ - . . «© | ~ | to 
In exceptional cases these trees reach 12 feet in diameter and 300 | = — ; 
“ . . . i 4 ‘ ] 
feet in height, but the saw logs, ordinarily used in the manufactu a a . 
commercial lumber, range from 24 to 60 inches in diameter. By the irs 1 th ps : 
best statistics obtainable it appears that during a year of two hundred | * t vere int ' . : 
and sixty working days the saw-mills of Washington Territory have a | | districts, of which & 


capacity for the manufacture of 645,440,000 superficial feet of lumber . b Sacre Were om 
In all the operations which lead up to this result, from the logging | . ee pore ee ae eee ; F 





camp to the lumber yard, it is estimated that the employment of at er mon there © an! ; e 
least two men for every 1,000 feet of lumber is necessary. Upon this | 0f 4°U Students and a fa eS ee oe 
- . j } } ; I . 


basis this industry alone gives employment to 4,964men. As convey- | #¢4¢ _ eo 7 a eESINSE ; 
ing some idea of the character of the foreign trade in lumber from this | ned , ee : ; 


1) 


Territory, the following statistics are valuable: : rocen — See os 7 sag whey 
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| of $100,( d the last ] i 
De vation, number, and amount of Soreign lumber cargoes fort yea vylum for } } ‘ i i 3 
1886. ew penitentia is I ( it Walla Wa 
r >{ rf Vv 
Destination. No. Feet Destina n No ; f In October of last year there w i i€ 
- . 2 ‘ in| th a taliza of $ » ( d } 
I r 1 lerrit i VV l 
Sydney... 25, 082,332 || Hong-] g 2 l, 100 ! } 
Melbourne...............0+ 19, 053,426 || Ax asta , 1, 127. 00 A] i i ) 
Hawaiian Islands........| 26 14, 244, 111 Iquig , 1,2 are, 1D iditio tia ‘ f |] I 
Valparaiso. pabieen 24 14, 990, 372 Rio de Janeiro......... 858 " Ter 
Mexico ceca 9 4.720, 232 || Mollemdo............cccoces 7 ) iis ‘ 
Buenos Ayres 6 4,818,111 || London 551, 193 | , a : ; , 
2,401,562 | Broken Bay I 


srisbane 
Sha i 
Callao. 
Fiji 
Townsville... ovninaiel, «aa 


New Ue 





2, 794, 460 Montevideo. 
2,402,666 | Adelaide 
1, 204, 494 Coquimbo 


92, 558 _ Dla l ] ye $ Or th i mi 


175, 250 Total : 103, 102, 241 ploy} t ) tho I ‘and 


pond fod ed fl fe fel 
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_ - _ ——— s) () io ‘ » the b ri ‘ ‘ | 
During that year the shipments coastwise amounted to 200,000,000 | 1866 1 ulue of salr 1 canned ha 1 l to ! ) 

feet, and to American Atlantic ports 3,076,432 feet, representing a total | as will be seen from th 0 g 

of shipments during the year of 306,178,673 feet. | 
From the very great importance of the coal industry of Washington | 

Territory it has frequently been called the ‘“‘ Pennsylvania of the Pa- | 

cific Northwest.’? ‘The mines are confined to the central : 


























portions of the Territory. The great bulk of the coal the | 
Territory is bituminous. During the year ending June 30, 1877, there | ; ; 
were shipped from the Territory 525 ; t So far as ascei 1] . 
able, it appears that the total output of coal in the Territory to June | '* op ood 
30, 1887, was as follows: Ee 0 
Tons | 1s 
Newcastle — ‘ 1, 308, 17 } 18 
Franklin : 16,272 | 
Black Diamond .............+++. 148.4 
Renton 
Talbot : uw | 
Cedar River ......... 64 | 
Carbonade 4 
South Prairie 
| EEA rT 
Bucoda .... : 
Roslyn. a : ma ; 
3ellingham Bay (estimated sai militia 2 : Y 
Clallam Bay. ; ; WGabiipvandncuniant we f t} ( 


Total 
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The entire death rate in the Territory is less than that of any State 


; 1 ory | cific terminus of the Canadian Pacific is but a very short distance to 
in the Union, the District of Columbia, England and Wales, Denmark, 


the north of the Territory. While it is difficult to estimate with any 
Sweden, Austria, Hungary, German Empire, Prussia, the Netherlands, | degree of mathematical certainty the effect of these increased transpor- 
France, Spain, or Italy. ; tation facilities upon the immigration of the Territory, it is not difficult 
The assessed value of all property returned by the several counties | to conclude that it has been very great. , 
in 1587 for purposes of taxation were $61,562,739, and the total tax | In 1880 the total vote in the Territory was 15,823. With the popu- 
levy was $1,239,958.41. It must be noted in this connection that no | lation at 75,116 the figures indicate a ratio of population to vote of 4.7. 
part of the vast landed estate of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- | In 1882 the total vote was 19,498, showing an increase in the voting 
pany in the Territory is included within this valuation. population in the two years of 23.67 per cent. At the ratio of 4.7 this 
This arises from the fact that this company succeeded in having | would indicate a population of 91,640 in 1882, an increase in two years 
pluced upon the statutes of the Territory a most shameless and nefari- | of 22.55 per cent. In 1884 the total vote cast in the Territory was 
ous law providing for the payment into the Territorial treasury of 2 11,842. During the period between 1882 and 1834 the right of suffrage 
per cent. of its gross earnings in lieu of taxes upon all its property in- | had been extended to women by the Territoriallaws. In that election 
terests of whatsoever character or description. In the face of this law | there were polled by women 8,368 votes, and in order to preserve the ratio 
it was impossible to list this property for taxation on the same basis as | of population to vote, under the rule established in 1880, when woman 
the property of the individual. It is not unlikely that this valuation | suffrage did not prevail, it becomes necessary to deduct from the above 
would have been increased from 50 to 100 per cent. had not the statute- | thefemale vote. This donethe total male vote, on the 4th day of Novem- 
books of the Territory been disgraced by this iniquitous exemption. | ber, 1884, was 33,474. With the ratio stillat 4.7, this vote represented a 
This piratical law has recently been repealed, and our property valua- | population of 157,328, indicating an increase in two years of 71.68 per 
tion will be correspondingly increased. The total value of taxable | cent. In 1886 the total vote in the Territory was 47,230. Deducting 
property assessed in 1685, under the same conditions as existed with | from this the female vote, placing it at the figures of 1884, and the total 
reference to exemptions in 1887, was $50,484,437. It appears, there- | male voting population was 38,862. At the ratio of 4.7, the population 
fore, that during the two years between 1585 and 1887 there was a net | in November, 1886, was 182,650. Since that time the increase in popu- 
increase in the value of taxable property of $11,078,302. lation has been greater than ever before, and it requires no effort of the 
These statistics overwhelmingly demonstrate that Washington Ter- | imagination to conclude that the population of Washington Territory, 
ritory is behind no State in the Union in the fertility of her soil, the at this time, very largely exceeds 200,000. By a Territorial census, in 
grandeur of her natural advantages, the salubrity and healthfulness of | the spring of 1887, which is recognized everywhere as exceptionally in- 
her climate, the richness and varied character of her products, and the | complete and inaccurate, it appears that there was a population in the 
stability of her citizenship. Territory, at that time, of 142,391, This census was taken by the 
By the most conservative estimate the population is very much more | county assessors throughout the Territory, under a law which provided 
than sufficient to warrant the favorable consideration of the Territory’s | no penalties whatever for non-compliance with its provisions. 


demand for statehood. The conditions as to population under which each of the last twenty- 

In 1880, by the Government census, there was a population in the | five States were admitted into the Union will amply appear from the 
Territory of 75,116. This population had accumulated in the absence table which follows. This table very clearly establishes the fact that 
of any transcontinental railway facilities. Since that time we have | Washington is far better equipped as regards her population than were 
been connected with the East by the Northern Pacific and the Union | the great majority of the States which have preceded her at the date of 
Pacific; with San Francisco by the Oregon and California, and the Pa- | their admission. 
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| e | oO z | 
ce - | 
-2 
£ => | Rate per 
: ° . ; ‘ : A. aa 
3 - £ Population by previous census, | Population when admitted. |Population a = 
> c od y 7} Arapis 
State, 3 oc. | | a nen during 
& mo | gus decade 
3 22a a ss a —s of ad- 
2 a20 S . sie | mission, 
2 a =e Free. | Slave. Total. Free. Slave. Total. | 
j | 
- 7 ates enemas | eo lvannisenagnphertalitnallins eee canreinicnialinatirtatlhiniittadniaceiniiieaaallltts ih crcmgstiitaccegl Medicinal elt ip aeininimanasil iain 
| | | | 
SAAN. «ii cnsesdaabdsciepulaanabinnalcbdene sonics teonemaataa ae 83, 000 85, 425 85, 425 | CRI caintccstesaa 85,425 | 154,446 | 80 
Kentucky 1792 33, 000 61, 247 | 73, 677 61, 247 12, 430 | 73,677 | 220, 955 | 200 
‘Tennessee.. | 1796 | 33, 000 32, 274 35, 691 *60, 000 *7, 000 467, 000 105, 602 195 
Ohio 02 | 33, 000 45, 365 | 45, 365 45, 365 oe 45, 365 230, 760 4( 
vii ; 33, 5, ¢ 5, § EEE Bienes cscecmuiesl 5,365 |  230,7 408 
Louisiana... 35, 000 41, 896 | 76, 566 41, 896 34, 660° 76,556 | 152,923 | 109 
Indiana 35, 000 24, 520 24, 520 NE Biinictaiaiitin 63,897 | 147,178 500 
Mississ es 000 | . aul é. < 75, 448 
Mississipp .. $5,000 |} 93, 264 40, 352 45, 441 30, 061 75,512 |{ 7 Ads 403 
Iiinois. ........ 35, 000 12, 282 12, 282 34, 620 es amido ba 34, 620 | 55, 162 350 
Maine 35, 000 228, 705 228, 705 298, 269 |........ e 298, 269 399, 445 | 33 
Missouri 40, 000 56, 335 | 66, 557 56, 335 | 10, 222 | 66, 557 140, 455 | 111 
Arkansas 47, 700 58, 812 | 30, 388 *33, 000 | *9, 240 52, 240 | 97,574 | 291 
Michigan... 7,700 31, 639 31, 639 G5, 000 |...ccecceescsceses |  *65, 000 212, 267 | 570 
Florida 70, 680 28, 760 | 54, 477 #34, 000 *30, 000 *64, 000 87, 445 | 60 
Texas s dddniiniaadldaieiinatte ad NN lat ae eas | sis anaecaiiie’ #105, 000 | 38,000 | 143,000 212, 592 | ...cecscerereeess. 
a i a Sesidesideact sian | 1846 | 70, 680 43,112 |... 43, 112 78, 819 78, 819 192,214 345 
Wisconsin 70, 680 30, 945 |... 80, 945 *180, 000 |.. *1380, 000 305, 391 | S86 
California mein Sob ssiesntipinspinsnbaleietcaiiediedl 93, 423 92, 597 |.. 92,597 92,597 |.. 92, 597 379, 994 | 310 
MinMeSOtM ..... 0.008 j ae 858 | 93, 423 6, 077 | 6,077 | 120,000 |.. #120,000 | . 172,023 | 2,730 
Ni ais scnainn ne REAR as ¢ 93, 423 13, 294 | 13, 294 *50, 000 |.. *50, 000 | 52, 465 | 294 
Kansas rer a 127, 381 107, 206 | ss 107, 206 107, 206 |.. | 107,208 | 354,399 240 
-t Virginia 4 a B pansueesinndonctieninienesncnien Dean abbaaiaia saab isaiten |  %350,00C 3) Oe 
Nevada Sal llc 127, 381 6, 857 6, 857 *40, 000 |.. #40, 000 42, 491 520 
INOPRIEES dcaretccsecseonnixnsess 127, 381 28, 841 | 28,841 | *100,000 |.. #100, 000 | 122, 993 $22 
Colorado.......ccc00e 131, 425 39, 864 39, 864 *100, 000 #100, 000 194, 640 388 











* Estimated. 


Maine was the oftspring of Massachusetts, and West Virginia was | zenship which the Constitution guaranties to all save to those disfran- 
wrested from the Old Dominion. New York held the colonial custody | chised for oifenses against the laws. They have been diligently repre- 
of Vermont, Virginia of Kentucky, and they were admitted into the | senting to Congress that every consideration of public policy, of popu- 
Union with the consent of the mother States. Texas possessed an in- | lar right, of population, of the intelligence, loyalty, and patriotism of 
dependent organization before her annexation to the United States. | the people, and of justice and equality demands the erection of this 
The other twenty were carved from the Territories of the United States | superb Territory into a free and independent Commonwealth. They 
by Congress. Of these only four, according to the census preceding | have been insisting that withir this great question is involved the per- 
their admission into the Union, possessed population reaching the rep- | petuation of popular government in this country. 
resentative unit of that census, namely, Tennessee, Ohio, Missouri, and Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the efforts made in the early part of my 
Louisiana. speech by gentlemen on the other side to make it appear that the 

As early as 1878 the people of Washington Territory, imbued with | Democratic party on this floor is responsible for the delay in the con- 
an earnest desire for American citizenship, adopted a constitution by | sideration of this very important question, I have not the time to go 
a most pronounced and overwhelming majority. From that time to | into details; but I stand here ready to say, and to assume the responsi- 
the present they have been earnestly protesting against longer disfran- | bility of saying, that if the Democratic party in the past has been, or 
chisement, and urgently appealing to Congress for those rights of citi- | if it is now or shall be hereafter, responsib!e for depriving the people 











1888. 


whom I represent of the privileges of living under a constitutional 
form of government, I will just as quickly denounce the Democratic 
party for that attitude as I would denounce the Republican party for 
such an indefensible position. 

Contronted by the majestic presence of American citi 
political considerations grow mean and small. 
great question to-day, not as a Democrat, but as an Ame 
1 care not what the future political complexion of the ‘I 
be, the citizenship of its inhabitants can not become less sacred, be the 
administration Democratic or Republican. American citizenship pre- 
sents too exalted a question to be circumscribed by political considera- 
tions, and I shall always protest against the utilization of such a ques 
tion for the perpetuation of party supremacy or for the achieveme: f 
mere party advantage. It is a question of statesmanship and not of 
polities. 

With an earnestness and a zeal born of the wrongs to which the peo- 
ple I represent have been subjected by the laggard disposition of 
Congress in connection with this great question I raise my voice, he 
and now, demanding the recognition to which these people, as Amei 
ican citizens, are entitled. With every condition which has heretofore 
been exacted as precedent to the admission of new States more th: 
complied with, the genius of our institutions, the good faith of th 
ernment, and the inalienable rights of the people of Washington 
peratively demand that there shall be no further delay in clothing 
mighty and resourceful empire with full powers of sovereignty. 
plause. | 

{ During the delivery of the above remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that the time of the gentleman be extended 
so that he may complete his remarks. 

There was no objection, and Mr. VoORHEES resumed and concluded 
his remarks, as above. 

Mr. CANNON. 
[Mr. SyMgEs]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I most heartily agree with the position 
taken by the gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. VooRHEES ] 
in urging the admission of that Territory intothe Union. I fully agree 
with him in his criticism of a Territorial government as being unfit for 
a free people after they have reached that stage of progress which en- 
titles them to be admitted under the precedents for the admission of 
States into the American Union. I say, sir, from practical experience 
that a Territorial government is’a condition of Territorial vassalage. I 
say thata Territorial government is worse government for a people after 
they have reached a point of progress which entitles them to admission 
than the government of a colony of the British Empire. Therefore it 
is, sir, that ever since I became a member of the Committee on Terri- 
tories in the Forty-ninth Congress I have urged that a separate bill 
should be reported for the admission of Washington Territory. 

I have urged also that a separate bill should be reported for the ad- 
mission of Montana Territory, a Territory I lived in for some years, and 
which has, equally with Washington Territory, all the elements of 
manhood and of citizenship, all the elements of material wealth, ma- 
terial growth, and material and political progress, which will make 
her an honored sister in the American Union. And, sir, as I have 
already said,every one of the five Republicans on that committee dur- 
ing the Forty-ninth Congress urged that such bills should be reported, 
and that measures should be taken to bring them before the House for 
passage. 
urged by the Delegates from those Territories for their admission into 


zenship mere 
I address myself to tis 
rican citizen. 
‘erritory may 
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I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
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We could not secure the reporting of those bills which were | 


the Union until too late to pass them; but towards the latter part of | 


the Forty-ninth Congress, after months of delay, there was a bill re- 
ported here for the admission of Dakota as a whole. It was known 
that was a question that should be dealt with separately. 

It was known that the people of Dakota were divided upon that 
question and would not consent to come into the Union as one State, 
that they demanded action on the Senate bill admitting Southern Da- 
kota as a State and organizing Northern Dakota as a Territory. The 
Fiftieth Congress came around and we found ourselves upon the same 
committee, and what course was pursued? A bill was introduced for 
the admission of Washington Territory; a bill was introduced for the 
admission of Montana Territory, the Delegates of those Territories 
urged that those bills should be reported and passed. 

Every one of the five Republicans upon the committee urged that 
they shouid be reported, and that the committee should insist upon 
having days assigned for their consideration. What was the result ? 
We were overruled in that committee, and the result was that after 
months of controversy a bill was reported which may he called an 

‘omnibus ’’ bill for the admission of Montana and for the admission 


of Dakota, and for the admission of Washington Territory, and for the | 


admission of New Mexico—a bill which it was known, in view of the | 


complicated questions that would arise over the admission of Dakota 
as a whole probably could not be passed at this session. New Mexico 
was incorporated in that bill, although it was known to the commit- 
tee and to this House that neither her Delegate who sits yonder [ Mr. 


Josip], nor her governor, Mr. Ross, who was here urging measures | 











in the interest of that Territory, had ever asked for her ad: No 
b r the admission of New Mex was introduced. H 
0 k for admission or her Dele rate ask fora I 
ask id Si butap rrapkh was inc 
bi 1¢ M4 T e ad 38 n of New Me 

| to { from Wa n ‘J y | Mr. Voo1 t 
v ea ( ( ( t l) ( I 3H ‘ i 1 
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this ec tion of Territorial vassalage w! ' ‘ des ) 

is l f up a bil )- for tl W g 
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t] ssion of So ‘ L) ta l the org f N 
BF +1 ) ha é come ae t s 
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iT | n on tl ‘ t 1 do rl 
they ive all 1e I ti tt \ 1 $ 1 { { 
nd prospe! Teri into the | 

here is not a Repu in on i tt a Rey i 
t] House, who will not d in admitting that g t J ot 
Montana into this | with all varied 1 ] S nd 

Ln a@& peopie as We ad 1 ior I le gove ment evel On 
t ice of the earth They v lin the ad ssion of W i 
Territ ind the admission of South and North Dako 
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But, sir, it is the policy of the Democratic part n the I t 
ind Fiftieth Congresses that has wrongfull: these great Tert 
tories out of the Union. Applause on the Republican side 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CANNON. I yield thirty minutes, or tim Ly 


Mr. Pay N 


desire, to my colleague 

M PAYSON Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party at its late 
national convention at St. Louis, in what it was pl d to« ts plat- 
form of principles which it professes this year, speaking of sed 
the following language: 

It 


The Democratic party— 


has reversed the improvident and unwise policy of the Republican party t 
ing the public domain and has reclaimed from corporations and syndi 
and domestic, and restored to the people nearly 100,000,000 of acres of y ia 


land to be sacredly held as homesteads for our citizens 


During the past few years it has been the usual custom, so much so 
that it has become habitual, for many of the Democratic State conven- 
tions to adopt the same idea, and in substance to resolve that the lhe- 
publican party should be denounced for all past profligate prodigality 


in granting public lands in aid of railway enterprises, and the De 





cratic party credited with and complimented for the change in the 
policy of the Government as to such aid and for the restorati to the 
public domain of over 50,000,000 acres of the public lands so improv 
dently granted in pursuance of such vicious policy alleged to be Repub- 
lican. 

And the same idea is being, from time to time, expressed by Demo- 
crats, in public life, in political campaigns, and elsewhere, so generally, 


that by reason of its vehement and apparently honest utterance 
policy of making grants of public 
fit of, railway companies was a |] 


very 
nany of our people believe that the 
lands to, or for the } 


> } ? 
vene republic i poi- 





icy, and that whatever of blame or discredit, if any, attaches to such 
olicy, in the light of subsequent experience, the Republican party 
} s j Cx] rty 
should be charged with it; and further, that whatever credit attaches 


in restoring tie i 


to the efforts which have resulted area of lands 
which have been reclaimed by the forfeiture acts which have passe d 
Congress in recent years, the Democratic party and its membership is 
entitled to the sole credit for such 

Mr. Chairman, these charges and claim for credit which I have just 


referred to are utterly deceptive, and must be made without even the 


arge 


action. 





most casual examination of the record, and in utter d gard of well- 
known facts of recent history. My committee assignment has caused 





me to become somewhat familiar with this matter, and I venture, be- 
cause of the importance of the subject and the prevalence of so much 
ignorance as to it, where knowledge might well b esumed, to sub 
mit some observations upon th l 
Mr. Chairman, the policy—and I re tI 1, and desire it to 
be understood in it illest sense e policy, the method of legislative 
provision for dealing with t juestion of giving the public land 
in aid of building railroads i which became a settled method of ad- 
| ministration eal ‘ was initiated in 1850 the passage of th 
bill making t in aid of the Illinois Central R ud of 2,595,053 
acres of the public lands 
There had been prior to this time some small grants le to Ohio, 
Indiana and Illinois (and small aid to a canal in the then Territory of 
Wisconsin) for wagon-roads l ca 5 é t table, 
| which I will inse and ¥ 1 includes every graut of public lands 
; made by Congress in aid of railroads, canals, wag us, et 
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Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, and to aid in river improvement 


prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
[Compiled from the official records of the General Land Office.] 


FIRST tO AID IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS, 




























Area 
Date Estimated certified or 
3 of companies | State. Mile limits. | of granting | area of entire |} patented up 
act, grant. to June 3y, 
1888. 
Grants to States prior to March 4, 1361 Acres. Acres. 
THlinois Central eeiset ; ' ; soseeeee| Minois...........| Gand 15 ............| Sept. ay 2, 595, 053. 00 2, 595, 053. 00 
Mobile and Ohio Rive: a awe : pusndenioes biecibisnhiethainpaseaaiiidia , ssi ossicles UNI I a do.. 1, 004, 640. 00 | "787, 1 30, 29 
Oe m7 Alabama ..... .do.. 230, 400. 00 | 419, 528. 44 
Hannibal and St. Joseph senabesacheeatiiinne alice an iii call deal nel c ‘| June 10, "1852 781, 944. 00 603, 186. 34 
Pacific (Southwest branch).... ; idigioddsemoobeditnn ees do.. 1,161 235. 07 1, 164, 164. 51 
Cairo and Fulton soa arenes Se ee ; are eee a | 1,178,411.05 | 1,178, 411.05 
TL ittle Rock and Fort Smith . ecoieeten ncsenemeinbesiapesemnes ee 550, 584. 09 550, 534. 09 
Memphisand Little Rock ; vanbiatiia bakit ebesicks ern moons pAD anintitticiiediaein - } 438, 646. 00 127, 238. 00 
Bari negtoa ¢ and Missouri River : : spgnebsnctonsdacnentons Scencceoeosessoosce a 948, 643. 66 388, 934. 08 
Mississippi and Missouri [Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific}...... enaspatusscusenessesss ces ccc — 1, 261, 181.00 607, 461.68 
Towa Central Air Line |Cedar Rapids and Missouri men snlaieiassatsieeiagidiiiienmed meant iat tiedinadeeatl tii jihad tapi ae 1, 298, 739. 00 1, 082, 363, 28 
Dubuque and Pacific = : sesiock icsetdsadioubeunieGidaian i diiiisacasd 1, 226, 163. 00 1, 155, 956. 54 
Florida, Atlanticand Gulf [Pensacola and Filorida]......... abel ‘ pinaicdensintnel sre 1, 568, 729. 07 1, 304, 963. 70 
Florida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit. sieibenbies sean ennusdunamaiaineatncinnsth do... 290, 183. 28 290, 183, 28 
Alabama and Florida.,................. ponienetenimasana smeiiiiaian do ° 165, 688. 00 165, 688. 00 
BPD. oc unssote-nehmnebanestepyeevensenteqeinuevancsbaspesepsovecseteunons cnusbnss ocentiprencdnetnunendsentiaebaensewenpembele Alabanaa......../...... 419, 520. 00 3%4, 522. 99 
Tennessee and Coosa.......... duets . ‘ do 132, 480. 00 67, 784. 96 
Coosa und ¢ hattooga i os tai asia hiaataiiai acetate aiatsiaaitneeetiie et Si ieatiest neat 144, 000. 00 








Wills Valley and Northe ast and South weste rn [now Alabama an CenenD 897, 920. 00 


Mobile and Gir il neaniidinenmnectannandiieeaashamecdneaienantuatindiiediabadeiaian 





‘Ten:essee and Alabama Ce ntrs al [Sonth and North Al: ubama } ain ae 60’ abesenpeunwessece 576, 000. 00 438, 905. 
Alabama and Tennessee Rivers |Selma, Rome and Dalton)............ ........c0000+ 481, 920. 00 457, 215. 
Bay de Noquet ana Marquette [now Marque a Hous ghton and ‘Ontonagon |. ™ 128, 000. 00 128, 000. 
Marquette and Ontonagon ‘ : ndiunintaieniilies sasosesuenuinseeseueueesecsnensesbenwetdinvestes 331, 509. 15 262, 446, 
Ontonagon State Line Bruk Rive ita alten li nie aes alt a a i aie a SERED Tvnisoniinicenticenhe 
Marquette and State Line, afterw ards known as the Chics ago, , St. Paul and Fond du 360, 000. 00 240, 000, 


Lac |Chicago and Northweste rn}. 
Aw boy, Lansing and Traverse Bay 


_ 


, 052, 469. 19 





"649, 676. 


743, 009. 


98 
86 
99 
37 
00 
78 


00 


36 


a ee DS dcicecescsnete re renscncteritttinnnmsanitnds ‘dubeviibiaidiinis do, 852, 960. 12 852, 960.12 
I RE PIII in siccoccitittniininchintttutessngtsls tibintesitinnsincitiidatimadmmnteettnssnaitimeeialadtiia do 355, 420.19 30, 998. 75 
Port Huron and Milwaukee daspbenardibeninentuneded indian dltnnaisnmaredien keenincandbnaiaiel do 312, 384. 00 6, 468. 68 
Flint and Pere Marquette ......0......000 do 586, 828.72 512, 337. 03 


La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Madison and Porta aged Ww isconsin pi ¢ ‘ ; rat 3, 550, 00 





Ta Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm Mortgage Land © ompany. — 230, 546. 88 228, 661. 
La Crosse and Milwaukee ' afte rwards West Wisconsin ........................ — 297, 654. 32 296, 654. 
St. Crox and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minne apolis and Omaha: | | 

UIT THIEN i nncnetcnenenenunennt : le ee ationelvattbltakintabs Wisconsin... q ae 495, 047. 24 495, 047. 



























































1, 5. 


| 
| 
840, 880. 00 504, 145. 


38 
43 
32 


24 








Bayfield Branch meuinacetunh snsecbineneeniiicasiebeauiiapionininine: egueomiiiinnaias to Mtciasaaitiahe > 5 . ‘ 319, 962. 89 319, 962. 89 
Chicago, St. Paul and Fond du Lae Cc *hicago and Northwe ste rn]..... ide addacdeswiboouncqena neat initiates . . 565, 575. 76 545, 575. 76 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas (now Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pa Ac sific) ‘eeee Louisis ana . 610, 880. 00 353, 212. 68 
New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western picid aieeetisentvaas ouis ea cnasnteas 967, 840. 00 51, 452. 03 
Southern [ Vicksburg and Meridian] .........................000 sincasliKnil Mississippi .. 404, 800, 00 198, 028. 41 
ee itt ccniiineintahiriss tees iter ateeresnciiatinnsincanscesrennta eneneeetnnenihs AAO....0- GRIND Becesitniniccainsnssouss 
Minnesota and Pacific, afte srwards St. Paul and Pacific...... Selinictaiiieianenine tae ameattnnitiaetiel Minnesota.. — 749, 183. 37 750, 627. 68 
Minnesota and Pacific [St. Paul, Minne apolis and Manitoba] es bainaved ene Simass +o dO, 4 i 885, 000. 00 388, 223.09 
Sauthern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley /St. Paul and SiouxC ity}. Dialinindi ectiddteadete dah ST aa 606, 000. 00 688, 133. 11 
Minneapolis and Cedar Valley | Minnesota Central | do 386, 041. 80 107, 823. 97 
ee tee do 846, 000. 00 1, 006, 072. 39 
Southern Minnesota .do 59, 619. 45 59, 619, 45 

Total to States price to Marols 4, 1881, to aid 67. Batwa RdS....0c ces score, cooscovecseser cxvcsscss)sevesecserne ccovsaseassuloseetercebsoevees senidmneas a 30, 470, 920. 25 23,1 105, 467.§ 
Grants to States made subsequent to March 4, 1861. j | 

Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galvestomn..................cccese+e de caibidualiisdeeiatattiea alan al Kansas.........| 10 and 20. -.Mar. 3,1863 800, 000. 00 69, 104, 95 
Diiriggts, Tein Gtk Da GS. ccsnnstin cect semictatnicniitsnntatnseitineiiatisiaaaianas a Siavemsiaiaaaad BO vcasssetasvecinamaibied = a aii | 8,000,000. 00 2, 934, 522, 86 
Union Pacific, Southern Branch, afterwards the Missouri, Kansas and eR 5 ccd do do. ..| 1,520,000. 00 712, 895.18 
Bh, Fama, BE DOVE GEO onncenssnccemesqeete aeisnsein se spasmpareansionen pieeesntns wasemeenninins Si cnicans do. 4 aly : 23, "1866 1, 700, 000, 00 462, 573. 24 
Portage, Winnebago and Lake Superior, Wisconsin Central. ; .| Wisconsin.... do .| May 5, 1864 1, 800, 000. 00 785, 190. 68 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin, now Chicago, St. SMA MARS Fc, << saganvarontnasediiccessine saceee eee Bead do 624, 843. 21 478, 321.03 

neapolis and Omaha. | 
St. Croix and Lake epeesae, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha: | 

Main line........ ESN ebpetenpdeetnsiindacanomansanee alot ‘ sank eitotedh> eipeage Lenipilicteieheaneinietisiaideliiipiiinliaiiialiiaianiiniaeal ® 291, 799. 26 287, 644. 64 

Bayfield Branch. : ail ss ietediadinbicttniaiseealetiinaneanintiinne ane “fo. . 4 144, 399. 51 142, 692. 24 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, now St. Paul and Duluth.. . | Minnesota, ..... 920, 000. 00 828, 581.00 
Sioux City and St. Paul. sslasisaleliel iieltasinritanestatemtaanattninendt tila aiaine nie taeda aw ih MN ccinsiatinctenl do.... 524, 800. 00 381, 852. 88 
McGregor Western 4 (dasiboned sendiceeumbaibats nisin diesaliistinieiaalel | ae .-do.. > 1, 536, 000. 00 324, 014,07 
Grand Rapids and Indiana ‘ Michigan... ..do, | June 7, 1864 852, 960. 00 852, 960. 12 
Southern Minnesota and Minnesota V ERT aneemesasceome Minnesota. May 12, 1864 404, 000, 00 458, 755. 41 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon]......... ..| Michigan....... |......d0., EEE Dictitiniencticebiitemnsshovecstntnsnccincieres 
Marquette and Ontonagon (Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon)............... acetSnsapsseelorste intemadibinnetediatl do... elncovtiiiees j 221, 006. 10 164, 964. 52 
Peninsula [Chicago and Northwestern]. (See Marquette and State lime)...............cescces|eeeeeO ccccereerees 6, 15, ant’ 20... | ‘Mar, . 1862 } 240, 000. 00 207, 130. 24 
Minvesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific,....................ceeeeeeee snnpaisironvouiiilien Minnesota...... Wine rcccnsnsncnneenantiicncnd 590, 000. 00 258, 815. 39 

TUTE iicninentumntints tan tanetiindnmeianeindeneaeeaabatniiitineeantane sa nueeiiinaietaniaieeaatles pee nolecconct® 499, 455. 58 500, 418. 45 
Minneapolis and Cedar V alley [Minnesota « ‘entral].. esnien eatseess cofecees AO weee 257, 361. 20 71, 882. 65 
Winona and St. Peter’s..... ........ on bes atnanniabithoes on a onodaetesed do .... 564, 000. 00 670, 714. 92 
Mowbleres MSA o0:.c20es oacrcnecnnnenssecdpetinnstebanabentinnien patient lo 735, 000. 00 454, 562. 38 
Hastings, Minnesota : and Red River of the North, now Hastings and Dakota kanesdinadientemadel do 550, 000. 00 812, 770. 77 

eon theo wd OD een asain: titbcitineis aici edahiclinn trciigtitd cp sitstittsiiaspestond Ik disse SvedeinilesaiMeust daimnodeideihivas sibdeitelabossiihsatliad 17,705, 624.86 | 11,360, 367.57 
i i | 
Grants directly to corporations made subsequent to March 4, 1861. | 
Union Pacific ncteaietemseaaia’ ~{| M pisos 000. 00 | 2, 616, 258. 08 
~“ 
Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western: } 

Denver P acific......... npuisenenisteintitiiianiiiad 1, 000, 400. 00 | 164, 721.51 

Kansas Pacific.. ats | 6, 000, 000. 00 | 963, 714. 02 
“ . 1 f 1,040, 210.59 
Central Pacific and) I ncncnctiieaiullan 2} ho, 000, 000. 00 1. 447,768.03 
Hannibal and St. Joseph [Union Pacific, | 781,944.83 218, 250. 08 
Sioux City and Pacific...............0.0sss00 peesonseeheds sence eabsones pen cneene «} ooeeesO vee | 60, 000. 00 41, 398, 23 
Burlington eel DR I a, on vncscecsnnnctitanictnachctinieanzidsdeialibabashiithe lint aansininegs titel Rineckscsbediea oot Yo limi | 2,441, 600, 00 2, 373, 290.77 
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Ue VWIUNU Dea iVs hw RLY £iv\JU } de §\ } 
5 ' ( ) tint 
Nor rn P eee 
Ca I ‘ Ore ( I 
Oregon Central [Oregon and California 
I inicadecnnncatesnbcocnedpeesethgeconsconsacacernstesccennscncevavsnqdeaseniaeue tasers cecceunseneeelitn o 
Southern Pa 
Ore n Cents ron and ¢ rnia x 
ern a dis 
v Orle 1 Rou and \ s rg 
Pac 
I 
I 
) I M ¥y ‘ » 
Nout 
ty Mf j ~ 
From the Lower Rapids of the Miami of Lake Eric to the western bo lary of t I i 
Connecticut reserve. 
From Columbus to Sandusky 
From Lake Michigan, via I snapolis, to so conven t point on theO R 
l'otal ts pric » 18 
( int , ' VW 4 1 
From Fort Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., to Green I ‘ I i! la 
Do.... saint . ose sin 
From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw . M SO-t 
From Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw . eco ee sedans ) 
From Wausau to Lake Superior ni W isconsir . June 25, 1864 
From Eugene City, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of State !Oregon Central mil- Oo July 2, 1864 - i. P 
itary road j De 1866 |; ‘* . 
From Corvallis to Yaquina Bay aa ; , we July 4 76, 8 . 
From Albany, Oregon, to eastern boundary of said State | Willamette Valiey and esoes| JULY is, 74 4S 
{Cascade Mountain 
From Dalles City to Fort Boisé i I Sand Feb. 25, 1867 8 00 
From Coos Bay to Rosebur Ma ; 1’ 000.01 
Tot ttol f { 
Gi > 
1IRD.—LAND GRANTS MAD! ¥ CONGRESS TO STATES ) I ‘ : ‘ 
Date of grant Object of grant ( - 
( ; »M { ! 
Mar. 2, 18 To aid in opening a canal to unite at navigable points t! ters of the \ I I 
Erie. 
May ..do saescuquiimidcvdiinetaectins - _ _— 
Feb ,184l | Same as above, but relating to that part of canal between Tippecanoe Crs i Haut ‘ 
Aug. 29,1842 In aid of that part of canal covered by act of 18 9 
Mar. 3,1845 To aid in extending and completing the Waba Canal from Haut oO I 
Evansville. 
May 9,1848 | For entire length of canal as above described. ‘ 
Mar. 2,1827 | To aid in opening a canal to unite at navigable points the walters of the Wabas : 
Erie (so far as the same is in the State of Ohio). 
June 50, 1834 0 iiedilatiainnias sdecaiibatiowess vallidaninn evccseees - ‘ ‘ State of ¢ 
Aug. 31, 1852 do idiaaetneeny ileal etal . 
Mar. 2,1827 To aid in opening a cai : waters of the Illinois River with those of I 
Aug. 29, 1842 do 
Aug 1854 do ines pahinaien 
May 1828 l'o aid in extending the Miami Canal from Dayton to the Maumee Riv t 
; River ‘ 
April 0 
Aug. conn pclisndiena 
Mar. 2, 1855 ee a esoneste 4 panes goons seeanenee . 
May 24, 1828 | Src. ro aid in the construction of canals in the State of Ohio.... , > 
June 18,1838 Toaid in opening a canal to unite the waters of Lake Michigan at Milwauk ‘ those ‘ f 
between the point of intersection with said river of the line dividing t« s7 an { 
Koshkonons 
Aug. 26, 1852 To aid in construction of a ship-canal around the falls of the St. Mary’s Ri Sts of M 





Total grants prior to 1861 
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Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, etc.—Continued. 


THIRD LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS TO STATES IN AID OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF CANALS—continued. 








| 
Number of 
acres certi- 





Date ofgrant Object of grant i ” 
Z ject of grant. Grantee. fied under 
| grant. 
Grants subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
Mi }, 1865 To aid in construction of breakwater and harbor and ship-canal through any public lands upon the neck | State of Michigan............ ) 


of land known as “ The Portage. 


July 3, 1866 do ° 00 een sscseosecosesoscceses . scvereccoocosess $0000 seeccoeee seceee 
10, 1865 To aid in construction of breakwater and harbor and ship-canal to connect the waters of Green Bay with | State of Wisconsin........... 


those of Lake Michigan 
July 3, 1866 ro aid the construction of a ship-canal to connect the waters of 
Lac La Belle. 


Total grants subsequent to 1861 


> 399,992.40 
199, 630. 98 


Lake Superior with the lake known as | State of Michigan........... 100, 011. 67 





Grand total ocdnscdesetencove de sessessuanpenteresesssesetosserecconcensosonseuscocesssmonesseunssnessseocnssestcedbebussabbeseseesésoebine adbers .seetessestessbeeseceesccoetepesedes 
FOURTH.—LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS TO STATES IN AID OF RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Grants prior to March 4, 1861. | 
¥ | 
May 23,1828 | To aid in the improvement of the Tennessee River, State of Alabama, C0. ..............::cccceeeeecsereeececenereeses cesses State of Alabama ............ 400,016.19 
Aug. $,1846 To aid in improving the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in Wisconsin, and constructing canal to unite said } 


rivers, etc, 
Au 8, 1854 a ies 
Mar $, 1855 do eonnsave ° egasasennen ‘ mn 
Aug. 8,1545 The improvement of the Des Moines River, below Raccoon Fork 





Territory of Wisconsin ... 683, 802. 43 


State of Towa ......ccscrsesseese $22, 392.18 








Grants subsequent lo March 4, 1861. 
| 


July 12,1862 Extended grant above Raccoon Fork, for improvement of the river, and the construction of a railroad | State of Iowa................... 569, 382. 28 


uy 
along the river bank. 


OUR GUAG TOE BO BOGE ois eiiiisvsccessses ss ccesibsiscsssvaccsswstinns 


EEE ED cicintumratiiitinibs insadbanteaioreniieiinaala sa eeneaianehed 








Recapitulation of land grants made by Congress to States and corporations for railroads and wagon-road purposes prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 











Grants. 


Prior to March 4, 1861. 


TO STATES, 


Grants for railroad PUPPOBES..........ccccsescesceccscsccsseeescoves cseccersccecrerccsosorsscssssccscnsoscseoee 

Givants for wagon-road purposes. 

Grants for canal PUPPOSeS...........:c0+.cccscrsereeceees 

Cirants for river-IMproveMent PULPOSES ,.,.......-.csececsccscseseecseeceneeseeecereeereseesenereeseses 
PORE... ovecarersscceecocacaccseneccconsecccovensecennsesrcceansebes eeesesoncovenioesspecsscenees soonpepanneasees 

Subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
TO STATES. 
Grants for railroad Purposes ..............ssersrsrerssecccensersceesscescooneeseesssseensssessetseseseeoes 
Grants for WAZON-TOA PULPOBED. .......00.00r0ccceresccescesscvevccosseccece srescsessovecsseesescsoossess 


Grants for canal purposes......... 
Grants for river-improvement pury 


PUI. wis canceeve cencereepinmnetaies Senet ee eeeeee nen eee tee Eee caseeeeeeeet eer eens eneer ee eeenenerneeseneee seeeneeeee® 


Grants for railroad purposes 


Total of all grants made subsequent to March 4, 1861 ...............cscesssee secon ees 


Mr, Chairman, the Illinois Central grant was the first made to aid a 
railroad company and to present to Congress the question of the policy 
of aiding railroad enterprises by donations of the public lands. 

This was in 1850, in a Democratic Congress, and all constitutional 
questions were debated by the great men then in public life; on itSen- 
ator Douglas laid the foundation of his great fame. The bill passed 
the Senate, the following Democrats voting yea: Messrs. Atchison, Bad- 
ger, Bell, Benton, Borland, Bright, Cass, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Deuglas, Downs, Foote of Missis- 
sippi, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, Morton, Sebastian, Seward, 
Shields, and Smith—26. 

Nays—Messrs. Bradbury, Butler, Chase, Clark, Dawson, Dayton, 
Hunter, Miller, Norris, Phelps, Pratt, Turney, Wales, and Yulee—14. 

In the House of Representatives the bill passed by 101 to 75, and the 
policy became settled by the approval of the bill by the President. 

The next actof this character was that of June 10, 1852, to the State 
of Missouri, in aid of the Hannibal and St. Jo road and the South- 
west Pacific, aggregating nearly 2,000,000 acres, followed by the grant 
to Arkansas of February 9, 1853, in aid of the Cairo and Fulton Rail- 
road, and involving more than a million acres. 





| Acreage certi- 












Acreage granted.| fied or pat- 
ented, 
| 
| 
| 
site sesbbcadgaiaghitin bercebtanehauinianitontnaiioandinnes seieiaetél 380, 470, 920, 25 23, 105, 467. 98 
251, 353.78 | 251, 353. 78 
3, 901, 189.74 | 3, 901, 189. 74 
siiviaids xanichate geile acetal asadaetiias aaa maesaetenelandaeenhins 1, 406,210.80 | 1, 406, 210. 80 











36, 029, 674. 57 28, 664, 


SSS —————. ——— 








17, 775, 624.86 | 11, 360,56 











HAOe EEE EEE Ee OEE ERERE ERE OR EREES DERE ER ORE Ee® 2° 530° 379. 84 | 1 732. 

699, 635. 05 | 699, 635. 0 

1, 975, 593. 08 1, 975, 593. 0 

ssnslcenivouhsinnn sep cepilaalissscencis asecataiaaieacal aithiodena Wiens 22, 980, 232.83 | 15,818, 326, 44 


163, 643, 944. 83 13, 454, 111. 02 


186, 624, 177. 66 29, 272.4 7.46 


Then came the grants made in 1856 and 1857 to Iowa, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Michigan, Wisconsin, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Minnesota. 
| A recurrence to the Globe at the dates of the passage of any of these 
| acts will disclose fully and conclusively two things: first, that this 
| question of policy was definitely settled, and by a Democratic Con- 
| gress, that it was the proper and politic thing to do for Congress to aid 
| in the construction of railroads by grants, donations of the public lands; 
and, second, that no party questions were considered by those in Con- 
gress as involved; but the measnres, all of them, had the support of gen- 
tlemen of all parties, and their votes were controlled only by the ques- 
tions of expediency and fairness in each particular case. 

The great Alabama grant passed the Senate without a division; and 
the great grant to Florida passed the Senate the same way, under the 
charge of Senator Yulee, who voted against Douglas’s Illinois Central 
bill in 1850. 

In the House, on the debate on this bill, Mr. Bennett, of New York, 
having the bill in charge, said: 


This bill, with others like it, comes from the Committee on Public Lands, fa 
| vorably and, with one single exception, unanimously reported. 
Congress has adopted the principle of giving lands to the new States for rai} 





Ete. 
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| ses, a n what pr ca ands be g ntol s, M ~ ( 
ind other State i t sed to Florida, et ( 
bill passed the House by an overwhelming majority. titnte t I 1, and, if a : 
As 1 be seen by the table, there were grants made in aid of forty- ; hich 5 4 
ds by Congress before the R publican party came into : 43 , we ly ; id to is as 
power in 1861 
It has been itedly stated, iterated and reiterated, in this Hous Cake first. Mr. Cl 1 unde : 
untry, that whatever pra obtained while the Dem t one the i 
is in power, of making grants to States direct, an entirely new nd as I be rth Bid an ~~ 
policy was adopted by the Republicans. The gentleman from Mis- | ato statement of fact. a the es have never 
i{M ON in alate prepared and elaborate speech, said on that | peen recarded as a fact Bin. Slaaeeen sonal : ‘ preten- 
ton s of % ratic pa ( elve edit 
the Ren ean y ascended into powse took control of pu ‘ , 
é sél ae entirely new policy oan rning the dis, sition of our | tous a he y ' ss | ‘ 
3 Was inaugurated. the n ba t At 1S mattel the « rest, best-1 enm- 
The same statement has been repeatedly made by gentlemen on the | Pered or the ¢ uc t 
other side of the House. inxiet S it as to 1 posit , ast posses 1s to- 
It is untruein fact. By consulting the table I have referred to you | ward t n ‘ was , g in‘ ty 
will see that the policy of making grants to States was continued, with | und it was felt, and firmly tin ¢t ‘orth, that out the 
the exception of the trans-continental routes, which I shall presently | asual arguments in favor ol roa nect ith the Paci 3 
notice, and which were regarded as exceptional and required a dilfer- | States, espe y Caliiornia, could only salely be Kept in the Union by 
ent policy, as I shall show later. the bu of a transcont ul line of railroad 
[ take but a single moment, sir, to notice the point made so vehe- | I need not go over the det this history; we all kno vell 
mently on the otherside, that in the earlier days the grants were made | 48 we know current history of the year Che grant of 156 , 
to the States and not to the corporations direct. liberal in lands and in ] eges, as 1 t t, to enlist capit : 
It is the merest, simplest of pretenses to assume that that makes the | !ts ! ling. 1 a eo pone t beyond t 
least difference in principle. The State took these grants always sim- | t of probability of its elect on prese i U1 A 
ply as a trustee, and were bound to convey as the railroad progressed; | Dave said. i : ees : 
indeed, often did convey the land to the company before the road was Ane Dili passed the Con wv, 19 ~— oe 3 , a 
built. In effect always it was a grant of land by Congress to aid in | Democrats as Cowan, Davis, Kennedy, | of Indiana, Latham, Me- 
the construction of a railroad from points always named, and intended | Do 1,2 th, Rice, Sta W | Wilson of Missouri, vot- 
as a donation for that purpose. So there is no difference between the one | ing ay, and only 5 against, 1 . snd ¥ 1, Ke- 
practice and the other except the form in which the grant was made, | PU ind Pier iM t, v 
and I hope we have heard the last of this claim. | Mr. Chait hy oreeee ae —_— — 
ltecurring, then,to the policy and practice of Congress, the table will | Was partisan At is the weakest Oo! lo 
show that subsequent to March 4, 1861, when the Republicans came | Int Hf yuse the bill w mulariy treate OF th Demo . , 
into power, grants were made to States, as before, to aid twenty-three | voted for the bill were Mi Allen, Biddle, Brown, Clements, Cor- 
railroads, and the records show that in every case the bills respectively | ning, Delaplaine, Edgert it, Hall, Leary, Men: es, Noell, 
were supported and voted for by leading Democrats and opposed by | Perry. Price, Rollins of Missouri, Stee Ward, and Webst r, wa 
leading Republicans, they dividing not on political but economical | of Republicans against it were Babbitt I aker, Blair, Brown, Buflin- 
lines. ton, Chamberlin, Cobb, F. A. Conkling, Diven, Dunn, Harregon, Kel- 
I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the grants to corporations direct, about | logg, Lovejoy of Illin M 5. M l, M 3 
which so much has been said in criticism recently. | A. G. Porter of Indiana, Shan] Sheffield, Thomas, Wai , 
‘irst. Every one of these grants is to one or part of one of the great | Walton, A. 8. White, \V ruil 
tinental lines of railroad. j Does this look like a party vote or the q ion a party 1 . 
said these were exceptional cases and required a different pol- | No, sir; the list is the answer. but the enterprise, liberally ; 
icy. | thought to be endowed, did not progress, and to be very brief ¢ 
‘In 1862 there was a public demand, a belief in the urgent necessity | again acted; and by the amen y act of 1564 vastly mor ul 
of the construction of some line of railroad to the Pacific Ocean, and | terms were oflered to s¢ cure the ro id; the right-of-way privi 
from the necessity of the case, because several States and Territories | enlarged; the grant of land was doubled; the com] any was g 1 all 
must be crossed, because the line must be continuous and under har- | coal and iron in its lands theretofore reserved; all timber t tolore 
monious management, because no corporations existed to carry out the | reserved was given to the company; t ing wa 
needed work if it was to be done, Congress was compelled to take the | more liberal terms as to building « partial issue of | is on 
course of creating the corporation and give to it the aid direct without | UNcompleted road was how permitt d 
State or Territorial control or interference. The plan was to be a na- | And mark this: it was also provided that the first-mortga Is 
tional one, and the national authorities alone looked «ter the disposi- | of the company should have a lien prior to that of the Gov , 
ion of national bounty and the performance of imposed conditions, and | Which before was paramount, and other advantages not before conceded. 
very properly so, as all will admit, if the work was to be done as a na- | Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill, so extraordinar eral, the most so of 
tional enterprise at all. It was a necessity. iny ever proposed in this nation, was vigorously supported b 
Repeating, then, that all these direct grants were severally to one or I rom party, but patriotic impulses, and among them 


part of one of the trans-continental lines of road, I call attention to my | Messrs. Baldwin, Brooks of New York, Coftroth, Euglish of Connecti- 
table. The first road in it is the Union Pacific. The Denver Pacific | ¢™t, of New York, Julian, Knox of M uri, Mors 1 of 
and the Kansas Pacific are both parts of that system and provided for in | [1linois 
the original act of 1862. The Central Pacitic and Western completes | W. G. Steele, and Sweat. 




















that line to San Francisco and was provided for in the original act. | [ need not do more than to r resh the recoll 1 of gentlemen 
The Hannibal and St. Joseph (Union Branch, Central Pacific) was pro- | calling attention to the vigorous language of Mr. Morrison, of 11 
vided for by section 13 of the Union Pacific act of 1862; and the Sioux | in the Forty-ninth Congress, addressed to the gent from Ind 
City and Pacific was provided for by section 14 of the Union Pacific act | (Mr. HoLMAN] especially, in which Mr. Mort 1 defended and ju 
of 1862 and section 17 of the amendatory act of the Union Pacific Rail- | fied his act and vote of his D crat ho su 
road of 1864. ported the Union Pacific f 1864 

The Burlington and Missouri Rivet Railroad inthe table was pro- | Mr. Morrisox. The Union Pacific Railroad, or syst f railroads, owes t 
vided for in section 18 of the amendatory Union Pacific act of 1864. | United States most of a hundred millons of dollars 

The California and Oregon and Oregon and California make the line | M1 ,0P* © DOnCs Suarantied, whieh to all appears - 
from Portland, south to connect, the Northern Pacific and the Cen-| In the discussion much has been said of the bad bat 
tral Pacific, Portland to San Francisco. | of the legisiation of 1964 om this subtect. Weil, sir, viewed 

Phe Atlanticand Pacific is the route along the thirty-fifth parallel, to | * W9¢ 8 Dail or hard ere) land decent hae thew and nein 
the Pacific Ocean, and the Southern Pacific, first noticed, was a line to | twenty-two years later, they probably d not have been ] 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific from the Needles on the Colorado | cation. (Laughter.) They taik as if t ae we hae a 
River with San Francisco. inn Eiiiices watt to. que guatins at Gna i aa eae a ot ke 

The next, the Oregon Central, was to connect Portland, the western | California and tie it fast onto the Uni N y under that I » put a 
terminus of the Northern Pacific, with Astoria, at the mouth of the | spade in the ground or buiit any road. |= Two years afterward, a ‘ 
Columbia River, on the Pacific Ocean. | ac ie ail thank tha eneital of the caunten quent nat 

The Southern Pacific, the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg, | enterprise. It substantially declared the capital of the i 
aad the Texas Pacific, constitute the southern or thirty-second par- | second; if you, the representativ: ; 
ullel route from New Orleans to the Pacific Ocean, at San Diego, with | (Teen ae eee itlensan f H eu 
a branch from Yuma to San Francisco. oceurrences of the occasion. The ged with a then (the 
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majority) were on the other side of the Hall, They were especially charged with 
or took to themselves the control of legislation affecting the conduct of the war. 
The anid from the other side, this grant has been made and offered to the cap- 
ital of the « and is yet unaccepted. Nobody will under this offer build a 
road tothe i Ocean 

I think if any one will take the trouble to inspect the House Journal it will 
be found that many members were in doubt as to their vetes and more declined 
to than 1 d for the law now criticised. The gentieman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAS r I vote a I was just outof the Army,a Union man,and 
prolessed to bx sughter!,and I believe was. Then, as now, in California there 
was a bright, intelligent people, largely Southern men, with big brains and big 
hearts, whose sympathies and aspirations were with the South, and they de- 
sired to cast their fort es with the S 1 als Men of the North wanted to tie 
them onto the North. Ha f way between us and California were a people alien 


to us in religion, and in everything unfriendly. The question was presented 
or believed to be presented will we tie the people of California on with 
iron bands and bring them near to us, or take the risk, by refusing to do so, of 
allowing them to unite with the South, as many of their leading men desired to 
do* 

l azreed with those who wanted to bring them near to us by enabling us to 
get near to them, and, as I remember, after some effort to get it amended, voted 
for it, and,as | always do, ase ' whatever responsibility belongsto me Ap- 
plause At that time appeared to me to be the right thing to do,and none 
of the wise critics of to-day know that it was not the right thing todo. Nearly 
all, i think all, my anti-war « ues voted against the bill or did not vote at 
all And atthat time, while I eved I was tying on California (for the Pacific 
road bill was then a war measure), many of those who now regard that legisla- | 
tion as a betrayal of people's interests were beating about the bush and very | 


tion of that time 
great corporations. The grant was 
country, an invitation to invest in what was 
to be undertaken 


uncertain on every public « 

it is a very easy thing to talk 
an invitation to the capital of the 
believed to be a most hazardous enterprise, probably never 


f grants to 








by anybody, but of greatnational interest. The gentleman from Indiana or my 
colleague or the gentleman from lowa was at liberty to invest in it 

ithink if the gentleman from lowa[Mr. WEAVER] had been here he might 
have voted as I did, perhaps not The best men in the country voted against it, 
and some did not vote at all rhe two distinguished gentlemen from Pennsy}- 
vania |Messrs. KELLEY and RANDALL] were members at the time, but did not 
vols 





Mr. Hrnprerson, of Iowa. Mr. Julian and Mr. English voted for it. 

Mr. Morrison, Several of my colleacuves from Illinois did not v * butI did. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. Morrison, Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, My question is, whether it is not the fact that for years pre- 
ceding that date the Government had been paying $7,200,000 for transportation 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and whether that has not been 
reduced more than one-half by the building of this road? 

ir. Morrison. The gentleman is most likely correct, but I do not know the 
fact In fact, I did not then count things by dollars [laughter] so much as in 
later years. 

Mr. Houtman. If the time has not expired I wish to ask my friend a question. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has one minute left. 

Mr. Hotman. At the time the acts passed in 1864, had there not been a care- 
ful survey made of the route over which the road was to run from the Pacific 
Ocean tothe Mississippi River? Had not the character of the country become 
to be better known, and was it not understood that the undertaking would not 
be so extraordinary or perilous as in former years it had been supposed to be? 
And did not these facts which I have here mentioned come to light soon after 
the passage of the act’? 

Mr. Morrison. Possibly, butthat did not afford us any light when the act was 
passed and when nothing was known here of any survey. The question was 
presented: “Gentlemen will you build this railroad to the Pacific? Will you 
take the risk, or will you leave it unbuilt?”’ That was all the light we had. 

Mr. Horsman, The corporation had been formed? 

Mr. Morrison. Yes; corporators were in the act of 1862, and there was, I think, 
an organization, a paper organization; no road; and I have heard and believe 
that whatever survey was made was not by the corporation or men who after- 
ward built the road. 


More than that, sir, Mr. Buchanan, while a candidate for the Presi- 
dency in 1856, indorsed the plan of Government aid to Pacific rail- 
roads, and after his election more than once officially indorsed the 
giving such aid in grants of public land, and the Democratic platforms 
of 1860 both favored aid to transcontinental routes. 

This, sir, clearly disposes of this silly talk of distinctive party re- 
sponsibility as to that project, which question, alone, Iam now dis- 
cussing. 

I come next to the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

I pass over the earlier attempts to secure aid to the plan, and its sup- 
port by Republicans and Democrats miscellaneously, and take up at 
once the bill which passed, making the grant; it passed May 31, 1864, 
in the House, by a vote of 74 to 20, supported and voted for by the 
following Democrats: Allen of Dlinois, Baldwin of Missouri, Boyd, 
Coflroth, Eden of Illinois, Eldridge of Wisconsin, Heall, King, Knapp, 
Lazier, McAllister, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pruyn, J. B. Steele, W. G. 
Steele, Sweat, VoorneEss of Indiana, and Ward. 

Of Republicans who voted against the bill were Messrs. Alley of Mas- 
sachusetts, Baxter, Eckley, Elliott, R. E. Fenton, Hulburt, Ingersoll, 
Littlejohn, Morrill, Orth, Pike, Pomeroy, Schenck, Scofield, Spalding 
of Ohio, Tracey, E. B. Washburne, Wardsworth, and Wilson, of Iowa. 

Does this look like party voting? 

In the Senate the bill passed without a division and with no opposi- 
tion; some amendments proposing lateral lines were opposed, but the 
main proposition had not a vote against it, and was supported by gen- 
tlemen of sainted memory in the Democratic party, such as the late 
Vice-President, Mr. Hendricks, whose party fealty was never doubted, 
to my knowledge. [Laughter.] 

I read a few sentences from what he said from the Globe of June 27, 
1864, page 3291: 


Mr. HENDRICKS, 





i 


The bill before {the Senate proposes to encourage the con- 


struction of a very important railroad to connect the waters of Lake Superior 
with the waters of the Pacific Ocean. Everybody can see at a glance that it is a 
work of national importance. 
where, withoutthe construction of a work like that, the landsare comparat 
without value to the Government, 


it proposes to grant lands in a northern eee 
vely 
No person acquainted with the condition of 


With lights before us to-day | 
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that section of the country supposes that there can be very extensive settlements 
until the Government shall encourage those settlements by the constructior 
some work like this. : 

I do not think that a work of such national importance « 
rassed in its passage through this body and through the Hou 


tives by amendments proposing works that are comparative 











f red a grant of lands to the Tinnesota wh Til 

I was in fayor of a grant of lands to aid the road fi 1 St. P 

pe Let that road be made; thut forms a connection | 

t state of Minnesota and that great bods water, and also, i 
- ted, with this road; and that is a sufficient connect It! 
terests of the State of Minneso 





fhe Committee on Public I ur as IT understand 





ids has not been 




















the views of that committee, to recon s sitions the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from M ymmend a gr of 
ten sections per mile on each side re o Lake Su; or 
for reasons peculiar to that work ; a similar exter nts was ma to 
some of the reads in Wisconsin, because of peculiar reasons; but the Senaie has 
not yet agreed that all the ; ts of a local sort shall be extended as is proposed 









by the Senator from Minnesota. Ian prepared to say that as a separat 
proposition I could give the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota my 
support. There are some reasons that govern my judgment both ways. His 








proposition ought to be considered s 
poses how to increase the grant to has no connection wilt 
and never can have except by other roads, 

Mr. Ramsry. What road does the Senator refer to” 

Mr. Henpricxs. The Winona and St. Peter road 

Mr. Ramsry. It is intended to carry it West. 

Mr. Henpricks. The Winona road runs from Winona westward to St. Peter 


rately. One of the roads that he pro- 


h the Pacific Railroad 


| or to Mankato, on the Minnesota River, and thus westward with a view of 


reaching the western boundary of the State of Minnesota—a road that does not 
and can not touch the Pacific Railroad at all. The other road perhaps may 
touch the Pacific Railroad at some point away to the northwest, but there is 


| not much probability of a road ever being constructed so far north as that which 
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shall intersect with the proposed road from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. 
But, sir, without reference to the merits of the local railroads in the State of 
Minnesota, I suggest to the Senate that it is not proper to burden a great na- 
tional enterprise with amendments such as are proposed by the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

And again, in speaking of the extending of the privileges to the Union 
Pacific road, Mr. Hendricks said, and his remarks will be found on 
page 3256 of the Globe: 

_I desire to vote for any proposition that will secure a more favorabk 
this great work, 

And I have yet to find a railroad grant acted on by Congress while 
Mr. Hendricks was in it that he opposed on principle. I do not believe 
there was one. 

The Atlantic and Pacific grant passed thesame way. There was not 
a vote against it in the Senate; it passed without a division; in the 
House many leading Democrats supported it and some leading Repub- 
licans opposed it; all acting on the ground of policy instead of party 
or politics. 

Last, Icome to the Texas Pacificsystem. After full debate, it passed 
the Senate without a division—not a Democrat voting against it. In 
the House the vote was taken first February 21, 1871, amending the 
Senate bill, and it going to a conference committee, the bill as reported 
passed March 3, 1871, by a vote of 125 to 64, receiving the foliowing 
Democratic support and vote: Messrs. Archer, Axtell, Beck of Ken- 
tucky, Bethune, Booker, Buck, Connor, Corker, Dockery, Dox, Duke, 
Hambleton, Hamill, Hamilton, Heflin, Johnson, Jones, Manning, Mc- 
Kenzie, John Morrisey, Mungen, Meyers, W. W. Caine, Schumaker, 
Shober, J. 8. Smith, Strader, Swann, Trimble of Kentucky, Wallace, 
Wilson, and Young—33. 

Do gentlemen still insist or will any say that this was a party vote 
or indicated a partisan measure? 

Mr. Chairman, the conclusion of this matter of the making of these 
original grants may be summed up in a single sentence: On a review 
of the record, no man can honestly say that any party capital can be 
made out of it, and therefore it should not be attempted. [Applause. ] 

I come now, sir, to the matter of the action of Congress in declaring 
forfeitures of unearned lands—forfeitures incurred because of the fail- 
ure of the aided roads to complete them as provided. 

I shall speak fully of what had been done, in detail, because the 
Democratic party in its late national convention, as well as in very 
many of the State conventions in recent years, has arrogated to itsel 
and its membership the credit of initiating, maturing, and passing the 
bills by which these lands were reclaimed. 

It is very seldom, sir, that I make reference to matters here from a 
partisan standpoint. 

1 have found ample work since I have been in public life to occupy 
my time in the performance of public duty for the public good entirely 
disconnected from partisan politics; work engaged in because it was 
for the general welfare and the interest of the whole people. Nothing 
of a distinctive party character except the tariff has engaged the at- 
tention of Congress since I have been here, and my committee assign- 
ments and its work have so occupied my time that I have taken no act- 
ive part in tariff matters; and so engaged I find it impossible to appre 
ciate the eagerness with which some gentlemen rush almost invaria- 
bly into political debate upon nearly everything presented here. 

Lack of knowledge of fact seems to be no obstacle but rather an in- 
centive to lengthy discussion, and what is wanting in knowledge ap- 
pears to be supplied by vehemence in denunciation of the Republican 
party and its alleged methods. [Laughter and applause on the Ke- 
publican side. ] 

Sir, on the question of these forfeitures there has never been a sug- 
gestion of fact tending to give them a partisan aspect. 


route for 


if 






































































pecen ey ae 
































Snouid be added th ,ew Orleans Pacilic case in the 


To this 



































ninth Congress,a bill making rfeiture « ed lands a 
confirmation of title to all e: 3 hich ¢ tion was} I 
on the recommendation of the Secret of the Interior, Mr. Lamar to the ) ( 
This passe d July 24, L&S86, and was called up lor passage by Mr. Cx 
chairman of the committee. These cover all forfeit ich h 
passed Congress and become laws since the agitation began in the Fort th 
seventh Congress. ‘ mendehiites ‘ts 
a The first forfeiture bill repo 1 was in the Forty-seventh Congres J tleman f 
j the Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad, in Michigan, to quiet 1 he l } 
title of settlers, reported by Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, of Ohio. lh ly 
followed by the general bill covering the Southern roads named I 
table above and about 7,000,000 acres of land reported by Mr. R 
of Maine, for passage. Next came the Northern Pacific « 1 wi é 
for the first time was presented the question of power to forfeit la ( 
lying opposite road constructed and accepted by the President, but . 
structed ‘‘out of time.’’ ttent 
The majority of the committee held against the power; the 1 
held the other way, and I prepared its report. 
Next came the Texas and Pacific forfeiture, which + favora 
ported by Mr. REED, of Maine, August 3, 1882 (Report No. 180 t 
These were all that were reported on in the Forty-seventh Cong 
Nothing was done in the way of action by the House, as undé 
; rules then in force they could not be reached for con : 
7 In the Forty-eighth Congress three of the bills passed. O 
Central bill I introduced, reported from the committee, passed ( 
the House in mycharge. Ii s amended in the Senat he Se i 
amendment was concurred in, Mr. Cobb, of Indiana, presenti nd 
conference report, and on the passage of the bill not a vote was 
: against it; every Republican voted for it. | can 
4 Mr. DUNN. Did the Democrats vote against it? | Mr. | ry : 
\ Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; Democrats as well as Republicans voted for ng 
it. I will say to the gentlemanfrom Arkansas [ Mr. ] t I 
endeavoring to prove from the record that the Republican party 1 | YSO 
its membership have had something to do with securing results for which | 1e CHA 
so much credit is claimed for the Democracy by gentlemen on the | 1 Illir 
other side; and I do not intimate, as will appear in what I ha ) 
say (for I shall assert it in express terms), that gentlemen on the other | [ \ 
side are entitled to any less credit; the mi ono ) 
share, for I am glad to indorse him and his work i I hopelI | M 
may be understood. | read y 
The Texas Pacific bill I introduced, reported from the committee, Mr. CA I 
the only speech on the bill I made, and it passed the House, the yeas l y to 
and nays being called by a unanimous vote with one exception, M: i i cs l 
Barr, of Pennsylvania, and his vote, as I know, was so cast as a joke, | ments and l not obse 


he laughingly remarking that so important a bill ought to have a lit 
opposition. [Laughter. ] 
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lating to the subject-matter of the bill. I have no disposition to fol- Then the act of March 3, 1887, page 488 (railroad commission) au- 


} 


low the remarks which have been made by other gentlemen, because | 
they relate to subjects on which I had not expected to speak at this 
time 

Mr. Chairman, during my temporary absence from the House for 
ab a week during the last nth the sundry civil bill was passed. 
During the consideration of that Jill in Committee of the Whole quite 
a discussion took place in relation to the employment of special attor- 
neys by the Department of Justice, and the appropriation asked for by 
the Department was not indorsed by the Committee on Appropriations 
or granted by the Committee of the Whole. A few days ago my friend 
fron. Alabama [ Mr. OATES], who had given some attention to that sub- | 
ject, placed in my hands (as he was called away to New York by an 
appointment upon a committee of investigation) a statement of what | 
the Department of Justice desires with reference to an appropriation 
for the employment of special counsel, and to that subject I wish briefly 


at this time to invite attention. 

It appears from consultation with some members of the committee 
that the purposes for which the appropriation was asked by the De- 
partment of Justice were not sufficiently explained, and I have reason 
to believe that by placing the facts before the Committee of the Whole 
at this time an dment may be accepted which will meet the re- 
quirements of the Department of Justice for the proper discharge of 
the duties imposed upon it by Congress. 

It is right I should say that I have not investigated at all in regard 
to the explanations made by the Department in its estimates or before 
the Appropriations Committee. I assume that the committee has not 
understood the absolute necessity for these appropriations, and I do 
not concern myself at all with the question whether the matters have 
been properly explained or not. 

My object at present is to lay before the Congress and before the 
country, if I can, the absolute necessity of an adequate appropriation to 
enable the Department of Justice to employ counsel so that it may 
carry out the duties imposed upon it by law. 

I hold in my hand a statement prepared by the Department of Jus- 
tice, I suppose, under the direction of the Acting Attorney-General, 
Mr. Jenks, which presents to the country and presents to Congress the 
enormous accumulation of work which has fallen on that Department, 
and I will say from a general knowledge of the affairs of that Depart- 
ment that it will become, if not so now, at an early day absolutely 
necessary to reorganize that Department. It is the only one in the 
whole Government which has not grown in the number of its appoint- 
ments as the country has grown and developed. 

Allow me for a moment to rehearse the increased duties placed upon 
it during the last year, 1887. 

First came the act of February 4, 1887, page 385, to regulate com- 
merce. Section 16 requires the district attorney, under the direction 
of the Attorne 
refusal te obey the orders of the interstate commission. This is en- 
tirely a new field of litigation imposed upon the Department of Justice. 

Then came the act of February 23, 1887, page 409, prohibiting the 
importation of opium. 
for the officers of the Department. 

The act of March 2, 1887, page 464, gives the United States district 
courts jurisdiction over crimes against the Indian police. I regard 
that as one of the most important measures which has passed Congress 
during my service in Congress in relation to the preservation of the 
peace and order of the Indian Territory and among the Indian tribes. 

The act of March 3, 1587, page 505, gives district and circuit courts 
of the Un States concurrent jurisdiction with the Court of Claims 
over suits against the Government. 

Suits heretofore ordinarily prosecuted before the Court of Claims 
against the Government are now brought in the several district courts 
of the United States, and this is an additional burden on the district 
attorneys throughout the country. Of course cases occur occasionally 
in all the States, and must continue to occur so long as the law is in 
force, of great importance. And in cases of that character, and partic- 
ularly in some courts already overcrowded and overworked with pub- 
lic business, and with counsel on the opposite side among the most 
distinguished lawyers throughout the country, it will become neces- 
sary for the proper prosecution of these cases that the district attorney 
shall have the assistance of able counsel. 

Then comes the act of March 3, 1887, page 635 (anti-polygamy act), 
making certain provisions in relation to the Perpetual Emigrating Fund 
ny, and the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, and 
duty of the Attorney-General ‘‘to cause such proceedings 
supreme court of Utah Territory as shall be proper 
to execute its provi ’ which include the annulment of the char- 
ters and forfeiture of a large amount of property. 

Any one who will take for a moment a cursory glance of the state 
of things in Utal ee that no ordinary district attorney will be 
able ect duties of his office and conduct also this 
ation involving millions and millions of dollars without the as- 
f the best counsel in the country. Hence the necessity that 
there should be an appropriation adequate to the employment of coun- 
sel of that character. 
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y-General, to prosecute in cases of violation of act or | 


This also opens a considerable field of litigation | 


thorizes an investigation of the books, accounts, and methods of rail- 
roads which have received aid from the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

United States courts to punish contumacy or refusal to obey a sub- 
pcena issued to any person. ; 

Here is another field of litigation, of the widest expanse, highly im- 
portant to the Government of the United States, involving perhaps 


| hundreds of millions of money, which the Department of Justice is 








required to carry on without increased compensation for the increased 
duties imposed upon it. 

Then comes the act of March 3, 1887 (page 556), to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress toaid in the construction 
of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The note to this statement says: 

Memorandum: A great deal of very important law business growing out of 
this act has already been imposed upon the Department of Justice. 

I ought to stop just here, Mr. Chairman, to say that this duty is im- 
posed by law first upon the Interior Department, which examinesinto the 
question and determines whether or not any steps should be taken by 
the Department of Justice, and its recommendations are placed in the 
hands of the Attorney-General. He is either, on receipt of them, to 
disregard the action of the Interior Department absolutely, and refuse 
to bring the suits, or to take their judgment, if it meets with his view, 
and institute proceedings in each case and carry them on in the courts 
to aproper termination. Thequestions that have originated under this 
act of Congress have involved thousands of acres of the public domain, 
and any one will know who is at all familiar with the proceedings of 
the courts that the district attorney, who must keep up with thecur- 
rent business of the court, can not go into the details of cases of that 
character which involve an immense amouné of work, and properly 
prepare them and try without the assistance of able counsel. 

Then there is the act of July 10, 1886, page 143, to provide for the 
taxation of railroad-grant lands, and for other purposes; and the person 
who has prepared this paper cites me, under the title ‘‘ snits to vacate 
land titles,’’ to the report of the Attorney-General, embodied in Senate 
Executive Document No. 169, Fiftieth Congress, first session, where 
information in regard to this class of suits may be found. These cases 
perhaps, in addition to what I have already cited, constitute the most 
extensive and numerous class of litigation, as well as doubtless the 
most important that have been devolved upon the Department of Jus- 
tice for the last few years. 

Again, we have the timber trespass suits. 

In the calendar year of 1887 alone five hundred and ninety-four 
criminal prosecutions were instituted atthe request of the Department 
of the Interior, and three hundred and thirty-six civil suits for the value 
of the timber were brought, involving $2,409,162.25. Here, then, are 
a thousand suits, in round numbers, under this single solitary act, 
which have been devolved upon the Department by reason of depre- 
dations upon our timber lands, and have been brought mainly under 
the direction of the Interior Department. 

The compiler of this paper says further: 

In addition to these there are pending civil suits against the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Montana Improvement Company, and others, in the 
Territories of Washington, Idaho, and Montana, for $2,000,000, value of timber 
unlawfully cut and removed from the public domain. Also, against the Sierra 
Lumber Company, in Northern California, for an equal amount, and numerous 
other suits in the different landed States and Territories, aggregating, with those 
referred to above, in the neighborhood of seven or eight millions of dollars. 

In all these cases the Government is opposed by numerous and able counsel, 
whose fees and retainers amount to hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Now, I need not say that in all these cases it is absolutely essential, 
in order to preserve the interests of the Government, that the district 
attorneys should have the assistance of competent persons, and ade- 
quate assistance, and that it should be of that character commensurate 
with the importance of the business. The interests of the Govern- 
ment are at stake, and it would be poor economy in cases involving 
such important issues to deny the aid of able counsel. 

It is said in addition that 

In the Territories there are from four to six districtcourts. The United States 
district attorney has frequently important cases in all of them, and business 
sometimes requires attention at two opposite, widely-separated courts at the 
same time, 

Within the last week we passed through this House without a dis- 
senting voice a bill to provide payment for special counsel employed by 
the Attorney-General for defending an Indian policemen who was 
charged with the commission of murder, one of the most peculiar and 
extraordinary cases that has ever come to my knowledge; a man who 
did not speak English at all, who had become imbued with the idea 
that the district attorney was his enemy, and refused to communicate 
with him, or talk with him, or counsel with him, or have anything 
whatever to do with him, who refused to take food for fear he would 
be poisoned; and in addition to that, at the very time when the district 
attorney’s services were most important and most desired to defend this 
man, the duties of the district attorney called him to a court ata far 
distant point from where the man was to be tried. Under these cir- 
cumstances the Attorney-General employed counsel, as under the law he 











